
r 

TIlE TORIe) ARE In a hurry. 
rThelr 'shake-out' of Industry has 
not yet created the total wasteland 
In worklng clas."l areas that they 
are aiming at. So, sensIng the pos
sibility oC a defeat In the next 
elections, they are sanctioning a 
jobs ma!lS8cre on an enormous 
scale. 

The Tories' pet hate the 
nationalised sector - is . to be hit 
hardest. British Shipbuilding, whose 
workforce has been cut by 40,000 
since nationalisation In 1977, is 
down to lose another 3,000 jobs, 
cutting the entire work force down 
to 5,500. The yards In the North
East and Scotland are the major 
victims. 

Getting In on the act;' British 
Rail announced the loss of 400 job3 
due to a cancelled contract with 
the Post Office, and then 7,650 
redundancies In the engineering 
workshops. And the NCB, already 
clOSing pits by the dozen, promised 
4,000 job cuts In Yorkshire alone. 

Taking their cue from the 
government, the private sector 
began throwing redundancy notices 
around like confettI. Ford promised 
that 800 jobs would go at I3rldgend 
,In South Wales over the next four 
years. Kodak bosses got Into the 
picture by sacking 900 workers. 
Roots are to kick 750 workers out 
of their jobs. British Cale(\onlan 
joined In the slaughter with 1,000 
redundancies, followed by 790 re
dundancies at NEI. 

The list has far from ended. 
Signs of contraction In the 
economy will lead to yet more re
dundancies. The overall effect of 
this mass unemployment on the 
working class Is devastating. The 
latest official figures show 
3,325,058 on the dole (13.7% of 
the workforce). 

But this obscene total Is far 
{rom the whole truth. In order to 
,massage unemployment figures the 
government has changed Its method 
of calculating the number out of 
work fifteen times since 1979. 
Whole sections of the population, 
such as school leavers, youth in 
dead-end and share-labour YTS 
schemes, married women and 
others are simply not counted. 
Including thcs •. 1 the rea! figure for 
ul'lemploymcnt is nearly 5 million. 

To the Tories these figures are 
just numbers In their ledger boob. 
In pursuit of profit a few mOfe 
thousand will be sacked. But those 
thousands are working class people 
and communities. Lives are devas
tated by unemployment. Living on 
the breadline Is living In misery. 

And In areas like Liverpool, the 
North-East, Glasgow and South 
Wales, there Is no way out. Indus
try In these areas Is fast dls-, 
appearing. Mlddlesborough - about 
to lose shipyard jobs - has seen 
employment In steel slump from 
25,000 In 1979 to 7,500 today. The 
other main Industry In the area, 
ehemlcals, has cut Its work force 
from 15,000 to 6,000 In 'the same 
period. 

Mass unemployment Is poison 
for the labour movement. It can 
demoralIse the unemployed tlmm
selves. There Is a great danger 
that this bitterness wIll be turned 
against employed workers. Lord 
Young's statement that high wages 
were to blame for unemployment 
:Is designed to fuel- hostIlity and 
division between the employed and 
unemp'loyed. 

For the employed too such dis
unity Is dangerous. Made desperate 
by years on the dole, unemployed 
workers can be used as scabs III 
management operations to break 
the unions. Wapplng Is but thp
most prominent example of this 
actually happening. 

In the fac:e of the jobs mas
.~acre the leadership of the labour 
movement have responded In a 
fashion that has delighted the 
bosses and the Tories. Where was 
the TUC In the week that the 
massacre reached its peak? No
where to be seen or heard. Not 
one march, let alone strike, hus 
been considered or called by these 
men of Inaction. 

In the Individual unions the 
response has been equally woeful. 
Tn the shipyards despite years of 
defeat ronk and file workers 
showed a Willingness to fight. On 
Friday 16th May the entire work
force at the threatened Smith's 
Dock In Mlddlesbo'rough, walked off 
the job - and demonstrated In the 
town. The response to the day of 
action the next week was rock 
solid throughout British Ship-

Shipyard workers march to defend jobs 

buIlding. 
Despite this will to resist the 

union leaders are dragging their 
feet. Instead of defying the Tory 
anti-union laws and taking action 
now Alex Ferry of the CSEU and 
Jlmmy Knapp of the NUR are 
hiding behind calls for a ballot 
• • • at some stage! 

Ferry warned after the solId 
one day strike of shipbuIlding 
workers, that 

" ••• the mechanics of a ballot 
are something that will have 
to be decided at a later stage." 

When, Mr.Ferry? Perhaps when the 
bosses have closed the yards! 

Tbe workln~ class needs to 
resist the jobs massacre by taking 
decisive action now to counterpose 
Its Interests, Its livelihoods, against 
those of the bosses. The first line 
of defence ' must be the occupa,tlon 
by the work force of the shipyards, 
raIl workshops and threatened 
factories. 

The bosses have a fortune tied 
up In their plants - machinery, 
equipment, stock, etc. They wIll 
be loath to close their plants If 
It means abandoning these assets. 
By occupying now we can hold 
these assets to ransom and physi
cally prevent the closures. 

The full weight: of the law and 

A ION ' AGAINST 
A~ RTHEID NOW 

YET AGAIN TIlE South African government has stymied negotiations 
aimed at 'refonn~' Apartheid. In the last few weeks it has once more 
lashed out beyond its borders, attacking ANC bases and refugee camps 
in Zambia, Zim we and Botswana. Prime Mlnlster P W Boths has 
declared' his lnte tion to "smash the ANC". The Commonwealth peace 
mission of 'Emlne t Persons' has left empty-handed. 

police would be used against such 
actions. Out occupations are harder 
to hit with either truncheons or 
Injunctions than picket lines. Thpy 
can be defended effectively. They 
can become a focus - as UCS was 
In the 1970s - for action by other 
sections of workers. They can 
become a beacon of resistance and 
hope to those already unemployed. 

The occupation of the bosses 
yards and plants poses point blank 
the question of control. It chal
lenges the bosses' right to hire and 
fire. It challenge the bosses' right 
to manage. In he fight against 
unemployment workers must not 
shy away from the Issue of 
control. 

To answer the bosses' lies about 
order books, we must demand that 
,all the business secrets are exposed 
to workers' Inspec tion. 111 national
Ised industries where orders are 
short government funds must be 
granted to enable what work Is 
avaIlable to be shared by the whole 
workforce, and for the length of 
the working wee to be reduced. 
Work and hours must be firmly 
under workers' cO'jtrol. . 

In the prlvat sector the same 
measures of cont 01 must be exer-
cised by the ers but they must 
also demand cases of threat-

Botha is under pressure from 
the International Investors. and 
trading partners who want to see 
changes In Suuth Africa before 
revolution threatens their profits. 
But equally he Is trapped by the 
right-wing whites who are now 
looking to the Conservatives and 
HNP parties and resisting any 
reform. The fascist AWB has 
demonstrated how far sections of 
Afrlkanerdom wIll go to defend 
Apartheid. Apartheid can deliver 
only more terror and repression, 
every weekend more funerals, more 
young people laying down their 
lives. 

In the face of all this, Thatcher' 
stili refuses sanctions. Eve1.l If the 
Commonwealth Heads forced her' 
Into gestures, we can be sure the 
Tories will ensure that their bank-' 
Ing and business Interests won't be' 
threatened. The task of Isolating 
South Africa and breaking Apar
theid's lifelines falls to the Inter
national working class. 

In South Africa, trade unionists 
are In the front line. After the 
success of the May Day Stay 
Away, another national strike Is 
planned for 16th June, Soweto 
Day. Their action must find u 
response here. 

It Is time the British trade 
union movement enforced workers' 
sanctions through an effective 
trade boycott and action against 
companies with major South Afri
can connections, like slave labour' 
mining firm Consolidated Gold
fields. 

Leicester hospital stores wor-
kers have now followed the 
example of their coll~g""'---I-n" 
Portsmouth In refusing to handle· 
South African goods, and now the 
Health Authority has agreed not 
to place orders. More actions like 
these can buIld a campaign that 
can provide effective support for 
workers taking boycott action In 
docks, transport and manufacturing 
Industry. 

This support needs to be built 
at rank and file level and through 
a campaign demanding action on 
this question from the trade union 
leadership. Demand that the 
national executives follow the call 
of the Dunnes shop workers In 
DublIn and organise workers' action 
to Isolate Apartheid. 

March Cor Freedom in South Africa 
and Namibia. 

Assemble Hyde Park 

llam Saturday 28th June 

eiJed Giosure that the entire 
capitalIst class take responsibility 
for funding the enterprise that 
their system has driven to the 
wall, through nationalIsation, with 
no compensation al1d under wor
kers' control. This must Include the 
re-nationalIsation of all flrrn~ 
privatised by the Tories. 

A strategy based on these poli
cies can defeat the Tories' on
slaught. It can defend jobs. Any 
other road wIll, sadly, ensure that 
the dole queues are swelled. Mili
tants across the threatened Indus
tries must reject the passivity of 
their leaders. They must organise 
at a rank and file level to chal 
lenge any leaders who won't fight. 
They must be won to a bold policy 
that puts working class Interests 
first. 

OCCUPY TO DEFEND JOBS! 

FOR WORK-5HARING WITH NO 
LOSS OF PAY! 

CUT THE HOURS NOT THE 
JOBS! 

FOR WORK OR FULL PAY -
MAKE TIlE BOSSe) PAY! 

FOR (RE-)NATIONALlSA nON 
WITHOUT COMPENSA nON, 
UNDER WORKERS' CONTROL! 

DEFEND ALL JOBS! WORK R.FULL PAY! 
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"WE NOW JUsr keep right on with our poUcles and redouble our efforts. 
This was Thatcher's response to the hammering the Tories took 10 the 
recent local elections wbere they lost 700 seats. 

Tory misery was Increased by the loss of a safe seat (Ryedale) and 
a massively reduced majority In another (West Derbyshire) in the two 
parliamentary by-elections. But with the Tory bicycle visibly wobbling 
Thatcher and Tebbit are exhorting the faithful to pedal faster. 

The share of the Tory' vote, on 
a national scale, was down by 
7.4%. With a general election on 
the horizon such a slump Is signif
Icant. Repeated In a General Elec
tion 'It would, almost certainly, 
result In a Tory defeat. 

There have been two responses 
In the Tory ranks to this crisis of 
credibility. Tory elder statesman 
John Blffen has become the latest 
In a long line of distinguished 
critics of Thatcher. Smarting from 
the series of policy disasters that 
have hit the Tories - West land, 
British Leyland, Libya Biffen 
criticised Thatcher's style and pub
lic spending policy. 

INSURANCE 

He talked of the need for a 
leadership In the party representing 
a 'balanced ticket'. He argued, 
along with another senior Tory" 
Malcolm Rifklnd, for a shift of 
emphasis away from tax cuts and 
towards public spending: 

"We have allowed the Impression 
to be created that we do not 
care about publlc services." 

The second response to the elec
tions was that of the Thatcher! 
Tebblt camp who now realise that 
they may lose the next election. 
As an Insurance policy, therefore, 
they are set on completing their 
programme of vicious attacks on 
the working class as quickly as 

Elections 
possible. Tebblt stated that the 
task now facing the Tories was to 
take policies forward: 

"perhaps at a slightly quicker 
pace than we have In recent 
years". 

What he meant by this was quickly 
revealed In the jobs massacre In 
shipbuilding, on the' railways and 
In the pits. It was revealed by the 
announcement of plans to boost the 
DHSS snooper brigade by 500. It 
was revealed by the swindling of 
the nurses out of pay rises due to 
them In April, but' not commencing 
until July. 

As for Thatcher's attitude to 
Blffen, It was just as Intransigent. 
as It has been to all the other 
"wet" oppositions. Her press secre
tary, the odious Bernard Ingham, 
described Biffen as "eccentric". 
Even the apparent concession to 
the 'wets' of appointing Kenneth 
Baker as the new Education Min
Ister was cancelled out by the 
promotion of arch right-winger 
Nlcholas RidJey and of John Moore 
at Westminster as a Thatcherlte 
'true' believer'! 

The overall situation In the 
Tory party then Is that the That
cherltes remain firmly In the sad
dle, but popular hostility to them 
is causing divisions within the 

THORN IN 
KINNOCK'S 
SIDE 

TInS YEAR'S LABOUR Women's Conference was held In Rothesay on the 
Isle of Bute. Whether or not this was a deUberate attempt to get it as 
far away from Klnnock as possible is debatable, but it certainly had the 
effect of ensuring that no reports of Its decisions reached the national 
press.' Which was very c;:onvenlent for the Labour Party leadership since 
the conference took some decisions which would spoil IGnnock's new found 
Image for the party. 

For a start, the conference voted to oppose witch-hunts in the Party 
against MiUtant supporters, Labour Committee on Ireland members and 
Black Section supporters. It voted for the reinstatement of any Militant 
supporters who are expelled, and agreed to support and build for the 
Conference Against the Witch-hunts on 21st June. ' 

The conference also called for 
the withdrawal of British troops 
from Ireland, opposed the Anglo
Irish Accord and called for greater 
pressure to end strip searching. It 
reaffirmed support for Black Sec
tions within the Labour Party, 
called for the withdrawal of Britain 
from NATO, condemned the US 
bombing of Libya and called for 
the removal of all US bases from 
Britain. It supported the phasing 
out of nuclear power and called 
for the resignation of pro-nuclear 
John Cunnlngham as Environment 
Spokes-person. 

The Labour Women's Conference 
has a history of adopting embarass
Ing anti-leadership positions recent
ly, Including Its opposition to 
Britain's war In the South Atlantic. 
The Labour Party and trade union 
leaders must view the women's 
organisation with some trepidation 
these days. Gone are the days 
when you , could rely on the women 
to make the tea and run the 
jumble sales. 

And yet the Women's Confer
ence remains essentially toothless. 
The demands It passes year after 
year for the right to elect Its own 
representatives onto the NEC, to 
be able to put resolutions to Con
ference and to have positive dis
crimination In favour of women In 
selection procedures, hilVe always 
been defeated at that same Annual 
Conference. The situation remains 
that the reserved seats for women 

Women 
on the NEC are elected along with 
the rest by the male-dominated 
trade union block votes. 

The argument over structure 
has continued this year. For the 
first time the big unions seem to 
be taking an Interest NUPE 
spearheaded a right-wing offensive 
calling for the Introduction of the 
trade union block vote Into the 
Women's Conference. In a resolu
tion calling for a more Influential 
Women's Conference, they sugges
ted that Women's Conference 
should have a 'algnlflcant' ~ay In 
the choice for the women's seats, 
with the block vote ensuring that 
It too was under the control of the 
right. 

OPPOSED 
This resolution gained support 

from major unions such as the 
AEU, ASTMS, EETPU and from the 
Klnnocklte LCC. They saw It as 
a way of regaining control of the 
conference from the left. The vote 
was lost with 206 In favour and 
256 against, but it showed that the 
right Is getting Its act together. 

Whilst the main activists 
opposed this resolUtion, and the 
Women's Action Committee called 

ranks. In this situation what should 
be the response of the labour 
movement? 

Conflict In the Tory ranks Is 
to be welcomed. We can and should 
exploit their divisions - but not be 
taking sides In the conflict. Blffen 
disagrees with Thatcher only over 
the tempo and style of the attacks 
on the working class, not their 
necessity. 

Rather, the way to exploit Tory 
dl fflcul ties Is to fight their attacks 
in the here anc! now. Occupations 
'of the shipyards and the rail \,V0rk
shops, strikes to defend and extend 
pay levels, can deal a real blow 
to Thatcher's job and wage cutting 
plans. If such actions are not 
launched now, then there Is a real 
danger that:· Thatcher's crew will 
demoralise the working class. 

But Klnnock Is singing an 
entirely different tune. He was, 
of course, delighted with the elec
tion results non course for 
Downing Street", he claimed. Yet, 
behind the celebrations, there were 
fears that Labour was stili not 
doing well enough against the 
Alliance. 

"CARING ROLE" 
Tribune ruefully admitted that 

the strong showing In the local 
elections "may not have been quite 
enough to ensure a majority In 
Westminster". (16/5/86). Indeed a 
breakdown of the voting patterns 
showed that the rise In the Labour 
vote was 2.7% overall (it In fact 
fell by 1.5% In England) while that 
of the Alliance was up 4.3%. 

In terms of council seats this 

on NUPE to withdraw It, It has 
raised the whole question of how 
to break out from the current log
jam where the Women's Conference 
passes resolutions which ' then' get 
overturned at Conference. The 

meant a 570 seat gain for Labour 
and a 380 seat gain for the Alli
ance. Clearly Labour has not yet 
regained the ground lost to the 
Allianc In the early 1 980s. Above 
all else this Is fashioning Klnnock's 
strategy. 

Desperate to woo the Alliance's 
middle class base, \<innock Is dist
ancing the Labour Party ever more 
quickly from the class struggle and 
any kind of socialism. Hence, Kln
nock's emphasis on Labour's 'caring' 
role', Its commitment to keeping 
the unions In their place, and the 
purge of Militant. It also explains 
Hattersley's re-assurance to the 
tax conscious middle classes and 
the profit-anxious capitalists the 
next Labour Government, far from 
seriously expanding public sector 
spending, would oversee "a tough 
framework of public spending" and 
"a nationally calculated celling to 
publlc borrowing". 

Instead of putting themselves 
at the head of resistance now, 
union leaders like Bickerstaffe are 
adVising a 'wait for the election' 
line. This Is disastrous. It may help 
Klnnock's respectable Image but 
It will leave more workers on the 
dole now, more factories, pits and 
shipyards decimated now. It will 
ensure that Klnnock - If he gets 
to power - will 'Inherit' a demoral
Ised working elass. 

Make no mistake, by signalling 
his Intention to manage capitalism 
and to attempt to nurse It back 
to health, Klnnock Is signalling his 
Intention to betray eveq progres
sive Labour policy and attack the' 
working class. A further deepening, 
crisis of British capitalism - output 
fell by 0.3% last month, the first 
major fall for some years - will 

Women's Conf,~rence, like the 
Women's TUC, Is merely a consul
tative body. But constitutional 
reforms will not make these two 
organisations more relevant to the 
struggles of working class women. 

The rights, .. of women to organise 
In the Labour Party and trade 
unions must be supported, and their 
organisations should have rights of 
representation at all levels of the 
labour movement. Introducing the 
trade union block vote Into their 
structures will not help, but other 
ways must be established of linking 
up the women In the Labour Party 
with women In the unions. 

ATTACKS 

Working class women are faCing 
extreme attacks under the Tories. 
With the present Labour leadership 
these attacks would continue with 
a Labour government, regardless 
of any Ministry for Women or 
other cosmetic 'reforms'. Kinnock 
Is set on wage restraint and con
tinuing to balanc~ the books of 
capltallsm, which will Inevitably 
mean women wi I suffer. This 
means that activists In Women's 

'Sections cannot restrict themselves 
to trying to get be ter paper policy 
for the Labour P rty. This must 
be combined with getting working 
class women organ ed to fight for 

CTS 

propel him, Inevitably, Into such 
'attacks. A working class that can
not fight now will be In poor shape 
to fight him then. 

Of course, these attacks will 
come heavier and quicker If a hung 
Parliament leads Labour Into a 
coalition with the Alliance. Those 
sirens of the subordination of the 
working class to an all ciass pop
ular front, the Communist Party, 
are already advocating such a 
course. From the election results 
they concluded ' that Labour must 
take the Alliance seriously because 
on many Issues, "they have Import
ant and persuasive points to 
make". (7 Days 17/5/86) 

EXCUSES 

While Klnnock, for electoral 
purposes, Is formally rejecting all 
talk of a coalltion, his pollcles are 
preparing the ground for one, 
should it be "thrust on him" by the 
electorate. Such a coalition would 
give Klnnock a convenient excuse 
for the attacks that he would 
launch. 

The watchwords of the d'!y are 
clear for those who wish to fight 
against capitalism. There should 
be no holding back on the class 
struggle to serve Klnnock's elect
oral ambitions - act now to defend 
Jobs and services. Don't give Kln
nock any excuses oppose all 
coalltlonlsm and moves towards It. 
Force the Labour leadership to use 
the divisions In the Tories' ranks 
to encourage and support active 
resistance now to their attacks. • 

by Mark Hoskisson 

their demands on equal pay, 'better 
housing and services, against mili
tarism and for their own libera
tion. 

Many women are struggling at 
the moment - over pay, against 
privatisation and closures and In 
the continUing fights In the mining 
communities and the print Industry. 
It Is to these women that the 
Labour Party Women's Sections 
should look. They should commit 
their energies to trying to buUd 
a militant working class women's 
movement. Based in the unions, 
communities, amongst the unem
ployed, black women, students and 
In the Labour Party such a move
ment could draw together all these 
struggles, giving solidarity and the 
confidence to fight. 

The Labour Party and trade 
union leaderships are attempting 
to reform the women's organisation 
by Incorporating aspects of 
women's demands, just as they are 
trying to set up stooge bodies on 
Black oppression to try and under

. mine the self organisation of these 
oppressed groups. We must oppose 
any attempts to stop women and 
Black people organiSing within the 
labour movement, but at the same 
time try to turn these organisa
tions out to the struggles of the 
working class. • 

by Helen Ward 
Vauxhall CLP 
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AT TIiE END of last month, after 8 two day marathon trial, Labour's 
NEC expelled three Militant supporters from the party. 

Out went Tony Mulhearn, Liverpool District Labour Party President, 
after being found guilty on two counts; membership of Militant and abuse 
of party practises and procedures. Out went lan Lowes, the convenor of 
Liverpool's Joint Shop Stewards' Committee, for membership of Militant 
and joining them was Tony Aitman, 'proven' to be a Militant full time 
organiser. 

There are still another eight 
of the alleged Militant members 
known as the 'Liverpool 11' to be 
tried. Amongst then is Derek 
Hatton the deputy leader of Liver-' 
pool Council. Hatton only escaped 
the purge this time because, while 
awaiting trial, he luckily recieved 
a telex summoning him to Liver
pool to deal with a disputed 
financial crisis (nice one Derek!) 

But, delaying tactics, whether 
deliberate or not, are not going 
to save the remainder of the 
'Liverpool 11' or anyone else in 
this witch-hunt. Kinnock means 
business. His boast after the May 
NEC meeting that "1 don't start 
'anything I don't mean to finish" 
was not an Idle one. 

'NATURAL JUSTICE' 

MIlitant claimed that the expul
sions and NEC trials was a contra
vention of 'natural justice'. So the 
expulsion procedure was changed 
to Incorporate 'natural justice', 
thereby closing down another legal 
loophole for Militant. After the 
May NEC, Klnnock could claim 
that it had observed "the terms 
of the Labour Constitution and 
natural justice". Yet the expUlsions 
have still gone al)ead. The lesson 

Witch Hunt 
should be clear to Militant and 
others faced with expulsions; do 
not rely on constitutional or legal 
devices for your defence! 

It even looks likely that 
Kinnock will change the rules once 
again at the October Conference. 
Irritated by the length of time It 
has taken to expel three members, 
the goal-posts are set to be moved 
again by setting-up a diSCiplinary 
tribunal, so as not to tax the 
NEC's time. 

Of course, Klnnock and the 
right would not have been able to 
push the purge process so far If 
there had not been a significant 
shift to the right in the party. 
Former lefts like Blunkett and 
Meacher have Jumped on the 
Klnnock band waggon to No. 10 -
or so they hope. In the unions too, 
there has been a shift. At last 
year's NUPE Conference union top 
Tom Sawyer, a former darling 6f 
the left, swung the union Into sup
porting the witch-hunt. Since then 
other big battalions of the unions, 
such as the T&G, have likewise 
lined up In support of the purge. 

Yet forces of resistance still 

LAOOUR 
MOVEMENT 
CAMPAIGN for 
PALESTINE 

CONFERENCE 
AGAINST THE 
WITCH-HUNTS 

Saturday 21 June 

Regents College 
Inner Circle 

Regents Park 
London 

Annual General Meeting 

Saturday 31st May 
(lO.OOam - 5.00pm) 

Islington Town Hall 
London NI 

further details from: 
Tonl Gorton 

c/o Hackney North and 
Stoke Newington CLP 

96a Stoke Newlngton High St 
London N16 

DEFY 
THE 
NEe! 

exist. The Labour Party Women's 
Conference voted to oppose the 
witch-hunt (see article on facing 
page). Constituencies all over 
Britain have signalled their opposi
tion. So have the LPYS and many 
trade union activists. The question 
Is how to fight this purge? Here, 
Militant, despite being the main 
object of the witch-hunters' atten
tion, seem to be Incapable of 
fashioning a real defence. Militant 
supporters are hamstrung In two 
ways though. Firstly, their chronic 
reliance on the bourgeois courts 
to mete out Judgements stopping 
the expulsions. Secondly, while Kln
nock Is witch-hunting them, 
Militant Is making 'unity' overtures 
to him. This Is to fight with one 
hand behind your back. Milltanf 
supporters should break with this 
rotten approach before it Is too 
late. 

right they cannot t errllY carry out 
expulsions wlthou reaping the 
bitter consequence 

Workers Power has argued that 
commitment to s ch defiance, up 
to and inCluding disaffiliation, Is 
an important aspect of any cam
paign against the witch-hunt. 
Others on the left throw up their 
hands in horror a~ the thought of 
suggesting we might end up stand
ing against 'offiCial' Klnnocklte 

~::~d~:~~ a~;a~~fh ~r:ht wa~:er~~! 
Increasingly right wing Socialist 
Action. Ostrlch-lIkd they bury their 
heads and see oniy that the left 
Is "taking the Initiative on a series 
of key areas". (Socialist Action 
10.5.86), and hope that the 
witch-hunt Is only a bad dream. 

But the witch-hunt Is precisely 
intended to silence the left and 

so make the Labour Party a more 
attractive proposition to the 
punters of the middle-class and 
bourgeoisie at the next election. 
If the witch-hunt is not stopped 
In Its tracks now, there will not 
be any lefts around to fight for 
'left policies'. 

The Conference Against The 
Witch-hunts on Ju~e 2,lst can 
become the focus for building a 
fighting national campaign. Workers 
Power has been Involved in the 
organising for this conference' and 
In building support. 

Socialist Action on the other 
hand seem set to make It as 
Ineffective as possible. Whilst 
participating in Its or.,ganlslng 
committee, supporters of Socialist 
Action have consistently argued' 
against the conference taking any 
resolutions or statement; against 
It being delegate based and have 
tried to oppose plans for an 
ongoing campagin to come out of 
the conference. 

They shudder at the thought of 
It agreeing to organise defiance 
of the NEC, fearing that this will 
scare away their new playmates 
like Livingstone. Workers Power 
supporters will be going to the 
conference to try and build 
precisely such a defiant campaign 
based on a resolution such as the 
one printed below. We urge all 
trade unionists, LP activists and 
YS branches to send delegates, and 
organise the flghtback. • 

by Jon Lewls Following the expUlsions, Labour 
Party members in Liverpool will 
be faced with " a choice. Derek 
Hatton's Broadgreen and Mulhearn's 
Garston CLPs have both voted not 
to recognise expulsions. Already 
Mulhearn has attended Labour 
Group and policy committee meet
Ings since being expelled and 
commented "there was total 
acceptance of me". 

MODEL RESOLUTION FOR THE 
CONFERENCE AGAINST THE WITCH-HUNTS 

CONSEQUENCES 

This stand is to be welcomed 
and contrasts sharply with Militant 
supporters' stand In the last round 
of expulsion of their editorial board 
members. Activists must be 
prepared for the consequences of 
such defiance. If Mulhearn con
tinues to attend his CLP meetings 
the whole constituency will face 
being disaffiliated and replaced by 
an NEC imposed body. Workers 
Power supporters have argued since , 
the beginning of the campaign that 

,the left must be prepared to go 
through with this and If the NEC 
does dlsaff"t1late any CLPs they 
should continue to operate Indepen
dently of Walworth Road. 

Liverpool activists will find 
themselves posed with this question 
very sharply in the next period. 
If the councillors lose their appeal 
against surcharge there will be 
by-elections. If CLPs have been 
dlsafillated they will be faced with 
either backing down or standing 
candidates against 'official' NEC 
Imposed people. 

All those who wish to stop Kln
nock's purge must be prepared to 
go this far since it will show the 

This conference opposes the expul
sion or disciplining of any member 
because they read, support or sell 
any publication of socialist tenden
cies within the Party. We also 
oppose disciplinary action --being 
taken against comrades organising 
the oppressed wi thin the Party via 
Black sections, youth sections or 
women's sections, or for exposing 
malpractice or campaigning for 
democracy and accountability 
within the Party. 

We oppose the enquiry Into the 
Liverpool District Labour Party as 
merely an excuse to attack Mlll
tant supporters and we condemn 
the recent expulsion of the three 
leading party activists In Liverpool. 

Conference calls on CLPs whose 
members are 'expelled' by the NEC 
or regional executives, or whose 
candidates are not endorsed by the 
NEC, to refuse to accept such 
decisions and to continue to regard 
them as members and candidates. 
Where this leads to the 
NEC/Reglonal Executive suspending 
or disaffiliating local party bodies 
we urge such CLPs to continue to 
act as the local LP, standing 
candidates etc, and to refuse to 
endorse fake candidates or struc
tures Imposed by the NEC. 

The Party In our View, should 
not return to the days of pro
scribed lists and intolerance, but 
should accept the demand for 
dlversl f1catlon and that groups, 
tendenCies, strands of opinion, 

Journals, and newspapers of one 
kind or another, with widely differ
ing Views, are bound to exist. 

We will campaign for a positive 
right for political tendencies and 
the oppressed to organise within 
the Party. 

To build the 
the witch-hunt, 
elect a steering 
which will: 

campaign against 
conference will 

committee of 12 

1. Organise and be accountable to 
regular delegate meetings of 
affiliated bodies supporting the 
campaign; 

2. Be responsible for producing 
Witch-hunt News as a regular 
campaigning newsietter In 
co-operation with other forces; 

3. Co-ordinate a register of 
opponents of the witch-hunts 
In trade unions and CLPs; 

4. Organise meetings of opponents 
of the witch-hunt In affiliated 
unions to plan co-ordinated 
action; 

5. formulate model resolutions for 
use In affiliated bodies;. 

6. Organise rallies 'around the 
country against the witch-hunt; 

7. Mobilise for lobbies of the NEC 
and regional executives when 
they are conSidering expulsions 
and particularly a lobby of 
national conference. 0 

CONFERENCE BACKS 
KINNOCK 

LAST YEAR'S WELSH Labour Party Conference stood firm against the 
witch-hunt. But this year's conference, held recently at Swansea, was a 
different affair. The delegates were positively straining at the leash in 
their enthusiasm for a purge of Militant supporters. 

Kinnock led the way. In his address on the first day of Conference, 
he declared war: 

"It Is no part of this movement 
to form covert cliques with 
separate programmes, principles 
and politics ••• If people do 
have separate objectives, let 
them show separate courage, 
separate conviction and go their 
separate way into a separate 
party, into separate oblivion." 

Conference, packed by the right 
wing, loved it. The 250 delegates, 
mostly middle-aged men with few 
women (no creche) and even fewer 
youth, proceeded to give teeth to 
Kinnock's baying. 

Mllltant supporters were sub
jected to a stream of abuse. They 
were described as "a cancer", 
~arasitlc", "rabble" and similar. 
Chrls Peace, Mllltant supporter 

Wales 
and, until Conference, a member 
of the Wales Labour Party Exec
utive, was refused the right to 
speak. 

A major change from last year 
was in the mood and attitude of 
the unions. Form~ left, and NUPE 
delegate, Derek regory urged the 
delegates to actio against Militant 
with a cry of "Let's get rid of 
them!" 

The motion proposing the expul
sion of those wh,o, "actively sup
port and sell the Militant news
paper" came froml the TGWU. Sig-

niflcantly, the NUM delegation also 
voted in favour of the witch-hunt, 
whereas last year they had sup
ported Militant. 

When the time came to vote 
more than 90% of the delegates 

,supported the witch-hunting resolu
tion! Last year, delegates voted 
against the expulsion of Mllltant 
supporters by almost three to one. 

The 'debate' on other areas of 
policy confirmed that Kinnock rules 
the constituencies and unions in 
Wales. Even a resolution calling 
for a minimum wage and a 35 hour 
week without loss of pay was 
thrown ' out. But there are still 
layers amongst ' the rank and file 
of both the Labour Party and 
unions in Wales who are standing 
firm against the rush to the right 
and the witch-hunt. It is these 
forces that can and must lead the 
resistance in Wales. • 

oy Pete Ashley 
delegate - Cardiff North CLP 
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LEFT STILL IN RETREAT 
ONCE UPON A time It was gener
ally agreed that the National Union.. 
of Public Employees (NUPE) was 
a left-wing union. After this year's 
conference It really does seem like 
a falry-tale. 

At Bournmouth between 18 and 
21 May, the left was by and large 
marglnallsed within the 1,000 or 
so delegates. who were present -
representing the union's 700,000 
members. Without doubt, the three 
main debates of the conference. 
were low pay, privatisation and 
Mllitant. These all took place on 
the Monday: Most of the other 
debates and resolutions - ranging 
from Social Security to South 
Africa - were largely unconten
tlous. 

On low pay the left ra\lIed 
around Composite 3 which commit
ted the union against pay restraint 
under any Labour government, for 
a campaign of national Industrial 
action to achieve the national 
average wage for all workers; for 
a national minimum wage of £110 
per week and protected against 
inflation. It also set out a detailed 
campaigning strategy. 

In proposing the resolution, I 
made It clear that we had to break 
with the Executive's strategy of 
winning over the 'British public' 
and throwing ourselves at the 
mercy of the next Labour govern-
ment - If there Is one. Instead we 
needed cast-Iron commitments and 
a way of mobilising the member
ship to achieve them. 

The Executive bitterly attacked 
the composite. Blckerstaffe argued 
It left them "no room - to man
oeuvre". In summing-up the debate 
I warned ~hat the rank and file of 
.our union will look Increasingly 
dlspalrlngly upon a leadership that 
proclaIms fine alms and sends the 
delegates back empty-handed. 
Conference overwhelmingly backed 
the Executive. 

On prIvatisation the story was 
much the same. The Executive's 

. fire was directed at Composite 17. 
What so annoyed them was Its call 

Bickerstaffe - wltchfinders general 

THIS YEARS Civil and Publlc 
Services Association (CPSA) con
ference was a witch-hunting extra
vaganza. AlIstalr Graham, the 
outgoing General Secretary con
gratulated the Labour Party leader
ship for getting to grips with the 
"reactionary revolutionary move
ment" - the Militant. 

He promised to give the Labour 
Party Information on key members 
of Militant who are active In the 
CPSA. He- also will demand their 
expulsion from the Labour Party. 
The Militant controlled Broad Left 
(BL) took this with the usual mis
placed optimism. Great emphasis 
was put on the four seats that the 
BL won on the National Executive 
Committee (NEC). 

However all the BL seats were 
for those from the DHSS section 
of the CPSA where ' BL traditionally 
has a stronghold. No BL candidates 
from other sections In the CPSA 
won seat on the NEC. BL also 
claimed that It was their efforts 
which forced AlIstalr Graham out 
of the CPSA and Into the highly 
paid job with the Industrial 
Society. This claim was made In 
the midst of a conference In which 
there were major defeats for the 
left. 

OVERTURNED 

The overtime ban, operational 
In the CPSA for many years was 
overturned. A deal (cooked up by 
the moderate domInated NEC and 
Graham) whIch gives the govern
ment the right to Introduce new 
technology wIthout agreement on 
job losses or health and safety was 
accepted by conference. The politi
cal fund ballot was won but the 
'new realist' argument "the mem
bers aren't ready yet" swung the 
vote against Labour Party affilia
tion. 

These defeats were made possI
ble by a coalition of the Commun
Ist Party dominated Broad Left 84 
and the Moderate group. 

Broad Left 84, although split 
over the question of the 
witch-hunt, are towing the 'new 
realist' line of Alistalr Graham. 
They argue that the CPSA's 
membership are unprepared to fight 
and therefore refuse to provide a 
lead. Instead they want to wait for 
the next Labololr government before 
making real demands for better pay 
and conditions. 

Against this view Militant Broad 
Left supporters passionately assert-

ed that CPSA members did have 
the will to fight but they had no 
answers on how to mobilise civil 
service workers. Indeed, they 
showed that their own will to 
oppose bureaucratlsatlon Is as 
flimsy as that of Broad Left 84. 
For example progressive motions 
calling for annual elections for 
full-time officers were opposed by 
Militant. They said "there Is enough 
democracy In CPSA n : 

The DHSS section conference 
really exposed BL's Inability to put 
up a real fight against the new 
realists. Motions were passed call
Ing for strike action on technology
-related job losses and to boycott 
the social security review. As the ' 
DHSS section Is also In the midst 
of a staffing campaign the necess
ary plan Is to link all these issues 
and start campaigning now. Instead 
the BL dominated section executive 
committee (SEC) said that before 
things go any further we must wait 
for conditions to worsen for DHSS 
workers! 

BL SPLIT 

The Socialist Caucus - a group 
In BL made up mainly of indepen
dents plus Socialist Organiser and 
Workers Power - this year reaped 
gains from the Broad Left split In 
1984. More Independents seem to 
be attracted as the BL itself 
becomes divided Into two major 
blocks - SWP and Militant. The 
caucus Is grouped around support 
for the annual election of full time 
officials, the right of the oppressed 
to caucus In the union, troops out . 
of Ireland and rejection of a 
. bureaucratic merger with the 
SCPS. 

Workers Power supporters work 
within the caucus, but on the clear 
basis of breaking It from Its politi
cal subservience to Militant. It was 
uncritical of Militant during the 
DHSS staffing . campaign. In the 
coming elections for General 
Secretary It supports the Militant 
candidate uncrltlcally. We fight 
against such errors and for a clear 
programme of action for an 
Independent civil servants' rank ' and 
file movement. 

The Immediate basis for such 
a movement was spelt out by a 
supporter Workers Power at the 
conference . who spoke for the 
annual election of full time 
offiCials, against a merger with the. 
SCPS Imposed from the top and 
called for a rank and file fight to 
end the reporting system and for 
a CPSA boycott of the social 
security reviews. 0 

Clare Sowerby 
delegate - DHSS SW Essex 

(In a personal capacity) 

for a national fight back against 
privatisation. Those of us who work 
in the NHS have seen the most 
dramatic failings of the Executive's 
'fight' agaInst privatisatIon. In each 

·case - Barking or Addenbrooke are 
classic examples - the workers take 
the Initiative locally, but the Exec
utive isolates the campaign and. 
keeps It local. 

CONSCIENCE 

to date. Resolution 15 - backed· 
by' LIverpool City ·.General ·among 
others - was passed overwhelm-. 
Ingly. This accused the Liverpool 
Council of 'deliberate mismanage
ment' and labelled the DLP activi
ties as 'Irrespon~lble', 'reckless' and 
'diVisive'. The resolution and debate 
did not go as f~r as, say the CPSA 
leaders, In urging a drive against 
Militant supporters' positions in the 
union, but it did give backIng for 
the stance of Tom Sawyer. He 
on the Labour Party NEC for 
NUPE and has backed Klnnock's 

The ExecutIve protested that purge right doY(n the line - even 
much money has been spent In signing a May Day manifesto 
publicising the union's case or viciously attacking Militant's 
'supporting striking or victimised stance. He slanderously declared 
members but this Is only con- to conference that Liverpool 
science money. Labour Council, on which Militant. 

As I pointed out In seconding has strong support, had "more In 
composite 17, Blckerstaffe may common with the extreme right; Privat.isatlon - a vital str·uggl~. 
think Its a local fight but Thatcher' In European politics than with the 
has a national plan for privatisation left". 
throughout the whole of the public The response of MIlitant 
sector. Indeed, as the case of supporters In NUPE to these 
British Leyland shows, the fight attacks was very 'low-key'. They 
against privatisation has Inter- deliberately kept a low profile In 
national Implications. And without the debate over low pay and prlva
national support for local flght- tlsatlon so as not to antagonise the 
backs, members taking actIon like delegates and prejudice their 
those at Barking Hospital, get chances In the Liverpool Council 
demoralised and so the fight peters debate! Instead of taking the 
out. offensive In the debate on Llver-

In the case of Addenbrooke, the , pool, Composite 14 was almost 
Executive even actively helped apologetic. Rather than clearly, 
sabotage the local struggle. A outline why Klnnock Is attackIng ' 

.lobby of workers from Addenbrooke the left In the LP and what It 
were not allowed to speak to the means for union members, It 
Conference. It Is clear why. In merely appealed to the 'democratic 
February the leadership suspended traditions' of the Labour Party. 
hardship money because the work
ers refused to heed the Instruction 
"Stop picketing and take another 
job offer". 

When votIng took place, the big , 
Vote for Executive Composite 16 
actually resulted in a reversal of 
existing NUPE policy. Until then 
official policy was not to go for 
in-house tendering. But Clause (c) 
'of Composite 16 urges members 
to Involve; 

"ourselves at every stage In 
contract preparation In order 
to represent the interests of 
our members and retaln the 
contract In-house • • • " 

In my opinion this gives a green 
Ught for local officials to bId-down 
our wages and conditions. 

Perhaps the debate over Mili
tant and Liverpool best Illustrated 
the pr~blems . of the left's response 

of civil & public servant. 
THE LATEST UNION to join in the 
procession of capitulation to the 
antl-unton laws Is the Society Of 
Civil And Public Servants (SCPS) 
- the union for Junior and middle 
managers in the civil service. 

Despite resolutIons at last years 
annual conference pledging to fight 
the Tory laws on electIons, this 
years conference was presented 
with the Executive Council's 
recommendation to suspend the 
traditional block voting electoral 
system and replace It with temp
orary regulations which bring the 
union within the law. This was 
done 'most reluctantly' and the 
unIon would seek to revert to Its 
traditional system of elections as 
soon as a change of government 
could repeal the act. 

RANK AND FILE 

FIGHTBACK 

All In all the conference 
witnessed a consolidation of the 
centre-right In the union. There 
are two factors Involved here. The 
defeat of the 1982 Health Strike 
demoralised whole layers of the 
rank and file, as have the persis
tant attacks since In health and 
local government. The creation, 
from the top down, of a shop 
steward structure since then has, 
therefore, been very much done 
In a climate that favours the 
'realistic' approach of the Exec
utlv~. This is reflected in the dele
gat~s' voting patterns. 

none of the other unions in the pay 
claim consortium were willing to 
challenge the government's 'flnat' 
offer of S%. An emergency 
motion, calling for the membershl~ 
to have the final say In a ballot 
even Incurred the wrath of the 
EC. 

"Why go to the expense of a 
ballot when pay '86 Is a dead 
duck", they argued. "Better to 
look forward and buJld for pay 
'87". 

But the members have heard thIs 
story for years. Tomorrow never 
comes! 

But the conference was beIng 
asked to replace one rotten system 
with another. Nowhere In the exec
utive's proposals was there any ' 
mention of really democratisIng or 
Improving the system. It was left 
to branches to move resolutIons 
to brIng about even the most basIc 
of democratic advances such as the 
direct election of president and 
deputy president. The EC . fought 
these Ideas vehemently, as they 
would lessen the vice-like grip they 
currently have on the union. 

Hot on the heels of the defeat 
last year of a proposed merger 
with the CPSA, the EC was asking 
for a merger with the Civil Service 
Union (CSU). But on what terms? 
The last proposed merger was a 
bureaucrats 'meal ticket'. It con
tained nothIng that would benefit 
the rank and file of either the 
CPSA or SCPS. But these plans 
seem destined to be offered agaIn 
to the CSU. It Is nothing more 
than an attempt to consolidate the 
bureaucracies of both unions by 
stemming the tide of falling 
membership. 

DISMAL 
And what of the newly formed 

Broad Left In SCPS. Frankly, at 
its third conference in January thIs 
year, It was dismal. It was agreed 
to campaign against the Tory 
anti-unIon laws by refusing to 
change the rules for electing the 
Executive Council. ThIs would 
undoubtedly have resulted In a 
challenge in th courts as the rule 
book would be 1l1egal. 

The conference protested loudly 
about being forced to change Its 

,rules but, recognising that no other 
union has chosen to fight, reluc
tantly agreeIng the EC line. A 
theme which was to be repeated 
time and again throughout the con
ference. 

On pay, the EC argued that 
This position was argued for by 

Workers Power supporters and won 

The left 'Inthe 'unlon needs to 
be re-built. The Militant-dominated 
Broad Left made a brief 
re-appearance at conference, but 
has no ongoing campaigning life 
In the workplaces and branches of 
the union. A genuine rank and file 
movement Is urgently needed, not 
a closetted electoral machine, that 
so many Broad Lefts presently are. 

On Wednesday June 4th In 
London there is a meeting for all 
those NUPE members Interested 
In organising a flghtback agaInst 
Blckerstaffe and Sawyer's new 
realism. Be there~ 

Carlos Sanhueza 

conference delegate 
Queen Elzabeth Hospital 
(In a personal capacity) 
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majority support 'In the BL. But, 
less than a month before the con
ference, and ,with no campaign 
having been mounted, the BL 
National Committee overturned this 
policy, and, "even more reluctantly 
than the executive", agreed to 
recommend .support for the Exec
utive CommIttee line, arguing It 
would Isolate SCPS If any other 
course of action were taken.. 
Workers Power will be taking up: 
the Issue at the recall conference 
later this year. 

On the other major Issues, the 
BL's record also leaves much to 
be desired. Apart from winning a 
skirmish to have election addres
ses, the BL could only muster limp 
opposItion to the attacks of the 
Executive CommIttee bureaucrats. 
DespIte fine soundIng resolutions, 
the BL profile, was low and lacked 
any base In the membership. 

Against the Broad Left's passlv~ 
electoral approach Workers Power 
believes that a solid base among 
the mass membership In the civil 
servIce, must be built. This fight 
must take the form of building a 
cross union rank and file - with 
the ' alni of breaking the old 'grade' 
based unions and mergIng the 
forces of the workers In a new 
fighting organisation. 

. Tied to this the Iniquitous sys
tem of annual reports must be 
smashed. As long as worker reports 
on worker, the bosses will be able 
to drive wedges Into their ranks 
and maIntaIn the divisions. A new 
workers' union would force the 
so-called 'middle managers' to 
choose between siding with the 
rank and file or pItchIng In with 
the bosses and selling out to the 
state. 0 

Steve Powel! 
delegate - DHSS HQ (Reading) 

(in a personal capacity) 
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CAN IT BE 
THE CHERNOBYL NUCLEAR 
dlaaster highlights the threat of 
nuclear power production. This 
Is true whether It takes place 
under capitalist ownership or under 
the management of the Stallnlst 
bureaucracies within the degenerate 
workers' states. 

However, the nauseating hypo
crisy of the western governments 
In the aftermath of the Chernobyl 
accident should repel all honest 
elements within the labour move
ment. They cynically used the 
event to sneer at Soviet 'technical 
backwardness', to complain of 
the USSR's 'secrecy' and to praise 
their own nuclear Industries' safety 
record, together with the virtues 
of an 'open society'. 

This Is the most bare-faced 
hypocrisy Imaginable. When It 
comes to their own nuclear Indus·
try the governments of the west 
systematically deceive their own 
population, pleading business secre
cy and national security. Accidents 
are covered up, the United Nations 
monitoring body kept In Ignorance. 

INTERNATIONAL 

The very fact that the effects 
of a nuclear accident cannot be 
contained within national borders 
Indicates the desperate need for 
planning, control and inspection 
on an International scale. Yet 
western Imperialism and the Stalln-
1st bureaucracies are organically 
Incapable of this. 

The expansion of the productive 
forces - vital to the creation of 
plenty on a world scale - cry 
out for International planning. 
It demands the destruction of 
private capitalist ownership and 
democratic workers management 
- of which . no shred exists In those 
states where capitalism has been 
overtlirown. Chernobyl has proven 
that when It comes to safety, 
the Soviet nuclear Industry Is no 
safer than that of the west. 

PROOF 

Does this mean, as the anti
nuclear lobby claim, thut this 
Is because nuclear power Is Intrin
sically and unavoidably so danger
ous that It should be renounced 
In principle? Marxists cannot take 
l\uch a position In advance of 
scientific proof established by 
the working class Itself. Unlike 
the majority of the Green and 
ecological movement we stand 
for the continued and, Indeed, 
Increased expansion of humanity's 
productive forces. This must also 
Include the supply of energy. 

If nuclear power can contribute 
enormously to this without destroy
Ing the living and most vital force 
of production - human labour Itself 
- then we are In favour of It. 
However, we give no confidence 
to the capitalists and their hire
lings or to the Soviet bureaucracy 

to make such deciSions. Therefore, 
we say that a struggle must be 
launched by the worklnu class 
around the safety question, which 
centres on the fight for workers' 
control and pushes the working 
class forward to the seizure of 
power Itself, which In turn lays 
the basis for a planned economy. 

Without the most stringent safety 
standards and methods of Inspection 
the possibility always exists that 
a reactor explosion can threaten 
death and Increased cancer liability 
to hundreds of thousands, perhaps 
millions. Three Mile Island, no 
less than Chernobyl, shows this 
to . be so. On a lower, but stili· 
deadly, scale, leakages from plants 
and reactors dally threaten workers 
In the Industry and its adjacent 
communities. Leakages In Britain 
and in the Soviet navy prove this. 

Unless It Is vigilant -'and Inde~n
dently organised the working class 
cannot guard Itself against these 
dangers. It cannot even detect 
and therefore protect Itself against 
danger. Both capitalism and Stalin
Ism run their Industries In a man
ner that poses a serious threat 
to the working class. Under 
capitalism _ the Interest of profit 
dictates that the Industry Is under 
constant pressure to cut corners 
and lower costs. That Is why the 
Magnox reactors In Britain, for 
example, have no protective shield
Ing. Profit and competition also 
demand that the Industry Is run 
behind a vast wall of business 
secrecy. 

BUREAUCRATIC 

MANAGEMENT 

Britain's nuclear drive has also 
been considerably Intensified by 
the bourgeoisie's desire to free 
Itself from reliance on energy 
sourees · which are potentially ex
posed to the strength of organised 
labour as well as the OPEC states. 

The Soviet nuclear 'Industry Is 
subject to similar, but not Identi
cal, pressures. The .Industry grew 
rapidly In the 1960s and 1970s 
as the bureaucracy diverted Its 
011 and gas resources Into a means 
of earning foreign currency. A 
failure of bureaucratic management 
to progressively raise labour pro
ductivity and rationally use energy 
resources Intensified the drive 
to overcome slowdown and stagna
tlpn. In part this Involved a break
neck push to put new energy 
sources on tap. Chernobyl was 
a prestige project for the Kremlln. 
It was shock-built to media ac
claim. Its absence of protective 
cover Is just one result of mis
management. Gorbachev's current 
nuclear-based plan to treble Soviet 
energy output by the year 2000, 
In order to double GNP, is based 
on Identical logic. 

Nevertheless, there Is evidence 
that workers are aware of the 

INCAPABLE 
The Chernobyl disaster was a 

product of Stallnlst rule and in 
the ensuing crisis the bureaucr(lcy 
has shown Itself manifestly Incap
able of responding to the dangers 
that Its own misrule has caused. 
To begin, Information on the Im
mediate hazards was prevented 
from flowing through the bureau
cracy;- let alone through society. 
Thus thousands were subject to 
unnecessary lethal dangers. The 
failure to Issue warnings to the 
local population and the failure 
to evacuate them was criminal. 

Secondly, the nationalistic doc
trines of the USSR led the Kremlln 
to a shameful unwilllngness to 
warn the population of the Warsaw 
Pact countries and other states. 
The secrecy and deception led 
not only to lethal dangers but 
also to paniC among Ukranian 

1. While mankind needs new energy 
resources and nuclear energy does 
and will play a vital role In pro
viding that energy, Its rational 
and safe utilisation can only be 
at the hands of the working class. 
Within existing societies only class 
struggle can Increase and Improve 
safety levels and minimise the 
threats posed. 

2. To that end we call for a 
workers' enquiry into the Industry 
that will establish clear safety 
standards without which a plant 
must not operate. 
o For the closure of all plants 
that do not meet those standards 
and that obviously fail to meet 
elementary safety standar~s now; 

THINGS HA YE NOT been going 
too well for Labour spokesman 
John Cunnlngham. Just as he was 
In the process of launching a 
campaign against last year's Labour 
Party Conference call "for the 
phasing out of all existing nuclear 
power" the top blew off the Cher
nobyl reactor. All the signs are 
that he hasn't got a hope of 
reversing that policy at this year's 
.conference. 

GREEN AT THE EDGES 

Cunnlngham Is a long term 
supporter of nuclear power and, 
more Importantly, an ardent defen
der of the British nuclear Indus
try's deceitful and secretive man
agement which he praised for doing 
"a good, effective, open and honest 
job". 

You don't need to be a born 
again Green to oppose John Cun
nlngham·. The record of nuclear 
accidents from Wlndscale, to 
Three Mile Island, to Chernobyl -
highlights the fact that the Indus
try presents major dangers and 
hazards to the working class. Those 
dangers can only be effectively 
explored and defended against by 
the most thorough-going Inspection 
of all plants and all plans for 
future production and waste 
disposal. 

By tearing apart the curtain of 
secrecy that surrounds the Industry 
the workers should decide which 
plants should continue and on what 
terms. They should permanently 
monitor the operation of such 
plants by workers' Inspection. That 
Is the alternative to Cunnlngham's 
"economic appraisal" of Thorp 
which will test whether the repro
cessing plant will be profitable 
enough. It Is the alternative to 
selective checks by civil' servants. 

The Labour leadership are In 
disarray after Chernobyl. Klnnock 
was backing Cunnlngham's crusade 
for the present nuclear Industry. 
The case had been defended in the 
union journals of GMBATU, AEU 
and NALGO. Cunnlngham had unan
Imous support from the shadow 
cabinet. Now the forces against 
them on the nuclear Issue seem 
set to win at conference and even 
secure the two thirds majority 
necessary to mandate the leader
ship to Include conference policy 
In the election manifesto. 

All the evidence suggests that 
nuclear power Is set to be the key 

debate at conference. The Socialist 
Envlroment and Resources Associa
tion (SERA) In concert with the 
LCC and Labour CND are co
ordinating resolutions for confer
ence. In essence they are call1ng 
for the scrapping of plans to build 
PWRs, the closure of reprocessing 
plants at Dounreay and Sella field, 
for the non-commlsslonlng of the 
nearly completed gas-cooled react
ors at Torness and Heysham and 
the phasing out of existing reactors 
starting with Magnox. 

There are major dangers for the 
working class In Joining the shut 
down stampede. It Is certainly true 
that the PRs are untested, that 
Sella field has proven Itself unsafe 
and that Magnox are long overdue 
for closure. But this Is no reason 
for Immediately pressing for the 
shutdown of this entire source of 
power generation. Workers Inspect
Ion of the plants, drawing In the 
local communities most directly 
affected should be the judge as to 
which plants should operate. 

To declare In advance that all 

nuclear power plants should be 
shutdown Is to succumb to panic 
which, If It became widespread, 
could close the door to an energy 
source which has enormous poten
tial - partlcularlly for the millions 
who live In poverty and backward
ness. 

Ever mindful of the chance of 
a few votes Klnnock and the 
Shadow Cabinet are now partially 
distancing themselves from Cun
nlngham's position. The latest 
Labour policy statement on the 
question commits Labour to build
Ing no more nuclear power stations 
and to decommlsslonlng Magnox. 
But In the spirit of true Klnnock
ery It Is masterly evasive on all 
the key Issues. 

The Thorp reprocessing plant 
Is to be subject to "a review" and 
economic appraisal. Dounreay sim
Ilarly Is to be su~jected to a "full 
public Inquiry". T~e entire Industry 
Is to become the source of "candid 
Information and open debate" 
through the strengthening of a nuc
lear Inspectorate. 

The Labour leaders will not 

ness secrecy. 

5. To the petit-bourgeois campaigns 
for closure we counterpose an 
Independent workers' enquiry Into 
existing or planned plants. 

o For shutdown unless all key 
safety demands are met to the 
satisfaction of the labour move
ment. It should be made clear 
that any workers' enquiry, workers' 
Inspection and workers' control 
must Involve, In these circum
stances, both workers within the 
nuclear Industry and outside and 
In particular representatives of 
the residents In the most affected 
areas - especially women. 

6. In the USSR we fight for: 
D An end to bureaucratic secrecy. 
For workers' Inspection and 
management, both In the disaster 
area and in the entire nuclear 
Industry. For workers' committees 
to decide what Information can 
be released that Is compatible 
with the legitimate defence needs 
of the USSR. 
o For new towns, amenities and 
compensation for the evacuees. 
Radiation monitoring facilities 
for all. 
o For International solidarity with 
all workers threatened by the 
bureaucracy. 
o For a full discussion of the 
plan for energy provision at all 
levels of genuine soviets and Inde
pendent trade unions and a fight 
for workers control of the plan. 
o For the struggle against bureau
cratic rule In every Industry and 
town; build factory committees, 
workers committees. 
o For political revolution to over
throw the bureaucracy. 

Finally, given the anti-Soviet 
war drive of Thatcher and Reagan, 
drawing In their NATO and Japan
ese- al1le:; behind them, we must 
fight to prevent the labour move
ment from echoing the anti-Soviet 
hysteria as a result of the Cherno
byl disaster or any future accidents 
In the nuclear power Industry. 
By fighting to expose the dangers 
of 'our' nuclear power stations 
we can cut against this 'evil 
empire' Ideology. We need to win 
the labour movement In the west 
to a principled defence of the 
USSR and other workers states 
against Imperialism, a defence 
th,'it In no way has to take respon
sibility for the crimes and errors 
of the Soviet bureaucracy. • 

break with the nuclear bosses' hal
lowed secrecy by opening all the 
workings of the Industry to direct 
Inspection by workers and their 
representatives. Instead they want 
to paint up the Industry's Image 
and calm workers' fears with yet 
more public Inquiries and profit
ability assessments. 

After Chernobyl blew up 
Margaret Thatcher declared: 

"'The record of safety and 
design, operation maintenance 
and Inspection In this country 
Is second to none." 

Clearly millions of workers do not 
believe her. But the task Is to re
late progressive suspicion of the 
workings of the nuclear Industry 
to the struggle against capitalism 
Itself. That cannot be done by 
attaching a few new govermnent 
Inspecters to the Industry. Neither 
can It be done by shutting the 
Industry down and basing all hopes 
In alternative energy resources. 
Only through the struggle for 
workers control can we both 
directly confront the problems that 
nuclear energy poses and unleash 
the workers power that can over
come those problems In a planned 
economy with a rational Inter
national energy policy. • 
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If not Its direct aid." ray. The Republic had no army ~t volent neutrality of that country, u 

(Quoted in B Balloten The Grand except that of the workers' militia. L S 1_, Camoflage.) The Republican government contin-- ta In 5 'Cost what may' was a threat issued ued to exist but it was impotent. ['.-It. •. ~ ,,":\ I to the Spanish workers. This reac- President Azana lamented: 
tionary schema was based on tbe "Faced by the revolution the ':orel-gn false premise that Britain preferred government had the choice either 11 the victory of the Republic over of upholding It or supressing It. 
Franco. In fact the reverse was But even less than uphold it 
true, because Britain rightly feared could the government supress it." pol-Icy that a Republican victory would be 
but a passing phase in the Spanish 
socialist revolution or long drawn 

EARLY IN 1936 a favounte siogan 
of the left-wing of the PSOE was 
"if you want to save Spain from 
Marxism, then vote Communist". But 
what was a half serious election 
campaign jibe turned into grim re
ality during the Civil War. To 
understand why and how, it is 
necessary to start with an under
standing of the Kremlln's attitude 
to Spain in the wake of the Franco 
rebellion. 

After the signing of the Stalin
Laval Pact Moscow felt it was in 
its political interest to block the 
rise of fascism in Spain. Stalin 
argued at one level that this was 
in the interests of France and Great 
Britain since Italian and German 
success in Spain would threaten both 
of them. 

However, Stalin recognised well 
enough that the leading factions of 
the French and certainly British rul
ing class regarded the USSR as the 
greater evil in Europe as compared 
to fascist Germany or Italy. They 
were unwilling to see Hitler defeat
ed to the · degree that Germany was 
a bulwark against the USSR. Stalin's 
foreign policy was reduced, in 
effect, to the attempt to get gov
ernments elected in Europe which 
were hostile to German war aims 
in Europe. 

ANTAGONISE 

British imperialism, on the other 
hand, was interested only in deflect
ing Germany's advance so as to 
allow it time to re-arm. The Soviet 
bureaucracy's whole aim in Spain 
was thus, first, to prevent the suc
cess of SOCialist revolution in Spain, 
which would antagonise I3ritain and 
France and run the threat of throw
ing them into a block with Germany 
against the USSR. Secondly, to bend 
all efforts to enlist France and 
Britain to help the Republic beat 
off Spanish fascism. The best state
ment from a Spanish Stalinist of 
this perspective came from a PSUC 
(Catalonian Communist Party) leader 
at a public mee·ting: 

"in the democratic -bloc of 
powers, the decisive factor Is 
not France; it is England. It is 
essential for all party comrades 
to realise this so as to moderate 
(their) slogans at the present 
time • • • we should realise that 
the big capitalists in England are 
capable of coming to an under
standing at any time with Italian 
and German capitalists if they 

should reach the conclusion · that 
they have no choice with regard 
to . Spain. (Therefore) we must 
win, cost what it may, the bene-

out Instability in European politics. 
Thus, the opening weeks of the 

Spanish Civil War gave the Comin
tern and the PCE cause for con
cern. The working class were on the 
offensive. In the North and East 
they had disarmed the army, storm
ed the barracks and everywhere 
were in control. Within a week dual 
power had been established in the 
Republican held areas. By September 
1936 Koltzov Stalin's personal 
agent in Spain estimated that 
about 18,000 industrial enterprises 
had been taken over by the work
ers. 

WORKERS' CONTROL 

In Catalonia about 70% of the 
factories kicked out all management 
from the plant. In Madrid it was 
more common for managers to re
main but under the direction of the 
workers. Only in the Basque region 
was there hardly any workers' con
trol at all. Whenever the CNT was 
strongest in an industry the firms 
were collectivised to use resources 
more efficiently. In Catalonia the 
CNT/UGT closed down 46 out of 
the 72 foundaries and did everything 
in the .. remaining 24. 

The most dramatic upheavals 
took place on the land. In Catalonia 
the mass of peasants were small
holders and leaseholders who were 
glad to be rid of rents and gain 
more land. Collectivization of the 
land was limited there. But in Ara
gon it was a different story. To 
begin with the fascists had en
croached into the Aragon country
side and it took the best anarchist 
and socialist workers gf Barcelona 
to repulse them. But in the process 
they were also revolutionary agitat
ors. Durruti, the CNT leader of the 
militia, said: 

"we are waging a war and 
making the revolution at the 
same time • • • Every village we 
conquer begins to develop along 
revolutionary lines." 

The bigger estates were collect iv
iled by the agricultural workers of 
Aragon. Very soon 70% of the pop
ulation (about 500,000) In the area 
were in collectives. 

ADVANCES 

The greatest advances of all 
were at the political level. PCE 
leader Ibarriri could reflect in these 
weeks that: 

" . • • the whole state appara
tus was destroyed and state 
power lay in the street." 

While the state was not destroyed 

GLOSSARY 
CNT (CONFEDERACION NACIONAL DE TRABAJO) 
The National Confederation of Labour, founded in 1910, was the anarcho-syndi
calist trade union. 

FAI (FEDERACION ANARQUISTA IBERICA) 
The Iberian Anarchist Federation was mainly an anarchist pressure group within 
theCNT 

PSOE (PARTIDO SOCIALISTA OBRERO DE ESPANA) 
The Spanish Socialist Worker's Party had a 'left socialist' wing which followed 
Largo Caballero, and a 'right socialist' wing which followed Prieto and Negrin's 
social democrat direction. 

UGT (UNION GENERAL DE TRABAJADORES) 
The trade union of the socialists. 

PCE (PARTIDO COMMUNISTA DE ESPANA) 
The Spanish Communist Party. 

PSUC (PARTIDO SOCIALISTA UNIFICADO DE CATALUNA) 
The United Socialist Party of Catalonia was an amalgamation ofCatalan socialist 
parties in the early summer of 1936 which was completely taken over by the 
communists. 

POUM (PARTIDO OBRERO DE UNIFICACION MARXISTA) 
The Workers' Party of Marxist Unification was led by Andres Nin (Trotsky's 
former secretary from whom he had disassociated himself) and Joaquin Maurin. Its 
main strength lay in western Catalonia. The party was not 'Trotskyist' as the 
Stalinists claimed. 

power 
-In 

Spain 
Real political power was being exer
cised by the workers' miltias oper
ating both as an ar!lled and a politi
cal force. The cabinet of Giral had 
no authority beyond the suburbs of 
Madrid. There, however, the work
ers' political alternative was weak
est. By 27 July the official police 
had re-established control of the 
streets. In Barcelona the workers 
were in power. Workers in ordinary 
clothes controlled the streets. Tens 
of thousands of arms had been dist
ributed. No bourgeoisie were to be 
seen; their posh haunts had been 
closed down, their restaurants and 
hotels .commandeered. The beggars 
were off the streets and being cared 
for. 

COMMITTEES 

The Revolutionary Committees 
that ruled Republican Spain went 
by dozens of different names from 
region to region and they were 
under the control of different politi
cal parties in each area. In the vil
lages of Catalonia and Aragon the 
CNT /F AI had exclusive control. In 
the towns, apart from Sabadell and 
Lerida, they were also In control 
but with much greater represent
ation from the UGT, PSUC, POUM 
and even the ESQuerra. 

The committees were appoi'nted 
or elected in a variety of ways. 
Sometimes they were elected by 
mass meetings in the factories, sites 
and villages. In others, they were 
elected by trade unions or political 
parties. Everywhere, however, they 
were the political rule of the armed 
militia rather than of the factories 
or villages. 

In Catalonia power was exercised 
by the Anti-Fascist Militia Commit
tee. It existed alongside and over 
the Generalidad of President Com
panys - the regional government of 
Catalonia. In Valancia the Popular 
Executive Committee existed along
side Barrio's Provisional Junta. In 
Malaga it was the Committee of 
Public Safety which ruled! 

Yet it was in Aragon that the 
most democratic power existed -
the Defence Council. It was the 
only regional body in Spain that 
drew its authority from direct elec
tions from local town and village 
committees. Enforcing the political 
power were the armed militia, org
anised and controlled according to 
political allegiance. There were fifty 
thousand in the CNT militia, thirty 
thousand in the UGT, ten thousand 
in the PCE/PSUC and about five 
thousand in the militia of the 
POUM. 

WAR FOOTING 

In these first weeks nothing was 
done unless it was through or by 
these revolutionary committees. The 
anarchist leader - Sentlllan - gave 
a good picture of all of them when 
he described the functions of Catal
onia's Anti- Fascist Militia Commit
tee: 

POUM militia in the Karl Marx barracks, Barcelona 

"An establishment for revolution
ary order at the rear, an organ- · 
Isation of forces more or less 
on a war footing, with schools 
for communications and Signals, 
food and clothing, economic org
anisation and legislative and 
judiciary action, the Anti-Fascist 
Militias Committee was every
thing, supervised everything; the 
transformation of the peacetime 
industries into war industries, 
propaganda relations with the 
government in Madrid, help for 
all the fighting centres, relations 
with Morocco, the cultivation of 
available land, health, supervision 
of coasts and frontiers, and a 
thousand and one problems of 
every kind." 

~The 
b.~., flawed 
revolution 

Despite all of ttlis the revolution 
suffered from considerable internal 
weaknesses that were a reflection 
of the failings of the politiCS of 
anarcho-syndicalism and left reform
ism. First, there were certainly 
'excesses' in the sense that in the 
towns even the smallest petit-bour
geOis - opticians, bakers, etc - were 
'collectivised'. On the land the CNT 
refused to co~sider at all the poss
ibility of ICln division even where 
it may have een more appropriate. 
The PCE WClS to use these mistClkes 
as ammunition against the revol
ution. 

. Seconcfly, 
than being 
control as a 

the factories, ra ther 
taken under workers' 
stage on the road to 

CNT militia in commandeered tru 

played this weakness when he 
in accepting the offer of 'ad 
from President Companys: 

"We could have remained a 
imposed our absolute will, 
dared the Generalidad null 
void and imposed the true p 
of the people in Its place, 
we did not believe in dictato 
when it was being exer, 
against us, and we did not 
it when we cQuld exercis 
ourselves only at the expem 
others. The Generalida~ ~ 
remain in force with with I 
ident Companys at its head." 

Felix Morrow accurately sun 
up the contradictions and limit 
the revolution in its early pe 
a weakness that was to allow 
Stulinists to take back the 
iative. He correctly stated tha 
a local level the power of the 
olutionary committees was pos 
greater than pre-October I!:J I' 
Russia and certainly greater 
that of the German revolutiol 
1918/19. But unlike those exam 
the Spanish revolution gave 
to no natio'nal, centralised all 
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complete expropriation and manage~ 
ment within a planned economy, 
were most often turned into "pro
ducers' co-operatives", still content 
"to be subject to the laws of cap
italist economics" (F Morrow Rev
olution and Counter-revolution in 
Spain). Most disastrously, the CNT 
allowed the Republic to retain con
trol over the Treasury and the 
banks. The committees merely pre
vented payments to fascists and en
couraged loans to collectivised fac
tories. 

The greatest defect in the rev
olution was the political weakness 
of anarchism. To start with the 
anarchists allowed the Republican 
bourgeoisie to be represented on the 
revolutionary committees. In Cat
alonia delegates from the General
idad were allowed to sit in on the 
Central Committee of the Anti-
Fascist Militias! 

This popular front ism was the 
logical outcome of the anarchist 
prejudice against 'the state in gen
eral' and its opposition, in the midst 
of revolution, to the undivided rule 
of the working class. Sentillan dis-

~;aJ' .,-_ 
ative to the government of the 
Republic. Despite its immediate dis
array, this gave the bourgeoisie a 
toe hold on power. Morrow 
observed: 

"One power, that of Azana and 
Companys, without an army, pol
ice or, other armed force of it.s 
own, was already too weak to 
challenge the existence of the 
other. The other, that of the 
armed proletariat, was not yet 
conscious enough of the necessity 
to dispense with the existence 
of the power of Azana and Com
panys." 

Finally, the revolutionary commit
tees did not embrace the Widest 
layers of the exploited and oppres
sed. They represented Aragon , 
apart - the political rule of the, 
vanguard, organised in militias, 
rather than the masse,s. 

STALINISTS 

Nevertheless, the anarcho-
syndicalists did want to see the rev
olution go forward. The PCE, on the 
contrary, wished to see it halted 
and reversed from the very start. 
Even in the period of revolutionary 
rise, when the most left of the 
Republican bourgeoisie dared not 
contest the situation, the Stalinists 
assumed total responsibility for 
standing against the stream of rev
olutionary events. Even before the 
Stalinists entered the government 
they railed against the land sei:t
ures. The PCE repeatedly stated in 
its press: 

"To embark on such projects is 

absurd . and equivalent to playing 
the enemy's game". 

Springing to the defence of the 
Republican landlords - who, although 
being considerable employers of 
agricultural labourers, were consist
ently dubbed 'small farmers' - the 
PCE declared ominously: 

" . • • that those who attack 
this property must be regarded 
as enemies of the regime." 

Needless to say their attitude to 
workers' control in the factories 
was the same. They supported only 
the nationalisation by the Republican 
government of openly pro- fascist 
capitlllists, rather than workers' 
control. They constantly attacked 
the collectives as' 'wasteful' and as 
undermining the maximum mobilis
ation of resources for the war 
effort. 

LIMITS SET 

Politically, Stalin and the PCE 
had set definite limits to the Span
ish revolution. On the day of the 
fascilit uprising - 18 July - the PCE 
declared: "The government com
mands and the Popular Front obeys." 
Later the Spanish delegate to the 
ECCI said that the PCE's motto 
must be "All for the Popular Front, 
all through the Popular Front." For 
the Comintern Andre Marty stated: 

"The working class parties in 
Spain, and especially the Com
munist Party, have on several 
occasions clearly indicated 
• • • that the present struggle 
in Spain is not between capital
ism and socialism but between 
fascism and democracy. In a 
country like Spain, where feudal 
institutions and roots are stili 
very deep, the working class and 
the entire people have the imm
ediate and urgent task, the only 
possible task... not to bring 
about the socialist revolution but 
to defend, consolidate and dev
elop the bourgeois-democratic 
revolution. " 

PROPERTY 

This argument was false to the 
core. The techniques of production 
on the land may have been 'feudal' 
but the property relations were 
thoroughly capitalist. Land had been 
bought and sold for years, like any 
other commodity. The big land
owners were, in fact; completely 
tied up with - in many cases ident
ical with - the captains of industry 
and finance. The notion of fascism 

. as being a feudal reaction to dem
ocracy was a threadbare justification 
for the Popular Front. Spanish 
faSCism, as with ks German tWin, 
was an instrument' of finance cap
ital against the working class. 

'La Pasionaria' herself, for the 
PCE, assured the bourgeoisie: 

"Cease conjuring up the spectre 
of Communism, you generals, 
• • ~ In this historic hour the 
Communist Party ••• places it
self at the side of the govern
ment which expresses this wiU 
(I.e. of the people), at the side 
of the Republic, at the side of 
democracy." 

Popular 
Fr,nt 

res_sts 
The PCE did not confine itself to 
mere propaganda. During the early 
weeks, while the workers and poor 
peasants were consolidating and ex
tending their gains, the Stalinists 
tried to intervene to call a halt. 
In Valencia, for instance, as early 
as 23 July the Provisional Junta 
challenged the authority of the Pop
ular Executive Committee (PEC) and 
declared the latter's rule null and 
void. In response the PEC split; the 
CNT, UGT, PSOE and POUM reject
ed the ultimatum, while the PCE 
and the Republican left alone urged 
compliance with the edict. The 
Junta took fright and dissolved four 
days later. Nevertheless, the PCE 
remained unabashed. 

DEMOBILISING 

In Aragon, the PCE consistently 
attacked the town and village com
mittees as 'factionalist' and 'canton
ist'. In Madrid where the rule of 
the revolutionary committees was 
weakest, the Republic tried early 
in August to demobilise the militias. 
To this end, . they passed conscription 
measures. The PCE immediately 
agreed. Fortunately, the CNT/UGT 
did not and the cabinet was forced 
to allow recruits to join the militia. 

Without doubt the worst example 
was in Catalonia. On 2 August the 
bourgeois nationalist Casanovas 
attempted to restore Republican 
authority by forming a cabinet. He 
offered the PSUC three ministries 
which they immediately accepted. 
The CNT and POUM workers react
ed so ferociously that on 8 August 
the PSUC had to resign or lose all 
credibility with the masses. 

ANTI-LABOUR 

So concerned were the Stalinists 
for the interests of the bourgoisie 
that the PCE formed the GEPCI -
a federation for traders and small 
employers in the towns, which had 
a membership of 18,000 within a 
month or so of the civil war. The 
CNT mercilessly exposed this organ
isation of "intransigent employers, 
ferociously anti-labour" whiCh inc
luded one of the main textile 
employers who had backed the failed 
army rebellion of 1932. 

At an international level the dip
lomatic manoeuvres of the Kremlin 
coincided completely with 
this conservative line. During the 

last two weeks of July Moscow's 
press carried a good deal of cover
age on the civil war. Trade union 
levies were organised and money -
strictly for medical aid - was sent 
to the Republican government. Re
lations with the revolutionary com
mittees were shunned. This period 
of support culminated in a mass 
rally in Red Square of 120,000 
workers in support of the 'Republic 
on 3 August. 

At the end of that week, how
ever, Britain proposed a Non-Inter
vention Committee. On 6 August 
the USSR replied: 

"The government of the USSR 
subscribes to the principle of 
non-interference in the affairs 
of Spain." 

To show its sincerity the Kremlin 
cealied reportage on Soviet support 
for the Spanish Republic, and no 
attack was made on the policy of 
neutrality. Nothing was done to hin
der negotiations between the imp
erialist powers leading to the 
creation of such a committee. The 
USSR ratified the treaty setting up 
the committee on 24 August and 
Germany the next day. The Non-
Intervention Committee met on 9 
September for the first time with 
26 countries present. 

From its inception to its demise 
this committee was a pure farce 
whose only purpose was to restrain 
the hand of the USSR and absolve 
Britain and France from giving mil
itary aid to the RepUblic. Meanwhile 
Germany and Italy continued to pour 
troops (e.g. 40,000 italian troops) 
and arms into Spain to help Franco. 

Many Stalinist writers have 
claimed that the lack of arms 
doomed the Republic from the start 
and that it was impossible to pro
vide more. Even those with POUM 
sympathies - such as Orwell - came 
to the same conclusion. 

NO DIFFERENCE 

The truth was that fascism suc
ceeded above all because the Rep
ublic failed to arouse the peasantry 

. to its side with a bold programme 
of land reform. Eventually the 
peasantry fell into despair and saw 
no qualitative difference between 
Franco and the Republic and hence 
no reason to defend the latter. 

Everything the Stalinists did in 
Spain from the very first weeks of 
the uprising was designed to prevent 
the success of the revolution. While 
they did not wish to see Franco tri
umphant, their murderous poliCies 
ensured it nevertheless. 0 

by K eith Hassell 

to be continued ... 
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The following article was written 
by a member of the Fracclon 
Obrera Trotzklsta (FOT) for 
Workers Power. The FOT originated 
from a group of militants from the 
Oruro region of the POR-LORA 
(Bollvla) who were bureaucratically 
expelled from that party In 
November 1985 for opposing the 
political line of the Lora leader
ship. The FOT, now made up of 
militants In both Peru and Bollvia, 
Is working towards a founding con
ference on a principled program
matic basis. 

After a series of Initial discus
sions the FOT and the Movement 
for ,a Revolutionary Communist 
International (MRCI), of which 
Workers Power Is a part, agreed 
to continue these discussions with 
the aim of discovering a basis for 
establishing fraternal relations 
within the MRCL The translation 
and footnotes are by Workers 
Power. The article has been edited 
for reasons of space. 

WHEN THE ANNIVERSARY of the 
victory of the APRA In the presi
dential elections took place the 
government of Alan Garcia stlll 
maintained a high level of popular
ity. Elected with 45% of the vote 
he has more support than any 
president in Latin America. Now 
he is attempting to transform him
self into a leader on a continental 
scale. 

On his recent visit to Argentina 
he received a mass welcome. He 
partially eclipsed Fidel Castro's 
proposal of a unified refusal to pay 
the continent's external debt with 
his stated Intention of only making 
repayments of up to 10% of the 
country's export earnings. Inter
national Social Democracy has been 
boosting him as a means of 
increasing their influence in the 
Third World. In the next few 
months a congress of the Socialist 
International will take place In 
Lima. 

Why is Alan Garcla so popular 
and how long will this popularity 
last? 

STABILISATION 

APRA has reduced Peru's 
contribution to the IMF and put 
money into projects of social 
reform. Whereas the previous 
government prioritlsed the Increase 
of exports by means of reducing 
real wages and generally reducing 
the costs of production, Garcla, 
by contrast, has raised real wages 
in order to increase demand and 
stimulate production for the Inter
nal market. 

He wants to strengthen native 
Industries. There has been a stabil
isation of prices which have been 
subject to government controls. The 
government has also launched a 
programme of temporary income 
assistance to create jobs for tens 
of thousands of unemployed. 

This has meant taking on work
ers, especially the women of the 
shanty towns. on low wages and 
employing them In public works 
schemes and on the Improvement 
of conditions in the 'barrios' that 
surround the major cities. 

Current bank accounts in dollars 
have been frozen and the level of 
US money and bank credits In 
circulation has fallen. Garcla is 
Implementing a system of 
interest-free credit for small 
traders and also for the peasants 
of the depressed areas. above all 
in the areas where Sendero 
Luminoso (Shining Path) is active. 

In contrast to the previous 
government of Belaunde, which 
favoured the development and 
colonisation of tropical forest 
regions of the country, the APRA 
seeks to develop the southern 
Andean region. that is the most 
marginal and poorest area of the 
country. This region has seen the 
most guerilla ac~lvity over the past 
few decades. It Is also an area 
quite different to the 'solid north' 
that was always the electoral base 
of the APRA. 

Election meeting In a Peruvian village 

In 1985 the APRA gained the 
presidency for the first time since 
Its foundation sixty-one years ago. 
but It did so with a new style. The 
APRA was founded by Haya de la 
Torre In 1924 as a front whose aim 
was to unify Latin America In a 
single anti-Imperialist state. 

It had a programme for the 
nationalisation of both the land and 
industry. Like every bourgeois 
nationalist party the APRA 
eventually abandoned Its radical 
methods - terror. military coups 
and Insurrections. It was slowly 
transformed Into an organisation 
at the service of Imperialism and 
committed to preserving the exist
Ing social order. Despite Its servil
Ity before the ruling class and Its 
armed forces however, the latter 

, especially. remained suspicious of 
the party of Haya because of the 
fright It had given them In the 
early years of 'Aprlsmo'. 

The working class and the 
student movement slowly but pro
gressively broke from the APRA. 
In the elections of the 1970s and 
in 1980 APRA suffered a sharp 
decline In votes and paid dearly 
for their turn to the right. 

The task of opposing Belaunde, 
the turn towards moderate left 
positions and the renewal of Its 
cadres gave the APRA a new 
dynamism. Alan Garcla developed 
a new political style and an open 
and unsectarlan attitude to other 
political forces. An old political 
party came to power with a very 
young leader - a new style com
bined with an old aspiration. 

For the reactionary right and 
the bourgeoisie the APRA Is a 
barrier against the possible dangers 
of a popular front 'MarXist' 
government and also a barrier 
against the growth of the radical 
left and the proliferation of the 
Mao-Stallnlst guerillas. 

SUPPORT 

It Is not for nothing that all 
the TV channels, traditionally , 

'right-wing. have given their support 
to Garcla. The reaction has not 
launched a campaign against the 
APRA, neither has the US Embassy 
taken any measures yet against a 
government that had promised to 
break relations with the USA If 
the latter attacked Nicaragua. 

The bourgeoisie tolerate the 
Aprlsta government and allow 
Garcla to use left-wing poses in 
order to neutralise the 'MarXist' 
left. But how long will It tolerate 
this government? There are already 
signs that they are demanding more 
moderation In foreign policy, In 
relations with the IMF and in its 
economic measures at home. 

Between 1977 and 1980 Peru 
went through a revolutionary 
situation In which the forces of 
the extreme left grew •. 

The destruction of the ARI (an 
electoral front based on an 
anti-Imperialist revolutionary pro

,gramme led by Hugo Blanco that 

had the possibility of coming first 
In the 1980 elections), the ebbing 
of the revolutionary situation of 
1977-1980 and the containment of 
the movement In the last years of 
Belaunde. the strengthening of 
popular frontlsm within the left; 
all created a better climate for 
the growth of the APRA. (For 
Workers' Power's analysis of Peru
vian left electoral blocs see 
Workers Power 73). 

With the moderate left placing 
itself on the same political terrain 
as him, Alan Garcla had the 
advantage. The convergence of the 
'Marxist' left and the APRA 
leadership was underlined when one 
promin\'fnt leader of the 'United 
Left' (tU) said that the IU and the 
APRA had both chosen the wrong 
candidates. Garcla should be the 
candidate of the United Left and 
Barrantes should be the candidate 
of the APRA! Without opposition 
from the radical left, Garcla could 
give himself the luxury of pretend
Ing to be an anti-imperialist and 
a left-winger. 

Alan Garcia wants to get on 
well with everybody. He has made 
approaches to the armed forces, 
even donning military uniform, and 
has tried to eliminate past frlc
tions between the army and the 
AP-RA; In return the APRA Is a 
useful support for the army In its , 
attempts to contain the Sendero 
Luminoso insurgency. 

He has Included in his cabinet 
the Christian Democrats and 
'friends' of various other political 
parties. He has approached Barran
tes (Mayor of Lima and leader of 
the IU) for a mutually convenient 
relationship. Both Intend to push 
aside the United Left. ' 

Internationally, Garcla has opted 
for a 'third worldist' position and 
for continent-wide alliances. The 
problem Is that In South America 
there Is no nationalist government 
which Is willing to risk serious 
conflict with the White House. 

The wearing down of the APRA 
Is inevitable. They are obliged to 
start a disguised offensive against 
the left, though this is taking place 
amidst smiles and embraces with 
Barrantes. The APRA has attacked 
the teachers of the SUTEP 
(Teachers' Union) in one of the 
Important colleges In the country 
(the Guadalupe), attempting to 

discipline that union as an example 
to all rank and file teachers 
throughout the education system. 
The limited increase In salary given 
to the teachers was another 
example of the escalating attack. 

In the civil servants union the 
APRA has launched another attack 
with the cancellation of the 
summer working day (which was 
three hours shorter). Also they 
have attacked the miners, although 
in a more subtle manner. 

RISKS 

The anti-Imperialism of the 
APRA is completely demagogic. 
Their measures are actually more 
moderate than those taken by 
Valasco Alvarado, leader of the 
reforming military regime which 
ousted a previous Belaunde govern
ment. They have announced that 
they will raise the 10% quota on 
debt repayment. They have struck 
pro-multi-national agreements on 
the ' question of oil. 

Nevertheless the Aprista's econ
omic policy runs many risks and 
could lead to a catastrophe such 

.. as that brought about by the UDP 
government In Bolivia. To control 
prices Is extremely difficult In a 
market or 'free enterprise' econ
omy, where the supreme law Is the 
thirst for profit of each entre
preneur. 

Price control could only be 
firmly established in a planned and 
statifled economy. Speculation, 
shortages of foodstuffs, the flight 
of capital formerly Invested In 
agribuslnesses to another sector, 
the need to import food to put 
pressure on the big landowners who 
traffic In the people's hunger, have 
all increased. 

The economic policy of Alan 
Garcla has been maintained so far 
because of the social stability and 
the low level of strikes. A climate 
of social agitation would strike a 
hard blow against his populist 
reforms, lOSing him the support of 
the bourgeoisie that have been 
willing to sacrifice some of their 
Immediate Interests In the name 
of social and economic normalis
ation. There would be serious 
discontent from the sectors of the 
bourgeoisie most closely linked to 
finance capital. This could push 
Garcla to the right at the level 
of International policy. 

A prominent US magazine has 
commented that Garcla has many 
possibilities for transforming him
self Into a Peruvian Peron. This 
Is untrue. Peron's strength was 
based on the reconstruction era 
after the Second World War, on 
the partlculaIlly favourable 
economic situation of Argentina 
at that time and on the creation 
of a new proletariat without politi-
cal traditions. • 

On this basl the left was 
destroyed In the unions and paid 
the price of Its own political 
treachery. Peronlsm was able to 
domesticate ancil Integrate the 
workers' organisations. 

In contrast, Alan Garcla cannot 
rely on an International economic 
boom, nor does Peru have any 
commodities for export vital to the 
world economy. In addition, the 
Peruvian labour movement Is not 
without an Independent leadership 
and It has a tradition of struggle 
against his party. 

The Peruvian workers have a 
history of no confidence In the 
APRA and even If Its Influence Is 
growing now amongst some layers, 
as soon as the APRA runs Into 
difficulties this distrust will 
Increase dramatically. 

The APRA has also not hit the 
Interests of the big companies 
which are such an obstacle to ' 
developing the country's agricul
ture. It cannot give any strategic 
solution to the historic weaknesses 
of the Peruvian economy, especially 
In a period when crises are more 
and more frequent. 

But for the moment' Alao 
Garcla Is at the pinnacle of suc
cess. Other political forces are 
obliged to watch and wait. The 
traditional right-wing Is 'looking for 
an opportunity to attack the 
APRA. They left office In serious 
disarray after five years. For the 
moment their objective Is to avoid 
political life turning Into a two 
pole conflict between the APRA 
and the United Left. The municipal 
elections at the end of the year 
will be extremely Important In 
affording a viewpoint. of political 
life In the coining years. 

Belaunde has decided not to 
take part In them. His party, 
Acclon Popular, Is repeating Its 
tactics of the 1978 elections to 
the Constituent Assembly and 
absenting Itself from the electoral 
battle, hoping thereby to avoid the 
humlllatlon of a very low vote and 
to evade the criticism of Its 
opponents. For the moment It must 
try to assemble Its scattered 
forces and confront certain Inter
nal problems that may well end 
In a split. 

The Popular Christian Party -
the third largest party - Is, on the 
other hand, obliged to mount a 
serious campaign. A big collapse 
In their electoral support could 
mean the disappearance from 
political life for many .years of the 
non-APRA traditional right-wing. 

EXPECTATIONS 

The crushing victory of Garcla's 
APRA over the Peruvian right has 
led to growing expectations of the 
Peruvian masses for reform and 
for significant improvements In 
their living standards. Garcla has 
already, after less than a year, 
shown that he is willing to bow 
before the demands of the IMF and 
Imperialism. 

Further rightward moves and 
attacks on the working class would 
lead to a mass upsurge In struggle 
against his government. Barrantes 
and his 'MarXist' United Left waits 
In the wings to lead the Peruvian 
masses Into the jaws of a popular 
front government a Peruvian 
Allende In the making. 

Our task Is to work patiently 
to lay the political b~ls for the 
construction of a Trotskylst nucleus 
which can Intervene In a 
communist fashion In the coming 
struggles of the Peruvian masses • • 

APRAand 
Sendero Luminoso 
APRA (the Popular American 
Revolutionary Alliance) Is a 
bourgeois nationalist party. Now 
affiliated 'to the Socialist Inter
national. For background to the 
APRA victory In the 1985 elections 
see Workers Power Number 73 June 
1985. 

Sendero Lumlnoso (Shining Path) 
is a rural Maoist guerilla move
ment which Is extremely active In 
the southern Andean province of 
Ayacucho where the Peruvian army 
is Involved In a virtual civil war 
with. the peasants. 
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WINTER .OF 
REVOLT 

THE PARTmON OF Ireland made 
It possible for the Catholic Church ' 
to gain a powerful Influence on the 
Southern state. They secured mass
Ive state support for Church-run 
hospitals and schools, which now 
make up the bulk of the health and ' 
education sectors. They also maIn
tained an effective veto on almost 
all legislation for the first fifty 
years of the state's existence. 

A minister In the early 19aOs 
who tried to extend free medical 
care was forced to resign In a 
famous case when the Church 
simply told the government not to 
proceed with the reform because 
It would 'undermine the family'. 
Church morality was written Into 
the state law. Divorce, contracep
tion and abortion were all subject 
to a blanket ban. 

By the 1970s thl.s situation was 
becoming untenable for sections 
'of the Irish bourgeoisie. Thousands 
of women were crossing the sea ' 
to get abortions. Contraception was , 
available In major urban centres 
In defiance of the law. An Increas
Ing number of marriages were 
breaking down and separated 
spouses were openly setting up In 
new couples. 

WITH EACH NEW day the heroIC 
struggle to overthrow apartheid In 
South Africa grows In Intensity. 
The May Day 'stay away' (General 
Strike) drew over onc and a half 
million black workers Into action. 
Nearly 70% of African workers 
struck In the Industrial centre of 
PWV and Durban, and over 90% 
In the Eastern Cape. 

In recent weeks the township 
and student committees have 
organised a more effective network 
of self-defence organisations In 
response to the accelerated attack. 
:>f the police, army and state
backed 'vigilante' groups. The latt
er are a vicious attempt to wipe 
out 'comrades' (black militants) 
under the guise of Intercommunal 
strl fe. 

WHITES 

SPLIT 

The determination of the black 
people has caused fissures to 
appear In the ranks of the whites. 
At one extreme, the neo-fasclst 
Afrlkaaner Resistance Movement 
(AWB) has come out of the wood
work. From his stronghold in the 
Transvaal, their leader Terre' 
Blanche threatens that they wilt: 
grow by leaps and bounds on a: 
programme of fierce resistance to 
any concessions to the black resis
tance. At the other extreme, a 
small band of whites braved the 
overwhelming hostility of their own 
community to mourn at the grave-, 
sl<1es of those recently butchered 
in Alexandra township. 

preSiding over trlJ:> \JOlarlsatlon 
Is P W Botha. Seeking to stem the 

threat from the parties to the 
right (CP, HNP) and the AWB, 
'Batha sent troops Into three front
line states on mu derous raids. But 
while Botha's ac Ions have effec
tively scuppered he peace plan of 
the Commonweal th Eminent Per
sons Group, the dangers of the 
struggle against apartheid being 
derailed remain. 

At present, ne ither Botha nor 
the ANC could b~ publicly associa
ted with the proposals advanced 
by the Commonwealth group. These 
Included talks about black repre
sentation In government following 
the release of Ma dela In exchange 
for an ANC ceasefire. Right-wing 

,white organisations have grown In 
strength and now openly challenge 
Botha's National Party base In the 
Transvaal. They leave Botha little 
room to manoeuvre. Yet the pres
sures for reform remain. Barclays 
Bank and other key Institutions are 
attempting to use their financial 
muscle to encourage reform. They 
have announced their unwillingness · 
to again reschedule South Africa's 
£24 billion debt. With the South 
African economy still In a trough 
and Its reserves dwindling, these 
are, significant worries for Botha. 

Replying to Botha's attacks on 
ANC bases, ANC President Ollver 
Tambo has called for a major 
escalation of the struggle.' The 
trade union federa tion COSATU has 
alr.eady called for June 16th. 
Soweto Day, to start a two or 
three day National Stay Away. Now 
the ANC has followed suit. 
Sechaba, the ANC's magazine, 
refers to the gr:nvth of organs of 
peoples power in the townships and 
the onset of 'people's war'. But 
these rallying calls appear to be 
In contrast with the statements 

WEDDED TO 
REACTION? 

It was Increasingly clear that 
the attempt to keep state law In 
line with the Church's harsh moral 
code was not sustainable. They 
1ave sought, therefore, to loosen 
the law slightly In order to save 
It from a more complete collapse. 

••• Yes, to keep a grip on the divorce laws 

. Change has not come without 
opposition. The Church hypocritic
ally claims not to be concerned 
with politics while doing all In Its 
power to oppose reform. Small 
right-wing 'pro-family' groups have 
tried to pre-empt change by get
ting the ban on abortion written 
Into the Constitution. F3ut the Fine 
Gael/Labour coalition has already 
succeeded in cutting off the fight 
for contraception rights by legalis
Ing non-medical contraception while 
keeping the ban on the sale of the 
pili to unmarried people. 

REFERENDUM 
In April thh year the Govern

ment attempted to repeat the same 
maneouvre In relation to divorce 
by producing a proposal · to replace 
the constitutional ban on divorce 
with It text ' allowing divorce after 
five years of marriage breakdown. 

The proposed constitutional 
amendment will be voted for on 
26 June In £I referendum. The 
Church has condemned the propo
sal. It Is organiSing a pulpit cam
paign. With over 90% stili attend
Ing mass e\'ery Sunday this Is no 

small str:p. Pupa l Knight Oliver J. 
F'lanagan condemned the proposal 
In the Irish purllament as a licence 
for adultery. 

The main opposition party 
Flanna Fall, while nomlnaly neu
tral, Is organising at the local 
level to oppose the change. Polls 
stili Indicate a majority In favour 
of the proposal but the threat to 
even this modest reform .,Is clearly 
very real and raises the Issue of 
how the pro-divorce campaign 
should be organised. 

for the larger party In Govern
ment Fine Gael the main 
effect of the move to reform di
vorce law has been to stem defec
tions to the new "Progressive 
Democracy" party from Its own 
liberal wing. Win or lose the 
amendment, Fine Gael will gain 
the credit with young voters and 
In strategic marginal urban consti
tuencies in the general election due 
In the next year. 

Their enthusiasm for campaign
Ing In favour of the reform has 
so far been confined to repeated 
assurances that the legislation they 
will Introduce If the constitutional 
amendment Is passed will Institute 

a strict and long drawn out divorce 
process which will prevent many 
from getting divorce. As many as 
a third of their own parliamentary 
party will be pushing for legislation 
which Is sign I f1cantly more restric
tive than the amendment Itself. 

In this situation It Is of the 
greatest Importance that both the 
Irish Labour party and the Irish 
Congress of Trade Unions are 
commlted to fighting for the 
amendment. But their support Is 
confined to a promise to produce 
posters and leaflets, leaving the 
leadership of the pro-divorce cam
paign to the middle-class led 
Divorce Action Group. 

This group has existed for more 
than sl.'l · years and has done little 
to build a campaign for divorce. 
It has the leadership of the pro-
divorce campaign only because the 
labour movement has deferred to 
Its approach. That appro!lch In this 
campaign has centered on the refu
sal to criticise the highly restricted 
form of divorce and a · refusal to 
organise for a mliss campaign. 

This approach thr~atens the 
passing of the amendment In the 
referendum, as the church's antl--

divorce campaign begins to win the 
undecided vote. Yet even If passed 
It stili leaves the government free 
to draw up legislation ' which Is 
more restrictive than the constitu
tional amendment and which avoid 
proViding adequate support 
services. 

Therefore, what happens to this 
amendment and whether It proves 
a starting point for a renewed 
fight for womens' rights and the 
separation of Church and state will 
depend on the kind of campaign 
built In support o~ this amendment. 

To date neither the weakened 
forces of Irish feminism, the vari
ous Stallnlst groups nor Slnn Feln 
h!lve proved willing to face up to 
the challenge of fighting for a 
campaign based on the labour 
move ment. Such a campaign would 
have to mobilise working class 
women to force through this 
amendment and the further reforms 
needed to make It worthwhile, 
against the opposi t ion of Its church 
opponents and Its fainthearted 
bourgeois and refo mist supporters. 

by a member of 
the Irish Workers Group 

being made by the ANC over the 
winter when a procession of foreign 
dignitaries and business Interests 
visited Lusaka. Said ANC Publicity 
Director Thabo Mbekl at the begin
ning of March: 

"We are reaching out exploring 
all these forces trying to Isolate 
the most stubborn racist ele
ments In the South African 
government and to mobilise 
the political weight of all these 
forces to the point where Botha 
feels he can't go on confronting 
them and agrees to talk." 

Mbekl made clear that, while the 
ANC would maintain the call for 
an offensive, It would be looking 
for a realignment of forces within 
South African society: 

"We are talking not of over
throwing the government but 
of turning so many people 
against It that It would be 
forced to do what lan Smith· 
had to do." 

STAGE ARMY 

These apparently contrasting 
positions are part of a broader 
strategy of the ANC of forcing the 
regime to the negotiating table. 
It could spell disaster for the South 
African working class which has 
the potential power to overthrow 
and smash the apartheid state and 
establish working class rule. 

It should not allow the fate of 
South Africa to be negotiated over 
Its head. It should not have to use 
Its Industrial weight to usher In 
a government to continue to 
administrate capitalism. It should 
,not be used as a stage army by 
the exiles In the ANC, however 
loyal It feels to the earlier genera
tion of fighters and leaders. 

Workers In South Africa are 
adopting Increasingly militant and 
effective forms of struggle, notably 
the sit-down strike and' organised 
defence. COSATU's first Natlonul 
Stay Away on May Day was a 
resounding success. But this m 111-
ta'ncy alone cannot prevent the 
workers' struggle being directed 
along the road mapped out by the 

,popular front coalition of classes 
within the ANC and the United 

.Demor:mtir: front. 
One section of the COSATU 

leadership, recognising the poten
tial dangers of the ANC's strategy 
and seeking a clearly socialist 
road, wants the working class to 
assert Its own Independent Interests 
through COSATU Itself. COSATU 
Is at present discussing a poll tlcal 
programme. Moses Mayeklso told 
Socialist Worker that he did not 
consider a Workers Party necessary 
at present: 

"The shop stewards have been 
talking of a sort of structure 
like the party. But our people 
assessed the whole struggle. 
They felt that forming a party 
at this stage would be divisiVe. 
Therefore what we can do at 
the moment Is to form a pro
gramme. for the organised work
ing class which will be social
Ist." 
The prestige of the ANC, the 

pressure for unity, the wide sup
port enjoyed by the UDF - all this 
makes the argument against a 
separate working class party look 
plausible. But In reality the choice 
Is not between the workers' organi
sations asserting their own leader
ship or sharing CIn reality conced
ing) leadership with the ANC. 
While the ANC has a perspective 
of a capitalist democratic stage 
In South Africa, It Is Inevitable 
that national and International 
capital will eventually seek to deal 
direct with Congress. To give Inde
pendent political direction to _ the 
workers' organisation In townships 
and factories, to give them a revo
lutionary lead - for this a party 
Is needed. 

To lead a successful revolution 
In South Africa, such a party would 
need to be built In the trade 
unions on the basis of a revolution
ary programme that connected here 
and now the struggle against apart
heid with those working class goa\$. 
that strike at capitalism Itself. To 
make the revolution permanent, not 
to restrict the revolution to demo
cratic goals, this Is the historic 
mission of the black South African 
masses. Their sacrifice demands 
no other result. • 

by Sue Thomas 
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THE LA rESt WAVE of redimdan
des and closures make one thing 
clear: neither the much talked up 
"boom" of the last three years, nor 
any 'softening' of the government's 
Image to escape disaster at the 
pools In 1988 wlll halt the 
onslaught on jobs. 

The government and the em
ployers, sensing that the next 
election will bring In some sort of 
government pledged to do some
thing about unemployment, are 
determined to make the most of 
Thatcher's last years to close un
profitable capacity and cut the 
work force to a bare minimum. 

The effects of mass unemploy
ment have been disastrous, both 
for the unemployed themselves and 
for the trade union organised work
force. Serious divisions have opened 
up within the working class. 
Whereas the average earnings for 
a full-time male worker in 
manufacturing stand at £170.58 per 
week an unemployed man with two 
young children and a wife not 
working would receive £73.95 In 
benefit. 

The conditions of the young un
employed are even more desperate. 
"Employment" at starvation wage 
rates In one of the government 
schemes Is likely to be only "some
thing to do" rather than useful 
training or any guarantee of a job. 

Over a third of the officially 
registered unemployed have been 
so for over a year. The govern
ment's policy is '- to use the unem
ployed to force down wage levels 
all round but especially for the 
young. Young workers are now tu 
be deprived of even the feeble 
protection of the wage councils and 
their minimum rates. In fact since 
1979 . young men's wages have risen 
by 23% less than the adult male 
rate, and young women workers' 
wages by 30%' less than adult 
women's pay_ 

WILLING 

the unemployed and those uilder 
t hreat of redundancy have fought 
back. The great struggles, froln the 
steei st'rike to the printers today, 
bear witness to this. The Incredible 
twelve month resistance of the 
miners and the revolt of black 
youth In the Inner cities proved 
that there has been and still Is no 
lack of a will to fight. What has 
been lacking is the leadership and 
organisation of that fight-back. 

The trade union and Labour 
leaders have sabotaged, split, 
demoralised and betrayed everyone 
of these struggles. They have been 
petrified of an all-out, generalised 
fight-back of the whole working 
class. Their trade union and par
liamentary cretinism has led them 
time and time again to block the 
road to a general strike against 
the Tories' legal shackles. And the 
reward for betrayal each time was 
a further round of anti-union legis
lation, together with punitive 
rulings from the judges. 

In these conditions working 
class struggles have remained on 
the defensive. And It has been the 
unemployed who have received the 
least attention from the "official 
movement". Apart from two 
national rallies and two regionally 
Initiated "Peoples' Marches for 
Jobs" prior to the last election no 
agitation on unemployment has 
been launched. 

Instead the under-funded unem
ployment centres have been kept 
going on the basis of a striCt ban 
on politiCS and organised action -
even of the most harmless protest 
variety - by their users. We have 
the conditions of the 1920s and 
1930s with us again and yet we 
do not have the organised move
ment of the unemployed. Why? 

The blame for this cannot 
simply be laid '-at the doorstep of 
the TUC. These conservative 
bureaucrats have not changed their 
spots In the last 50 or 60 years. 
In the 19205 and 1930s the General 
Council and the union executives 
did next to nothing for the unem-

1930s: South Wales workers march to demand action from the TUC 

ployed. Indeed they did all they 
could to sabotage the hunger 
marches, instructing local unions 
and trade councils to have nothing 
to do with them. 

The actual movement of the 
unemployed - the National Unem
ployed Workers i Movement (NU·WM) 
- was created by the Initiative of 
revolutionary communists. It was 
sustained by the efforts of the 
victimised militants of the trade 
union struggles of the early and 
mid-twenties. 

Nor was the Communist Party 
a mighty mass force, averaging 
thoughout the period about 4,000 
members. The number of people 
.claiming to be resolutlonaires in 
Britain today Is several. times 
larger than this. Why then has 
there been no attempt to build 
what the trade union leaders mani
festly will not build - a movement 
of the unemployed? 

The need for It Is clear enough. 
If the unemployed are left as an 
unorganised . "reserve army of 
labour" willing . through desperation 
Ito take any job, even to scab on 
striking workers, then the bosses 
.wlll have gained a weapon they can 
use to undermine the wages and 
conditions of every employed 
worker. At the bottom of the pile 
,of human misery, criminallty and 
racism will flourish. The conditions 
for a re-birth of British fascism 
are being created. Yet the revolu
tionary 'parties' and 'tendencies' 
have signally failed to take up the 
building of a mass unemployed 
·movement. 

The Stalinist Communist Party 
bears a special responsibility for 
this situation. It was Instrumental 
In organising the People's Marches 
In the early 1980s. But it organised 
those marches not to force the 
labour movement Into action, but 
to provide cover for the Inaction 
of the bureaucracy. On the first 

march the CP tried, unsuccessfully 
because of the militancy of the 
workers, to keep things "non-politi
cal". They tried to stop marchers 
visiting factories and other work
places. 

When this failed they made sure 
that the movement that developed 
from the 1981 march was crushed. 
Throughout the country they tied 
the unemployed groups to TUC tea 
and sympathy centres, where 
politics and action were taboo. 

By the time of the 1983 march 
the Stalinists were able to exercise 
a firmer grip on behalf of Con
gress House. They banned anti-Tory 
slogans and enforced this ban with 
the thuggery that is their special 
trade mark. The Stalinists provided 
the top leaders with events that 
'disguised their real inaction, and 
checked all attempts to use the 
events as real starting points for 
organising the unemployed. 

MARCHES 

The Stalinists were able to get 
away with this sabotage because 
of the abstention of the major left 
groups from a fight to defeat 
them. These groups had other Ideas 
about organising the unemployed. 

The three largest groupings of 
the so-called Marxist or revolution
ary left, Militant, the Socialist 
Workers Party and the pre-split, 
Healy-Ied, Workers Revolutionary 
Party all took up and then dropped 
the hot potato of unemployed 
work. 

All of them at one time or 
another launched campaigns or 
marches. The SWP's "Right to 
Work" marches and the WRP's 
Youth marches crlss-crossed 
Britain, and Indeed Europe. Militant 
organised Youth Unemployment 
rallies. 

What characterised all of these 
campaigns Is that although they 
were all keen enough to collect 
money and sponsor 'hlps from trade 
unions, locally and nationally, there 
was not a shred of the workers' 
democracy and unity In action that 
was needed to build a real mass 
movement of the unemployed. 

Each campaign was, behind the 
scenes, exclusively a "party build
Ing" activity for these organisa
tions. They kept a .-stranglehold on. 
them every bit as tight as that of 
the Stallnlsts on the 1983 Peoples 
March. Their results were corres
pondingly ephemeral. When what 
was needed was a fighting united 
front - these sects, for all their 
hundreds or thousands of members 
- built nothing lasting despite the 
best Intentions and efforts of their 
rank and file militants. But this 
sectarianism was only the other 
side of the coin of ' their oppor
tunism. 

Marches . and rallies - important. 
as ihey are as means to build -
could easily be tolerated and even 
patronised by union leaders, as long 
as they demanded nothing serious 
from these leaders. Providing they 
did not mobilise significant forces 
on a permanent basis that could 
'threaten these leaders, such tolera
tion was in order. None of' these 
groups would proclaim the necessity 
for a permanent organisation of 
the unemployed - an u.nemployed 
workers' movement or union. Such 
an organisation, If It were to be· 
a serious mass force, would have 
to be a united front not an adjunct 
of a party (let alone a series of 
stunts organised by a sect pretend
ing to be a party). 

To build such a united front 
would have meant combining 
demands on the union leaders 
locally and nationally for resources 
to help build it with a willingness 
to organise directly groupings In 
every city and town. It would have 
meant such a movement being open 
to members of all working class. 
political tendencies, Indeed It would. 
mean actively seeking to involve 
them. Yet the SWP, Militant and 
the WRP all feared doing this like 
the plague. 

SECTARIAN 

They dared not confront one 
another within the arena of joint 
action, where their strategy and 
leadership could be put to the 
test. Of course, building such a 
movement would lead to the same 
sort of clashes with the trade 
union leaders, left as well as right, 
·that the NUWM repeatedly faced 
between 1921 and 1936. And herein 
lies the political weaknesses of 
these would-be Trotskyist tenden
cies - their Inablli.ty to chart a 
course politically Independent of 
the bureaucracy. Herein lies their 
centrism, their zig- zagging between 
opportunism uncritical support 
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for the likes of -Scarglll, Knapp and 
Todd - and sectarianism - their 
party building stunts. 

The unemployed deserve better 
from their self-proclaimed van
guards. The objective necessity for 
building an unemployed workers' 
movement will not go away. Indeed 
the need will sharpen during the 
coming economic crisis. On what 
should it be based? 

A fighting action programme 
for the unemployed needs to be 
developed. The unemployed must 
.be rallied to action, to make 
themselves Visible. The old slogans 
"we will not suffer In silence" and 
"work or full pay" must be heard 
again In every town and city. 
Starting with experienced trade 
union militants who have been 
sacked or victimised - the sacked 
miners are central here -. a cam~ 
palgn must be launched in every 
locality to organise the unemploy
ed. This will necessitate taking up 
the fight for Improvements In the 
starvation dole and social security 
benefits - work at present carried 
on by very weak "claimants 
unions". It 'wlll mean organising 
marches and pickets demanding. 
work, exposing employers who 
lay-off workers or who "under
-employ". 

FIGHT 

It will mean fighting alongside 
workers fighting redundancies or 
closure plans - getting the un- ' 
employed onto the picket lines with 
them. It will mean building the 
closest possible links with the shop 
stewards committees in factories, 
offices and hospitals, to fight 
overtime being worked that kills 
new jobs. Direct action tactics can 
get the unemployed to enter such 
workplaces, to put their case to 
workers and to seek their solidar
Ity. 

Far from such a movement 
being separated from the unions, 
It would fight for full rights and 
representation at every level of 
the labour movement. And as well 
as being In an unemployed workers' 
union, all unemployed workers 
·should be allowed membership with 
full rights but at reduced rates in 
the union of their choice. This way 
unemployed workers can organise 
as the unemployed and take their 
fight directly Into every union. 

Alongside this agitation, educa
tion - first and foremost political 
education - must be a feature of 
an unemployed workers' movement. 
Allied to this must be entertain
ment and recreation sports, 
dances, film and theatre show, 
discussion on "social questions" 
(racism,' sexism, etc). All ·of 'these 
'actlvities can raise the fighting. 
morale of the unemployed, can 
'prevent them sinking Into apathy, 
·drugs or crime. 

The organisation of these 
activities can draw In many thou
sands of new fighters and provide 
a powerful addition to the forces 
of the labour movement - a leav~n 
that can help revplutionise the 
bureaucratised unions. The un
employed can transform themselves 
from the objects of pity and char
Ity Into deciders of their own fate 
- makers of history! 

The forces to build such a 
movelI!ent lie all around us. It Is 
the task of genuine revolutionaries 
to fight now to overcome the 
Inertia that dominates the left. 
'Exclusive pre-occupatlon with the· 
Internal battles of the Labour 
Party, mesmerlsation with the 
existing structures and routine of 
,the trade unions or narrow-minded' 
party-building stunts, all stand In 
!~he way of this work. 

R.evolutionarles, Indeed every 
:honest working class militant, 
'should open the discussion In the 
'base units of the labour movement 
'on what poliCies and fighting 
demands to take up and how to 
found the organisation capable of 
,mobilising the unemployed by the 
thousands and tens of thousands. • 

by Dave Stocking 



BRITAIN, FASCISM AND 

THE POPULAR FRONT. 
Edited by J im Fyrth 

Lawrence &: Wlshart (pb £!i.95 
J!P 261) 

AT ITS 1935 Congress the Stallnlst 
Communist International (CJ) adopt
ed the so-called 'Popular Front' 
strategy. This book, a collection 
of essays by a gaggle or Stallnlst 
historians and their fellow travel
lers, 'examines the Popular Front's 
Impact In Britain and Internation
ally, and also asseses the views 
of the . strategy's critics, notably 
Trotsky'. 

As the authors are well aware, 
this episode Is of more than 
academic Importance. The lessons 
of the PopUlar Front In the 1930s 
are vital ones for marxlsts today. 

The authors all start from 
the same premise; the deciSion: 

. of the 1935 Cl Congress to adopt 
the Popular Front strategy was 
a good thing, just as the practice 
of the Cl In the preceding 'Third 
Period (l928-1935) was a bad 
thing. Certainly, during this Third 
Period the Stalinlsed -Cl had en
gaged In an orgy of sectarianism. 

Under the banner of 'class 
against class' the Cl denounced 
the reformists as 'social fascists' 
and rejected united fronts with 

,them except 'from below' (I.e. 
without the reformist leaders). 
As the authors testify, the results 
of this sectarianism were spectac
ular. 

Firstly the Communist Parties 
succeeded in losing a high propor
tion of their members - the Com-. 
munist Party of Great Dritaln 
(CPGB) went from 10,730 members 
In October 1926 to 2,555 in Nov
ember 1930. Secondly, and more 
Importantly, the lack of a workers' 
united front In Germany allowed: 
Hitler and the Nazis to ride rough
shod to power. 

While the Cl was engaged in 
this criminal sectarian lunacy, 

' it was none other than the 'bete 
nolr' of Stalinism, Leon Trotsky, 
who was actually propounding the 
correct political line. This is now 

, genefOusl~ admitted by the _ long. 
standing CP member Monty 10hn
stone in his keynote essay 'Trotsky 
and the Peoples Front'. 

However, Mr Johnstone's gen
'erosity is limited. Trotsky, we 
are Informed, was 'intemperate' 

'and 'overhasty' In critiCising the 
1935 turn to the Popular Front 
since this 'corrected the ,serious 
sectarian mistakes of the Third 
Period which he himself had op
posed'. But did the Popular Front 
'correct' the previous mistakes? 
This Is the crux of the matter. 
And Mr Johstone's essav provides 
some of the answers. . 

NOVELTY 

The Popular Front, according 
to one of Its prime architects, 
the Cl functionary, Dimltrov, was 
a 'wide anti-fascist people's front'. 
The novelty of the Popular Front, 
and Its point of departure from 
the proletarian united front, was 
that it was so wide that It in
cluded capitalist parties and organ
isations. To prove Its worth, Mr 
Johnstone cites the examples of 
the PopUlar Front In France and 
Spain. 

It was In France that the Pop
,ular Front had b'~ell given a trial 
run. As early as October 1934, 
Thorez, leader of the French 
Communist Party (PCF), had urged 
the formation of an alliance be
tween his party, the reformist 
socialist SFIO and the capitalist 
Radical Party. Thorez's dream 
was to be fulfilled when these 
parties formed a Popular Front 
government In 1936. 

Mr Johnstone parades thi!l 
Stallnist Inspired Popular Front 

as the means by which the fascist 
threat was averted in France. 
But a rather different picture 
of the Popular Front emerges 
fr:om the massive strike wave 
which paralysed France in the 
aftermath of the 1936 election. 
The only threat that the Popular 
Front and Its Stalinist backers 
managed to avert was that of 
proletarian revolution. 

During the months of May/June 
1936 over two million French 
workers took strike action. Hun
dreds of factories were occupied. 
What did the PCF do In this sit
uation? Far from leading these 
revolutlonal-y minded workers to 
power, Thorez for the PCF argued 
that '7here Is no question of 
taking power at the present time", 
and his party fought to defeat the 
strike under the slogan "It Is 
necessary to know how to end a 
strike". (This latter interesting 
detail Mr Johnstone falls to men-
tion). ' 

Beneath all Johnstone's bombast 
against Trotsky for the latter's 
supposedly Inappropriate 'revol
utionary offensive programme' of 
the time, lies the fact that the 
PCF deliberately refused to lead 
an offensive struggle of any sort 
and was engaged In strike break
ing. Why? To keep Intact its Pop
ular Front alliance with the cap
italist Radical Party - to whom 

'strike act.ion let alone revolution 
was definitely nO,t acceptable. 

According to ;Mr' Johnstone, It 
was the Spanish Civil War that 
showed most clearly "the bankrupt
cy of Trotsky's opposition to the 
people's front policy". Trotsky's ,
bankrupt' opposition centered on 
the point that the Popular Front 
in Spain, like Its French prede
cessor, 'subordinated the proletariat 
to the leadership of tt,e bourg
eoisie'. (p. \03) Consequently, the 
fight against Franco and' fascism 
in Spain was contained within the 
limits acceptable to the 'progres
sive' bourgeois Republicans. 

These limits did not include 
the only guarantee against fascism 

the unfolding Spanhh socialist 
revolution. Desperate to appease 
their Republican allies, the Spanish 
Stalinists brutally crushed the 
workers' uprisings in Barcelona in 
1937 as well as the anarchIst 
collective in Aragon. As Johnstolle 
admits, Stalin's secret police, the 
NKVD, were active in shooting 
worker militants and deprivln'g 
non-CP militia of arms at the 
front. 

Spain certainly proved the 
bankruptcy, not of Trotsky's 
opposition to the Popular Front, 
but of the Popular Front Itself. 
Perhaps someone should let Com
rade Johnstone know that Franco 
won the Spanish Civil War. 

But as other essays In this 
volume unintentionally show, It was 
not only in France and Spain that 
the Popular Front proved to be 
chronically effective In strait-
jacketing the working class. 

In Britain, the Popular Front 
in the 1930s was mainly focussed 
through campaigns such as the 'Aid 
for Spain Committees' (ASC) which 
were set up to provide help for 
the RepUblicans In the Civil War, 
and the 'Women's Committee 
Against War and Fascism' 
(WCAWF). These two campaigns 
are particularly Interesting since 
they are held up by the Stallnlsts 
today as the models on which antl
-Apartheid and other solidarity 
campaigns should be built. 

Doubtless following IJlmitrov's 
advice both the i\se and WCAWF 
were certainly 'wide' In th~ir 
social and politlc.'ll make-up. In the 
WCAWF, CommuniJt 'party mem
bers worked alongside other social
Ists, liberals, clergymen, and even 
sympathetic conservatives' (see 
Women Against War and FaScism' 

by Sue Druley p.147). In fact, the 
only people not allowed into the 
Poplllar Front in its variolls guises' 
were out-and-out fascists and those 
regarded as Trotskylsts (as Margol 
Helnemann informs us on p.80. 

The result of these hroad-based 
campaigns was a non-aggression 
pact. Bruley admIts that 'political 
differences were never dlscus.c;ed' 
in the WCAWF! Action and support 
was tailored to fit the prejudices 
of the bourgeois 'humanitarians" 
aQd not the necessities of the 
working class. 

Just to underline the point Jlm 
Fyrth in his introduction cheerfully 
informs us that the CPGB did "not 
push relief ogranlsatlons Further 
than they were prepared to 
go ••• " (p.19). In the case of the 
ASC, this meant confining It large
ly to fund-raising for medical supp
Iles. When workers did take action 
.outside the confines of humanitar
ian concern, such as the miners 
in South Wales whQ wanted 'Strikes 
,lor Spain', they found themselves 
knocked Into line by the Stallnists 
~- in this case the CP dominated 
.south Wales Miners Federation 
Executive. 

As the above examples show, 
behind all the rhetoric about 'wide 
anti-fascist' organisation, the CPs 
actually practised outright. class-
collaboration under the banner of 
the Popular Front. Since the CPs 
were meant to be Marxist organ
isations this requires some explan
ation. Here the authors are unable 
to help, blind-loyal to Stalinism as 
they are. 

In truth, the turn to the Pop
ular Front by the Cl was dictated 
by the foreign policy needs of the 
Stalinist bureaucracy in the Krem
lIn. Faced with the threat of Nazi 
Germany after 1933, the Kremlin 
began searching for allies, not 
amongst the European working 

CUDDLING UP 

class, but amongst the 'democratic' 
Western capitalist nations. Hence
forth, proletarian revolution was 
off the agenda for the Cl, since 
this would hardly endear it to the 
capitalist nations the Kremlln was 
hoping to ally with. On the agenda 
instead, was cuddling up to bourg
eois forces 'friendly', or potentially: 
so, to the Kremlin, and slmul~ 
taneously muzzling any workers 
who threated these bourgeois 
friends. 

Just in case any of the world's 
bourgeoisie had any lingering 
doubts that the Cl was still a rev
olutionary institution, Stalin ensured 
that its 1935 Congress was Its 
last. The ease by which Stalin 
accomplished this gives the lie to 
those authors, such as Geofr 
Roberts, wlln cla!m that the Cl 
was a "relatlvdy autonomous Inst
Itution" (p.83) rather thall the pawn 
In Stalin's hands that It really was. 

Similarly, the fact that the 
peF adopted the Popular Front in 

1934 (i.e. a year before the Con
gress) is explained by the fact that 
the PCF was encouraged and 
guided by Stalin in this simply 
because he was atte mpting to woo 
French Imperialism Into a mutual 
aid treaty. 

Unfortunately, as Eric Hobs
bawn's essay 'Fifty Years of 
People's Fronts' reminds us, the 
policy adopted by the Cl in 1935 
has been pursued by world Stalin
ism, with some minor hiccups, ever 
since. To the bloody disasters 
'caused by the Popular Front In the 
1930s can be added countless 
others, not the least of which is 
the crushing of AlIende's Popuiar 
Unity (i.e. Front) government In 
Chile In 1973. 

But not content with applauding 
the Popular Front ag::linst fa.~cism 
as an 'undoubted success', Hobs
bawn wishes to portray Popular 
Fronts at governmental level as 
'possible regimes of transition to · 
socialism' (p.246) - the bourgeoisie 
and proletariat marching hand In 
hand to socialism? I think not. 

Central to this utopian nonsense 
Is the junking of the Marxist 
position on the capitalist ~:tate -
that it must be smashed by wi)rk~ 
ers' revolution since It is the inst
rument of our oppression. Against 
:thls, the Stalinlsts offer the chlm
.era of a capitalist state apparatus 
that can b~ modified to suit the 
working class. Or, as Johnstone 
puts it In the context of Spain 
during the CI.vll War, the Popul<lr 
Front government witnessed the · 
"creation of a new popular state 
apparatus" (p.) 03). Out whose class 
interests does this interesting new 
state form derend? On this Mr 
lohsntone is silent. 

Dut what is loud and clear Is 
that such peaceful transformations 
oJ the capitalist st ate equals re
,f()rmism. Trotsky was right to op
pose the turn to the Popular Front 
since it Wa!'l not only incapable of 
fighting fascism, but signalled that 
Stalinism had entered the camp of 
the counter-revolution. What is 
obscene Is how the a'lthors delight 
in this. Margot Helncrnann's relief 
that the 1935 Congress "helped the 
left to reclaim patriotism and Orlt
Ish freedoms" (sic) (p.ln) Is almost 
palpable. 

Written to celebrate the turn 
to 'the Popular Front strategy fifty 
years ago, the ?ssays in this 
volume are, by and large, full of 
lies, distortions and Stalin 1st apol
ogetics. But then, trying to justify 
the criminal consequences of the 
Popular Front must demand such 
dubious literary talents. What Is 
worse, Is that the purpose of this 
j\1stl fication is to offer the Popular 
Ftont, under the new label of the 
'Broad Democratic Alliance', as a 
positive strategy for the Left 
today. As one of t e authors notes 
"it Is sad to refle<;t on how often 
people have failed to learn the 
lessons of history". How true! • 

by Jon Lewls 

WORKERS POWER 84 June 1986 11 

YOUTH · IN CHINA 
by Beverley Hoo~r. 

Published by Penguin 1985 £3.95, 
235pp. 

TilE BOOK STARTS wl~h two 
contrasting vl~ws of youth. The 
first, as given by the bureaucrats 
of the Chinese Communist Party: 
"on the whole China's young people 

.. are enthUSiastic about socialism and 
working hard for modernisation" 

i (p.!). The second, dissident, view 
. Is expres.'JCd by some of the youth 
,- "What's the use of working hard 
for modernisation? China Is so far 
he.ttlnd the IndustrIalised countries. 
And life here Is very boring. No 
'wonder a lot of our peaplp. a"" Fed 
liP. No wonder some of us wouhl 
IE!aVe China U we had the oppor
tunity" (p.l). Thus this book ex
plores the growth of a distInct 
youth culture In opposition to 
official 'socialist' attitudes. 

The book paints a picture of 
ChilJa's youth as disillusioned with 
socialism. They have been clramat
ically effected by the post-Mao em 
of the 'capitalist roaders'. Career
ism dominates whole sections of 
the youth. The majority of students 
In higher education are members 
of the Communist Party. Member
ship is seen as necessary to gee 
a good job In one of the more 
popular areas on finishing their 
studies • 

The bureacratlc control that the 
CP exercises over many aspects ' 

. of 11 fe in Chinese society, plu~ the 
failure to meet the expectations 
of youth In terms of employment 
and educational opport1mles, has 
no douht contributed to di!:llllusion
ment. While offiCially there Is no 
unemployment In China thert~ are 
large numbers of youth 'waiting 
for employment'. Or there are 
workers In Jobs which they haVl~ · 
little intere~t In or stuck ill areas 
of the country not of their choos
Ing. Young people often rind a 
solution to this in starting up 
small scale unofficial private 
enterprises, whIch, far from being 
disapproved of by the authorities, 
3re praised ••• when successful! 
One such entrepreneur was "Invited 
to the next Youth League- Congress 
In Peking, as an example of how 
young people can overcome the 
employment problem". (p.90) 

The state bureaucracy exerdses 
considernbl(-~ control over every 
aspect of personal life In Chi liB. 
At the sharp end of this cOlltrol 
are the youth. PuritanIsm means 
that sexual Intercourse outside of 
marriage Is Illegal in China! Young 
women especially are stlll affected 
hy pre-revolutlonary feudal alti
tudes towards sexual relatlon~hlps. 
Challenges to the~e attitudes Oil, 

the ground of the need for selCual 
liberation are denounced all 'bour
geois' \'Iy the authorities. 

One young women declared that 
"losing one's chastity Is no great 
thing In the West. ,Isn't our atti
tude rather feudal?" (p.183). TIle 
official reply wa.'1: "No It Ls not 
a feudal attitude. It Is a lIOClallst 
attitude. Dissolute bchavlOlJr 
between thp. llCxes Is a phenomenon 
of capitalist society." Pre-marital 
sex Is vehemently denounced, but 
as In traditional China the re3pon
slblli ty of controlling sexual Im::t
Inct is laid squarely on young 
women. "It Is a small matter to 
die of starvation but a grave 
matter to Jose ones chastity", has 
bp-en imprinted on women's minds 
through the centuries. 

The usurpation of political 
power In China by a Stallnl.st 
bureaucratic caste Is responsible 
for the survival of such fI'lactlOl1arv 
attitudes. Its Inablltty to harneis 
the potential of plannod property 
relations has ensured that the 
youth remain blighted by unem
ployment and insl"..curity. 

To prevent this turning the 
youth - or sections of It - into 
functionaries, entrepreneurs ')nd 
demoralised cynics, a political 
revolution Is needed in China. 
Harper's book is not at all con
cerned with achieving lluch a gool. 
But, in reVealing the discontent of 
China's youth under Stallnlst rule, 
she does reveal that they could 
become a potent force, under rev
olutionary leadersh{p, In ;3 5truggle 
to smash the bureaucracy and place 
politIcal power In the hands of the 
Chlnese-proletariat.. 

by Kath TytJer 



mE ROUGH RECEPTION given 
to Brenda Dean at the mass meet
Ing of SOGAT strikers on 19 May 
marks an Important turning point 
In the Wapplng Dispute. Dean's 
decision to stop the picketing of 
distribution depots In order to 
comply with a High Court InJunc
tion was rightly seen by militants 
as preparation for a sell-out at 
Wapplng Itself. 

From the very beginning, even 
before Murdoch sacked the 5,500 

. printers at News International, 
Dean and Dubblns (NGA) hav~ been 
working overtime to derail the 
dispute. They have done everything 
they could to prevent It from 
developing Into a showdown with 
all the Fleet Street news barons. 

The strategy of calling for a 
boycott of Murdoch's titles was the 
centrepiece of their demobilising 
tactics. When, despite their, 
efforts, mass picketing of the 
Wapplng plant began to develop, 
Dean and Dubblns Insisted on 
collaborating with the police to 
maintain 'law and order'. But since 
all effective trade union tactics 
are now Illegal, this necessarily 
meant collaborating with the police 
to prevent effective picketing. 

The rapidly Increasing opposition 
to Dean comes not a moment too 
soon. It Is, however, only the first 
step towards adopting a strategy 
that can seriously re-Invigorate the 
dispute. There Is now a real danger 
that mllftants, Incensed by Dean's 
actions, will concentrate their 
energies on destroying her - rather 
'than on rapidly repairing the dam
age she has done. 

Dean's disastrous strategy Is not 
simply the product of personal 
treachery on her part. On the con
trary, It has been approved, 
probably master-minded, by the 
whole gang of 'new reallsts' who 
dominate the TUC and Labour 
Party. All of them are Implacably 
opposed to escalating the dispute 
Into a major confrontation. From 

SILENTNIGHT: 

ONE YEAR ON 

THIS MONTH MARKS the anniver
sary of the start of the Silent 
Night Strike. After a year on 
strike more than 200 men and 
women are stili fighting to win 
their battle In the face of the 
apathy of their own union leaders. 

The origins of the strike go 
back to February 1984 when the 
work force organised themselves and 
joined FTAT during a two week 
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their point of view the task has 
been to keep the dispute very 
much .lImlted to Wapplng" while 
attempting to stitch up a deal with 
Murdoch and company. The sort 
of deal they are after would be 
one that allowed the union leaders 
to maintain their position as the 
negotiators for organised labour In 
the print: no matter If the number 
of workers In the Industry was 
significantly smaller. Totally 
wedded to the priorities of the 
bosses (summed up In the single 
word profit) they long ago 
accepted that new technology was 
bound to mean maximum job cuts. 

Turning the strike round now 
can only done by completely re
jecting this philosophy. The strike 
needs a leadership that recognises 
there can be no comtTIon ground 
with Murdoch and the other press 
barons. Either they make their 
profits or the workers keep their 
jobs. Can such a leadership be 
built In time to win the dispute? 

There Is very widespread pres
sure for a rejection of the current 
strategy, but that strategy has al
ready done considerable damage 
to the morale of the strikers. 

Recent developments within the 
strike have shown just how vital 
It Is that the strikers themselves 
take the strike directly Into their 
own hands. This must be done 
through building a strike committee 
directly accountable to mass meet
Ings of the strikers. This, rather 
than through Isolated sectional 
chapel meetings, Is how printers 
must organise themselves In strug
gle. 

At the 19 May meeting a 
proposal was put for the Immediate 
election of a strike committee 
from the meeting. If passed this 
would undoubtedly have been a 
major advance. But the call was 
rejected. Why was this? Firstly, 
although the call was endorsed by 
the RIRMA chapel at The Sun, no 
machinery exists by which It could 

strike. In December 1985 the union 
accepted 88 redundancies and a 
wage free7.e In return for a prom
Ise from Silent Night's boss, Tom 
Clarke, of no further redundancies. 
However, within eight weeks Clarke' 
was posting up redundancy notices 
and refusing any wage rise. The 
work force responded by taking all 
out strike action. Clarke's answer 
was to sack the strikers. 

Since then Clarke has used all 
the bosses weapons Including 
busing In scabs and redirecting pro
duction to non-unionised factories. 
He has also taken out an Injunction 
against the union for secondary 
action because strikers and their 
supporters have been picketing 
shops selling Silent Night beds. 

Despite massive Intimidation by 
Clarke the strikers are stili out 
on strike and determined to win. 
They have kept up regular picket
Ing and organise speakers to labour 
movement meetings all over the 
,country. 

FTAT officials made the strike 
official, but have made no real 
effort to win - this has been left 
to the strikers. The bureaucrats 
have tried to keep the strike local
Ised and have misdirected the 
energy and resources of the stri
kers and their supporters Into a 
consumer boycott campaign, which 
cannot by Itself win the dispute. 

Meanwhile, throughout Britain, 
. furniture workers are suffering 
from lousy wages and working con
ditions. In many factories they are 
refused union recognition. In Glas
gow, Morris workers are stili on 
strike after a year fighting for 

have been discussed by members 
of other ,chapels prior to the mass 
meeting. 

Secondly, the London District 
Committee (LDC) presented Itself 
as the alternative leadership to 
Dean and co. It Is an elected body 
and able to claim that a strike 
committee would constitute an un
necessary new layer with uncertain 
authority. Given that the majority 
of printers seemed to acept the 
claims of the LDC to offer an al
ternative leadership, the task of 
mllltant printers Is to put the LDC 
to the test and demand that It 
organises for struggle, and so prove 
the real need for a democratic 
rank and file strike committee In 
practice. 

Workers Power believes the 
building of a strike committee to 
be a burning necessity. The people 
chosen to run the normal affairs 
of the union - the LDC - are not 
necesarlly the best ones to run a 
major strike. Such a st~ike always 
throws up new leaders and newly 
trusted militants. Hence the need 
for a democratic rank and file 
strike committee, formed of direct 
delegates of the strikers them
selves. However, such a committee 
needs to have the trust of the 
strikers. As it turned out It could 
not have been elected out of the 
blue by a mass meeting of thous
ands. 

The Idea of a strike committee 
needs to be campaigned for by 
militant strikers In as many cha
pels as possible. Each striking cha
pel must be represented on It. In 
order to win the campaign for a 
rank and file strike committee the 
militants must themselves be org
anised, not as the strike commit
tee, but as a caucus campaigning 
for a strike committee. Such a 
caucus could develop out of the 
Fleet Street Support Unit 
provided that body does not 
attempt to by-pass the problem of 
winning support for militant tactics 

union recognition and the rein
statement of a 39 hour week! 
- After Olle year on strike, stri
kers and the rank and file FT AT 
membership must organise against 
their own leadership. This means 
that mass picketing and an 
Immediate union drive In the 
Furniture trade are key tasks for 
the rank and file. At the same 
time the Silent Night and Morris 
strikes must be linked and the 
action spread as the guarantee of 
victory! 

Money, requests for speakers, 
Information on pickets, etc -
contact 

NUT 

Ann King 
10 Ralnhall Crescent 

Barnoldswlck 
Colne, Lancs 

(0282) 813662 

SETTLE 
THE PAY DEAL agreed In May 
will mean an 'Interim' rise of £519 
(gross) a year for most teachers. 
In return for this the NUT has 
gfven an undertaking to the em
ployers to restore 'peace and 
calm'. It will also provide the NUT 
F..xecutlve with the chance they 
want to get back Into the ACAS, 
~ruts on pay and conditions. , 

The deal is not the 'triumph" 
that the NUT Executive have been 
claiming. The 1986-87 full claim 
as agreed at conference was for 
£1700 and a mlnhnum and Imme
diate Interim payment of £800. The 

Fortress Wapplng 

In the striking chapels themselves. 
The formation of a strike com

mittee must not be separated from 
the question of how It can win the 
strike. Workers Power belleves that 
the essential elements of such a 
strategy, which militants could 
agree on, must Include the contin
uation of mass picketing at 
Wapplng and the distribution and 
supply depots; regular mass meet
Ings of all strikers at least weekly, 
the right of the strike committee 
to sit alongside the officials In all 
negotiations and to put Its own re
commendations to mass meetings 
held to consider any proposed 
settlement. 

Such a j)latform by no means 

£519 is well short even of the 
'Ia-tter flgure~' Though . the -NUt 
Executive maintain that the full 
claim goes Into the melting pot 
of ACAS, the employers have sig
nificantly refused to describe the 
£519 as 'Interim', 'on acount' or 
anything similar. These phrases 
were removed from the deal even
tually signed. 

While having given the employ
ers the promise to restore 'peace 
and calm' to the schools, the 
Executive Is only too well aware 
that It cannot restore the situation 
that existed before the dispute 
began. The position of never 
returning to cover was very nearly 
successful at NUT conference In 
Easter. 

Many schools committed them
selves during the course of the pay 
campaign to never returning to 
cover. There Is a great reluctance 

-to return to goodwill, or voluntary 
activities. It Is essential that the 
NUT associations and divisions 
decide as a body to refuse , to 
return to voluntary activities. 
What we should be doing now Is 
fighting to turn all the sanctions 
Into conditions of service gains by 
refusing to go back to any volun
tary activities. In the face of the 
May 23rd's High Court ruling that 
cover Is contractual, we should 
refuse to accept any form of 
cover. 

The Executive's strategy has 
seen us fall t make any signi
ficant . .l!fPgress towardsl)l1proved 
salary levels (Increases of 5.1% In 
1984-5, 6.9% - 8.5% in 1985-6 and 
now £519 for 1986-7). 
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exhausts the tact/cs and strategy 
necessary to beat Murdoch and 
replace Dean and co. Such prob
lems as the call for an all Pleet 
Street strike must be argued out 
both between mlUtants and In the 
chapels. 

The Saturday after the shouting 
down of Brenda Dean, the Wapplng 
picket was visibly smaller and less 
determined than In previous weeks. 
If the growing reallsatlon of Dean's 
treachery Is not to turn Into a 
major demoraliSing factor, mllltants 
must form their own campaigning 
body Immediately - It Is now a 
race against time. 0 

by Steve McSweeney 

While the ST A (Socialist Teach
ers Alliance) and IL TA have been 
concentrating on calling on the 
Executive to support any schools 
or associations which decided to 
continue the sanctions, we need 
to go further and push (via reolu
tlons etc) for associations to 
actually call on members to con
tinue all the sanctions, despite the 
Executive: 

*No return to cover - ever. 

*No return to any voluntary 
duties; consol,ldate gains Into 
conditions of service. 

*Pressure the Executive to 
resist the conditions of service 
concessions demanded by the 
employers. Organise lobbies of 
the Executive. 

*Bu\ld now In all associations, 
for Immediate strike action 
(unofficial If necessary) If any 
member Is disciplined for 
refusing voluntary duties. 

Abdul Shelr 
(Westminster NUT) 


