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Strike with
the miners!

By Mark Serwotka, left
candidate for CPSA President.

T LAST THE National
Union of Mineworkers has
named the day for strike
action in protest at the
Tories’ crazy pit closure plans.
April 2nd will be the first day
of national strike action in the
pits since the end of the 1984-85
strike.

It should also be the focus
for every worker who wants to
fight back. All the signs are
that the railworker’s union
RMT, will also vote for sup-
port and solidarity from other
groups of workers.

Their appeal deserves to be
answered with strike action on
April 2nd.

In the civil service, where 1
work, management are plan-
ning a mass attack on jobs,

pay conditions and rights.
They are already beginning the
process of “Market Testing”
which will lead to the loss of
tens of thousands of jobs.

A one day protest strike on 2
April alongside the miners
and railworkers would be a
great way of kick-starting the
campaign to defeat Market
Testing.

Continued on page 2
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NEWS

66,000 expelled, many more pushed out

Thousands of children denied schooling

from schools grew by 50%. 66,000

children were expelled last year.
That is one in a hundred of the school
population.

The tabloid press will put this down
to falling standards of behaviour and
moral decay. However, MORI, who
did the survey of Local Education
Authorities (LEAs), found that only
8% of LEAs put the rise down to bad
behaviour/discipline. 42% put it down
to increased school competition, and
28% to extra time-tabling pressures.
Both are a direct result of Tory educa-
tion reforms.

There are no statutory regulations
regarding expulsions and schools are
left to do as they like. The atmosphere
of heightened competition between
schools has given schools a big incen-
tive to ‘clear out’ (as one headmaster
in Monday’s Panorama put it) ‘bad’
children, especially with the growing

F ROM 1990 TO 1992 exclusions

out) schools and the media hype
around league tables.

“Children as young

~ as twelve are

expelled with no
hope of getting
into education ever
again”

Bad children in the education market
aren’t necessarily badly behaved chil-
dren. The currency in the education
market is exam results. Bad children
are the ones who get bad results. Chil-
dren can get expelled for having long
hair, and a school desperate to move
up the league tables can use such
expulsions to weed out the unacadem-
ic. The evidence is that a lot of schools

are doing just that.

Some head teachers are unashamed
of such practices. Grant Maintained
schools that are over subscribed
scarcely need to justify expelling chil-
dren in the new market climate. Chil-
dren expelled from these schools have
no right of appeal to the LEA!

As well as outright expulsions Head
Teachers increasingly pressure certain
types of parents into moving their ‘dif-
ficult’ children to a new school.

In one school featured in a ‘London
Tonight’ programme last week, the
headmistress told parents of “difficult’
children that if their child stepped out
of line again they would be immediate-
ly expelled, no matter how small the
offence. It would be better, she told
them, to move them on now and save
the embarrassment and inconvenience
of expulsion. Getting them into a new
school is easier for those who move
“voluntarily”. This practice is laid
down in the school rules.

Such practices hide the real scale of
the problem. The real number of de
facto expulsions is much greater than
66,000, startling as that figure is.

The demand for centres for expelled
children is rising dramatically and by
all accounts looks set to continue to
rise. But, starved of funds, they are
closing are closing down all over the
country. There is an ever growing
number of children expelled from
schools and unable to find another
school that will take them in, so that,
literally, they have nowhere to go for
an education.

In a growing number of cases chil-
dren as young as twelve are being
expelled with no hope of getting into
education ever again. The links with
juvegile crime are obvious. What else
is there to do if you are 14, thrown out
of school for good, and know that you
are the least likely person to ever geta
job?

Monday’s Panorama, which dealt

with the issue, looked favourably on a
scheme in America where private busi-
ness funds centres for such children.
Called the “Burger King Institute”
(after its sole sponsor), these centres
provide resources and counsellors.
Burger King plans to spend $2 million
dollars this year on this public rela-
tions exercise. Burger King are cur-
rently jointly funding with the local
authority a similar scheme in Tower
Hamlets.

More worrying than Panorama’s
enthusiasm for this scheme was its
attitude to a school in Sheffield which
operated a no-expulsion policy, spent
time with difficult kids, and willingly
took in children expelled from other
schools. This policy was treated with a
good deal of derision: it was they said,
not in the best interests of the majority
of the pupils.

Better to throw them on the street
and wait for Burger King to open an
institute in Sheffield.

number of Grant Maintained (opted

Defend student

unions!

By Elaine Jones, NUS
Executive, personal
capacity

“ E’VE been
fighting for
proper

resources for our union for
years. Now the Tories want to
take away all we've won. We
can’t just let them destroy the
unions we've built up. We have
got to fight back™

That’s how one delegate at the
Save Our Student Unions Con-
ference on 10 March described
the attack on student unions.
He was dead right.

Using rhetoric about destroy-
ing the last closed shop, the
Tories are planning to stop all
college funding of student
unions.

Such a move would wreck cur-
rent student union structures. It
would mean the end of any
democratic voice for students
locally or nationally. Yes, stu-
dents must fight back!

In defending our student
unions we must not forget how
we won them.

The student movement of
today was created in great stu-
dent struggles of the past:

* the fight to win representa-
tion in colleges;

* for better education funding;

* for decent student grants;

* the struggles against racism;

* against the Vietnam war;

* against apartheid in South
Affrica.

Student unions did not grow
up around union bars, adding
more and more concerns and
activities. Quite the reverse.
The growth of student union-

Homeless in London
Around 2,000 people sleep
on the street in London each

night.

The average life expectancy
of the homeless is 47, com-
pared with 75 for the rest of
the population. Homeless peo-
ple are 150 times more likely

to be fatally assaulted, 34
times more likely to commit
suicide and three times more
likely to catch pneumonia or
TB.

39,000 London families are
living in temporary accommo-
dation, such as hostels or bed
and breakfast.

run services in some colleges
was itself a result of the politi-
cal strength and will of student
union organisation. That is how
the democratic structures were
won.

To defend student unionism it
is vital to keep the democratic
structures of our unions intact.
We should defend our unions
right to control any services it
runs, and to run its own soci-
eties.

Above all else unions must be
free to fight for students
demands. They cannot do that
if they are legally under the
thumb of college managers or
judges.

Unfortunately this is exactly
what the National Union of
Students (NUS) leadership have
proposed in an attempt to make
student unions into an apoliti-
cal, non-campaigning student-
service operation in the vain
hope that the Tories will leave
the self-gutted student unions
alone.

Student activists should
oppose and fight the policy of
voluntary euthanasia which the
right wing NUS leaders are
proposing.

The left should be building
now a fight back against the
Tories’ wrecking plans. The
announcement of the details of
Tories’ plans for student unions
should be greeted with national
and local student action on a
mass scale.

The student movement can
stop the Tories destroying our
unions! The government is
deeply split over Maastricht
and facing a series of strikes by
the NUM, who have already
inflicted a public defeat on
them.

We must grab this opportuni-
ty and put the student move-
ment on a war footing against
our weak and divided Tory
enemy.

The NUS national conference
at the end of this month affords
student activists a great oppor-
tunity not only to hold the NUS
leadership to account for the
cowardice and treachery in the
face of the Tory enemy but to
begin to build the rank and file
campaign to save student
unions. If the NUS leaders
refuse to fight then the rank and
file of the NUS must go ahead
without them.

Thousands of residents marched round Withington Hospital, one of the biggestin
Manchester, in a final push to the campaign to prevent its closure. Saturday 13
March. Photo: Paul Herrmann (Profile).

Australian Labor regains workers’ votes

By Gerry Bates

ABOR WON an unexpect-
I_ ed victory in Australia’s

general election on 13
March.

A year ago, it looked as if the
only question was how big the
conservative victory would be.
Ten years of right-wing Labor
government have left unem-
ployment at record high levels.
Labor administrations Victoria
and Western Australia have
recently been discredited and
ousted after notorious corrup-
tion and bungling. Nine out of
Australia’s ten main daily
papers backed the conservative
Liberal-National coalition, and

former Labor prime minister
Bob Hawke, replaced by Paul
Keating only 15 months ago,
said it was time for a change of
government.

Yet Keating campaigned
hard on traditional Labor lines
— for increased welfare, against
further radical deregulation,
for trade union rights, fora
republic — and won back work-
ing-class votes. Although, or
more likely because, Keating
has been a die-hard Labor
right-winger all his life, he was
much more aggressive against
Australia’s conservatives than
the British Labour Party’s
once-leftish leaders ever are
against the Tories; Keating is

not scared of being denounced
by the media as a red!

Keating’s real election-winner
was his campaign against the
Liberals’ proposed Goods and
Services Tax, a tax like VAT
which would put up prices and
hit the poor hardest. The Lib-
erals were also proposing dras-
tic attacks on trade union
rights.

Keating is certain to break
his campaign promises. He is
as right-wing as he ever was,
and Australian capitalism is in
a bad way. But the Labor vic-
tory will create better condi-
tions for the labour movement
to recover its confidence and
beginning fighting back.

Strike with the miners!

From front page

But it’s not just civil servants
who need to make common
cause with the miners and rail-
workers.

* London busworkes have
already started a series of
strikes in protest at pay cuts,
longer hours and privatisation.

+ 80,000 council workers
could lose their jobs this year
as a result of Tory cuts in local
authority spending.

* NHS workers, up and down
the country face hospital clo-
sures, cuts and more creeping
privatisation.

Already at University College
Hospital in London the unions
are planning a work-in to save
the hospital.

= Tubeworkers face 5,000 job
losses this year.

+ Postal workers face massive

Jjob losses and privatisation.

* Teachers are backing a boy-
cott of English Tests for 14
year olds.

* Lecturers in Further Educa-
tion are planning strikes in
opposition to individual con-
tracts and other attacks on
terms and conditions.

All these attacks on public
sector workers come from one

source: the Tory government.

A government attack needs a

cross-public sector response

that should be obvious.

What’s more a strong fight-
back by public sector workers
will help encourage other
groups in the private sector like
the Timex strikers in Dundee
who badly need solidarity.

2 April could represent a
major turning point in the fight
against sackings, sell-offs, cuts
and the Tory government that
is determinded to drive them
through.

Strike with the miners on 2
April !

The
poisoned
well

The Mail does its bit in the
strange anti-child campaign
which the ruling class and its
press is now running.
At Jeast 66,000 children a
year (see article on this page)
are being expelled from
school, many of them left to a
life on the streets at 14 or 15
and the Mail gives its front
page to a bit of child demoni-
sation! These two things are
not unconnected...
When he was a Minster,
David Mellor put pressure on
the police on behalf of a Mus-
lim holy man constitutent of
his whose body guards had
beaten and half-blinded the
pet dog of Annette Crosley. It
barked at them in a park one
afternoon. The Sun had an
editorial denouncing Mellor
.This would be good stuff
were it not for the tabloids
nasty, half-voiced, underlying
jeer at Mellor! “Arab lover™
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The press campaign against children and youth

Giving the victim a bad name

“Magistrates and judges have react-
ed to the juvenile crime scare by
increasing dramatically the number
of jail sentences handed out to young
offenders.

Courts have increased by 43 per
cent the number of those under 18 in
prison.

In the next few weeks, the number
of young offender places in a juvenile
unit at Deerbolt, Co Durham, will
double and new cells will open in
Brinsford jail, near Bristol. The
Home Office hopes this will help
ease the crisis.”

Independent On Sunday, 14.3.93

HEN A ROBBER robs
Windividuals, the robber

gets a bad name. When
big gangs of “civilised” European
robbers went overseas in armies
to kill, maim, plunder and enslave
whole tribes and nations of peo-
ple economically less developed
than themselves, then it was the
victims who got the bad name,
not the robbers.

People who were generous and
free before rapacious gangs of
white Christians made war on
them went down in the history
written by their murdering, peon-
ising opponents as stupid, vicious
and savage. They had to be treat-
ed rough to save them from them-
selves. And anyway, they
deserved what they got.

So it is with the Tories and the
children of Britain, against whom
a ridiculous but malignant cam-
paign is now being waged by the
Tory press.

In the last 14 years, this plun-
dering Tory government has done
terrible things to Britain’s chil-
dren.

Everything done against the
working class and against the
poor has hit the children, the
weakest, exceptionally hard.
Everything rotten in our world
bears down on children with
exceptional and sometimes with
crushing force. They are the least
able to fend for themselves, the
least able to compete on equal
terms for scarce resources within
the family.

Locok at the facts.

26% of British children now live
in households with less than half
the average income (twice as
many as in 1979 when the Tories
took over).

British Child Benefits are the
lowest in Western Europe. France
spends three times as much as
Britain on family allowances.

According to the Low Pay Unit,
two million school children in
Britain work illegally (a quarter
of them at less than £1 an hour).

Children suffer from the chaos
in education, from the shortage
of nursery places, from our miser-
able level of maternity leave —
which is, like so much else in
Britain, the worst in Western
Europe.

And then when they leave
school, they cannot find jobs.
They learn that there is one thing
under capitalism worse than to be
exploited by capitalism — not to
be exploited! To be unable to find
anyone who wants to use you. To
find no place in society at the
beginning of your adult life but

the scrap heap, alongside the
aged and the sick.

The lives of millions of children
have been fearfully but needlessly
impoverished and in some cases
warped because of what the Tory
custodians of capitalist civilisa-
tion have done to them, to their
parents and to the rest of the
working people of Britain in the
last 14 years.

NDER THE Tories, Britain

has raised, and is raising

now, generations of young
victims. And now — triggered by
proper public shock at the killing
of a two year old, Jamie Bulger,
allegedly by two children in Liv-
erpool — comes the campaign to
give these victims a bad name,
and to blame them entirely for
what the Tories have made of
them.

“In the last 14 years,
this plundering
Tory government
has done terrible
things to Britain's
children.”

The children of Britain have had
things too soft, the newspapers
tell us. They are spoiled. They
have no discipline. They are
raised as “Little Emperors™. Par-
ents no longer have them under
sufficiently firm control. Britain
must get tougher with its kids!

When you know that authorita-
tive estimates put at 62% the pro-
portion of children who are
getting ‘smacked’ before they

reach the age of one — that is,
treated by adults in such a man-
ner that other adults could sue if
it were done to them — you are
left wondering what “getting
tough” will look like.

Of course it is the old story —
everything some of the oppressed
in their suffering, confusion, des-
peration, anger or bloody-mind-
edness say and do is used as
evidence against all of them and
cited in support of those who mis-
treat them and of the thesis that,
when dealing with those bru-
talised and demoralised by ill-
treatment, the answer is to treat
them worse! Virtue? That is what
the ruling predators choose to do,
whatever it is.

However horrible the killing of
Jamie Bulger was, and however
one may condemn such “youth”
crimes as mugging, taken as a
whole the children and the young
people of Britain are victims.
Those who now traduce and
scapegoat them are those whose
victims they are.

HAT OUR children need
and deserve 1is not
tougher and harsher

treatment but better and more
gentle treatment. They need prop-
er social nurturing, from ade-
quate medical care at birth to
good food, clothes, and nursery
and school care as they grow up.
They need parental nurturing in
which they are treated with care,
love and respect. Where their nat-
ural weaknesses and immaturities
are compensated for and not used
as an occasion to victimise them
or lord it over them. Where they
are never subjected to violence, or
to the arbitrary diktats of domi-
neering adults prepared for their
own convenience to brutally over-
ride the child’s drives and con-

Young people demonstrate in Leicester. Tory cuts have hit the weakest — children in particular — hardest. Photo: Mark Salmon

cerns. Where adult-child relations
are not, as in the main they now
are, relations which teach the
child to respect and submit to
arbitrary power, and to look for-
ward to the time when he or she
will get a share of such power and
people to exercise it on.

In short, children need to be
brought up in such a way that
their formative relationships do
not put reason, co-operation and
respect for others at a discount
and lead them to the conclusion
that such ideas are for mugs, or
for when you have no choice.

“It falls to the
serious left to throw
the scapegoating
back in the face of
the predatory
capitalists.”

And when they are grown they
need proper education, and then
proper jobs.

Love and care from parents and
from society is the only way to
rear children into loving and car-
ing adults with a properly devel-
oped sense of belonging to the
human race and to a worthwhile
society, whose common disci-
plines they can share and respect.
The miracle now is that most chil-
dren do, despite everything grow
up to be decent human beings.

It is poverty, neglect, the exam-
ple of the ruling class, exploita-
tion — think of it: two million
school children working illegally
in Britain in 1993! — and inces-
sant propaganda for the Tories’

dog-eat-dog philosophy that bru-
talise Britain and, inevitably,
some of the children of Britain.

If the labour and trade union
movement’s leaders were not the
beaten and dispirited creatures
they are, the Tories and their
press would not get away with
this indiscriminate branding of
their young victims as a genera-
tion of criminals and potential
criminals.

The Tories would be branded
and hounded as the real crimi-
nals, and the system they serve
condemned for what it has done
and is doing to the children of
Britain.

But the Labour and trade union
leaders are what they are.

It falls to the serious left to
throw the lies and the vicious
scapegoating back in the face of
the predatory capitalists and their
press now — just as we did when
they slandered and misrepresent-
ed the peoples they were robbing
and ill-treating at the far corners
of the world.

“The emancipation of the

working class is also the
emancipation of all human beings
without distinction of sex or race.”
Karl Marx
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Bob Fryer:
man of
principle

ometime around
about 1980, I
had cause to

attend a meeting of the
British Leyland Com-
bine Committee. This
was a semi-official body
of convenors and senior
stewards from most of
the BL Cars plants of
the time. Predictably, it
was dominated by Stal-
inists and their hangers-
on. Equally predictably,
it was a thoroughly bureaucratic affair with little
obvious relevance to the big struggles then taking
place in the plants. Suddenly, a diminutive figure
with a heavy mid-European accent intervened. I
forget what it was about, except that he kept saying
“this is a matter of principle!” The assembled Stal-
inists and lower-ranking bureaucrats looked very
put out: this guy was definitely not part of their
club. That was my first encounter with Bob Fryer.

Bob was then the Convenor of the BL Cowley
Assembly plant and one of the very few Leyland
senior stewards who was neither a Stalinist nor a
right winger. You got the distinct impression that
he was also one of the very few that habitually used
the word “principle”. Bob had worked at Cowley
since the plant re-opened after World War 2; in the
1950s and ’60s he had been one of the relatively
small group of militants who had got the place
properly unionised — a high risk, activity that
could very easily have got him the sack.

Fryer knew all about taking risks. As a youth in
Hungary before the war he’d taken part in the anti-
fascist resistance and had been arrested trying to
escape to Switzerland. It was little short of a mira-
cle that he lived to tell the tale: the rest of his fami-
ly (who were both Jewish and Communist) perished
in the concentration camps.

For most people that would have been enough
danger for one lifetime. But Fryer, finding himself
in Oxford after the war threw himself into the cam-
paign to get Cowley unionised.

Unlike many of even the best rank and file trade
unionists, he was also highly political. Despite his
CP background he never joined the party and, out-
raged by the Soviet invasion of Hungary in 1956,
he began working closely with the Trotskyists of
the Socialist Labour League. By the late 1960s, he
was Convenor of the Cowley Assembly plant, but
his Trotskyist (or at least, semi-Trotskyist) politics
brought him into conflict with the TGWU
bureacracy. In 1974, he was removed from office
(together with his deputy, Alan Thornett) by the
“left” leadership of the TGWU under Jack Jones.

Once again, Fryer showed his superior moral cali-
bre and working class principles: no longer a young
man, he went back “on the tools” and worked as a
rank and file trade unionist. Remarkably, he was
rewarded by being re-elected as Convenor in 1977
— a position he kept for the next 10 years. Even his
political opponents had to admit the man’s sheer
courage and determination.

Bob Fryer never achieved much in the convention-
al sense: money, possessions or fame. But he
achieved one hell of a lot for the workers he repre-
sented — and, no doubt, in terms of his own self-
respect. In these days of “new realism”, cynicism
and Jimmy Airlie-type sell-outs we should all give
thanks for Fryer and the tradition he represented.
He died last month, aged 70.

INSIDE THE
UNIONS

By Sleeper

BEHIND THE NEWS

Boris Kagarlitsky reports from

Civil war loo

Russian President Boris
Yeltsin's dramatic decision
to try and run Russia as a
market economy, which for
60 years was a bureaucrat-
ically run command econo-
my, has inevitably caused
chaos. Unemployment,
starvation, and mass pover-
ty now stalk Russia. For
another such act of blind
dogmatic action by a head
of state in modern history
you have to turn to Joseph
Stalin’s forced collectivi-
sation of agriculture 65
years ago.

Like Yeltsin, Stalin was
ignorant and subjective,
and he did not care about
the human cost of what he
did.

Stalin, of course, gave
direct orders for acts of
mass murder and Yeltsin
merely folds his arms as
millions of lives are
wrecked. That, of course,
is an important difference.
Another important differ-
ence is that Stalin was an
all-powerful dictator and
Yeltsin is not, though he
shows signs of wanting to
be.

Yeltsin faces a powerful
opposition in the Russian
parliament. Russia is now
locked in a head-on con-
flict between President
Yeltsin, the executive head
of state, and the Parliament
over the question "who
rules”. Civil war is talked
of as a real possibility.
Boris Kagarlitsky of the
Party of Labour gives his
views.

eltsin has lost the
Congress, but as
this happens the

danger increases of a
Yeltsin counter-attack. A
coup attempt is now widely
expected. I think Yeltsin is
actually in a quite weak
position, but perhaps as a
last-ditch effort he might
try such a move.

One issue for the western
labour movements is the
support which western gov-
ernments are giving for the
idea of a coup. They are
actually encouraging
Yeltsin to break the consti-
tution and organise a coup.
Here the famous western
democracy is trying to
organise another Chile!
Fortunately Russia is not
Chile and they do not run
the army — thank God!

There are some good sides
to the current situation.
Yeltsin looks as though he
is losing most of his power.
His threat of a referendum
sounds extremely weak.

Yeltsin still insists that he
is more popular than the
parliament — something
often quoted in the western
press. What you may not be
aware of is that both
Yeltsin and the parliament
are very unpopular.

Opinion polls estimate
that only 6% of Russian
people believe that Yeltsin
is doing a good job, com-
pared to 4.5% who say the
parliament is performing
well.

The parliament is even
less popular than Yeltsin.
Around 60% of the people
believe Yeltsin is doing a
positively bad job.

The opposition in parlia-
ment opposed the referen-

dum only because they
wanted Yeltsin to pledge
that he would respect the
results of the vote. They
wanted him to take respon-
sibility. They want him to
agree to resign if he loses.

The only way Yeltsin
could possibly win such a
vote now is#f 60 or 70% of
the people just did not
bother to vote.

The referendum was
announced for 11 April;
parliament decided not to
go ahead; Yeltsin said he
would go ahead anyway at
the end of April. He simply
may not be able to.

If Yeltsin does not, in the
end, get his referendum
then there remain two
courses open for him.
Either to accept the slow-
down of the economic
reforms, or to decide for
new elections. If there were
new elections Yeltsin, or his
candidate, would fail. They
would win few seats in a
new parliament.

The parliament we have
now is clearly anti-Yeltsin,
but is does not have any
sharp political profile. Any
new parliament would be
more left wing. There
would be a number of
major new forces after a
new election.

IRST, THE centre-
F right and centre-left

coalition, the Civic
Union. The left here is
strong, with many people
who are critical of the pri-
vatisations and want to
keep public property. Then
there would be a strong
Communist Party. Then
there would be the Demo-
cratic Left, virtually unrep-

resented in the current par-
liament.

The Party of Labour
wants elections as soon as
possible. We are ready and
confident. We would get a
respectable vote, probably
on a slate with other left-
wing organisations. The
main point is that the
unions will back us.

It is difficult to estimate
the size of vote we would
get, but it would be over
5%. The precise strength of
our vote would depend on
the positions of the Civic
Union and the Communist
Party. If the Communist
Party is as nationalist as it
is now and if the Civic
Union presents itself as cen-
tre-right rather than centre-
left, we will get a better
vote.

The CP acts as a left-
nationalist party rather
than a party of working
people. If they shift, and
become more reasonable,
perhaps they would take
some of our support.

The Party of Labour’s
basic stand is to defend the
public sector. We want the
survival and reconstruction
of this sector. We want a
clear reform of the Labour
Code, fixing rights for the
unions to participate in
decision making in the pub-
lic-owned enterprises. This
would be a form of partici-
pation beyond the German
system, a mild form of
workers’ control. The
unions are not prepared to
go beyond this step.

We also stand for a new
agreement on price and
wage controls. Prices
should be frozen. Wages
should be renegotiated and

French left slumps

By Colin Foster

right-wing victory

seems certain in

France’s parliamentary
elections, due to take place in
two rounds on 21 and 28 March.

The right-wing coalition, the

Union Pour la France, could
come out with 75% of the seats.
The landslide is due not so much
to the UPF gaining votes — its
score should be a bit over 40%,
roughly what the established
right have been able to count on
for many years — as to the dis-
array of all the other parties.

The Socialist Party, which has
controlled the presidency and
(bar 1986-88) the government
for 12 years, since 1981, isin a
mess. Its opinion-poll score is
down to 18%. It could end up
with no seats at all in the Paris
area.

Its candidate for the presiden-
tial election due in 1995, Michel
Rocard, has called for the disso-
lution of the Socialist Party in
favour of a new broad ‘centre-
left’ movement, free from even
those feeble links which the SP
still has with the working class,
and apparently modelled on Bill

Clinton’s US Democratic Party.

The SP’s manifesto for the
election is tired, bland, and
empty, as if they have given up
on the contest. The party, never
very solidly-rooted, has been
gutted and demoralised by 12
years of administering capitalist
cuts and unemployment, and by
a series of corruption scandals.

In other times the Communist
Party might have made gains as
a left-wing alternative to the dis-
credited SP. But now, like CPs
elsewhere, it is decaying and
dying. Its leader Georges Mar-
chais may lose his parliamen-
tary seat to the Greens.

With the fascist National
Front stable at a little over 10%
of the vote, the Greens have
gained ground as a new alterna-
tive. They have some policies: a
cut in the work-week to 35 hours
(with corresponding wage cats,
except for the lowest-paid); cuts
in military spending; a shift
from nuclear power and roads to
renewable energy sources and
railways... They also have some
colourful candidates, including
France’s best-known anti-racist
campaigner, Harlem Desir, and
the country’s best-known Marx-

ist economist, Alain Lipietz.

At one point the Greens were
outstripping the SP in the opin-
ion polls, although now their
score has settled down to 12 to
14%.

But the Greens are split into
two factions, allied only tem-
porarily and uneasily for the
election, and are well on the way
to selling out all their radical
promises for political deals with
the SP or the right wing. Green
leader Brice Lalonde, formerly a
minister in the SP-led govern-
ment, makes it clear that he is
ready to do deals on either side.

France’s three main revolu-
tionary left organisations are
also standing candidates. Lutte
Quvriere has 247 candidates,
focusing on basic economic agi-
tation under the slogan “Make
the Rich Pay!” The Ligue Com-
muniste Revolutionnaire has 70;
their slogan is “The Real Left”,
but they have blurred their pro-
file with a largely unsuccessful
search for alliances with various
not-very-left-wing grouplets and
individuals who have split away
from the CP or SP. The oddball
sectarian Parti des Travailleurs
has 84 candidates.
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then frozen. An enterprise
director in the public sector
currently earns one hun-
dred times the salary of a
teacher. We want the wages
of the administrators and
bureaucrats to be cut and
workers’ wages raised.

On the national question
the main issue is not so
much that of national

Moscow

msin Russia

Yeltsin does not care about the human cost of his economic policies.

minorities inside Russia,
where — with the exception
of the northern Caucasus
which is a special case —
there has been some bal-
ance achieved. The main
issue is external relations.
We favour a new confeder-
ation with very limited cen-
tral power. This would be a
free union where the

BEHIND THE NEWS

republics will be free to
Jjoin. No force, no return to
the old Soviet Union. Here
there is a big difference
between us and the Com-
munist Party.

The CP want to restore
the Soviet Union as it was.
There will be a big debate
on this issue.

None of the Politburo

members have rejoined the
CP. The top bureaucrats
have gone to the right-wing
parties. But there are some
old CP Central Committee
members who have joined.
The CP is now largely a
new party, and a party of
opposition. They are Stalin-
ist-nationalists, but they are
not corrupt.

Italy: as corrupt as capitalism

Bob Sugden in Milan
reports on ltaly’s
political crisis.

eaders of Socialist
Organiser will
undoubtedly be dis-

appointed to hear that what
is being described as Italy’s
“Peaceful Revolution” is
being led by the country’s
judges and magistrates!

A quarter of the members
of the Italian Parliament,
including the former Prime
Minister Bettino Craxi and
the former Foreign Minister
Gianni de Michaelis, have
been accused of corruption,
while three members of the

Cabinet, including the Min-
isters of Justice and
Finance, have had to resign.
Probably the majority of
the towns and cities in the
country are now without a
mayor, as the momentum of
“Tangentopoli” (“Tangenti”
means “back-handers”)

shows no signs of weakening.

Central to this process is
the northern commercial
capital, Milan, a Socialist
Party stronghold, which has
for decades prided itself on

being an efficient, law-abid-
ing, European-style centre of
integrity and business, in
contrast with time-serving
capital, Rome and the
mafia-dominated South.

Principal among the accu-

sations is the charge that the
political parties have primar-
ily funded themselves on the
proceeds of institutionalised
corruption — illicit money
that is paid, for example, by
construction companies to
get planning permission, or
contracts for public works.
The construction of the
Milan Metro, and major
roads in the Lombardy
region, have been given as
examples of this.

A recent move by the
Socialist Party Prime Min-
ister, Giulio Amato, to give
immunity to politicians
under accusation (while leav-
ing non-politicians still liable
to prosecution!) has failed
because President Scalfero
refused to agree to it.

The political parties most
intimately involved in this
corruption scandal appear to
be the Socialist Party and
the Christian Democrats
(Italy’s Tories).

Italy’s Communist Party,
which used to be the largest
in Western Europe but which
has declined since it changed
its name three years ago (in
line with the times, and with
its established position as a
“responsible” opposition
party) to “The Democratic
Party of the Left”, seems to
be relatively “clean”. It has,
however, refused to come out
unequivocally for the resig-
nation of this government
and of law-makers who have
consistently flouted their
own laws.

Only two very small par-
ties in Parliament have
called for resignation — the
fascist Movimento Sociale

Italiana, and the Refon-
dazione Communista, which
is an alliance of left-wing
groups including what was

left of the Stalinists after the

PCI (Communist Party)
became the PDS (Democrat-
ic Party of the Left).
Popular feeling about this
scandal is, not surprisingly,
running very high, even
though Italians are normally
cynical about politics. The
workers have been partially
successful in forcing a climb-

down on some of the strin-
gency measures brought in
by Amato’s government last
summer and autumn.

Unfortunately, with the
traditional parties discredit-
ed and the left disorientated,
these events seem to offer
golden opportunities to
“protest-vote” parties such
as the Northern League,
which combines right wing
social policies with federal-
ism (or secessionism) based
on the “racism” which exists
between Northern and
Southern Italy.

‘Whatever happens in the
forthcoming April elections,
the present governmental
crisis means the destruction

of the old, corrupt and inces-
tuous “partyocracy” based
in Rome, under which poli-
tics has stagnated in Italy
since the war. If this is com-
bined with success for Lega
Nord, as seems likely, it will
be a setback, although to
what extent Lega Nord
could implement its pro-
gramme (insofar as it has
one) and maintain its “clean
hands” (insofar as its hands
are clean) remains to be
seen.
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EDUCATION
FOR

BARBARISM
By Colin Waugh

wants all 14 year olds in

state schools to do Stan-
dard Assessment Tests (SATSs)
in English this summer. Ulti-
mately they mean to turn
English into narrow communi-
cation skills training with a
dash of literary heritage
appreciation. English teachers
are campaigning for a boycott
and have won support from
teaching unions, parents, hith-
erto pro-Tory education
experts and even private
school heads. This could dam-
age the Tories’ whole educa-
tion strategy and every
socialist should support it.
However if these English
SATs are scrapped, differ-
ences could surface amongst
the campaigners over the goals
of English teaching, allowing

T HE GOVERNMENT

The system
terrorised
children into
acquring
just enough
literacy

the Tories to counter-attack.
This struggle shows how, in
education, union issues of pay
and conditions are linked to
ideological issues, of curricu-
lum content and teaching and
assessment methods. Until
now the left in education
hasn’t recognised this, so there
is no coherent left critique of
liberal progressivist approach-
es and hence no agreed basis
for working class struggle
against the Tories’ dismantling
of them.

By stripping away the rem-
nants of progressivism, the
Tories are returning schools to
what they were like before the
1944 Education Act, in effect
to the system shaped by the
1870 Act which set up state
schooling and the 1902 Act
which scrapped elected school
boards. So to understand Tory
policy now, you have to see
what their class was trying to
achieve then. As now, English
was central.

Up to 1867 Parliament
opposed state provision of
schools. Then massive union
campaigning won the vote for
better-off workers. Immediate-
1y the

MPs, led by Robert Lowe, a
former chancellor and bitter
opponent of extending the
franchise, reversed their atti-
tude. As Lowe said, “I believe
it will be absolutely necessary
to compel our new masters to
learn their letters”. State ‘ele-
mentary’ schools were now set
up under regulations first
framed by Lowe in 1862 for
controlling church schools.
Under these, teachers, many of
whom were themselves senior
pupils, had to drill classes of
up to 120 organised in ‘stan-
dards’ rather than age groups,

Their English
and ours

in reading and writing, plus

some arithmetic and religious

knowledge. Salaries depended
on how well pupils could
repeat what they’d learnt to

visiting inspectors. After 1902

attendance became compulso-

ry, enforced by truant officers
and the police.

The system depended on the
cane. It terrorised working
class children into acquiring
just enough literacy to read
(but not to criticise) the gutter
press, and simultaneously
crushed any broader interest in
studying or writing by linking
them with pain and humilia-
tion. It was the capitalist state
arrogantly presuming to
instruct people in their own
language by methods which
deprived them of power over
that language. Despite repeat-
ed waves of strikes by children,
it survived virtually intact until
1944, and, alongside some lib-
eral innovations, much of it
has survived till now, ready for
Patten to make it dominant
again.

English Literature dates
from the same period, and
Robert Lowe was one of the
main people behind that too.
Teachers for the elementary
schools were recruited from
amongst the lower middle class
and the working class itself,
and it was necessary to imbue

them with an ideology which
would help them see them-
selves less as mere disciplinari-
ans and more as

professional educators. At
the same time this ideology
must set them apart from
other workers and make them
loyal to the state. The inven-
tion of English Literature as
an academic subect in teacher
training colleges and university
departments was a way of
doing this. The writings of
Chaucer, Shakespeare, Milton
ete were lifted out of their his-
torical settings and relocated
in the context of the develop-
ment of English, from Saxon
times onwards, as a language

destined to rule the modern
world, just as Latin had ruled
the ancient world through the
Roman empire. When Patten
bans critical analysis of soap
operas from the English cur-
riculum and lays down which
Shakespeare play must be
studied, he’s harking back to
this ideology.

Ever since 1870 the ruling
class has used English as
weapon against working peo-
ple. The SATSs struggle offers
us a chance to seize this
weapon, re-shape it and turn it
back against them. To do so
entails developing a set of
demands about English teach-
ing which the majority of
teachers, students and parents
would support, based on valid
elements in current practice
but also pointing beyond them.

Among these demands could
be that English should: provide

a grounding in logical reason-
ing as well as communication
“skills’; involve modern writing
(including writing for TV) as
well as earlier ‘texts’; include
material translated from a
wide range of languages; link
‘texts’ to their social contexts
and to how they were produced

(eg as printed books, plays for
the popular theatre etc); inves-
tigate the origins of words;
value spoken language, includ-
ing patois and other non-stan-
dard forms; and give young
people the confidence to speak
to a group.
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Cop killers

on the

T LAST THE police are
Abeing told to address

the threat to life and
limb posed by people, usually
young men, who speed down
streets in high powered cars
with flashing blue lights and
sirens blaring. These men are
too irresponsible and imma-
ture to handle fast and pow-
erful cars. Luckily the cars...

A Home Office survey sug-
gests that the police are at
least partially responsible for
a quarter of the deaths and
injuries resulting from joy-rid-
ing. In 1991, that was 29
deaths and 181 injuries.

One copper with a tes-
terone surfeit is awaiting trial
for manslaughter in Winch-
ester for proving his car was
much faster than two joy rid-
ing motorcyclists: he forced
them off the road at high
speed, killing them both

Home Secretary, Kenneth
Clarke has the solution. He is
introducing a league table of
response rates to 999 calls.
That should significantly
reduce the number of speed-
ing idiots on the roads.

HE SEMI-FINALS of the
T British Police Cup

promise one particular-
ly lively fixture, that between
the RUC side and the West
Midlands “serious foothall™
squad.

Fair play and strict obser-
vance of the rules is not
expected, although the refer-
ee predicts there will be no
sendings off — it will be
impossible to put the blame
for fouls on individual play-
ers through lack of evidence,
ill health of the players con-
cemed and various bits of
the game getting “lost™.

Prediction for the final
score: Casement Park 4,
Birmingham 6.

HOSE WHO WISH to
T deny women the free-

dom to choose to have
an abortion have always liked
to style themselves “pro-life”.
That label took a bit of a
knock last week when mem-
bers of the “pro-life” group
“Rescue America” (they
invade clinics to “rescue”
foetuses) picketed a
women’s clinic in Florida.
When a doctor, David Gunn,
attempted to go to work, one
of the demonstrators shot
him three times at point blank
range in the back — he died
two hours later.

Cop danger

roads

Rescue America described
the incident as unfortunate,
but went on to point out that
“babies’ lives” would be
saved as a result.

NEWSPAPER not a
Asnuozapaper? Last Fri-

day The Mail offered a
£500 prize (or an Armani suit)
to anyone who could identify
John Birt's “mysterious” tax
deductible secretary. They
must have missed the article
in Thursday's Financial
Times — easy mistake to
make. The headline, over a
foot long and an inch high,
reads “Birt paid wife two
company salaries”.

FT journalist Raymond

Snoddy opted for the £500.

0 JOHN BIRT has hired
S one time Thatcher side

kick and PR man Sir
Tim Bell to help improve his
image. Bell has worked
recently on the image of
David Mellor and of British
Airways. He is now co-ordi-
nating a BBC staff campaign
“brown nosing for the boss”.

Now, are his fees tax

deductible...?

guardians of our free and

just society doing such a
fine job exposing the grab-
bery and corruption at the
BBC. None of these angels of
financial honesty would ever
of course indulge in any kind
of tax avoidance.

So there must be some per-
fectly rational explanation
for Andrew Knight, the News
International executive in
charge of the Sunday Times
{this week's lead story is on
Birt, with a full page inside)
holding £28 million in News
International shares through
a Jersey Ofishore trust. This
couldn’t possibly be a way of
avoiding capital gains tax on
the sale of shares, could it?

I T'S GOOD TO see that the

that we have to report that

Shadow Home Secretary
Tony “Hard on crime — hard
on the causes of crime” Blair
was burgled last week.

You have to admire the rul-
ing class for their sense of
humour, even in adversity.
The bourgeoise's in-house
journal, the Economist,
reported last week on the
decline of religion, saying,
“30% of Britons believe in
the devil — slightly more
than the 28% who believe in
John Major as prime minis-
ter.”

I T IS WITH GREAT regret

GRAFFITI

A deplorable

lack of silence

By Jim Denham

OUGLAS HURD
is one of the few
members of the pre-

sent government who sJeems to
have some sense of decorum.
Unlike Messrs Major and
Lamont, he doesn’t habitually
blame the rest of the world for
all the government’s cock-ups.
He comes over as the sort of
chap who’s willing to take a bit
of responsibility — you could
almost imagine him resigning
over something.

All of which made his speech
at the new Oxford Brookes
University last Friday rather
significant. The gist of it was
the need for a “better balance”
between “achievement and crit-
icism”; the nation’s “leading
institutions” (including, pre-
sumably, the government) are
having to spend too much time
“seeking to explain and justify
themselves”. Nothing new in
any of this, of course: it echoes
Mrs Thatcher’s famous com-

Daun

ByJean Lane

ASSENGERS, even today,

tend to do a double-take

when they realise they are
riding on a bus that is driven by
a woman.

When I was sitting on the back
of my bus with the passengers,
one day, waiting for my conduc-
tor to turn up from the canteen,
two women passengers asked
where the driver had got to.
When I said, “She’s sitting in
front of you. It’s the conductor
who’s missing”, they were very
apologetic. “Sorry darling”, one
said. “We’re as bad as the men.
You really showed us up”.

Being a conductor is much more
accepted for women. It was not
always so.

Women first started working
in London’s bus garages during
the First World War, when there

plaint about “Moaning Min-
nies” and the present Prime
Minister’s habit of dismissing
all criticism as unpatriotic.
What was different was that
Mr Hurd’s complaints were
levelled primarily at the quality
press (and, to a lesser extent, at
the broadcast media).

Of course, Mr Hurd had
nothing to say about the previ-
ous 14 years, when most of the
British press gave the Tories
almost uncritical support and
some (notably the Daily Mail
and the Sun) let Conservative
Central Office write their copy.
His complaints about the “hard
knocks” suffered by “politi-
cians, the judiciary, church,
police and monarch™ did not
extend to the systematic press
campaign of character assasi-
nation against Neil Kinnock or
the deliberate misrepresenta-
tion of Labour’s tax policies
during the last election.

Since last year, when the
Tory press fell out of love with
the government, it has become
increasingly apparent that
senior ministers don’t like the
idea of a “free press” very
much at all. They are not yet
ready to move to statutory con-
trols, but they are determined
to bring the press to heel one
way or another. Hence the
secret meeting (belatedly
reported in the Guardian last
week) in October between gov-
ernment representatives and
press big wigs like Times News-
papers director Sir Edward
Pickering, the chair of the
Newspaper Publishers Associa-
tion Sir Frank Rodgers, deputy

ed by

was a shortage of labour. The
London General Omnibus Com-
pany allowed women into the
garages as washers and conduc-
tors, much to the horror of the
men. They were seen as a threat
to the men’s wages and condi-
tions and as a dilution of their
semi-skilled status.

To be fair, the men were angry
not just at women coming in, but
at a union leadership who had
failed to negotiate better hours
and rates despite the labour
shortage and who signed agree-
ments with management behind
the backs of the rank and file.
The leadership originally agreed
to the women coming in at a
lower rate than the men, which
then gave management a lever to
attack the conditions of the
other inside (engineering) staff.

The rank and file, however,
were organised and were strong.
At a special delegate meeting
held on 21 November 1916 in
Clerkenwell the Executive Com-
mittee tried to get the practice of
signing agreements without
resort to the membership
endorsed. They were “absolutely
overwhelmed by the flood of
antagonism towards them”,
according to the union journal,
and were heavily defeated. And
later, “In spite of the resolution
at the Euston Theatre calling
upon them to resign, and the
proceedings at the Special Dele-
gate Meeting, it was not, I
regret to state, until violence had
been threatened that they agreed
to clear out”.

Organisers of the rank and file
protested that their objection to
women workers was not against

director of the Newspaper
Society David Newall and
Guardian boss Harry Roche:
these champions of the “free
press” were, it seems, ready to
offer massive self-censorship of
investigative reporting in
exchange for a government
commitment to oppose statuto-
ry controls.

In the end, we are told, no
formal deal was reached. But
then gentlemen don’t do
“deals”: they reach “under-
standings” with fellow gentle-
men. Like Mr Douglas Hurd.

HICH BRINGS us
to L’Affaire Birt.
The origins of this

simmering scandal go back to
the last time a government set
about bringing a troublesome
media to heel: Mrs Thatcher’s
determination to punish the
BBC for various acts of insub-
ordination (notably the Real
Lives programme) by sending
in Duke Hussey to open up the
Corporation to the bracing,
wind of the free market.
Hussey, in turn, brought in fel-
low Thatcherites Michael
Checkland as Director General
and John Birt as Deputy.

Birt’s brief was to sort out the
Beeb’s News and Current
Affairs department, sacking
thousands of staff, introducing
“producer choice” and ensur-
ing a less critical stance
towards the government. In
January of this year, he ousted
Checkland as Director Gener-
al.

It now turns out that Mr

eclut

the women, but the employer.
But their resolutions did talk of
conducting being “not a fit occu-
pation for them”.

They agreed to women’s
employment because of the
labour shortage, after manage-
ment had assured them that they
had exhausted all attempts to
employ men; on the understand-
ing that they did the same work,
at the same rate of pay and that
“their employment should be ter-
minated at the conclusion of the
war”.

replaced 75% of the male

conductors who had gone to
war. Then, in 1917 a resolution
for: “agitation against the
employment of women drivers
and coloured labour being intro-
duced... we should win outright
against any further dilution of
our trade” was unanimously car-
ried by the Transport Workers
Federation; but the Home Secre-
tary decided to issue driving
licences to women.

According to the Record:

“The power of the (omnibus)
ranges from 40-60 horsepower,
and are driven continually on the
heaviest traffic roads, necessitat-
ing continuous declutching, thus
rendering the work highly stren-
uous and sufficient to try the
strongest of men.”

A protest rally held at Euston
Theatre passed a resolution
pledging resistance to the deci-
sion “both in the interests of the
license of vehicle workers them-
selves and public safety” and
agreeing that: “on the appear-
ance of a woman upon a licensed

B EFORE LONG women

Birt’s free-market philosophy
extended to his own pay and
tax arrangements, under which
he was paid not as a BBC staff
member but as “John Birt Pro-
ductions Ltd”. This nice little
earner allowed honest John to
claim “adminstration expens-
es” for his Armani suits against
tax. It also allowed him to
claim £15,000 for a “secretarial
assistant” who turned out to be
his own wife — who also took
a director’s salary of £14,000.
Highly ingenious, but not, per-
haps, entirely appropriate for
the Director General of a great
national institution.

The story of Mr Birt’s imagi-
native tax arrangements was
broken by the Independent on
Sunday two weeks ago, since
when the rest of the press has
followed it up in considerable
detail.

The BBC’s own news pro-
grammes, however, have been
noticeably reticent on the sub-
ject. As the Observer’s TV
reviewer John Naughton com-
mented: “If one wanted a testi-
monial to what Honest John,
the Duke and their bag-carriers
have done to a great organisa-
tion, then this was it”,

Meanwhile, “government
sources” are busy spreading the
story that the whole affair is a
“dirty tricks” campaign engi-
neered by the BBC unions and
other malcontents, a la press
campaign against David Mel-
lor last year. Or, to use Hurd-
speak, it’s yet another
deplorable example of the lack
of balance “between achieve-
ment and criticism”.

hing?

vehicle as a driver all licensed
vehicle men to cease work until
she is taken off the road”.

No women drivers were
employed.

Meanwhile, those women
employed as washers and con-
ductors were taking an active
part in the union. When a war
bonus, to take account of the
extra work caused by wartime
conditions, was paid only to the
men, they struck, bringing the
men out with them, By the time
the leadership were getting
round to recognising the strike it
had spread to the South Coast
and all the women on the Under-
ground came out too.

This was at a time when sym-
pathy strikes were banned
because of the war. But the rank
and file were strong enough to
defy the union leadership and the
law. As one male organiser
recorded:

“We have had strikes in spite
of (them) and none of us are in
‘stir’. In the past strike they
made us sign a document which
was to the effect that we under-
stood Clause 42 of the Realm
Act. We had the strike neverthe-
less™.

Women were regular contribu-
tors to the union journal too.
One of them signed her letters
“Bolshevik™. Another, Jeanny
D’ Arker, wrote regular articles
on topics such as “war and revo-
lution”. One wonders whether
declutching would have daunted
such women! If anyone knows
whether these women lost their
jobs at the end of the war, or
when they won driving licencses,
please write in.
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IN DEPTH

Conditions in Britain’s prisons are so appalling that riots are often the only means for prisoner

prison (above) was the scene of rioting in 1990

An account of the brutalising regime in Brixton prison

s to fightfor change. Strangeways

Banged up

Edward Ellis recently vis-
ited Brixton Prison. This is
his report.

RIXTON PRISON has
B improved a lot over the

past year. The numbers
have reduced drastically, and the
notorious “Hospital Annexe”,
previously known as F Wing, has
been closed: the television cam-
eras were even there to celebrate
it.

F Wing was the section for
those inmates known by other
prisoners as “fraggles”™: men suf-
fering from mental problems and
on heavy medication. In the past
it was compared to Bedlam, the
legendary asylum, complete with
screams. All that has gone.

But the men in Brixton are still
left with appalling living condi-
tions. Most prisoners are on
remand, in other words waiting
for trial, but there is little differ-
ence between their conditions and
those of convicted men.

There are no toilet facilities in
cells. Each morning begins with
the ritual of “slop out”, the emp-
tying of the previous night’s piss
down a communal hole while the
breakfasts are collected. Men are
locked up (or “banged up™), in
their majority, from the evening
meal the previous day: meals are
early, so they spend hours stuck
in their cells with nothing to do.

During the day, prisoners are
allowed out of their cells for vari-
ous activities. These include, in
addition to collecting meals,
attending classes if they choose to
(usually there are classes twice a
day); legal or social visits; an
occasional video, which in the
convicted wing is an hour once a
week; and association periods.
There is a little more freedom for
remand prisoners, particularly in
one wing where cell doors are
often unlocked during the day,
but this usually depends on the
whim of the officers.

Some prisoners, the lucky ones,
join the workforce, meaning they
get to do menial work, such as

cleaning or serving at the hot
plate. These spend a bit more
time out of their cells. Some pris-
oners, however, can spend almost
twenty three hours a day banged
up.

Other luxuries include Church
or Mosque services, showers (two
or three times a week), and exer-
cise, which consists of walking
round a small courtyard in cir-
cles. There is a small gym.
Recently, cardphones have been
introduced, and prisoners are
allowed to buy a limited number
of cards (which takes no account
of the distance of the calls they
need to make).

Prisoners — remand and con-
victed — are paid £2.50 a week,
supplemented by doing other
activities. The most basic work-
force wage, as well as for inmates
attending education, is an addi-
tional £1.50. They are allowed to
spend their own money at the
‘canteen’ (a kiosk in each wing,
only open at certain times), but
there are strict rules about how
much, and what they can spend it
on (not cigarettes, for example).

Brixton is known as one of the
worst prisons. Pentonville, for
example has a larger gym, to
which more prisoners have
access, and, in common with
most London prisons, a modern
education block.

In Brixton there is no education
block at all, and classes take place
in converted (or sometimes
unconverted) cells in the wings.

Part of the prison is being reno-
vated, but most of what is cur-
rently occupied is in a terrible
state of repair, not much dis-
guised by fresh licks of paint.
Cells are small, usually with two
prisoners in them, often with tiny
windows (barred, of course),
They are extremely claustropho-
bic. In Europe, prisons often have
TV sets in the cells, but Brixton
doesn’t even have a TV set for
communal viewing, except in the
most liberal wing, which houses
short term inmates on the work-
force. Convicted prisoners have a
few pool tables they can use dur-

ing the association, but for the
most part entertainment is what-
ever men can find to do in there
cells.

Apparently the problem with
drugs is smaller in Brixton than in
many other prisons, partly a
function of the fact that almost
all inmates are only for a relative-
ly short time: sentenced men are
usually sent elsewhere. Drugs,
nevertheless, obviously exist.

The first thing that strikes a visi-
tor is the smell, a mixture of
school dinners and excrement.
Men tend to be, if not dirty, at

“The idea that
locking up is a
solution to crime
is visibly absurd.”

least a bit dishevelled, because
they can change their clothes only
rarely and don’t have daily show-
ers. Officers often communicate
with inmates by shouting out
their names, which can be alarm-
ing.

.The place is minimally clean,
but dour and depressing, more so
than other prisons. There is little
natural light.

OME PRISONERS com-
S plain of claustrophobia.

Certainly, many are
depressed, and there is little real
treatment. Psychological prob-
lems are generally dealt with by
drugs. Recently a case hit the
news of a suicide in the convicted
wing; a prisoner was found
hanged in his cell and was dead
by the time he reached hospital.
Suicide rates are said to be
falling, however.

Some of the men in Brixton
have done terrible things, of
course. But many are held on
remand for months on end for no
justifiable reason. Many of these
are innocent, but when they are
acquitted receive no compensa-

tion for the time stolen from their
lives.

Of those that admit their guilt,
two facts are striking. Some have
every intention of reoffending
when they are released, believing
that there is no legal way they can
hope to earn as much money: this
is true, for example of men con-
victed on drug trafficking
offences.

This is also true, apparently , of
many sex offenders, who receive
no psychiatric help.

Others are plainly not a serious
threat to society. Undoubtedly
there are young men who learn in
prison how to be more efficient
criminals, who could have been
“rehabilitated” far more effective-
ly in some other way.

The experience of prison is bru-
talising. It is a regime of dictatori-
al whim, with few meaningful
channels for redress. Some men
cope with it philosophically, oth-
ers don’t cope at all. In addition
to the authority of the officers,
there are the inevitable tensions
between prisoners, although far
less naked brutality, in Brixton at
least, than popular imagination
has it.

But it is a kind of microscope
reflection of the dog-eat-dog soci-
ety ‘on the out’, a daily matter of
coping with potentially explosive
situations — how to refuse a fel-
low inmate tobacco you need
yourself, or be taken as a soft
touch for the rest of your ‘bird’ ;
how, indeed, to recognise danger
when it arises; how to avoid con-
flict with the officers while stand-
ing up for yourself.

Time in a prison like Brixton
might deter a few people from
committing crime. But the idea
that locking up is a solution to
crime is visibly absurd. The
prison system claims to seek the
rehabilitation of its inmates, but
it clearly doesn’t work. Probably
most prisoners in Brixton have
been in prison before. Prison life
helps breed a culture of offence
and reoffence, which far from
being a solution, helps make the
problem more acute,
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Alliance for
Workers’
Liberty
public
meetings

Thurs 17 March

“Public sector cuts — how to
fight back”™

Glasgow AWL meeting
7.30, Room 4, City Halls

Tues 23 March

“Arabs and Israeli Jews — how
to stop the confiict”,

City Poly AWL meeting.

12.30. Calcutta House, Coffee
Lounge

Wed 24 March
“Where now for the trade union
left?”

AWL London Forum.

8pm Florence Nightingale pub,
corner Lambeth Palace
Road/Westminster Bridge Road,
Waterloo. Speakers include Mark
Serwotka.

Thur 25 March

“Labour Must Fight”
Manchester AWL meeting.
7.30 Town Hall.

Anti-deportation

Sat 3 April

. Defend the Rahman Family

demonstration. Assemble 12.30
Sunninghall School, Bolton. Details:
16 Wood Street, Bolton BL1 1DY.

Yugoslavia

Fri 25 March

END meeting. Speakers from
Bosnian and Croatian peace
campaigns. 7.00 Friends’ Meeting
House, Euston Road, London.

Labour Party

Sat 17 April

Socialist Campaign Group
Conference. 11.00-5.00 Sheffield
Hallam University. Details: Jeremy
Corbyn MP, 129 Seven Sisters Road,
London N7.

Thur 18 March

Dagenham Labour Party meeting.
8.00 Labour Party Offices.

Speaker: Arthur Scargill.
Saturday 20 March

Demonstration. Assemble 11.30
Bradbury Street, London N16.

5
@
7,

Hospital Workers

Tues 23 March

Demonstration to save Barnet
College of Nursing. Assemble 6.00.
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Martin Luther King with the young Jesse Jackson. The fight
against racial discrimination and oppression in the US has a
long history

Out of slavery

The US Civil War ended in 1865 with the defeat of the South and the freeing of the
slaves.

During the next twelve years the North intervened into the South in the peried
known as Recenstruction. The northern bourgeoisie were met with a massive
white Southem reaction — which produced white terror organisations like the
Klu Klux Klan and reimposed black subordination on the new basis of “Jim Crow™
racist segregation.

The legacy of slavery and Jim Crow have poisoned American life — North and
South — right up to the present day.

18 September 1895: Black leader Booker T Washington makes Atlanta Compromise
speech, accepting black social and political inequality in return for educational
help. 112 black people were lynched during 1835.

1903: WEB Du Bois's Souls of Black Folk issued. He attacks Washington for not
fighting discrimination. Du Bois says “The problem of the 20th Century is the cclour
line”.

1909: In response to a major race riot in August 1908 in Springfield, Du Bois, togeth-
er with liberals and socialists, forms the National Association for the Advancement
of Coloured People (NAACP) to demand black equality.

1917: A Jamaican, Marcus Garvey moves to New York. Garvey's black nationalist
Universal Negro Improvement Association grows massively during the next few
years. Garvey is jailed for two and a half years then deported in 1927.

1919: Between June and December, 79 black people are lynched and there are 25
race riots.

1930: There are 12 million black people in the US, nearly 10% of the population.
Nearly 80% of black people live in the “Jim Crow” (racially segregated) southern
{ex-slave) states. 22 major trade unions officially discriminate against black people.

1940: Life expectancy of white men is 62.1 years; for black men itis 51.5 years.

1941: The US goes to war, with a segregated armed forces. The black union leader
A. Philip Randolph calls off a black march on Washington which was to demand
jobs for black workers. President Roosevelt had made a slight concession. The
Communist Party had opposed the march as detrimental to the US war effort. More
black workers do, however, get jobs in the factories of the North as the war effort
boosts demand. Millions of black families move to the northern cities.

17 May 1954: Supreme Court decides that segregation in schools is unconstitution-
al. White citizens’ councils set up to oppose desegregation in the South.

1 December 1955: Rosa Parks refuses to give up her seat for a white man. The
Montgomery bus boycott begins, to be led by Martin Luther King. Boycott lasts until
1956, when a Federal Court declares bus segregation unconstitutional. Mass
desegregation struggles and voter registration drives spread across the South. The
focus is on equal rights and “integration”.

1960: For the first time over half of the US’s 19 million black people live outside the
South. Non-white unemployment rates are twice those of whites.

1961: ‘Freedom Rides’ begin.

1963: 250,000 march on Washington to hear Martin Luther King say “I have a dream
that one day this nation will rise up and live out the true meaning of its creed: All
men are created equal”. King moves the desegregation campaign to the heart of
the beast — Birmingham, Alabama. 200,000 march in Detroit, and 220,000 Chicago
youth protest against discrimination in schools.

1964: President Johnson signs the Civil Rights Act on 2 July, which forbids discrimi-
nation. Malcolm X resigns from the Nation of Islam and sets up the black Organisa-
tion for Afro-American Unity. In the summer there are riots.

1965: Voting Rights Act outlaws racist qualifying tests for voter registration. 1,000
are arrested during a registration campaign in Selma. Malcolm X is murdered on 21
February. Five days of rioting in Watts, Los Angeles.

1966: Stokely Carmichael of SNCC and Floyd McKissick of CORE champion Black
Power. Huey Newton and Bobby Seale set up the Black Panther Party in Oakland,
California. King marches in Chicago.

1967: 43 are killed during July riot in Detroit.

1968: Martin Luther King assassinated on 4 April. In response, riots erupt in 125 US
cities.

Here are the key steps in the fightback, up until the murder of Martin Luther King.

By Gail Cameron

why the politics of black

nationalism and of Malcolm
X are gaining ground among
black people in Britain.

We could say it is just a matter
of fashion and hype. And there
must be some truth here.

But I think that the growth
comes from a series of failures. It
comes from a collapse of black
community organisations and
from a failure of the labour move-
ment to address a number of
issues facing black people in
Britain. Over the last 20 years
there has been a big change in
what could be broadly described
as black politics. If you compare
black politics and struggles of the
1970s with the present day, you
will find big differences.

After World War II black people
coming from India, Pakistan and
the Caribbean faced racism which
forced them to take the worst jobs
and face a colour-bar in housing.
These black people were excluded
from the labour movement.

Black organisation was influ-
enced by the radicalisation in
America and by Black Power.
“‘Black’ was being used as a politi-
cal term. It was no longer pejora-
tive, It was claimed as something
positive.

‘Black’ expressed solidarity
between peoples of the Caribbean
and Asia living in Britain. It was
reinforced by a common experi-

F IRSTLY I WANT to ask

The issues facing the black communities ir

Why are people tur

ence of fighting colonialism back
at home. ‘Black’ was used as a
term for that solidarity and to
promote solidarity.

I do not want to glorify them
but, when I entered politics in the
late 1970s, black organisations
existed which were genuinely root-
ed in communities and which
spanned the ethnic divides.

I think that experience, and the
use of the word ‘black’ to unify

Black youth protest against racist murders in Manchester last year.
accounts for the rise of black nationalism. Photo: Paul Herrmann

Malcolm X opened the way for clear thinking about strategy, valuable

then and now

campaigns, was very positive
People of different ethnic origins
could identify themselves as being
black without excluding othe
identities. ‘Black’ was about a
shared experience and a shared
fight.

“The labour
movement's retreat
from class politics
has left it unable to
answer many of the
issues faced by black
people in Britain.”

longer possible to talk of an

anti-racist movement based
on black communities. That has
disintegrated, and part of its pass
ing has seen the rise of the asser
tion of different ethnic and
cultural identities.

Part of the reason is the left’s
retreat from class. In the process
lot of understanding has gone
Racism is no longer understood as
something constructed by particu
lar circumstances and experienced
differently at different times.

In the 1980s a lot of left-led loca
authorities took up race questions
in a very detrimental way. The
fight was not so much a fight but
for racial identity.

Many of those involved in
organising at the grass roots have
become anti-racist professionals
A belief has grown that racism
can not be fought without a grang
and a paid worker.

T ODAY, HOWEVER, it is nd




 labour movement's failure to relate to issues faced by black people

One of the people who has taken
up this matter is A. Sivanandan.
He argues that anti-racism floated
towards a belief that there is an
absolute difference between peo-
ples. ‘Black’ as a political term
began to break down into its con-
stituent parts — Afro-Caribbean
and Asian — and then further
into Indian, Pakistani, etc., then
to Sikh, Hindu, Muslim... There
is a celebration of cultural differ-
ences and also a slackening of the
struggles against racism.

Race and other oppressions have
become isolated. But race does
not exist outside of the conflicts in
society.

A useful way to look at the mat-
ter is to examine the current Burn-
sall strike. A group of mainly
Asian women workers are in dis-
pute because of appalling working
conditions, bad pay and lack of
union rights. The anti-racist ideas
of the 1980s do not lead to any
real understanding of what that
dispute is about. Race and gender
come into play, but the central
issue is the clash between workers
and bosses.

NE problem with asserting
0 ethnic identity as a person’s
most important identity is it
avoids the possibility of conflict
within cultures. For instance, I
work at a museum which is about
to put on an exhibition about the
Atlantic slave trade. I find people
reluctant to recognise the fact that
some black people took part and
benefitted from the African slave
trade. There is supposed to be
one, homogeneous, conflict-free,
black African culture.
Nationalist ideas dovetail with
those of Thatcherism: self-

reliance, se!f—discipline, self-help,

communities looking after them-
selves.

Among black nationalists in the
US the talk is of managing com-
munities, of black people only
buying from black shops, of devel-
oping banking and other services
for the black markets.

There is a black capitalism large-
ly based on providing for black
communities.

“People of different
ethnic origins could
identify themselves
as black. ‘Black’ was
about a shared
experience and a
shared fight.”

That is OK if you think it does

not matter if you are exploited by
a black capitalist, and if you for-
get about the idea of changing the
world as a whole.

What is crucial is the exclusion
of class. For black people there is
much, much more to liberation
than the fight against racism. And
class is central, no matter that it is
mediated by other oppressions.

Modern British racism is a his-
torical phenomenon, constructed
in the fire of capital and its colo-
nial and imperialist expansion.

Class politics offer the opportu-
nity to get rid of the whole system.
The labour movement’s retreat
from class politics has left it
unable to answer many of the
issues faced by black people in
Britain.

Was Malcolm a socialist?

Martin Thomas looks at George
Breitman's book, The Last Year
of Malcolm X: The Evolution of
a Revolutionary (Pathfinder,
£1.95)

HIS BOOK, written over the

year after Malcolm X was mur-

dered in February 1965, sets out
to prove that from June 1964 until his
death “Malcolm was a revolutionary
— increasingly anti-capitalist and pro-
socialist as well as anti-imperialist”.

On one level, it is solid and convine-
ing. Shortly before his death Malcolm
said plainly that his struggle was not
“a racial conflict of black against
white, or... a purely American prob-
lem. Rather, we are today seeing a
global rebellion of the oppressed
against the oppressor, the exploited
against the exploiter”.

“I believe that there will ultimately
be a clash between the oppressed and
those who do the oppressing... but I
don’t think it will be based upon the
colour of the skin, as [Black Muslim]
leader Elijah Muhammad had taught
it”. Anyone who uses Malcolm X as
authority for narrow black nationalist
politics is being disloyal.

In his last year Malcolm became
willing to work with the (liberal-led)
mass civil rights movement.

He called for a struggle of both black
and white people, not black people
alone. “When the day comes when the
whites who are really fed-up — I don’t
mean these jive whites who pose as lib-
erals... — learn how to establish the
proper type of communication with
those uptown [in Harlem] who are fed-
up, and they get some coordinated
action going, you'll get some
changes... And it will take both™.

He dumped the Black Muslims’
vague talk of a “black state”. “No. I
believe in a society in which people can
live like human beings on the basis of
equality”. Immediately after quitting
the Black Muslims, he summed up his
philosophy as “black nationalism” —
but by January 1965 he had rejected
that. “I haven’t been using the expres-
sion for several months”.

He dropped the Black Muslims’ line
of promoting black capitalism, in a
way which Breitman shows must have
been deliberate and considered —
though he never openly argued against
it, and never came out clearly with an
alternative.

He denounced capitalism. “You can’t
have capitalism without racism... You
can’t operate a capitalistic system
unless you are vulturistic; you have to
have someone else’s blood to suck to be
a capitalist...” He told Breitman’s
comrade Harry Ring that he “felt it
necessary for his people to consider
socialist solutions to their problem. But
as the leader of the movement, he said,
it was necessary to present this concept
in a way that would be understandable
to his people and would not isolate him
from them”.

The basic statement of his “Organi-
sation of Afro-American Unity”, in
June 1964, had cited “the Charter of
the United Nations, the Universal Dec-
laration of Human Rights, the Consti-
tution of the USA and the Bill of
Rights” as “the principles in which we
believe™; but in December 1964 he
urged the OAAU to look wider: “The

man doesn’t want you and me to look
beyond Harlem or beyond the shores of
America”.

He told the OAAU to consider
socialism because, he said, that was the
system that the new independent coun-
tries in Africa and Asia (and Scandi-
navia, too, he said in passing) were
using to get rid of poverty and provide
a decent life and decent education for
everyone.

That those countries were not as he
thought them to be does not undo the
importance of Malcolm’s preaching of
social provision for need in place of
“yulturistic” profit. Unfortunately,
however, Breitman’s own illusions here
blur the argument of the book.

He weaves his presentation into a
general notion of “the tendency of rev-
olutionary nationalism to grow over
into and become merged with social-
ism”, and thus blurs over both Mal-
colm’s sharp change of direction in
1964-5 and the deep differences Mal-
colm still had with working-class

Breitman, who died recently, was a
Trotskyist, a long-standing member of
American Socialist Workers’ Party
(no relation to the SWP-Britain).
When the SWP went Castro-Stalinist
in the early 1980s, he fought against
the turn and, nearly 70 years old, was
expelled. He knew that the new states
in Africa were not socialist at all.

“You can't have
capitalism without
racism... you have
to have someone
else’s blood to suck
to be a capitalist...”

All that, however, was blurred in his
mind by a concept which he shared
with all the “mainstream” Trotskyists
of the time: that a great process of
“colonial revolution” was sweeping the
world which somehow had an inbuilt
and semi-automatic tendency to “grow
over” into socialism, and within which
class issues were secondary details.

Malcolm’s identification with Third
World states was thus, for Breitman,
an identification with the “colonial rev-
olution” and ipso facto an identifica-
tion with a movement or process
tending towards socialism. Moreover,
for Breitman, Malcolm was also him-
self an example of that movement or
process.

Breitman’s general summings-up, as
opposed to his detailed documentation,
therefore blur Malcolm’s change of
direction. And Breitman gives a very
blurred picture of the socialist view
which he says Malcolm was moving
towards.

HE SOCIALIST answer to

racism is black and white work-

ers’ unity on a programme of
eliminating disadvantage by levelling
up at the expense of the capitalists and
capitalism. The principle of unity
should not stop socialists supporting
black people who start struggles

against racism before any large num-
ber of white workers are ready to back
those struggles; revolutionary unity
can be established only by building on
struggles, using them as a lever to
change consciousness, not by dampen-
ing them down to get “unity” in silence
and stillness. Nevertheless, class unity
remains the basic principle.

Breitman mentions this issue quite
clearly. “It is important to note that
Malcolm... was talking about [alliance
with] ‘militant whites’, not white work-
ers... He did not share the belief of the
Marxists that the working class,
including a decisive section of the white
workers... will play a leading role”.

But Breitman’s blurred vision stops
him developing this, or another impor-
tant point he makes: “class questions
are often expressed in racial terms”,
that is, “racial” issues often have to be
demystified by exposing class issues
inside them.

Breitman concludes: “Malcolm was
not yet a Marxist”. Not yer! But it was
not only a matter of time!

Malcolm was rot a Marxist.
Whether he would have become one if
he had lived longer depends on whether
he would have become convinced on the
key issues separating the sort of social-
ism at which he had arrived (with vari-
ous state-capitalist and bureaucratic
regimes as models, and without any
special connection to the working
class) from Marxist working-class
socialism. It was not just a matter of
trundling a little further along an auto-
matic conveyor-belt.

On another level, it seems to me,
Breitman misses the point.

Malcolm was beginning to think and
read about socialism. He was not, and
could not have been, anywhere near
producing a new socialist strategy
against racism.

For a dozen years before that, he had
had a strategy against racism — the
“Black Muslim” strategy of building
black self-respect and pride, encourag-
ing racial separation, and using black
resources to build up black (capitalist)
businesses in black communities. Mal-
colm had rejected that strategy.

Malcolm was and is a great political
figure not because he offered strategic
guidance. His most famous slogan was
“Freedom — by any means neces-
sary”. The phrase “by any means nec-
essary” shattered all the liberal taboos
about non-violence and not demanding
“too much”, and the black-separatist
taboos too. In place of all talk of grad-
ually scaling down racism, bit by bit, it
put the basic human demand: we will
not tolerate any racism any longer!

It was a revolutionary principle. But
it said nothing about whick means were
suitable and effective! It offered no
strategy.

All it did was to open the way for
clear thinking about strategy — and
that was a great thing to do, especially
at that time and in that place. Malcolm|]
opened the way for others (and for
himself, in his last year) to think for
themselves.

And to string together “Malcolm X’s
strategy™ from whatever selection of
Malcolm’s statements suits your preju-
dices, black-nationalist, Muslim, or
socialist, is not the best way to think
for yourself. It is not the best way to
learn from Malcolm X.
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OUR HISTORY

The Paris Commune

18 March is the anniversary of the first
working class revolution — the Paris
Commune. Joan Trevor traces the events and
the lessons of the two month Commune,
which was bloodily defeated by the
bourgeoisie on 28 May 1871.

Revolution of 1789 the bour-

geoisie of France struck its
first blow against feudal, monar-
chical government and cut off the
head of their king Louis XVI.
They opened a period where dif-
ferent sections of the bourgeoisie
and of the surviving aristocracy
fought for ascendancy, and over
the best way to rule France. They
also learned how to enlist the sup-
port of the French proletariat for
their revolutions and how to put
them down again when the work-
ers advanced their own indepen-
dent demands.

Almost a century later, in 1870,
socially and economically much
had changed, including the char-
acter of the French working class,
but politically there was still great
turmoil.

Industry and infrastructure were
far more developed. There was a
population of more than 30 mil-
lion, of whom about 8 million
were allowed to vote. But France
had again, under Emperor
Napoleon III, an autocratic gev-
ernment which brutally repressed
socialists but courted popular sup-
port in expensive wars with its
neighbours. When Emperor
Napoleon engaged in a disastrous
war against Prussia [the biggest of
the then-divided German states] in
July 1870 many in France were
disgruntled enough to consider
the possibility of overthrowing
him. Napoleon’s army was defeat-
ed at the Battle of Sedan in early
September and the Emperor him-
self was captured. Prussian troops
surrounded and besieged the
French capital. But the war was
not yet lost.

On 3 September the Parisian
workers proclaimed the Third
Republic and allowed a bourgeois
politician, Adolphe Thiers, to
form a “Government of National
Defence™.

Though Thiers came to power as
the head of the Republic he plot-
ted to overthrow it and restore a

I N THE GREAT FRENCH

liberal monarchy. He also wanted
to make peace with Prussia as
quickly as possible so that he
could turn his attention to defeat-
ing the powerful Parisian workers.

In January 1871 Thiers’ govern-
ment capitulated to the Prussians.

During the siege of Paris the
working class had been organised
in a National Guard and, though
Prussia had won the war, the
Guard did not come under the
terms of the armistice. The arms
had been bought from public
funds raised by the Parisians
themselves and did not belong to
the government which was pursu-
ing peace.

To satisfy Prussia, and to
remove the threat to his own
ambitions Thiers aimed to disarm
this Guard.

“The workers quickly
elected and
proclaimed their
Commune, the
world's first workers’
government.”

The prospects for independent
working class action against him
were not very good. 60% of
French people lived and worked
on the land. Of the Parisians, only
40% were wage workers.

However, the National Guard
was a strong defence force over
which the workers themselves had
gained a great degree of control
through “vigilance committees”
and an elected Central Commit-
tee. Many of the government’s
own troops were still prisoners of
Prussia. And the people of Paris,
including many of its capitalists,
wanted not another monarchy but
more democratic government over
which, through an extension of

Communard barricades

the franchise, they could exercise
control.

There was also an influential
minority of convinced socialists
among the Parisian workers.
These people had opposed
Napoleon’s imperialistic ambi-
tions and wanted an end to the
dynastic squabblings which led to
expensive wars. They thought they
could convince the peasantry of
France, who had in the past usual-
ly ended up paying for these wars
through increased taxation, that
they had common interests with
the industrial working class.

In March 1871 Thiers forced the
hand of the workers by sending a
force to disarm the National
Guard. The workers refused to
give up their arms. Two officers
sent by Thiers were killed — one
of them by his own troops when
he ordered them to fire on a
peaceful demonstration.

Thiers’ government, until then
resident in Paris, fled to the Palace
at Versailles.

Thiers negotiated with Paris for
the return of hostages captured
during the exodus. But, for the
next two months, his troops bom-
barded the walls of the city, and
brutally murdered any partici-
pants of the Paris uprising they
caught. And Thiers began negoti-
ations with Prussia for the return
of French prisoners of war to put
down the workers.

HE WORKERS quickly
I elected and proclaimed
their Commune, the
world’s first workers’ government.
A workers’ government by virtue
of the fact that it was elected by
universal [male] suffrage from the
different municipalities of Paris, a
fact which led to the ruling body
being composed overwhelmingly
of “working men or acknowl-
edged representatives of the work-
ing class”.

And the Commune immediately
enacted political measures which
would safeguard the interests of
the workers in the regime.

The Central Committee of the
National Guard dissolved itself
and put the Guard under the con-
trol of the Commune. The Com-

mune abolished conscription and
the standing army. Defence would
be carried out by the Guard, in
which all Parisian men were to
serve for limited periods so that
they could not get used to “boss-
ing”.

The Commune abolished capital
punishment and burned the guil-
lotine in front of crowds of cheer-
ing onlookers.

The French proletariat had also
had plenty of experience of being
“bossed” by bureaucrats. To
guard against the development of
a new bureaucracy unaccountable
to the people, the Commune
decided on measures which could
protect the workers from the
Commune itself.

“To guard against a
new bureaucracy
unaccountable to the
people, the Commune
decided on measures
which could protect
the workers from the
Commune itself.”

It made itself immediately
recallable by the electors.

The representatives of the people
would not just decide the measures
of the Commune, they would
carry them out. They became not
Just the legislature [a talking shop
or “Parliament”] but the executive
[government] as well.

To put an end to careerism, cor-
ruption and the influence of vest-
ed interests, no functionary of the
new state would earn more than
the average worker’s wage. The
judiciary would henceforth be
elected.

The Commune ended the influ-
ence of religion in the affairs of
the people by the separation of the
church and the new state, the
expropriation of the church and
the ending of religious instruction

When the workers

in schools.

They opened education to all
Parisian children, free of charge.

All these measures were neces-
sary immediately to replace the
repressive and inefficient bour-
geois state with a state functioning
under the control of the workers.

Unfortunately, the work could
only be begun, and improvements
in the social sphere lagged some-
what behind these immediate
political achievements. The way
the Commune might go in the
future was shown in a small num-
ber of economic measures enacted
in the interests of the working
class.

The Commune compiled statis-
tics on all the factories which had
been closed by fleeing capitalists
so that they could be taken over
by co-operative organisations of
their former workers.

Payments of all rents were post-
poned. Unsocial nightwork for
bakers was abolished. The pawn-
shops were closed.

An earnest of the fact that the
Communards intended the work-
ers’ government to spread, they
drew up plans for similar com-
munes in France which would
enter into a voluntary union and
send delegates to a national con-
vention. In fact the Commune did
inspire similar uprisings, in Lyons
and Marseilles, but these were
quickly put down.

The Communards were con-
vinced they could also appeal to
the interests of the peasantry.
They promised them cheaper gov-
ernment than they had ever before
had to pay for with their taxes,
and a role in the new national
commune system.

HE COMMUNE, they
I hoped, would be a model
for other European coun-
tries. They appealed for support
to the workers abroad. There were
a number of foreign workers
amongst the delegates elected to
the Commune and they were con-
firmed in office on the first day.
The Commune also pulled down
the Vendome Column, a monu-
ment to the first Napoleon’s
European conguests.



stormed heaven

These were the achievements of
the Commune during the 72 days
it lasted. And, during the latter
part of the Commune, they might
have achieved more if they had
not been increasingly distracted
from the tasks of government by
the need to defend themselves
against Thiers’ attacks.

By mid-April Thiers was confi-
dent enough to break off negotia-
tions with Paris. Troops were
returning every day from captivi-
ty. Paris was largely cut off from
the rest of France, and the Com-
munards were unable to make
their appeals to the workers and
peasants beyond the city walls
that could spread the rebellion.

On 21 May a traitor opened one
of the gates of the city to Thiers’
troops and the battle for Paris
began. The western part of the
city was soon under Thiers’ con-
trol and they pushed towards the
east where most workers lived.

This was not a story of perfect
heroism. 167,000 workers had
been enrolled in the National
Guard, but only about 20-30,000
actively participated in the last
defence of the Commune.

Those who hid or deserted
might not have been as coura-
geous as we would like, but they
had actively supported the Com-
mune in its heyday. Given time,
the Commune might have so
impressed them that they too
would have defended it to the
last.

In any case there was not
enough time and the bourgeoisie
had clearly won this class battle,

By 28 May the final slaughter of
Communards took place around
the Pére Lachaise cemetery.
Those parts of Paris already in
the hands of the government
quickly — indecorously! —
returned to normal life while the
last Communards were being
rounded up, shot — around
20,000 of them — or sent into
long exile on distant islands gov-
erned by France.

On the strength of his defeat of
the proletarian upstarts — “the
vile multitude” — Thiers
remained President until 1873, In
the aftermath of the Commune
the socialists suffered increased
repression. The government
appealed to other European gov-
ernments to suppress internation-
al socialist organisations like
Marx’s own International Work-
ing Men’s Association, members
of which had been active in the
Commune.

Proudhon: his ideas were
rejected by the Proudhonists
during the Commune!

OUR HISTORY

Lessons of the Commune

A practical step

The Commune taught socialists
many lessons they could never get
from, in Lenin’s words, “hundreds
of programmes and arguments”.

The first pupil was Karl Marx
who, though he lived in London,
was in the thick of the events
through his contacts with members
of the International Working
Men’s Association [[WMA — the
so-called “First International™] in
Paris.

On 9 September 1870 he had
warned the Parisian workers
against making things difficult for
the fledgling Republican govern-
ment while Paris was still besieged
by Prussian troops. But when their
hand was forced Marx supported
the Communards’ heroic fight.

Just two days after their final
defeat he published The Civil War
in France, his account of the events
and valuable lessons of the Com-
mune, which was put out in the
name of the Council of the IWMA.

The Commune and the state

Commune led Marx to the

view that the working class
must smash the bourgeois state.
They must replace it with their
own state — the “dictatorship of
the proletariat”™ — to do the
things necessary — suppression of
the bourgeoisie, transfer of private
property to social ownership —
for guaranteeing the end of class
rule altogether.

When they had done that there
would be no ruling class as such,
and the need for any sort of state
would — over time — shrivel and
die. The state would “wither
away’.

After the Commune, Marx was
so impressed by this fact that he
made the only revision he ever felt
necessary to The Communist Man-
ifesto [first published in 1848] by
including in its Preface this com-
ment from The Civil War &c.:

“the working class cannot simply
lay hold of the ready-made state
machinery and wield it for its own
purposes”.

The Commune certainly
acknowledged this truth when
they abolished the standing army
and replaced its functions with
their people’s militia, the National
Guard. This they did in recogni-
tion that in the past the bour-
geoisie had frequently used the
army to put down independent
working class uprisings at times of
revolution.

THE EXPERIENCE of the

The Commune and violence

image of working class revo-
lutionaries is that they are
bloodthirsty hooligans. The Com-
mune provided yet new proof that
bloodthirstiness is all on the side

THE POPULAR, bourgeois

of the bourgeoisie. They had no
qualms about murdering tens of
thousands of men, women and
children without even stopping to
find out if they had been active in
the Commune. Even journalists
for British Tory papers were dis-
gusted by the violence of the
troops who put down the Com-
mune.

In contrast, the Communards
had been remarkably merciful in
their treatment of prisoners,
hostages and conspirators against
the Commune. This was not
because they were naive: remem-
ber, they had abolished the army
in order to be safe from it in
future. They acted from principle.

Engels later, in 1891, accused the
Communards of not having been
bloodthirsty enough against their
enemies. The question is some-
what confused by the fact that
most enemies of the Commune
had fled the city. Engels suggested
that it would have been better,
while the “Government of
National Defence” was still in tur-
moil, to go to Versailles and
smash them before they had the
chance to smash the Commune.

In The State and Revolution
Lenin brought out many of the
lessons Marx learned from the
Commune. He was very clear that
working class violence was essen-
tially an act of self-defence and
that “the working people need the
state [their state, the dictatorship
of the proletariat] only to suppress
the resistance of the exploiters™.

That the Parisian working class
was essentially humane had been
shown in their attitude to the
Franco-Prussian War. Emperor
Napoleon had organised jingois-
tic, pro-war demonstrations in
Paris, but the workers responded
with peace demonstrations. On 12
July 1870 the IWMA published
their manifesto “to the workmen
of all nations™, which said:

“War for a question of prepon-
derance or a dynasty, can, in the
eyes of.wnrkmen, be nothing but a
criminal absurdity... Brothers of
Germany! Our division would only
result in the complete triumph of
despotism on both sides of the
Rhine...”

The triumphant Prussian bour-
geoisie finally proved that it had
common interests with the French
bourgeoisie when it aided their
suppression of the Commune.

Socialists and the Commune

thing which had been missing

up to that point: not only a
living example of the necessity of
the dictatorship of the proletariat
— that is, the democratic rule of
the working class — but of what
that dictatorship might look like
in practice. This was why it was so
exciting to Marx and to socialists

THE COMMUNE was that
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“The Commune is harassed by ignorance and reaction”

generally, and why it provided so
many helpful lessons in develop-
ing socialist ideas.

Most of the people elected to the
Commune were themselves social-
ists. Of these, the majority were
Blanquists; the minority were
members of the IWMA, Proud-
honist in their views. Almost
immediately, what they did
diverged wildly from what they
had previously thought they
might do in such a situation.

Blanquists believed a small
group of disciplined socialists
could seize control of the bour-
geois state and use it against the
bourgeoisie until the mass of the
population were convinced of the
necessity of the revolution the
Blanquists were carrying out in
their interests.

In the event the Blanquists
found themselves appealing for
support to the other industrial
cities of France to form a large
union which would replace the
existing state, not take it over.

Proudhon had been hostile to
“association” of the producers —
trade unions — because he
thought this would interfere with
people’s freedom to do what they
want. He was hostile to the large-
scale enterprises which were devel-
oping under capitalism because
they forced “association” on the
producers.

“Association” was precisely
what the Commune was all about;
and the big enterprises were to be
kept intact, but put under the con-
trol of co-operative groups of
workers.

After the Commune, most of the
Blanquists came over to Marxist
ideas, while Proudhonism practi-
cally died out in the socialist
movement, though it survived in
some strains of anarchism.

As for the Marxists, if they had
been more numerous they might
have helped the Commune avoid
some fatal mistakes. For instance,
Engels described how the Com-
munards left the Bank of France
alone during the Commune. If
they had had a better understand-
ing of economics they might have
seized the Bank’s assets. This
would have been a valuable nego-
tiating tool with the Thiers gov-
ernment at the least.

Trotsky wrote a number of
essays on tactical mistakes in the
Commune. The socialist leader-
ship had the advantage of operat-
ing within a sophisticated working
class that had already learned
numerous valuable class lessons in
political and day-to-day economic
and social battles with the bour-
geoisie. But the failures of leader-
ship, not this, was the decisive
feature of the Commune. For
Trotsky the great and abiding les-
son of the defeat of the Commune
was the need for an adequate rev-
olutionary organisation to give
leadership. He put the lessons he
learned to use during the Russian
revolution.

The socialist ideas most discred-
ited by the experience of the Com-
mune were those of the Utopians
who, as Marx always refused to
do, drew up blueprints for a
future society, and then set about
trying to persuade large groups of
people, the bourgeoisie included,
of their desirability.

Marx insisted, and the Com-
mune proved, that socialism
would be the creation of the work-
ers themselves. The Communards
proved that it was not only desir-
able but possible for the workers
to rule themselves and to develop
solutions to problems they, better
than anyone, understood.
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ELEMENTS OF MARXISM

How capitalism keeps moving on

Rosa Luxemburg wrote the best
short summary of the gist of Capifal
volumes 2 & 3, in a section which
contributed to Franz Mehring’s book
Karl Marx. This week we print the
first part in which Luxemburg looks
at Marx’s disscussio n, in volume 2,
of how and with what crisis Capital-
ism,without any centrAl economic
planning, develops a balance
between production and demand.

wealth was revealed for the first time

in the first volume of Capital, which
wasted no time either in finding justifica-
tions for the capitalists or in reproaching
them with their injustice. Marx showed for
the first time how profit originated and
how it flowed into the pockets of the capi-
talists. He did so on the basis of two deci-
sive economic facts: first, that the mass of
the workers consists of proletarians who
are compelled to sell their labour-power as
a commodity in order to exist, and second-
ly that this commodity labour-power pos-
sesses such a high degree of productivity in
our own day that it is able to produce in a
certain time a much greater product than
is necessary for its own maintenance in
that time. These two purely economic
facts, representing the result of objective
historical development, cause the fruit of
the labour-power of the proletarian to fall
automatically into the lap of the capitalist,
and to accumulate, with the continuance
of the wage system, into evergrowing
masses of capital.

Thus capitalist wealth is explained not as
any compensation to the capitalists for
imaginary sacrifices or benefits granted, or
as the result of cheating or theft in the gen-
erally accepted sense of the words, but as
an exchange between capitalist and work-
er, as a transaction of unimpeachable legal
equity proceeding exactly according to
those laws which govern the sale and pur-
chase of all other commodities. In order to
explain thoroughly this unobjectionable
transaction which gives the capitalist the
golden fruits of labour, Marx had to
develop the law of value discovered by the
great English classical economists Adam
Smith and David Ricardo at the end of the
eighteenth and the beginning of the nine-
teenth centuries, i.e. the explanation of the
inner laws of commodity exchange, to its
logical conclusion and apply it to the com-
modity labour-power. The first volume
deals chiefly with the law of value, and,
resulting from it, wages and surplus-value,
i.e. the explanation of how the product of
wage-labour divides itself naturally and
without any violence or cheating into a

THE REAL SOURCE OF capitalist

"We are living in a planless anarchic society ..

pittance for the wage-worker and effort-
less wealth for the capitalist. And here lies
the great historical significance of the first
volume of Capital. It demonstrated that
exploitation can be abolished only by
abolishing the sale of labour-power, that is
by abolishing the wage system.

time at the point of production, in a fac-

tory, in a mine or in a modern agricul-
tural undertaking, and what is said applies
equally to all capitalist undertakings. We
are given an individual example as the
type of the whole capitalist mode of pro-
duction. When we close the volume we are
thoroughly acquainted with the daily cre-
ation of profit and with the whole mecha-
nism of exploitation in all its details.
Before us lie piles of commodities of all
sorts still damp with the sweat of the
workers as they come from the factories,
and in all of them we can clearly discern
that part of their value which results from
the unpaid labour of the workers and
which belongs just as equitably to the cap-
italist as the whole commodity. The root
of capitalist exploitation is laid bare before
our eyes.

However, at this stage the capitalist has
his harvest by no means safely in the barn.
The fruit of exploitation is present, but it
is still in a form unsuitable for appropria-
tion. So long as the fruit of exploitation
takes the form of piled-up commodities
the capitalist can derive but little pleasure
from the process. He is not the slave-
owner of the classical Graeco-Roman
world, or the feudal lord of the Middle

I N THE FIRST VOLUME we are all the

. nevertheless a whole must result”

Ages, who ground the faces of the working
people merely to satisfy their own craving
for luxury and to maintain an imposing
retinue. In order to maintain himself and
his family “in a manner befitting his social
station” the capitalist must have his riches
in hard cash, and this is also necessary if
he is to increase his capital ceaselessly. To
this end therefore he must sell the com-
modities produced by the wageworkers
together with the surplus-value contained
in them. The commodities must leave the
factory and the warehouse and be thrown
on to the market. The capitalist follows his
commodities from his warehouse and from
his office into the stock exchange and into
the shops, and in the second volume of
Capital we follow the capitalist.

the capitalist is spent in the sphere of

commodity exchange, and here he
meets with a number of difficulties. In his
own factory the capitalist is undisputed
master, and strict organisation and disci-
pline prevail there, but on the commodity
market complete anarchy prevails under
the name of free competition. On the com-
modity market no one bothers about his
neighbour and no one bothers about the
whole, but for all that it is precisely here
that the capitalist feels his dependence on
the others and on society as a whole.

The capitalist must keep abreast of his
competitors. Should he take more time
than absolutely necessary in selling his
commodities, should he fail to provide
himself with sufficient money to purchase
raw materials and all the other things he
needs at the right moment in order to pre-
vent his factory coming to a standstill for
lack of supplies, should he fail to invest
promptly and profitably the money he
receives for the sale of his commodities, he
is bound to fall behind in one way or the
other. The devil takes the hindmost, and
the individual capitalist who fails to ensure
that his business is managed as effectively
in the constant exchange between the fac-
tory and the commodity market as it is in
the factory itself will not succeed in
obtaining the normal rate of profit no
matter how zealously he may exploit his
workers. A part of his “well-earned” profit
will be lost somewhere on the way and will
not find its way into his pocket.

However, this alone is not enough. The
capitalist can accumulate riches only if he
produces commodities, i.e. articles for use.
Further, he must produce precisely those
kinds and sorts of commodities which soci-
ety needs, and he must produce them in
just the quantities required, otherwise his

THE SECOND STAGE in the life of

commodities will remain unsold and the
surplus-value contained in them will be
lost. How can the individual capitalist con-
trol all these factors? There is no one to tell
him what commodities society needs and
how many of them it needs, for the simple
reason that no one knows. We are living in
a planless, anarchic society, and each indi-
vidual capitalist is in the same position.
Nevertheless, out of this chaos, out of this
confusion, a whole must result which wili
permit the individual business of the capi-
talist to prosper and at the same time satis-
fy the needs of society and permit its
continued existence as a social organism.

chic confusion of the commodity

market must develop the possibility
of the ceaseless circular movement of indi-
vidual capital, the possibility of producing,
selling, purchasing raw materials, etc., and
producing again, whereby capital con-
stantly changes from its money form into
its commodity form and back again. These
stages must dovetail accurately: money
must be in reserve to utilise every
favourable market opportunity for the
purchase of raw materials, etc., and to
meet the current expenses of production,
and the money which comes flowing back
as the commodities are sold must be given
an opportunity of immediate utilisation
again. The individual capitalists, who are
apparently quite independent of each
other, now join together in fact and form a
great brotherhood, and thanks to the cred-
it system and the banks they continually
advance each other the money they need
and take up the available money so that
the uninterrupted progress of production
and the sale of commeodities is ensured
both for the individual capitalist and for
society as a whole.

Bourgeois economists have never found
any explanation for the credit system
beyond calling it an ingenious institution
for “facilitating commodity exchange”,
but in the second volume of Capital Marx
demonstrates, quite incidentally, that the
credit system is a necessary part of capital-
ist life, the connecting link between two
phases of capital, in production and on the
commodity market, and between the
apparently arbitrary movements of indi-
vidual capital.

And then the permanent circulation of
production and consumption in society as
a whole must be kept in movement in the
confusion of individual capitals, and this
must be done in such a fashion that the
necessary conditions of capitalist produc-
tion are assured: the production of the
means of production, the maintenance of
the working class and the progressive
enrichment of the capitalist class, i.e. the
increasing accumulation and activity of all
the capital of society. The second volume
of Capital investigates how a whole is
developed from the innumerable deviating
movements of individual capital, how this
movement of the whole vacillates between
the surplus of the boom years and the col-
lapse of the crisis years, but is wrenched
back again and again into correct propor-
tions only to swing out of them again
immediately, and how out of all this there
develops in ever more powerful dimen-
sions that which is only a means for pre-
sent-day society, its own maintenance and
economic progress, and that which is its
end, the progressive accumulation of capi-
tal. Marx offers us no final solution, but
for the first time in a hundred years, since
Adam Smith, the whole is presented on the
firm foundations of definite laws.

TO BE MORE exact, out of the anar-

Next week: Luxemburg on Marx’s discus-
sion, volume 3 of Capital, of how the sur-
plus value is divided among the industrialists
bankers, merchants and landowners.




THE CULTURAL FRONT

Wilfred Owen denounced war

Anthems for doomed you

Wilfred Owen, the greatest of the 1914-18 “war poets”
was born one hundred years ago and died crossing the
Sambre canal in the last week of the war, November
1918. He was 25 years old when he died, one of the mil-
lions of doomed youth whose anthems he wrote while
serving with them in the trenches.

1914

War broke: and now the Winter of the world
With perishing great darkness closes in.

The foul tornado, centred at Berlin,

Is over all the width of Europe whirled,

Rending the sails of progress. Rent or furled

Are all Art’s ensigns. Verse wails. Now begin
Famines of though and feeling. Love’s wine’s thin.
The grain of human Autumn rots, down-hurled.

For after Spring had bloomed in early Greece,
And Summer blazed her glory out with Rome,
An Autumn softly fell, a harvest home,

A slow grand age, and rich with all increase.
But now, for us, wild Winter, and the need

Of sowings for new Spring, and blood for seed.

Periscope

One to video: the highly acclaimed Marxist film direc-
tor Ken Loach (Kes, Riff Raff) will discuss his work

and his views on censorship in the Guardian Interview
(Channel 4, 12.15am Sunday 21 March).

Earlier the same evening at 10.15 Channel 4 is show-
ing Hidden Agenda, Ken Loach’s film about Northern
Ireland. Socialist Organiser's review was critical of
this film, whose politics it saw as simplistic, and in
class terms middle class Irish nationlist — but as a
thriller it works quite well. See it!

Dulce et decorum est

Bent double, like old beggars under sacks,
Knock-kneed, coughing like hags, we cursed
through sludge,

Till on the haunting flares we turned our backs
And towards our distant rest began to trudge.

Men marched asleep. Many had lost their boots
But limped on, blood-shod. All went lame; all blind;
Drunk with fatigue; deaf even to the hoots

Of tired, outstripped Five-Nines that dropped
behind.

Gas! Gas! Quick, boys! — An ecstasy of fumbling,
Fitting the clumsy helmets just in time;

But someone still was yelling out and stumbling,
And flound’ring like a man in fire or lime...

Dim, through the misty pines and thick green light,
As under a green sea, I saw him drowning.

In all my dreams, before my helpless sight,
He plunges at me, guttering, choking, drowning.

If in some smothering dreams you too could pace
Behind the wagon that we flung him in,

And watch the white eyes writhing in his face,
His hanging face, like a devil’s sick of sin;

If you could hear, at every jolt, the blood

Come gargling from the froth-corrupted lungs,
Obscene as cancer, bitter as the cud

Of vile, incurable sores on innocent tongues, —
My friend, you would not tell with such high zest
To children ardent for some desperate glory,

The old Lie: Dulce et decorum est

Pro patria mori*.

* It is sweet to die for one’s country. Sweet! and deco-
rous!

Film
Dan Katz reviews Leon the

Pig Farmer
I F YOU LIVE in London your life

will like mine, be driven to Victor

Meldrew levels of irascibility by
the Evening Standard. It really is a
foul and rancid right wing paper!

I bought a copy last Wednesday to
get the latest on the busworkers’
strike: I got a few unsympathetic col-
umn inches.

The Standard was dominated by an
intra-Tory debate on Maastricht, and
also a “discussion” on “film vio-
lence”.

There was a sanctimonious “Stan-
dard” open letter to Anthony Hop-
kins about screen violence, obviously
written by someone who hadbeen
badly potty-trained. Hopkins has
dared to express doubts about mak-
ing a follow-up to Silence of the
Lambs because he is worried about
the effect on the audience. The Stan-
dard said, in effect: well, Anthony,
the damage is done now.

The Standard would like a lot of the
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darker bits of life repressed and hid-
den. I believe that they are wrong,
and that it would do us all good if
they loosened up a bit; but I did feel,
as I left Reservoir Dogs, that I'd seen
enough of Harvey Keitel killing peo-
ple.
So I thought I'd give Romper Stom-
per a miss and see Leon the Pig
Farmer instead. Leon The Pig Farmer
is mice, clean fun — a bit of sex out-
side marriage, but no genitalia.

Gary Sinyor, the Jewish co-director
has had a hit with his first film — and
for £160,000 too — a tiny amount
compared to the Malcolm X budget.

Sinyor’s film centres on the trials of
Leon Geller, a nice young Jewish
man from North London and son of
Sydney, “a net curtain magnate”.
Leon discovers his biological father is
in fact a pig farmer from Yorkshire.
Crisis!

There then follows a discussion on
what it means to be Jewish. Sinyor
says his point was to “show Jews as
they are, not as some Christians per-
ceive them™.

It’s funny, there’s no blood any-
where, and there’s even a happy end-
ing. See it!

Transgressing
the unspoken

ilaws

Television

Katrina Faccenda reviews
Washing Away the Stains
(BBC1 Monday 8 March)

HE MAGDALEN Laun-
I dries were prisons for the

thousands of women con-
demned to life in them. The girls
and women who worked within
them could be guilty of anything
or nothing: their main crime was
to have embarassed their families
and society.

They were petty theives, or girls
thought to be at risk from men’s
attention because they were too
attractive, or unmarried and
pregnant or women just not con-
forming to expectations of how
they should behave.

Many were guilty of being the
daughters of women who had not
been married; it was commonly
believed that their weakness to
sins of the flesh lasted for seven
generations. Above all the women
sent to the Magdalen Laundries
were the women who nobody
wanted.

Patricia Burke Brogan’s recent
play Eclipsed really opened the
book on the laundries. She is an
ex-mm who worked in one of the
laundries, and the accuracy of her
play made it uncomfortable for
all of those who had known how
these institutions had been run.

The institutions, which existed
in Britain as well as in Ireland,
were supposed to be homes for
girls rejected by society, where
they could be given food, shelter,
clothing and work in a laundry. In
the days when there was a lot of

business for laundries, the
Catholic Church was only too
happy to have them as unpaid
workers.

They were condemned to long
days of monotous work in terrible
conditions, and fed so badly that
they stole from the nun’s leftovers
being sent as pigswill.

The washing was supposed to
symbolise the washing away of
the sins.

The Magdalen institutions no
longer exist. Most were closed
down in the *60s. Good riddance
to these relics of the Victorian
workhouses!

Few women have spoken of their
experiences because of the stig-
ma, and the terrible memories of
having been deprived of their
youth and their children.

The story of the Magdalen insti-
tutions is another chapter of the
story of collusion by church and
state to deny women their rights
and to impose a code of conduct,
with strict penalities for those
who did not obey.

The story of these women
reminded me of the story of the
actress, Frances Farmer, who was
put in a mental institution and
eventually lobotomised because of
her unconventional behaviour.

The story is not over. Girls and
women are still institutionalised
for not conforming to the roles
society demands of them, or for
being too difficult to handle. The
judiciary still treats women more
harshly than men because the
crime they have committed is
doubly bad, being against the law
and against the unspoken laws
which decree how women must
behave.
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FORUM

Incident at Vitry, or how the French CP prepared the way for Le Pen

Don’t save the Morning Star!

AGAINST

THE TIDE

By Sean Matgamna

Dave Dsler’s passionate defence of the
Morning Star [$0554] serves to illus-
trate why Sacialist Outlook, which
Osler supports, is in such a bad way.

He says the Morning Star should sur-
vive because it has valuable leftwing
ideas and reporting for the labour move-
ment.

He then says that you can't trust the
Star on trade union guestions because it
is tied to trade union bureaucrats.

But, apart from its trade union cover-
age, there is nothing else — certainly
not foreign policy, now that the USSR is
no more — really distinctive about the
Morning Star! A paper like the Guardian
will carry almost everything else in
fuller versions than the Star carries. |
hate to be the frigid sectarian at the
ecumenical grope-in, but, believe it or
not, Dave, politics is important in these
matters. The idea that the Morning Star
can serve the politics of either Socialist
Outlook or Socialist Organiser is des-
perate fantasty.

Dsler is wrong to imply that the record
of the Morning Star stinks only in the
distant past.

What about the Gulf War two years
age, when with Ken Livingstone and
Socialist Action they turned the anti-
war movement into a bureaucratic mad-
house?

And how does he feel about the Star
defending and justifying an attack by 60
racist thugs on black immigrants in
France? [Morning Star, 15.1.81] The
racist thugs were “Communists” led by
their mayor in the Paris suburb of Vitry,
doing the sort of thing which helped Le
Pen's National Front to grow at the CP’s
expense.

Osler’s article set me rooting in the
files of Socialist Organiserfor a piece |
wrote about this incident. It contains
detailed guotations from the Morning
Star's defence of the racism of the CP.

This is an incident that deserves to be
much mere widely known. As a contri-
bution to the discussion | reprint it now.

T HIS [SEE BOX AT TOP]
was the fine front page of
the Morning Star on 15
January. It goes straight to the
target.

The Nationality Bill is a racist
Bill. The report makes it clear
why immigrant groups are vigor-
ously opposing it, and why the
broad labour movement must
fight it too.

The front page might dispose
one who doesn’t think much of
the so-called Communist Party
(which publishes the Morning
Star) to wish the Star well in its
struggle to get through it current
financial crisis.

But now turn to page 2, where
there is a report on the policy of

the French Communist Party on
immigration to France, and an
attempt to explain the recent inci-
dent at Vitry, a suburb of Paris.
There, just before Christmas, the
CP mayor of Vitry, Pauli Mer-
cieca, led a gang of 60 men,
reportedly CP members and sup-
porters, in a ‘direct action’ to stop
300 immigrants from Mali being
rehoused in Vitry.

The gang turned off water, gas
and electricity, and used a bull-
dozer to smash up the hostel.
Later the CPF, which is now
already campaigning for the Pres-
idential election in April, in which
Georges Marchais, its general sec-
retary, will be the Party’s candi-
date, made it clear that
Mercieca’s gang acted according
to Party policy.

On the weekend of 10-11 Jan-
uary a big anti-immigration
(which, in the real world of ten-
sions and scapegoating, means
anti-immigrant) demonstration
was organised in Vitry to support
the mayor’s action and the
Party’s immigration policy. Over
10,000 people attended and
Georges Marchais was one of
them.

According to the Guardian, the
Vitry policy is now being gener-
alised. The ‘Communist’ town
council at Rennes in Brittany has
cancelled a building permit for an
Islamic centre. And “...other
Communist councils have, said
that they will resist attempts to
settle more immigrants”
(Guardian, 16.1. 81).

What does the Morning Star
(and the CP) have to say about
the scandalous antics of its
French comrades? It excuses
them, covers for them, and there-
by supports them.

The article, by one Harry Sam-
son, ‘reporting from Paris’,
denounces the comments in the
press as a ‘smear’ on the French
CP. His version of what hap-
pened more or less admits the
facts — but presents the actions
of the mayor of Vitry and his
gang as acceptable and reason-
able.

He describes attempts to move
immigrant workers into ‘Commu-
nist’-controlled municipalities as
“a dumping operation”. He
implies that the Vitry mayor’s
vigilante operation was a valid
means of defending the interests
of the workers in Vitry, a proper
communist response to an action
by the middle-class, conservative-
controlled St. Naur municipality,
which was trying to “get rid of the
immigrants and at the same time
whip up feeling against a Com-
munist (sic) municipality”,

The actions of the French Communist Party helped the rise of
fascist thugs like Le Pen and his National Front

Vitry, you see, “already has two
600-bed immigrant hostels, a 17
per cent immigrant population
(twice the national average), and
a 3,500 long waiting list. The
town council wants decent condi-
tions for all the town’s inhabi-
tants — French and
immigrant...”. That, it seems, jus-
tified action against the immi-
grants.

But Henry Samson doesn’t want
you to run away with the idea
that the *Communist’ mayor of
Vitry has the reflexes of a fascist
thug, or that the first thing he did
was to send for the bulldozer and
the other thugs. Not at all. First
he talked to the Mali workers. He
cut up rough only when he
couldn’t persuade these bewil-
dered strangers in a strange and
obviously hostile country to leave
the hostel peacefully and go back
to St. Naur: that is, to abandon
the accommodation they had
been allotted and put themselves
on the streets.

“The CP mayor led
a gang of 60 men
to smash up an
immigrant hostel.”

They wouldn’t listen to reason;
they were too unsophisticated to
understand that the mayor was a
‘Communist’ and not an ordinary
racist gangster.

It was only then says Samson,
that “some local inhabitants took
it upon themselves to destroy
symbolically the gates leading to
the premises and to turn off the
water, gas and electricity”. So it
was only ‘symbolic’. Or perhaps
the writer — or his subconscious
— is trying to say that they
should be grateful that the 60
thugs didn’t Klu-Klux it properly
and kill a few of the black intrud-
ers?

Samson’s account implies that
contrary to the reports in the seri-
ous bourgeois press the mayor
and the CP had nothing to do
with it. It was only “some local
inhabitants”.

So what was the mayor doing
while it was happening? What is

the CPF doing calling an anti-
immigrant demonstration in Vitry
(or anywhere)? Samson shows
that he is a calculating liar when
he explains why “some local
inhabitants” made the hostel
uninhabitable. They did it he says
to “prevent [the premises] from
being occupied, so as not to play
into the hands of the St. Naur
council”.

Better to “play into the hands
of” the racists, fascists and chau-
vinists. Better to abandon the
only policy that undercuts
attempts to divide the working
class by blaming immigrants for
the social problems capitalism
creates — united working class
action and opposition to all
scapegoating. Better to trample
the ideas of communism, social-
ism and even decent liberalism in
the mud churned up by the bull-
dozer and in the noxious waste
matter of people like Henry Sam-
son who now takes on the job of
rationalising what the CPF is
doing.

HIS DISPLAY of rancid
| chauvinism lines up the
CPF with the French
racists. It must encourage them
and make their poison more
palatable to sections of the
French working class who would
be ashamed to find themselves
consciously adopting racist atti-
tudes.

In 1968, the British Labour
Government’s racist decision to
stop British passport-holding
Kenyan Asians entering Britain
was followed first by Enoch Pow-
ell’s speech predicting and threat-
ening “rivers of blood” unless
immigration was stopped, and
then by an euormouslshift of
‘mainstream’ British politics
towards that open racism which
has unashamedly been expressed
in all immigration legislation and
immigration-control practice
since. Racist definitions, concerns
and obsessions were moved from
the crank right wing fringe of pol-
itics to centre stage.

Nothing less than this can be the
result of what the CPF is doing
now and French racism will prob-
ably be more virulent and explo-
sive because of the widespread
unemployment.

How many of the 10,000
demonstrators who turned out to
march behind Georges Marchais

in support of the Communist
heroes of Vitry can be assumed to
be free from the taint of racism?

And finally, all this must be seen
in the context of the eruption of
anti-semitism in France which has
taken the form of terrorist attacks
on Jews. In Paris right now a
heavily armed CRS man carrying
a sub-machine gun stands guard
outside each synagogue.

HE CPF CALLS for a halt
| to all immigration. The
Morning Star justifies this
too. Samson explains that many
of the four million south Euro-
pean and north African immi-
grants live in “overpopulated
badly-adapted unhygienic hostels
and are subjected to racism,
police harassment and insecuri-
ty”. Many of them had known
unemployment in their own coun-
tries and are experiencing it again
in France.

The CPF opposes racial discrim-
ination, says Samson, and in a
recent document “condemns all
threats to the dignity of these men
and women living far from home
and reaffirms its solidarity with
them as it has always done in the
past”. And so?

He then goes on: “It is for this
reason that in the present eco-
nomic crisis and to avoid adding
to the two million French and
immigrant workers already unem-
ployed that the CPF is calling for
a halt to immigration in the
mutual interests of all workers in
France irrespective of their ori-
gin™!

Apart from the reference to the
working class, you could travel
far rightwards across the ranks of
the Tory Party — as far as the
repatriationists in fact — and get
more or less exactly the same sort
of reasoning to justify this policy
in Britain. It is the declared policy
of the Tory Party!

And that is the ground on to
which their justification of the
CPF now takes the Morning Star
and the CP. The Morning Star
and the CP of course have long
refused to oppose all immigration
controls. Refusing to accept that
all immigration controls are
intrinsically racist, they only
oppose the 1971 Act and its later
refinements. But this is a new
departure.

For if the Tory policy is correct
for France when pursued by the
CPF, then in principle it must be
correct for Britain too. How can
the front page of the Morning
Star carry conviction when page 2
champions stringent and
inevitably racist immigration laws
for France and justifies and
excuses racist violence and gang-
sterism?

On this basis, the weaselling of
the right wing and soft-left
Labour politicians is good work-
ing class policy to defend the
workers black and white already
here. At any rate, those who
smear themselves publicly with
the racist filth of Marchais’ party
won’t carry much conviction with
themselves or anyone else when
they try to fight these policies.

The Star should pause for
breath and tell first itself and then
the left to which it is appealing
for a financial rescue just where it
stands on immigration controls.
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The truth about Burnsall’s

THE INDUSTRIAL FRONT
Build busworkers’ fight!

OLLOWING LAST
F Wednesday’s (10

‘March) bus strike in
London, another day of action
will take place this Wednesday
17 March, with a march
through central London.

The busworkers are striking
against new contracts which
would mean a drop in pay of
between £30-£60 per week, and
an increase in hours to 9.5 per
day.

The anger among busworkers
is high, but no follow-up
action has yet been announced
and there is a danger, if this is
not done, that the anger will
turn to demoralisation.

It would not be the first time
that this has happened.

In 1989 bus workers voted
massively (6:1) in favour of
action against the pay deal. At
that time the tubeworkers were
taking unofficial, one-day
action, every week. Together

Colleges

By a NATFHE member,
Southwark College

E LECTURERS across
F Britain are due to ballot

for a one-day strike on 1
April. The battle over manage-
ment attempts to impose new
contracts is due to escalate.

On 1 April colleges become
“incorporated”: they become
privatised, competing business-
es. Government strategy is to
end national agreements on pay
and conditions and to encour-
age “ambitious” (union bash-
ing) principals to impose
draconian new contracts.

we could have brought Lon-
don to a halt.

But, every time management
offered another 0.25% or even
just an offer of talks, the action
was called off; management
would agree nothing, another
ballot would be held yielding
another, smaller, vote for
action. Gradually, the will of
the membership to fight was
whittled away: 6:1, 5:1, then
3:1, finally, a narrow vote
against action.

All in all, we had gained an
extra one or two points on our
pay deal and another step
towards privatisation of our
bus routes.

We were called out, in the
end, just three times, and only
one of those coincided with the
tubeworkers’ action. This was
a terrible episode in the leader-
ship (or lack of it) of London’s
busworkers against the attacks
on their conditions in the run-

up to privatisation.

Not surprisingly, therefore,
the vote this time round,
despite the massive extent of
the attack on their wages and
conditions, was only narrowly
in favour of strike action.

In order to be willing to
fight, you need to feel you can
win and, with such a history of
terrible leadership, it is
admirable that the busworkers
voted the way they did.

On the day, last Wednesday,
over two-thirds of busworkers
came out. That is due to the
hard work of militants at
garage level. That work needs
to be built upon, not dissipated
like before. And it could be.

The level of dissatisfaction
and anger among busworkers
is such that the action could be
stepped up if the union leader-
ship fought for it in the
garages.

One day here and there is

OK to build up confidence
among the membership, but it
must not stop there. If they are
to defeat this latest attack, the
action must be spread. The
management are only feeling
strong because the union is
behaving as if it is weak. But it
need not be so:
* increase the action;
« strike on the same day as BR
and the miners;
« inform the membership all
along the way about what
management are saying and
doing;
« if the leadership won’t lead,
the rank and file militants
should link up across the
garages, make links with those
on the Underground and BR,
and organise unofficial action.
Remember, you do not save
jobs by keeping your heads
down. That way, management
think you are a pushover. You
stop them by fighting back.

ballot for strike on 1 April

The College Employers’
Forum (CEF) wants to tear up
our present conditions (the ‘Sil-
ver Book’ and “break”
NATFHE's “monopoly™.

In response, colleges organised
by the ‘Birmingham Liaison
Committee” engineered a dis-
pute and a second one-day
strike last Wednesday (10
March). They were joined by
colleges in the Black Country
and a single college outside the
West Midlands. This was South-
wark College, which managed
to organise an unofficial strike
despite intimidation — mainly
from our own union executive!

Rank and file accept
the case for action

CAMPAIGN DIARY

By Mark Serwotka

HE FIRST few weeks of

the CPSA presidential

campaign have been very
interesting.

I’ve been up and down the
country doing a number of
branch AGMs. From DSS
offices in places like Crewe,
Oldham and Merthyr Tydfil
through to the Lord Chancellor’s
Department and the High Court
in London.

What I've heard at those meet-
ings is that the members want to
fight back against Market Test-

ing.

At Merthyr, for instance, a
packed meeting held a very
on all the main strategic ques-
tions facing workers. Questions
like: what do we do about the
anti-union laws? What do we do
about sabotage from the full-
time officials?

I certainly did not pick up the
kind of nonsense you hear from
some people who are supposed to
be on the left, along the lines of:
the members do not want to hear
about strike action. All the
members I discussed with were
prepared to accept the argument
that a nationwide, full-scale
attack like Market Testing [the
contracting-out to private con-
tractors of Civil Service jobs]
requires a full-scale response of
national, strike action. This atti-
tude is reflected in the fact that
over 30 branches have nominat-

ed me for President, including
places like Newton DSS in north

Wales, the scene of a long-run-
ning staffing dispute which
backed me without any opposi-
tion.

The mood to fight amongst
ordinary members stands in very
stark contrast to the vindictive
mood amongst Militant hacks in
the union.

Last weekend, Militant and
some of their allies held a com-
pletely unconstitutional and
irregular emergency DSS Broad
Left conference. Guess what the
‘emergency’ was?

Market Testing? Staffing lev-
els? Building support and soli-
darity with the miners?

If only! The ‘emergency’ was
in fact that [ am standing for
President against Militant’s pet
maverick Albert Astbury, a man
that even Chris Baugh, Mili-
tant’s vice-presidential candidate
has called “an opportunist™.

As a result, Militant and their
friends are fbw trying to claim
that I am no longer the Broad
Left candidate for DHSS Vice-
chair. That shows you Militant’s
priorities. For them the Broad
Left is not a fighting rank and
file movement — it is an elec-
toral machine, pure and simple.
If only the Militant were as
determined to defend the mem-
bers and fight the right wing as
they are to hold kangaroo courts
and to expel socialists.

Militant have proved that they
are prepared to use “any means
necessary” — including break-
ing the Broad Left’s constitution
— to “deselect” me. Let’s see if
they are prepared to fight in the
same way for a one-day strike

against Market Testing and
alongside the miners on 2 April.

Some Birmingham colleges have
now won “assurances” from
their principals that they will
not introduce the new contracts.

The nationwide ballot is being
organised by the National
Action Committee of the NEC.
All principals have been asked
to guarantee not to introduce
the new contracts. Colleges
receiving such “assurances” will
be “exempted” from the ballot.
By last Friday, a quarter of
branches had been exempted.

The danger is weaker branches
being left to fight alone. But our
priority must be to win the max-
imum support for a strike in
those colleges which are ballot-
ed, and to organise successful
action on 1 April.

“Exempted” branches should
encourage members to join in
local rallies and demonstrations.
They should also pass motions
demanding to be brought back
into the struggle. It is obvious
that the CEF are co-ordinating
a national offensive against us.
Another strike day is planned
for 28 April to keep up the
momentum.

The key issue is co-ordination
and control of the strike action.
We need pressure to recall a
Special Maintained (i.e. FE Sec-
toral) conference to co-ordinate
the action. Pressure must be
channelled through the Regions
to call and lobby this. Regional
delegates should be mandated to
extend the action on a national
basis. We should aim to broad-
en representation on the
National Action Committee
beyond NEC members.

This dispute shows the need
for a serious rank and file move-
ment in NATFHE, based on the
Birmingham Liaison Committee
and the Socialist Lecturers’
Alliance.

The Liaison Committee
should call for a national rank
and file conference to thrash out
a national, co-ordinated strate-
gy and act as a counterweight to
the NATFHE NEC. But it must
not be sidetracked by a fixation
with unofficial or illegal action.
General calls for such strikes
lead not to a co-ordinated poli-
cy but a branch-by-branch,
piecemeal strategy.

FE lecturers are not the only
ones in the Tory firing line. But
the scope and speed of the
changes dwarf the schools “opt-
outs” in secondary education.

Lecturers have an opportunity
to build a genuine rank and file
broad left. The stakes are high.
Responsible activists must link
up immediately.

comments on the activities
of the Birmingham Burn-
sall Strikers’ Support Group,
perhaps yon will be willing to
print the contents of the
attached letter to Danny Parry,
local official of the GMB, and
then allow your readers to
decide for themselves how valid
his comments are:
Richard Bashford
Member B'ham Burnsall
Strikers’ Support Group
( Dated 22 February 1993)
Mr Parry,
I am writing to you with refer-
ence to your letter dated 28
January, which was received by
our secretary on the 3 Febru-
ary. The letter was addressed
to the Birmingham Support
Group.
We wish to make the follow-
ing points.
1. The initial request for the
formation of a Birmingham-
based Burnsall Strikers’ Sup-
port Group came from the
strikers themselves and with
full endorsement from the
GMB officials involved in the
dispute.
2. The first two B'ham support
group meetings held (before
your letter arrived) took place
with representation from GMB
union officials, the strikers
themselves and support group
members.
3. The resulting actions from
these meetings were all agreed
on unanimously by all those
present. They involved:
i. The printing and distribu-
tion of the approved bilingual
leaflet.

Negotiate to

O 548’s privatisation
S pull-out was right in

arguing for a national
fightback and against
“reliance on in-house bids”.
Practically, public sector trade
unionists need to discuss what
“don’t rely on in-house bids”
means on a day-to-day basis.

The article argues that “seri-
ous trade unionists... will
avoid involvement with in-
house bids”. If this means
trade unionists should not go
in and sell jobs and terms and
conditions in the hope of win-
ning the contract, then this
approach is correct. If it
means trade unionists should
not negotiate with manage-
ment about CCT then the
approach is flawed.

In response to CCT, public
sector managers are drawing
up plans to cut jobs and erode
terms and conditions. As part
of our opposition to CCT we
should not reject negotiations
but use those negotiations to
argue for the defence of jobs
and terms and conditions.

At the end of the day our
aim must be to mobilise public
sector workers to fight privati-
sation. The key to this is a
national fightback. But we

FOLLOW]NG Sleeper’s

ii. The raising of funds for the

strikers.

iii. Informing the union of any

requests for speakers through

the strikers’ shop steward or

a union official.

iv. The building of numbers of

people visiting the picket line

in order to prevent further
attacks on the strikers.

All these actions were unani-
mously endorsed at the meeting
of Tuesday 19 January 1993 by
the two GMB officials, the
strikers present and the support
group members.

One further action we have
undertaken since that meeting
is to set up a food rota whereby
supporters arrange to provide a
hot meal for the strikers on the
picket line at 1pm.

Given the above points, we
were shocked and somewhat
puzzled at your letter refusing
to ‘accept the involvement in
any aspect of the Burnsall dis-
pute by members of the Birm-
ingham Support Group’.

Indeed, further confusion was
sown a week after your letter
by a request to our support
group by union official Mr Jo
Quigley, asking us if we could
provide transport for the strik-
ers and their families to i
London social. Which we ad!

Clearly a number of misun-
derstandings have arisen, and
we look forward to meeting you
with a view to resolving them,
so that we can harness our full
energies fowards bring a “Vic-
tory to the Burnsall Strikers”.

K. Hayes pp Birmingham

Strikers’ Support Committee.

build action

must also look for local fight-
backs.

If we will have any chance of
mobilising workers on a local
level for industrial action
against CCT then we will need
to have shown that serious
trade union representatives
have sought to use every
avenue open to defend jobs
and conditions. That means
going into negotiations argu-
ing no cuts.

If serious trade unionists
adopted a no negotiations
stance then we would open the
way for other trade union rep-
resentatives to go into talks on
an agenda of relying on in-
house bids and on agreeing
cuts in jobs and conditions. A
no negotiations stance will
push workers into the arms of
those who will negotiate cuts.

The principle is to get a
fightback against CCT. Tacti-
cally, we should use every
means necessary to help pre-
pare the rank and file for that
fight. To exhaust the negotiat-
ing possibilities is often these
days an essential precursor to
getting a successful vote in
favour of industrial action.

Tony Dale
Manchester

Industrial briefs

NALGO's national “day of action”
on 18 March looks set to be a bit
of a missed opportunity. Only a
small number of branches will
take action.

What is needed is a clear call for
properly coordinated action along-
side the miners on 2 April. The
starting point would be for the
NALGO leadership to officially
approach the NUM and RMT to
see what can be done together.

The strike at Hilliers engineering
in Reading is continuing. Send
messages of
support/donations/requests for

speakers to: AEEU, c/o Nick
Murtagh, 1 Rustington Close,
Lower Earley, Reading, Berk-

shire RG6 4D0.

White collar and supervisory
grades at Ford began a series of
strikes of limited duration this
week.

The first action will last until
next Monday 22 March.

The action is in protest at com-
puisory redundancies. A senies of
unofficial strikes by manual work-
ers at both Dagenham and Hale-
wood have already led
management to withdraw the
threats of compulsory redundan-
cies against them.
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Jon Kyd (righ) and Willie Leslie

Stewards face jail

Back the mass
picket at Timex

JON KYDD, the convenor at Timex Dundee, and
his deputy Willie Leslie face jail under Tory
anti-union laws for organising 200-strong mass
pickets in defiance of a court order telling them
not to. Their case goes to the High Court this
week and, unless Timex back down, they could
be in jail by Friday 19th.

The 350-strong Timex workforce, mainly
women, are fighting layoffs and blatant

AST THURSDAY (4 March) we decid-
ed that we needed to take back the ini-
tiative in this dispute. Four of us hired
three vans and drove up to the factory
gates at the start of the shift. The securi-
ty guards suspected nothing and opened
the gates! We drove into the compound and, after
the gates were shut, we reversed the vans against
them, closing the factory!

There was a tremendous atmosphere; all the
pickets were cheering and the security guards and
police running around in a panic! The police
eventually opened the vans and we were arrested
and charged. The magistrate considered a more
serious charge of obstruction but this was reject-
ed.

We are up in court on 14 June but, until then,
four of us, including the convenor, have been
given a half-mile exclusion order from the facto-

The management have tried to recruit former
employees and other scab labour to give the
impression that they are working normally. But,
so far, they have been pretty unsuccessful. Only
four former employees have been taken on and
management are now reduced to visiting local
schools to try to recruit school leavers.

Because the jobs will be advertised in local job
centres, it is certain that pressure will be put on
claimants to apply. .

Timex normally work 24 hours, but, so far,
they have only managed to put on a day-shift —

attempts by the US-owned company to break
union organisation in the plant. The workers
have now all been sacked.

Jon Kydd, Willie Leslie and the others are not
intimidated. Picketing continues. They need
support. If they are jailed they need that other
workers should act in protest.

Charley Malone, one of the sacked Timex
shop stewards, talked to Socialist Organiser.

mostly packing. This means that picketing and
other pressures have been successful in stopping
production.

The backbone of the strike are the women. 80%
of the 340 workforce are women. They are
always the first ol the picket line. Their morale is
tremendous. .

It is important that we maintain as big a pres-
ence at the factory gate as possible because,
although the police are enforcing the maximum
of six official pickets, the roadway and footpath
are a public right of way. We certainly won’t be
sending anyone away if they want to come and
protest, as they have the right to do.

The next step for us is the national demonstra-
tion on 20 March. We have distributed thou-
sands of leaflets and posters and are confident of
a huge response. It is essential that the labour
movement throughout Scotland supports the
demonstration.

Timex is predominantly a sub-contractor. They
are very scared of losing clients like IBM who
would be frightened by the show of strength rep-
resented by a huge demonstration.

We are quite clear what is at stake. Only four
workers voted against the strike during our bal-
lot, and if MSF had come out alongside us then
the dispute would be over and done with by now.

We are not going back under worse conditions
and effective de-recognition of the union. We
would rather see the factory close.

We have always been looked on as the best

“Timex have to realise
that jmprisoning shop
stewards would be a
massive escalation of
the dispute. It is high-
ly unlikely that people
up and down the
country will stand idly
by in the event that
Jon Kydd and Willie

Leslie go to jail”.
A Timex striker

organised and the most militant workforce in our
area. The management have decided to break us,
and we are not going to let them get away with it!

We have started to receive strike pay, but it is
still going to be financially difficult for all the
strikers. Financial as well as political support is
essential.

If we build for a huge demonstration on 20
March and try and get solidarity action from
MSF and others in Dundee then we are confident
of victory.

Send donations/messages of supportirequests for
speakers to: AEEU, 2 Union Street, Dundee. Tel:
0382-22406.

National demonstration in Dundee
Saturday 20 March

Assemble: 11am, Barrack Park
Speakers: Jane Mackay and Campbell Christie
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HE MOST remarkable feature

of this year’s Budget is not any-

thing that was in it but rather
what discredited Chancellor Norman
Lamont left out of it.

After all the kite-flying and the
testing of the waters of recent
meonths, there was no sign of the
threatened food tax.

That is good news, but the game is
not over yet. There will be another
budget in November. If they think
they can get away with it without
having to pay a crippling political
price, they may proceed with it then.
Watch them.

For the rest, Lamont’s Budget was
a tinkering and dispirited neo-
Thatcherite businessman’s Budget
which, in various ways, lifted the
“tax burden” on business by £1 bil-
lion.

One of the most significant things
in it may prove to be an experimental
pilot scheme for linking the Unem-
ployment Benefit of 60,000 long-
term unemployed with them doing
‘voluntary work’. It may be the
beginning of a sort of adult Youth
Training Scheme.

VAT on domestic fuel (coal, gas
and electricity) will be 8% pext year
and 17.5% by 1995,

30,000 long-term unemployed are
to be allowed to do full-time study
while still drawing benefit.

Against that, there are Thatcherite
stupidities like state-managed efforts
to promote 100,000 small businesses.
In this climate!

With real unemployment now
standing at around four million, this
is a “fiddling while Rome burns”
Budget.

We need vigorous government
action to create job-making public
works; trying to turn unemployed
people into small business-owners
while small businesses are collapsing
left, right and centre is the act of a
government which doesn’t give a
damn.

Full analysis in next week’s Social-
ist Organiser.




