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BACK UNION
CONVOY TO

JORKERS internationalism took a big step forward when
elegates to the Scottish TUC 98th Congress in Perth on
9 April voted unanimously to support the July trade

nion convoy to Tuzla, NE Bosnia.

The resolution, from Aberdeen Trades Council, congratu-
ated the STUC general council ‘on providing a welcome, and
platform, in Scotland, for the recent delegation of Trade
Inionists from Tuzla’. Delegates had ‘learned with enthu-

1asm of the Trade Union
umanitaran aid con-
' it said, and it called

n the general council to:
| publicise this convoy widely
3 the trade union and Labour
wovement;
| renew and redouble its fund-
aising efforts, particularly to
apport this convoy;
| urge affiliated bodies,
fherever possible, to supply
nd equip a lorry to join the
pnvoy ;
] collaborate wherever possi-
e with requests for assistance
rom the organisers — the Tuzla
rade Union District, and the
iritish Trade Unionists sup-
orting the operation.

The Scottish trade unionists
iso ‘noted with concern the re-
ent reports of the breakdown of
he ceasefire due to end at the
eginning of May’ and they ex-
ended their solidarity ‘to the
mzla miners who displayed
heir internationalism by their
inancial support for the Nation-
d Union of Mineworkers during
he 1984-85 strike’.

- With this decision the STUC
uilds on its support for Bosnian
rade unionists following its 1994
Jongress. After receiving a re-

BY THE EDITOR

port of its delegation to Tuzla, a
financial appeal was launched
‘for assistance to the working
people of Tuzla, and in particu-
lar the miners and their
families’.

This appeal had raised
£15,000 at the time of the annual
report. £6,000 was used to fund a
convoy of supplies sent by
Power Aid Logistics an Aid
Agency liked to the Engineers
and Managers’ Association. The
remainder was given directly to
the Bosnian miners.

Fund

The Leicester Trades Coun-
cil has set up a special fund for
donations to organise the con-
voy, and already the Communi-
cations Workers Union, a num-
ber of trades councils, UNISON
branches, GPMU printworkers’
branches, the National Union of
Teachers, Tower Colliery
(South Wales) miners, the Bols-
over District Council and many

others are working for the
convoy.

Clause Four:
more than

Just words!

BY WRP SECRETARY
_ CLIFF SLAUGHTER

—

[o secure for workers by hand
gnd brain the full fruits of their
ndustry and the most equitable
fistribution thereof that may be
possible upon the basis of the
sommon ownership of the means
W production, distribution and
sxchange, and the best obtain-
able system of popular adminis-
ration and control of each in-
Justry or service.

Labour Party constitution,
Clause Four, Part Four.)

S IT only words that are at
stake in the fight to defend
Clause Four? Why is Tony Blair
0 anxious to delete this Clause,

after right-wing Labour leaders
have managed to live with it,
after all, for three-quarters of a
century?

For Blair to get rid of Clause
Four would mean that a future
Labour government would not
even be committed to the most
elementary measure of re-
nationalising water, electricity,
coal and the railways.

Further, by pushing to scrap
it, Blair is assuring internation-
al big business that he will use
the state machine against the
working class when it resists, as
it must, the attacks on jobs,
wages and conditions which
capitalism now finds essential.

Blair and Co. want to remove
a possible rallying-cry for the
working class in the words
‘common ownership’ as it is
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WORKERS PRESS is moving
and won’t be on your news-
stand or doormat for two
weeks. The next paper will
come out on 13 May.

A big problem is that our
telephone and fax numbers
will be changing — but we
don’t know them yet!

But we still want to get
your news, views, letters, pic-
tures, etc. in the meantime.
The main way material comes
in for the paper in these mod-
ern times is by fax so we've
made arrangements with
Index Books (tel/fax 0171-242
8342) who have kindly agreed
to receive them.

Money and material can be
posted to Workers Press, PO
Box 735, London SW8 1YB.

Death for sale — oil for arms

THE People’'s Embargo for
Democracy in Nigeria
(PEDEN) will be launched at a
public meeting on Britain’s
arms trade with Nigeria enti-
tled: ‘Death for sale — oil for
arms’.

Despite the fact that Niger-
ia has endured 24 of its 34 post-
independence years under
military rule, Downing Street
has maintained and streng-
thened its links with Dodan
Barracks, Lagos, the Nigerian
miliary HQ, as the Tory gov-
ernment has armed and sus-
tained Nigeria’ s military dicta-
tors.

Weapons supplied to Niger-
ia’s military junta include
Alvis Scorpion tanks, Brjtish
Jaguar fighter aircraft and
Vickers tanks.

The last few years have wit-
nessed a turbulent and ongoing
political crisis in Nigeria. As
ordinary Nigerians continue to
wage a relentless battle
against military dictatorship
and neo-colonial exploitation,
hundreds of people, including
labour activists, student lead-
ers, rebellious peasants, trade
union leaders and pro-demo-
cracy activists, continue to lan-
guish in jails and prisons all
over the country.

All this time Britain has
playved a very significant role
in the crisis through its policy
of arming Nigeria's ruthless
generals.

PEDEN will campaign for

driven to realise the necessity of
a socialist solution.

No one should be fooled by
Blair's argument that removal
of the Clause is an election win-
ner. Win for what? To elect a
government called ‘Labour’ but
implementing big business’s
policies?

These policies mean whole-
sale attacks not only on the
working class but also on the
jobs, security, services and sav-
ings of Blair’'s beloved ‘Middle
England’.

Blair's new ‘reborn’ Labour
Party is a lie! For most of this
century ‘old’ Labour and the
trade union bureaucracy served
capitalism well. They contained
the working class and its organ-
isations within the parliamen-
tary straitjacket and, when
necessary, betrayed them out-

‘right (1926 and 1984-85).

But unlike in 1945, Labour
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'Banner readyfnr the Afrlcan leeratlon Day marh on Saturday 27 May, 1pm at I(ennlngton
Park, London SE11. Oval tube. Part of African Liberation Awareness Month (ALAM 95)

an immediate sanction on any
future sale of arms to Nigeria
and also seek to increase pub-
lic consciousness of the devas-
tating role of the British gov-
ernment in Nigeria’'s social,
political and economic crisis.

Speakers will examine the

comes to the working class with
its pockets empty of ‘reforms’ to
be granted by capitalism and its
British state.

Instead it must impose the
strictest capitalist discipline on
the working class. Reforms won
in the past must be snatched
back by the Labour leaders. The
Labour Party is not being ‘re-
born’ but killed off.

Blair’s ‘new’ party abandons
the millions of unemployed and

ditches the commitment to full

employment.

This party abandons organ-
ised workers in the trade un-
ions. It abandons the masses of
youth who have never had a job,
the homeless, the low-paid.

All these people are being
politically disenfranchised by
Blair and Co. We must not allow
them to get away with it.

The fight against the next
® TURN TO BACK FAGE

arms trade and those involved
in it; the impact of the arms
trade wvis-a-vis Nigeria’'s de-
velopment (or lack of it); on-
the-spot reports of human
rights violations by the milit-
ary; and the socio-political im-
plications of the trade on the

struggle for African liberation
and total emancipation.

B ‘Death for sale — oil for
arms’, Tuesday 9 May. Tpm.
Lambeth Town Hall, London
SW2. Brixton tube. This meet-
ing is part African Liberation
Awareness Month (ALAM 95).

May Day march: ’Flghhn

or workers' rights’

Monday 1 May, 12noon
Highbury Fields, London N1
Highbury & Islington tube

Defend Clause Four!
Defend socialism!

Lobby of Labour Party special conference
Saturday 29 April, 10.30am
Queen Elizabeth Hall, London SW1

Westminster tube

p6 @ Docks and the trade unions, p? . May Day,
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French election
surprise

SOCIALIST PARTY candidate Lionel Jospin’s
surprise lead in the first round of the French
presidential elections underlines a clear shift to
the left and, at the same time, the growing
polarisation and crystallisation in French poli-
tics and society. -

This was underlined in the run-up to the first round
with a wave of strikes and worker intransigence in
industrial action (see Workers Press, 15 April).

Arlette Laguiller, of the Lutte Ouvriere (Workers’
Struggle) organisation standing in the name of
Trotskyism, achieved more than 5 per cent with more
than 1.6 million votes. With about 2,000 supporters,
Lutte Ouvriere made a drive in working-class areas
and had a good campaign. Laguiller's express
intention is to launch a large workers’ party.

With about ten times the support of Lutte Ouv-
riere, the Communist Party (PCF) could only mus-
ter 8.7 per cent for its candidate Robert Hue.
However, the PCF declared itself ‘satisfied’ with the
result and many were surprised that after its decline
in recent years it has managed to sustain votes at
this level. The PCF had good media coverage
compared with only a couple of television appear-
ances by Lutte Ouvriere’s Laguiller.

The Green Party, supported by the Ligue Com-
muniste Francais, another organisation that calls
itself Trotskyist and a supporter of the United
Secretariat of the Fourth International led by Ernest
Mandel, got only 3 per cent.

The other main organisation that calls itself
Trotskyist, led by Pierre Lambert, gave no guidance
to its members and supporters and is thought to
have abstained in the elections. In the trade unions
where they organise they are in an unprincipled
alliance with the right-wing Gaullists against the
Socialists. Jospin, not unsurpisingly, is determined
to destroy this sectarian group.

While Laguiller should have been supported in
the first round, her call for an abstention in the
second round must be rejected — especially # the
light of the second feature of the election, the
continued rise of the extreme right candidates.

Le Pen’s National Front scored about 15 per
cent and Phillipe de Villiers's Movement for France
got just under 5 per cent. In total the extreme right
candidates got more than 20 per cent.

And the unstable markets are clearly worried.
They would prefer Jacques Chirac, the Gaullist
who, with Jospin, is going on to the second round.

There is a class war going on in France. The
question is not whether or not workers should
support the reformist policies of the Socialist Party
and its presidential candidate, Jospin. There must
be a class vote against the bourgeoisie and the
extreme right.

Oklahoma outrage

THE Oklahoma tragedy has struck a telling blow
against America’s ideological arrogance.

When the explosion was first reported commen-
tators immediately jumped to the conclusion that
here was another outrage perpetrated by Islamic
fanatics. Indeed, one Islamic suspect was quickly
flown to the US — but later released.

But now the US state is having to look deep into
its own heart of darkness — the rabid right breeding
on the ‘good’ Christian soil of the backward-looking
reactionary movement that believes the world was
created in six days and that it has a God-given right
to crush its enemies by any means.

These are the original fundamentalists. The Isla-
mic ‘fundamentalists’ are named after them because
of their similar backward-looking philosophy.

Real fundamentalism is the ground on which
bizarre groups such as David Koresh's Branch
Davidian sect flourish. Only belatedly was the
second anniversary of the Waco siege seen as
possibly significant. |

But both the fundamentalism in the heart of the
US and that in the Middle East are the result of
fears created by the decay of modern capitalism.
These fears are understandable but the move-
ments they create will not halt the decay.

It is only the working class in its fight to overcome
the contradictions of capitalism that can take
human society forward — forward to socialism!

Letters

More letters,

WE WELCOME LETTERS

page’7

SEND THEM TO: WORKERS PRESS,
PO BOX 735, LONDON SW8 1YB

— OR PHONE 071-582 8882

Engels's grasp
of working
class

JUST a point about my article
‘Grasping the future’ (Workers
Press 15 April), which attemp-
ted to assess the significance of
Engels’s book ‘The Condition of
the Working Class in England in
1844’. Throughout the article the
title has been altered to read,
incorrectly, ‘The Condition of
the Working Classes’.

I would not take up your
space if a merely semantic
point were involved. But one of
the advances that this book in-
volved was its attempt tp grasp
the condition of the working
class as a whole. In so doing it
went beyond previous studies
which had tended to be confined
to this or that section of the
working class.

It was Engels’s great
achievement to understand that
the working class was a move-
ment that was forced, out of its
very conditions of life, to fight
the capitalist class and in the
course of this fight to strive for
unity against the common
enemy.

Geoff Pilling
West London

THE article by Geoff Pilling (15
April) is spoilt by a mis-transla-
tion of the title of Engels’s book
‘Die Lage der arbeitenden Klas-
se in England’. The German
word Klasse is a feminine noun
in the genetive (i.e. possessive)
case and is singular, not plural.
See ‘Capital’ Vol. 3, page 17,
Lawrence & Wishart 1984, There
is the same error made in Bron-
wen Handyside’'s column of 18
March.

Don Cuckson

Ilford, Essex

THE title of Engels’s work was
given incorrectly because of a
sub-editorial error. Two books,
including ‘Chambers Bio-
graphical Dictionary’, were con-
sulted as references and deferred
to on the title. Apologies to Geoff
Pilling.

Defending
production In
Bosnia

IT was good to see the report
from Secours Ouvriere pour la
Bosnie (Workers Aid for Bosnia,
in France), about the Bosnian
trade unionists’ visit (Workers
Press 15 April).

But I was surprised to read
that the Tuzla delegates’ talk
about their need to restore pro-
duction again ‘raised a few
eyebrows’. Especially as the re-
port was illustrated with a pic-
ture of the Secours Ouvriere

banner at a demonstration by
French miners demanding pro-
tection of their jobs!

In Britain, miners and their
families have fought hard to re-
sist the destruction of their in-
dustry and communities by the
Tory government, and this be-
came a focal struggle for all
workers. In the United States,
miners have been fighting big
capitalist concerns like the Brit-
ish-owned Peabody Holdings
(Hanson Trust), which they ac-
cuse of deliberately closing un-
ionised mines, to destroy hard-
won conditions.

Miners in Russia are deman-
ding the Yeltsin government
provide badly-needed invest-
ment for the mining industry,
for new equipment, as well as
the wages it owes them. Around
the world, capitalism, not work-
ers, is destroying productive
forces, working-class communi-
ties, and people’s culture and
aspirations.

In the former Yugoslavia,
workers face the barbarism of
capitalist restoration in its most
hideous and bloody form. Serb
nationalists and lumpen fascists
rain shells on working peoples’
homes. They destroy libraries
and mosques, rape women and
children, put people in concen-
tration camps. The workers of
Tuzla, defending their commun-
ity, have called for an interna-
tional united front against
fascism.

They are in the frontline for
all of us. And if comrades ‘had
trouble understanding some of
the references to Tito . . .” ete.,
we should remember that there
was a revolution, however de-
formed, in Yugoslavia after
World War II and workers may
want to defend such gains as
they made.

Defending production is not
an abstract question for them.
On every possible bit of land,
families are growing food. And,
as the Tuzla trade union dele-
gates explained when they were
here, it is the miners who are
providing the coal without
which Tuzla area would have no

electricity — for schools,

homes, or anything else. With-
out electricity for the pumps, no
water either.

While I was in Tuzla, when
the power was on, television
showed the regional assembly
meeting — where they were
shivering in their overcoats and
scarves, without heating. At
other times, we sat talking by
candlelight. I forgot to ask how
the hospital gets on, whether it
obtains enough diesel for
emergency generators. 1 re-
member when we gave the
Kreka miners’ committee Brit-
ish unions’ messages, and sug-
gested they photocopy them,
they said ‘Thanks — did you
bring us any paper?’

It is all very well trade union-
ists and socialists here or in
France wanting to tell workers
in Bosnia how to struggle, but
just remember that you are
used to certain material condi-
tions in which to organise, hold
meetings, conduct propaganda.

And it’s easier to concentrate on
a full stomach!

Maybe the workers in Tuzla
can teach us some things? By all
means raise your eyebrows,
comrades, but try to under-
stand. Try, if you can, to go with
one of the Workers Aid convoys
to Bosnia, and it may raise your
consciousness.

. Charlie Pottins
London SW2

‘Dracula’ and
Ireland

I READ with interest Jim
Smith’s letter to Workers Press
(8 April) pointing to Bram Stok-
er’s Irishness. This is important
in so far as it is often ignored in
the cases of much more accom-
plished writers like Oscar Wilde
and George Bernard Shaw and
Sheridan Le Fanu who lived and
worked in England, never mind
W.B. Yeats and James Joyce
who appear in the ‘canon’ of
English literature.

That aggressive colonising
of lands, peoples and their cul-
tures which took place especial-
ly from the early 1870s to World
War I, led to an awareness, in
Edward Said’s words, " that:
‘For an Indian, or Irishman, or
Algerian, the land was and had
been dominated by an alien
power.’

Jim sees Dracula as an
embodiment of those alien pow-
ers, a sublimation of British im-
perial rule especially in Ireland,
and uses the authority of Stok-
er’s descendant, Ivor Stoker
Dixon, and the fact that it was
translated into Irish in 1933, to
support the argument that Dra-
cula was an essentially Irish
novel.

Apart from his acute aware-
ness of an alien and predatory
power, I find the claim that
Stoker’s work was somehow ‘an
essentially Irish novel’ uncon-
vincing. He seems to me to con-
form more to the fashion of
19th-century sensationalist wri-
ters. He was for years obses-
sively involved with the actor
Henry Irving and his melodra-
matic productions.

As I wrote in my original
piece (25 February), Stoker does
not reach beyond the stere-
otypes of British bourgeois
hegemony. In fact the ‘alien’ in
Stoker is dealt with by a mixture
of rational control, religious
ritual and violence, but still re-
tains the possibility of re-
turning.

I see this as a reassuring
metaphor for ‘normality’ rather
than a hidden Fenian/Irish Re-
publican message. Stoker did not
have either the literary acumen,
ability, or the expressive range
for a suggestion that could have
taken him outside his own mor-
bid preoccupations.

We are left with a conun-
drum both with Roger Hor-
rocks’s (15 April) and Jim
Smith’s Draculas. Either they
are subversive aliens or impe-

rial aliens. In the text I find little

evidence that either case holds
water. '

Tom Owen

Sheffield

We must work
together

CONGRATULATIONS to Ken
Singer on his report of the
‘Groundswell’ conference of the
unwaged/low waged held in Ox-
ford (8 April) and, in particular,
his suggestion that Trotskyists
should work with anarchists and
join the unemployed groups in-
fluenced by them. I would like,
however, to add a note of
caution.

I was heavily involved in the
post 1984-85 miners’ strike
struggles against Restart, the
Job Training Scheme, Availa-
bility for Work tests, social-
security snoopers, claimants’
advisers, etc. I was a founder
member of the Lothian
Claimants Union and in those
days called myself an anarch-
ist. Most of the best activists
carried no political labels or
were anarchists.

My experience of Trots-
kyists, at that time, was that
they held the following opinions
regarding the unemployed and
anarchists:

B The unemployed were in-
herently unorganisable (parti-
cularly prevalent in the Social-
ist Workers Party);

B Whatever we were doing,
we were doing it wrong and they
knew better;

B The only way to fight was
through their party;

B We should support and be
demo fodder for their latest
cause (support which was often
given, but rarely reciprocated);

B Anarchists were inherent-
ly individualistic, unreliable
and not capable of organising
anything; and

B We shouldn’t criticise the
trade union movement or the
Labour Party too strongly, even
when they were attacking us by,
for example, closing down un-
employed centres or supporting
work-for-dole schemes.

The invalidity of the above
opinions was exposed by the
positive contribution made by
the unemployed and anarchists
to the anti-poll-tax movement.

Such experiences do very lit-
tle to encourage interest in Trots-
kyism and Marxism. As working-
class revolutionaries we need to
learn to work together — as has
happened historically — against
the common enemy, capitalism
and its supporters.

We need to promote a fruitful
and comradely debate about
how to go forward as a class,
unless, of course, you think that
Marx, Engels, Bakunin,
Proudhon, Lenin, Trotsky, Con-
nolly, Maclean, or Luxemburg
never made a mistake, in which
case it’s a non-starter.

Bob Goupillot
Edinburgh

Coming soon

SATURDAY 29 APRIL: ‘Interna-
tional evening for May Day’,
6.30pm, Conway Hall, Red Lion
Square, London WC1. Nearest tube
Holborn. Music, dance and food
from around the world. Entrance £2,
£1 concessions.

SUNDAY 30 APRIL: GMB May Day
'95 free family festival on Clapham
Common, 12 noon to 8pm. Speak-
ers and live bands.

MONDAY 1 MAY: May Day march.
‘Fighting for workers' rights’.
Assembles 12noon, Highbury
Fields, London N1. Tube Highbury
& Islington. Rally Clissold Park.
Speakers include National Union of
Mineworkers' president Arthur
Scargill.

SATURDAY 27 MAY: African Liber-
ation Day march, ‘Not just charity
but complete liberation’. Organised

" by the African Liberation Support

Campaign. 1pm, Kennington Park,
London SE11. Rally at Trafalgar Sq.
Details: 071-924 9033.
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Workers Press

Make sure everyone knows about the events
you and your organisation have planned, or
your publications, your meetings, or
something you wanted to sell.

Send money with two typed copies of what
you want to say, by first post on Monday.
£2 per column inch

£5 per 3 column inches

£25 for one-eighth page display

£60 for half page display

0 £120 for full page display
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PO Box 73S, London SW8 1YB.
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undreds arrested after

workers’ protests in Iran

ISLAM SHAHR (Islam
City), a poor, mainly work-
ing-class suburb of
Tehran, was turned into a
killing field on 4 April after
the Islamic Republic of
iran’s security forces
attacked workers’ demon-
strations of tens of

thousands.

Up to 50 people may have
been shot dead by Revolu-
tionary Guards and hun-
dreds of people arrested.
Relatives have reportedly
been denied access to the
detainees and told that they
have been taken to an undis-
closed prison.

It is feared the detainees are
at risk of torture and ill-treat-
ment and that they will not re-
ceive fair trials. Some may face
summary execution.

The demonstrations started
when about 200 youths marched
from a nearby shanty-town,
Akbar Abad, to Islam Shahr, in
south Tehran, to protest at re-
cent bus fare increases and to
demand better fresh water sup-
plies. The demonstration turned
into a wider protest against eco-
nomic hardships, including the
ever rising prices of essential

goods and the doubling of fuel
prices in March.

As soon as the armed forces
lost control, anti-riot forces In
helicopters were sent from the
capital. Demonstrators were
shot at from the air indiscrimin-
ately, killing up to 50 people and
injuring many more. Tear-gas
was used. Arrests of 350 youths
were made.

Biggest

According to reports,
thousands of people of Islam
Shahr took to the streets and
participated in one of the big-
gest demonstrations that had
taken place during the last few
years.

The regime’s own media said
this was the second time in a
month that the people of Islam
Shahr had staged a protest
against their very poor living
conditions.

‘The Islamic authorities
have chosen to respond to the
just demands of the people by
sending in the so-called ‘“‘Re-
volutionary Guards’’ and open-
ing fire on defenceless people,’
said a protest leaflet signed by
Iranian groups in Britain: the
Iranian Refugee Workers’ Asso-
ciation, the Iranian Peoples’
Fedaii Guerrillas, Workers’ So-

cialist Notebooks (Iranian Re-
volutionary Socialists), the
Organisation of Revolutionary
Workers of Iran (Rahe Kargar)
and the Iranian Community
Centre.

The masses attacked bases
of the security forces and dis-
armed many of them. Slogans
such as ‘Down with the Islamic
Republic’, ‘Down with Khame-
neie’, and ‘Down with Rafsan-
jani’ were shouted and a num-
ber of government offices and
banks were set on fire.

According to foreign corres-
pondents who witnessed the
events, the battle between the
people and the security forces
went on until dawn. The hospit-
als within the area were filled
with the dead and injured,
among them many children.

Various reports have also
confirmed that hundreds of peo-
ple were arrested. Islam Shahr
has been under siege by the
army and there is a curfew.

The ‘security council’ of the
Islamic regime has condemned
the people’s revolt and, as al-
ways, called it the work of
‘saboteurs’ and ‘opportunists’,
thereby trying to cover up the
massacre of innocent workers.

According to the Reuters
news agency, the morning after
the killings, many families of

those arrested gathered outside
the headquarters of the Revolu-
tionary Guards in Islam Shahr
and demanded information
about their missing relatives.

The authorities have announ-
ced that anyone arrested has
been transferred to unknown
locations. Arbitrary arrests
have continued since the start of
the revolt.

The protest follows previous
demonstrations by Iranian oil
workers, and those in other in-
dustries, during the past two
years.

‘Although this confrontation
was the continuation of previous
uprisings, this demonstration
was qualitatively different,’
said a statement from the Iran
Revolutionary Socialists’ ex-
ecutive.

Spread

‘Previous demonstrations
were organised spontaneously
by urban poor miles away from
the capital. This major upris-
ing, which was organised by
young industrial workers, was
only a few miles away from the
capital. This action could soon
spread to other industrial towns
near Tehran.’

The inhabitants of Islam
Shahr are mainly young indust-

rial workers at Karaj Indus-
tries. They number about
500,000. The shanty-town has
been constructed by poor work-
ers without government permis-
sion and have no basic ameni-
ties. As a result, drinking water
is for sale at 4,000 Rials. Accord-
ing to government statistics the
minimum wage is 5,330 Rials a
month!

In October 1994 Iranian radio
reported that the Majlis (parlia-
ment) had passed a law permit-
ting the use of firearms in order
to ‘control illegal demonstra-
tions and to suppress revolts,
riots and unrest which cannot be
controlled without the use of
firearms’.

President Rafsanjani has re-
cently announced: ‘We will not
repeat the Shah’s mistakes’,
meaning that this regime will
use methods worse than those
employed by SAVAK (the
Shah’s secret police) to stay in
power. _

In spite of continuous fac-
tional fighting between ‘hardlin-
ers’ and ‘moderates’ in the Ira-
nian government, both factions
always unite and show their de-
termination to suppress the
workers and defend the in-
terests of the capitalist class.

Iran faces runaway inflation
and large-scale unemployment.

The regime has been forced to
ask for huge loans from the In-
ternational Monetary Fund
(without being capable of re-
paying them).

Trials before Islamic Re-
volutionary Courts are usually
held in camera, inside prisons.
Proceedings are summary,
hearings often lasting only for a
few minutes, with defendants
having no access to legal coun-
sel and no right of appeal.

Torture

No substantive steps have
been taken to introduce safe-
guards for detainees and fears
continue that those arrested are
at risk of torture and ill-treat-
ment.

B Send faxes seeking assur-
ances that demonstrators arres-
ted in Islam Shahr on 4 April
1995 are being humanely treated
in accordance with internation-
al human rights standards, and
are being granted access to
lawyers and relatives; calling
for the whereabouts of all those
detained to be made known to
their families; and calling for
the release of all detainees.
Embassy of Iran, 16 Prince’s
Gate, London SW7 1PX. Fax:
0171-589 4440

NUT salaries policy a sign of left’s rise

BY MIKE COOKE

WHILE the media was having
apoplexy over the hounding of
Labour education spokesman
David Blunkett by Socialist
Workers Party members, and
Labour leader Tony Blair was
supporting Prime Minister John
Major in condemning industrial
action over class sizes, there
were far more important things
going on at this year’'s National
Union of Teachers annual con-
ference.

The most significant, but
hardly reported, was the pas-
sing of a left-wing salaries poli-
cy by the conference. This poli-
cy lays down a strategy to get
improved pay and conditions for
teachers. This is the first time a
policy coming from the left has
been passed decisively at a con-
ference.

Previously the salary agen-
da has been set by the right
wing, either through policies
passed at the conference or by
making sure there was no policy
at all. Of course, the right-wing
dominated executive will try to

sabotage the new policy but it is
an important step forward.

For a number of years sup-
port for the right wing in the
union has been steadily disin-
tegrating. The ideological back-
bone of the right wing has been
the Communist Party and the
caucus it effectively organised
— the secretive mafia called the
Broad Left (membership by in-
vitation only, rolled-up trouser
legs required).

And the change is not just at
conference. The number of
associations that the Broad Left
can rely on to carry its policy is
dwindling. This year Birming-
ham has gone over from the
Broad Left to the left Socialist
Teachers’ Alliance. Birming-
ham has a membership of 5,000,
so that’s a shift of 10,000 votes at
the conference.

Handed

Ordinary members of the
union have become increasingly
disenchanted with so-called
‘moderate’ policies that have
handed the government what it
wants — ‘industrial peace’ with
no negotiations on pay. When

the Broad Left leadership of a
local association falls, it just
doesn’t know how to work or
organise in opposition. Any sup-
port just disintegrates.

This shows that once the left |

takes the initiative, the right
wing just disappears. This is
because the right in the
teachers’ union has been led by
the Stalinists for many years.

And the collapse of Stalinism
in the former Soviet Union and
eastern Europe means that
their whole foundation has col-
lapsed. The Broad Left now has
no direction other than that
given by the Labour Party
leaders.

‘When the leadership was ac-
cused of being in the pocket of
the shadow cabinet it didn’t
even defend itself,” said Ron
Haycock, secretary of Waltham
Forest NUT and mover of the
motion calling for a one-day
strike over class sizes that
made Blair stamp his feet in
parliament.

‘In previous years such ac-
cusations would have brought
screams of protest.’

Unfortunately the collapse of
the right wing in local NUT

associations can make for bor-
ing meetings because there is
not enough controversy, not
enough debate. They don’t even
turn up!

Haycock was critical of the
SWP stunt that saw Blunkett
trapped in a side room at the
conference centre.

‘It gave the initiative back to
the right wing,’ he said.

Down

- But when the executive tried
to set in motion a witch-hunt at
the conference after the inci-
dent, it was voted down.

The SWP has apparently pul-
led out of the left-wing Socialist
Teachers’ Alliance in which it
was previously active — it
didn’t turn up to any of its meet-
ings. Neither did it turn up to
joint meetings with the other
left group, the Campaign for a
Democratic and Fighting
Union.

But, as the Broad Left disin-
tegrates, the STA members are
getting more and more nervous
that soon they will be in charge
of the union! They have increas-
ingly been completely gutless

BY GEORGE ANGUS

IT APPEARS the Church of En-
gland is beginning to take a
more pragmatic approach to its
dogma, as it tries to drag itself
out of the Middle Ages.

Gone is the old style absolut-
ism, to be replaced by a post-
modern-style pick 'n’ mix guide
to morality. Clause 4 of the Ten
Commandments — Remember
the Sabbath — has already been
unofficially revised, and the
Archbishop of York, maintain-
ing an ambiguous position, has
still not come out about his sex-
uality.

Bat all is not well in the new,
improved C of E. Anti-gay

Money-len

i

crusade’s leaders, a Mr Higton,
said: ‘Human beings are not
physically created for homosex-
ual practice.’

Then, of course, there has
been the tale of sexual innuen-
do, Essex-girl jokes and sexual
harassment among the good vir-
gers of St Paul’s cathedral. It all
seems to be a right cock-up, as
the actress said to the bishop.

Turmoil

Among all this turmoil, some
of Mr Christ’s homilies still ring
true today — the famous ‘take
half of what you have and give
it to the poor’ is still very much
in favour with today’s clergy.

So much so, in fact, that the
Church is proposing to reintro-

can pay off the £800 million debt
it incurred playing bingo with
the property markets.

The Church has been ac-
cused of ‘unbelievable naivety’
by a Commons select commit-
tee (unbelievable nativity may
be closer to the truth). But the
Church claims it was let down
by the people it did business
with.

It has to be remembered that
the Church Of England has been
around longer than Barings
Bank, Lloyd’s of London, or any
other financial institution. The
only naive ones in this unholy
mess are the credulous Church-

goers.

In order to move into the
property market without losing
the Church’s charitable status,
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ders throw out the temple

Myres, chief executive of the
property giant Imry, ‘took the
best financial advice money
could buy’.

' Losses

It appears that most of the
losses came from investments
in shopping developments that
never materialised. The money
for the deals had been bor-
rowed, the terms of which had
been laid down by the Commis-
sioners.

Far from being bullied by
their partners into accepting
deals, the Church actually tried
to buy them out, in order to
increase its share of the profits.
Because of these activities, the
Church’s assets fell from £3 bil-
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when the chips are down.

A couple of years ago, on the
issue of appraisal — where
teachers ‘effectiveness’ is
assessed and they are paid
accordingly, whichis, in reality,
a way for management to whip
staff into line — the Broad Left
members on the executive split,
with half saying they would ab-
stain. This would have given the
STA members a majority to
carry out their own policy but
they chickened out and didn’t
push the issue to an executive
vote.

On SATSs testing, the STA has
pushed the policy of calling a
special conference after the
Tories’ SATSs review, which is the
result of an agreement between
the NUT leaders and Education
Secretary Gillian Shephard.

The STA has done this rather

than call for a new ballot on the
testing boycott because of the
right wing’s manoeuvres in the
ballot that agreed to it call off.
Many in the ballot who voted
‘Yes’ for the review thought
they were voting ‘Yes' to con-
tinue the boycott.

Review

And many delegates at the
conference didn’t realise that
the Tories’ review isn’t due to
report until Easter 1996! That
means a special conference
would be at least a year away.

The STA is saying a ballot is
a ballot and that’s the end of it.

The SATs motion was talked
out and so it wasn’'t put to the
conference. The executive,
therefore, has what it wants —
a free hand to do what it likes!
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Market murder

QBAL Masih was shot dead as he
ycled through a village near La-

ore, Pakistan, on 16 April. Igbal -

ras 12 years old, rather young to be
nartyred fighting for workers’
1ghts; but then, he had been work-
1g in the carpet industry since he
yas four. -

There are an estimated 6 million
hild workers in Pakistan. Their
imble fingers are particularly
alued in the hand-knotted carpet
adustry. They tie the smallest
nots, making the best carpets.

Last November, Igbal told a con-
irence in Stockholm about condi-
ons. ‘We had to get up at 4am and

ork 12 hours. We were chained to

e looms, but after work we were
sually released and could go home
) sleep.’ .

A few days after his murder, the
ight-wing Institute for Economic
ffairs in London issued a paper
eclaring that the use of child
ibour in poor countries reflects
egitimately diverse labour stan-
ards’. Professor Jagdish Bhagwa-
, of Columbia University (who
resumably didn’t spend his child-
pod knotting carpets) attacked so-
al and environmental campaigns
ir interfering with free competi-
3 . |
We’ve heard similar arguments
om Tory ministers, defending un-
2stricted exploitation. They
)posed European Union laws reg-
ating hours worked by children.
istead of raising poor countries’
ving standards to those in the
‘est, they want to create a Third
orld’ Britain.

In March, I moved a resolution
. the Jewish Socialists’  Group

ual conference, supporting
in the Labour Party defend-

g Clause Four and public owner-
ip. Tony Blair’s proposed substi-
te for the clause had just been
iblished, which celebrated ‘the
iterprise of the market and the
gour of competition’. I spoke at
e conference about the health ser-
ce, and housing, or the lack of it,

Britain.

Another delegate reminded us
at we’'d just been discussing the
rpet industry, and hearing about
hird World’ debt-slavery and
ild labour. ‘That’s what free
arket competition means,’ he
id. The motion defending Clause
ur was passed overwhelmingly.

Inbiased

NOTHER big union has struck a
pw against Tony Blair’s attempts

modernise the Labour Party,’
id the television newscaster on 13
ril, referring to public service

gon Unison’s special conference

cision to defend Clause Four
hich commits Labour to whole-
le nationalisation’ - (my
aphasis). h et AP S
A sentence later I heard the
rase ‘union barons’. Not that the
3C is biased, of course . . . But

ause Four does not talk about

holesale nationalisation’. It en-
sages various forms of public
mership, and democratic con-
). As for ‘modernising’, as a
phemism for introducing market
'ces, Unison members have seen
means loss of jobs and a de-
loration in public services, and
2y rightly rejected it.
A question ‘about Unison’s vote
retain Clause Four was first item
‘Radio Four’s ‘Any Questions’
pgramme the following evening.
ansport minister for London
ven Norris, referring to the
juse and its authors, got away
th a gibe about it being ‘some-
ng the Webbs wrote on the back
a cigarette packet’.
Labour MP Ken Livingstone
itented himself with suggesting -
3ir could win union leaders’ sup-
't if he pledged Labour to full
iployment. As though that were
mpatible with market ‘rigour’!
Charlie Pottins

THE first call to make 1 May the
day on which workers in every
country should show their solidar-
ity came at the International
Socialistic Congress of Working
Men, held in Paris from 14 July
1889.

The proposal that joint demon-
strations should be held on the fol-
lowing 1 May, 1890, in memory of
the courageous actions. of the Chi-
cago workers on 1 May 1886, was
carried with great enthusiasm.
“This was the best of what our Con-
gress achieved,” Engels wrote to
Laura Lafargue after the congress.

- There were about 390 delegates
present, representing 20 countries,
including almost the whole of
Europe and two non-European na-
tions — the US and Argentina.

The ceremony that opened the
congress was held in the Petrelle
Hall, which was filled to capacity
and decorated with slogans and red
banners, the main one over the
stage carrying the slogan ‘Workers
of all Countries, unite!’ The con-
gress was opened with an inaugural
speech from Paul Lafargue, one of
the leaders of the French revolu-
tionary socialists.

‘The delegates from the whole of
Europe and from America
gathered in this hall,’ he said, ‘are

- uniting not under the tricolour or

any other national flag, they are
uniting under the red banner, the
banner of the international pro-
letariat.’ _

The delegates included Marx’s
and Engels’s old comrades in arms
from the International Working
Men’s Association (the First Inter-
national, founded in London in 1864)
— Bebel, Lieblmecht, Lafargue,
Longuet and others. There were
former members of the Paris Com-
mune, Frankel, Vailant and Jack-
lard. Among the German delegates

"was the young socialist Clara Zet-

kin and others prominent in the
Russian labour movement, includ-
ing Plekhanov, Zasulich and
Axelrod.

Friedrich Engels had done much
to make the congress possible.
Throughout the 1870s and 1880s
links between workers of various
countries had continued to grow. It

GEOFF PILLING looks at the background to May Day,
international day of the working class.

became increasingly common to
collect funds for striking workers in
other countries and the socialist
press in each country gave increas-
ing coverage to activities of work-
ers in other countries.

There were joint appeals against
threats of military conflict in diffe-
rent parts of the world. For exam-
ple, when Britain started hostilities
against Egypt in the summer of
1882, this action was condemned by
socialist and workers’ organisa-
tions in Britain, France, Italy and
some other countries.

The years prior to the Paris
Congress had seen the great
broadening of the movement, as it
recovered from the defeat of Chart-
ism in 1848 and the Commune in
1871. In Britain, for instance, the
period prior to the first May Day
had seen an enormous expansion of
the trade union movement, espe-

‘cially amongst the unskilled work-

ers, who had previously been
excluded from the movement.

It was against this background
that more and more calls were
made for the creation of a new
international working-class organ-
isation. The German Socialist
Democratic Party made such a call
at its congress in October 1887, and
this was backed by the French
Workers’ Party. But the French
reformists — known as the Possi-

' bilists — also announced their in-
. tention to convene an international

congress, to be held in the same
city, Paris, and ‘at the same time,
as the one proposed by the German
and French socialists.

This created the real danger that
any new international association
might fall into the hands of the
reformists.

It was now that Engels inter-
vened, against the hesitation of
many of his supporters, especially
those in France. Engels stressed
the decisive importance of holding
a Marxist-sponsored congress and
that it would be dangerous to com-

" bine the two congresses — as had

been urged by leaders of the Dutch

The Turkish Revolutionary Communist Party on a May Day march in London protests against massacres in Kurdistan

and Belgian socialists, for
instance.

It was Engels who organised a
signature campaign for a con-
gress; it was Engels who drew up
a plan for organisational measures
and saw to it that these measures
were carried out. As a result of this
struggle, all the prominent social-
ists in Europe were drawn into
work for the congress.

The congress convened by the
Possibilists was attended mainly
by trade union delegates, largely
from France and Britain. Socialist
organisations were represented
only by the British Social Democra-
tic Federation (although some dele-
gates had been mandated to attend
both congresses).

The resolutions carried by the
Marxist congress reaffirmed that
scientific socialism was the ideolo-
gical foundation of the working-

class movement. The resolution on

international labour legislation and
labour protection stated that
‘labour and the whole of mankind
can only be emancipated by the
proletariat organised as a class on
an international scale, which must
win political power in order to ex-
propriate capital and convert the
means of production into public
property’.

Other resolutions were carried,
including one calling for the break-
up of the standing armies and the
arming of the people; it declared
that the world-wide victory of so-
cialism was the best means of end-
ing war.

The congress dealt with the im-
mediate pressing needs of the

working class. It summed up the.

demands that had long been put
forward by the workers of different
countries and industries in their
strikes. After the resolutions car-
ried at the Geneva and Brussels
congresses of the First Internation-
al some 20 years previously, this
was the first programme of the
international working-class move-
ment that systematically pre-
sented the immediate economic
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_de’mands of the workers.

Among the resolutions carried

was one demanding the impleme-

ntation of an eight-hour working
day to be established by legisla-
tion; the prohibition of child
labour; restrictions on juvenile and
female labour; special regulations
for night work and dangerous occu-
pations; the establishment of a
compulsory day of rest; and a call
for equal pay for men and women
doing similar jobs and ‘irrespec-
tive of nationality’.

Clearly much of this programme
is immediately relevant today,
some 100 years later.

Of particular importance was
the demand for the legal eight-hour
day. For this had been a burning
issue in the First International, led
and organised by Marx and Engels
in the 1860s. Marx and Engels had
clashed with the anarchists, led by
Bakunin, on this question.

- The anarchists were in favour of
the eight-hour day, but they were

copposed to enacting it through

legislation. They held that the
workers, in their economic strug-
gle, should impose it on the em-
ployers. But as Marx and Engels
insisted, this would have created
conditions for deeper divisions in
the working class. For while the
strong, well-organised sections of
the movement (in the main, skilled
workers) might have been able to
impose such a demand on their
employers, this wasnot possible for
the weaker, less organised
sections.

Marx and Engels insisted on the
demand for a legal eight-hour day
as a means to unite the working
class politically against the em-
ployers and the capitalist state.
Even at the 1889 Paris congress a
small group of anarchists was ex-
pelled for their efforts to wreck the
proceedings with obstructions dur-
ing the voting.

At a subsequent congress of the
International (at London in 1896) it
was resolved that at the next con-
gress only those workers’ organisa-
tions that recognised the need for
political, including parliamentary,
struggle would be admitted.

And when the first May Day was
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Turkish children with the red flag on a May Day march in Ldfidon

celebrated, one of the principal slo-
gans carried on many of the mar-
ches was that calling for the
implementation of the legal eight-
hour day.

Engels was able to watch the
London May Day march (held on
the first Sunday of the month) as it
entered Hyde Park. ‘It seemed as
though the whole population of Lon-
don poured parkwards,” said one
report. ‘There were dockers there
in their rough working clothes, kid

gloved, top-hatted gentlemen com-
positors, East End working girls in
their feathers and finery,’ he later
reported.

Engels stood with other socialist
and trade union leaders on a wagon

‘that served as platform for the

rally.

He wrote a few days afterwards
to the German movement: ‘As far
as the eye could see there was an
ocean of heads, 250,000 to 300,000
people were there, out of whom

i

P
g

more than three-quarters were de-
monstrating workers . . . What
wouldn’t I give for Marx to see this
awakening . . . I carried my head
two inches higher as 1 climbed
down from the old wagon.’

But Engels did not simply watch
the proceedings. He participated in
organising the London demonstra-
tion and helped his supporters to
break down the resistance of the
reformist trades union leaders who
wanted to limit the number of de-
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monstrators and ban political
demands.

A central committee was for-
med to organise the demonstration.
This made sure of the participation
of the new unions of the unskilled
workers, as well as radical work-
ers’ clubs and socialist organisa-
tions. ‘This is our first great victory
in London,’ Engels wrote on the eve
of the demonstration.

Much water has passed under
the bridge since Engels wrote these
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words. Stalinism, with its theory of
socialism in one country, struck an
enormous blow at the internation-
alism of the working class, encap-
sulated in May Day. The reformist
trade union and labour leaders
have more and more turned their
backs on May Day, trampling this
great tradition into the mud.

One of the tasks of the rebuilding
of the working-class movement is
the revival of May Day, interna-
tional workers’ day.

Internationalism and ‘The Red Flag’

TO KEEP the red flag of defiance
flying in good and bad times has
always been an inspirational as
well as a symbolic act of im-
measurable importance.

But the Stalinist left has never
taken ‘The Red Flag’ very serious-
ly. In reflecting the strong par-
liamentary bias of British labour
historiography, Eric J. Hobs-
bawm’s book ‘Industry and
Empire’ (1968) achieved the feat of
writing about British labour his-
tory without mentioning ‘Big’ Jim
Larkin, James Connolly or the
Clydeside socialist John Maclean.
Moreover, Hobsbawm referred to
the British labour movement’s
anthem, ‘The Red Flag’, without
mentioning its author, Jim Connell,
by name. ]

This was no accident. Hobs-
bawm was reflecting the Angloce-
ntric bias of the Labourist and Sta-
linist ‘left’. Since Connell was a
defender of extra-parliamentary
agitation, it was inevitable that he

ould not fit into the ‘respectable’
E:tern of British parliamentary

ialism. An opponent of H.M.

ndman’s English chauvinism

As millions of people the world over suffer from and
struggle against unemployment, poverty and social
injustice, celebrating May Day on 1 May 1995 will be more
important than ever before. JAMES D. YOUNG writes on
the Labour movement’s anthem ‘The Red Flag’

and support for British imperial-
ism, very little has been written
about Connell’s anti-imperialist so-
cialism from below.

James Connell was born at Kill-
skyre, Crossakiel, County Meath,
in 1850. Though not much is known
of his biography, he was, according
to Henry Boylan’s ‘A Dictionary of
Irish Biography’ (1978), ‘a sheep
farmer, labourer, journalist, and
self-taught lawyer’. He came to
London at some point in the 1880s,
and he lived in Glasgow for a spell
in the late 1890s. In Glasgow he
helped the Scottish ultra-left or ‘im-
possible’ critics of Hyndman and
the dominant leadership of the So-
cial Democratic Federation (SDF);
and in the early 1900s he taught
Glaswegian workers Marxism.

‘The Red Flag’ was written dur-

ing the great London dockers’
strike of 1889, and its publication in
‘Justice’, organ of the SDF,
guaranteed Connell’s place in the
pantheon of ‘Labour’s mighty
dead’.

Enjoying a history of its own,
Connell’s song or hymn ‘The Red
Flag’ was reprinted, together with
‘The Internationale’, in ‘The Social-
ist Sunday School Song Book’ (1910).
In the following year it appeared in
‘The Socialist Sunday School Hymn
Book’, though the words in these
two small booklets were very diffe-
rent.

In the best-known version of
‘The Red Flag’, the opening verse
asserts that:

The people’s flag is deepest red;

It shrouded oft our martyred

dead,

And ere their limbs grew stiff and
cold '

Their heart’s blood dyed its every
fold

Chorus:

Then raise the scarlet standard
high!

Within its shade we’ll live and
die.

Though cowards flinch and
traitors sneer,

We’ll keep the Red Flag flying
here.

In the final verse, the words are
intended to inspire all those who
want a new society of equals:

With heads uncovered swear we
all

To bring it forward till we fall,

Come Dungeon dark, or gallows
grim,

This song shall be our parting
hymn.

At the very core of Connell’s
understanding of universal history
was the view expressed by the Ita-
lian Marxist Antonio Labriola that
‘History is like an inferno’. It might
be presented as a sober drama,

entitled ‘The Tragedy of Labour’.

Consequently, when 1 inter-
viewed the veteran Fife commun-
ist, Bob Selkirk, who was an
anarchist before World War I, he
told me that, in the late 1920s, the
CPGB scratched out the verse
which read:

We hail the living heroes, too

who now in anguish pine

who wait for death in a German

fort
or deep in Russian mine.

By then, this verse was being
used as a criticism of a Russia
without Soviets. |

Popular in post-1916 Dublin and
Glasgow, ‘The Red Flag’ was to
upset the king of Great Britain in
1924. Consequently, Labour leader
James Ramsay MacDonald tried to
get rid of it, though unsuccessfully.

Tony Blair’s attempt to get rid of
Clause Four of the Labour Party’s
constitution seems to be more
successful. But the ever-relevant
sentiments of ‘The Red Flag’ will
become a material force by grip-
ping the imagination of working
folk.

.,
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The message
of May Day

‘NO man is an Island, entire of
it self’, wrote the poet John
Donne, refuting some 350 years
in advance Margaret Thatch-
er’'s notorious assertion that
there is no such thing as society.
Next Monday is May Day,
the day when we are called on
by long tradition to remember
that no national working class,
either, is an island complete in
itself. '
Different languages, different

skin pigmentation, different na- .

tional cultures and national
flags: these are trifles compared
with the international character
of the working class.

May Day is the day when we
reaffirm our internationalism
and dedicate ourselves afresh to
the cause of international work-
ing-class solidarity.

On May Day we declare once
again our confidence that the
world’s workers will help each
other to throw off their chains
and take into their own hands
the world that is theirs to win.

No other force can turn back
the rising tide of barbarism,
racism, and fascism. No other
force can put an end to world
capitalism and build a new and
truly human society.

FOR too many British workers
this internationalist message of
May Day was long forgotten or
unheeded or vitiated — largely
as a consequence of Britain’s
pre-eminence as a colonial
power.

Many British workers en-
joyed the crumbs that came to
them from British imperialism'’s
super-exploitation of its colonial
possessions. That was the econo-

mic basis for the rise of a ‘labour

aristocracy’, partly cushioned
from the worst effects of recur-
rent capitalist crisis.

At the same time, schools,
mass-circulation newspapers,
children’s comics, churches,
and trade union and Labour
Party leaders joined in an un-
holy chorus of support for impe-
rialism.

‘I'm here to see there’s no
mucking about with the British
Empire’, declared Labour’s
Colonial Secretary, J.H. Tho-
mas, when he took office in 1924.

That the people in Britain’s
colonies were child-like ‘sav-
ages’, whom Britain was ruling
over in their own best interests
and was introducing (very gra-
dually, of course) to the benefits
of ‘civilisation’: this was a cen-
tral, and widely believed, tenet
of popular racism.

Within the British working-
class movement only a small
- minority held out against the
propaganda of empire and gave
unswerving support to the colo-
nial liberation movements.

Reawakening the spirit of in-
ternationalism in the British
workers’ movement means
among other things taking a
fresh look at that movement’s
history.

And on Monday morning, in
their contribution to the May
Day march — and as a fitting
start to their African Liberation
Awareness Month — our Afri-
can comrades in the African
Liberation Support Campaign
(ALISC) will be doing just that.

THEY are organising a ‘Black
Davidson Contingent of Pan-
African Freedom Fighters’ to
commemorate the 175th anni-
versary of the public hanging of
William Davidson on 1 May
1820.

Davidson, born.in Jamaica
in 1786, was a cabinet-maker by
trade. In 1819 he was appointed
secretary of the newly formed
shoemakers’ trade union — the
kind of position that only an
exceptionally brave and reso-
lute person would take on in
those days of the Combination
Acts, which made trade union
activity a punishable offence.

At a time when Britain was
seething with discontent, and a
popular uprising was thought to
be imminent, ‘Black Davidson’,
as he was known, was a member
of a small revolutionary group
that thirsted for revenge on the
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government of murderous
tyrants, held responsible for the
1819 Peterloo massacre in Man-
chester.

One George Edwards, a
policeman’s brother, infiltrated
this group and acted as an agent
provocateur. He persuaded the
group to kill the ministers as
they sat at dinner, an act which
would serve as the signal for a
mass popular uprising.

As they were about to set out
from their loft in Cato Street,
where the group kept their store
of weapons and ammunition,
police stormed the loft.

Davidson and four of his
comrades stood trial for high
treason before the Lord Chief
Justice and a series of carefully
selected juries.

Edwards did not give evi-
dence, but was sent to Guernsey
to save his skin. The five ac-
cused were sentenced to be
hanged, to have their heads se-
vered from their bodies, and to
have their bodies divided into
four quarters; but the king gra-
ciously remitted this last part of
the sentence.

Davidson, according to a con-
temporary newspaper account,
‘ascended the scaffold with a
firm step, calm deportment, and
undismayed countenance. . . .
[H]is conduct altogether was
equally free from the appear-
ance of terror, and the affecta-
tion of indifference.’

He called to the crowds:
‘God bless you all! Good-bye.’
The five were hanged; half an
hour later a black-masked ‘re-
surrection man’, earning his fee
of 20 guineas (£21), cut the heads
from the bodies with a knife,
then held up each head in turn
and named each victim three
times as a traitor.

The crowd — the largest that
had ever turned out for an ex-
ecution in London — went wild
with fury. They hissed, groaned,
shrieked, and shoutede ‘Mur-
der!’ It was England’s last pub-
lic decapitation.

THIS was how the British work-
ing-class movement was found-
ed and built — not by the Tony
Blairs of the 19th century, but by
resolute men and women pre-
pared to face imprisonment,
transportation, and even execu-
tion.

And there were Africans and
men of African descent among
them: ‘Black Davidson’:
Robert Wedderburn, the black
tailor who was sent to jail for
fighting for press freedom; Wil-
liam Cuffay, the black leader of
the London Chartists, transpor-
ted to Tasmania in 1848 for
‘levying war on Queen Victoria’.

ALISC’s initiative in com-
memorating the judicial mur-
der of William Davidson is the
first public acknowledgment of
this kind, so far as I know, of one
of those black workers who hel-
ped to build the British labour
movement.

So it is a welcome initiative,
a piece of practical internation-
alism, a reminder to us all that
the workers’ movement in this
country was born and took
shape, not within narrow nation-
al boundaries, but as a joining
together of Europeans and Afri-
cans in a common cause,
against a common enemy.

Hardly less welcome is
another event on the African
Liberation Awareness Month
programme: the commemora-
tion on 9 May of the 195th birth-
day of John Brown.

Brown was the white aboli-
tionist whose two sons were kill-
ed in the 1859 anti-slavery rising
at Harper’s Ferry, Virginia,
and who was himself hanged for
insurrection, treason, and mur-
der soon afterwards. That
Brown’s ‘soul goes marching
on’ is another part of the inter-
nationalist May Day message.

Peter Fryer

'Book review

Testimony to
a nightmare

‘Wild Swans, Three Daugh-
ters of China’, by Jung
Chang, Flamingo, 1993.

‘AT THE age of fifteen my
grandmother became the con-
cubine of a war lord general, the
police chief of a tenuous nation-
al government of China.’

Thus begins one of the most
remarkable personal family
testimonies I certainly have
ever read. This beautifully writ-
ten book, ‘Wild Swans, Three
Daughters of China’, by Jung
Chang, has captivated an En-
glish language readership be-
cause of its political and histor-
ical content and its high literary
quality.

It is also an account of the
nightmare of Stalinism that de-
serves to be read in the com-
pany of other great works on
this tyranny.

What is different about this
book is that it is written by a
Chinese woman who chronicles
the lives of three generations of
women — her grandmother,
mother and herself — from the
turn of the century to the pre-
sent day. It also tells the story of
‘ordinary’ people whose lives,
suffering and fate would have
remained in shameful
obscurity.

It is not just the epic sweep of
the work that deepens its hu-
manity, otherwise it would be

‘just an account of ‘ignorant

armies’ clashing by night, of

‘One of Chang'’s clear
perceptions is that the
extreme puritanism of
the Red Guard
leaderships claimed
to free women but in
fact enslaved them.’

endless personal suffering.

The shaping of this work is
the ‘coming into being’ of the
generations in China during the
period of the book — survival
has been a monumental
achievement in the conditions of
20th-century China, but there
has also been a struggle for con-
sciousness, for what Marx cal-
led the ‘rich human being’.

This work, or any other liter-
ary activity, cannot complete
this process, however rich the
work might be. But neither
must we say that this incom-
pleteness is because the writer
had no access to Trotsky’s
theory of permanent revolution.

Chang’s work enriches and
confirms Trotsky’s theory —
and the ‘incompleteness’ of our
grasp of it, along with the ma-
jority of the European left who
regard themselves as Marxist
and even anti-Stalinist.

The important issue is what
we make of the relationship be-
tween our knowledge and theory
with such a testimony, because
the collapse of Stalinism and its
surrogate nationalist move-
ments will, no doubt, mean the
publication of many more such
testimonies — some of them li-
terary and artistic, others more
directly political.

The other important dimen-
sion to this book is that it writes
about three generations of
women and their relationships
with men and women on a
domestic and social historical
level.

In stating this I am not re-
peating the simplistic nostrums
of a stage in Western feminist
literary criticism that the mere
fact of a woman writing makes
her work progressive.

The women'’s lives are distil-
led and focused in the book
through the experience of one
young woman’s struggle to both
understand and free herself
from the straitjacket of Maoist
Stalinism. Jung Chang’s forma-
tive experience is that of the
‘Cultural Revolution’ launched
by a wing of the Chinese
bureaucracy in 1966.

One of her clear perceptions
is that the extreme puritanism
of the Red Guard leaderships
claimed to free women but in
fact enslaved them, just as the
turn to the largely illiterate
peasantry in the ‘Cultural Re-
volution’ served to destroy a
generation of the intelligentsia

Jung Chang

and specialists. In a similar pro-
cess, the working class, denied
its hegemonic role in a ‘Marxist-
Leninist’ state, was doomed to a
struggle for sectional survival.

After the death of Mao and
the return of Deng Xiaoping in
1977, Jung Chang gained one of
the few scholarships open to
Chinese students for them to
study in the West, where she
studied English literature and
linguistics. Whatever her ex-
periences were in the West, and
whatever the joy she felt about
her personal freedoms, she was
impelled to return to China, to
retrace her family’s epic per-
sonal and political journey, to
discuss, record, remember and
recreate in meticulous detail
the struggles they went through.

Chang’s fine story-telling is
prompted by her own political
imperatives but also fed by an
ancient oral tradition and a sup-
pressed aesthetic and poetic
sensibility which she shared
with her father, a Yenan parti-
san guerrilla leader. (Both
Chang and her father mastered
the difficult forms of Chinese

traditional poetry as a kind of
personal vice.)

Her book begins with the dis-
integration and overthrow of the
Manchu dynasty and the col-
lapse of the new republic into
warlord fiefdoms. Chang’s
grandmother was sold as a con-
cubine by her ambitious father
to General Xue, a local police
chief and warlord.

She escapes the world of the
concubine ‘marriage’ where a
woman’s survival depends on
vicious intrigue, treachery and,
occasionally, on mutual sym-
pathy and support. She marries
the ascetic but sympathetic Dr
Xia, a man much older than
herself, but is plagued by the
rivalries and jealousies of his
children from a previous
marriage.

Chang’s mother is bern at
the point when Japan invades
Manchuria and creates the pup-

e
3

;@%a&“’d

L
i ?
':'V'W\-'&;E
e
e

O

5
5
e

pet state of Manchukuo. In 1945,
after the surrender of the
Japanese, and during the civil
war between the nationalist
Kuomintang and the Commun-
ists, her mother, now a student
leader, joins the underground
and meets her father, the parti-
san fighter, communist and
cultivated, self-taught worker-
intellectual.

Chang’s portrayal of her pa-
rents, their personal and politic-
al relations, is achieved with
great delicacy and depth but
also with a rare objectivity.

Her father’s puritanism and
high moral aspirations make
him a difficult partner inflicting
the disciplines of guerrilla life to
the point of cruel formalism.
But he still remains a devoted
husband and father.

Both parents become high-
minded regional civil adminis-
trators dealing with health, cul-
ture and education. As such
they do lead a privileged exist-
ence, living in party com-
pounds, sending their children

to the best schools, but at the
came fime attemntine tn chara

the burdens of the people they
serve.

But almost like a theatrical
backdrop to Chang’s secluded
childhood, the horrors inflicted
by the policy of ‘socialism in one
country’ reveal themselves
mainly in the strains that existed
between mother and father.

In the ‘campaigns’ un-
leashed by the Maoists, her
mother is imprisoned or ‘re-
educated’ as a ‘hidden counter-
revolutionary’. After her
release in 1956, Mao, shaken by
the meaning of the Hungarian
Revolution, uses the cynical
ploy of the ‘Hundred Flowers’ to
flush out the dissenting
intelligentsia, before starting
another ‘anti-rightist cam-
paign’.

But this is only a prologue to
the utopian disaster of ‘The
Great Leap Forward’, in which
Mao attempted to catch up with
the West in steel production by
a policy of backyard and com-
mune furnaces. The result on
the peasant economy was the
great 1959-61 famines in which
more than 35 million Chinese
people died.

By 1966, Jung Chang, then a
schoolgirl, gets swept up in the
historic events that convulsed
the whole of China. This auto-
biographical section not only re-
veals the crass ‘infantilism’ and
philistinism of the ‘Cultural Re-

. volution’ — for example, the

campaigns against sparrows
and grass — but her own awake-
ning as a woman and as a social
and political being.

Chang sees her father, a for-
mer fighter, destroyed physical-
ly and driven into periods of
insanity by ignorant or oppor-
tunist zealots — at the behest,
she later learns, of an ambitious
official whose sexual advances
he had rejected.

She painfully reaches the
conclusion that Mao himself has
feet of clay and is the source of
the political madness that en-
gulfs the Chinese people.

Chang lives and works with
the peasantry and learns no-
thing but that they live entrap-
ped in a life of endless toil and
suffering. She is trained as a
bare-foot doctor but knows no-
thing but the most rudimentary
aspects of first aid. She becom-
es an electrician in a factory
where survival is the ability to
take electric shocks.

She learns English without
speaking to native speakers,
reads the European novels
when they are offered by the old
intelligentsia that has survived.
From Marx and Engels and
other European Marxists she
learns of the power of philo-
sophic thought.

+«Chang manages to escape
through academic excellence,
her mother’s persistence and
the support of her factory com-
rades. She is hopeful that the
‘pragmatic’ regime of Deng
Xiaoping will bring about some
prosperity and sanity. But in
London she witnesses the events
of Tiananmen Square:

‘Back in London, I could
hardly believe my eyes when I
saw the killing on television.
Was it really ordered by the
same man who had given me
and so many others their
freedom?’

The book ends with one of
those historic ironies that
shapes the whole work. Her
mother meets a visiting busi-
nessman who is showing off
photographs of his luxury man-
sion in Taiwan — it was a
Kuomintang agent who had had
Chang’s mother detained more
than 40 years earlier!

Meoses Neoam



Letters

HAVING a discussion with Tom
Cowan (Letters 15 April) brings
no development. To paraphrase
Omar Khayyam, evermore we
come out of the same door
wherein-we went.

And that is because Cowan
meets everything with a priori
conclusions that have been set-
tled for him for a long time and
which he brandishes as fetishes.

In his comments in Workers
Press on 1 April about ‘the mass
exodus from the White Union
(Transport and General Work-
ers’ Union) to the Blues (Nation-
al Amalgamated Stevedores’
and Dockers’ Union)’, Cowan
implies a dark deed from a
report of John Archer about a
report attributed to Bob Pen-
nington of a meeting where
Healy, Ratner and Pennington
met three dockers.

The issue of a break to the
Blue union was discussed many
times by members of our group
and it was dockers’ leaders who

My

pressed us to support it. That is
because it came up several
times in the unofficial struggles
of the 1940s and 1950s.

‘Several discreet meetings
were held,’ reports Harry Rat-
ner in his ‘Reluctant Revolu-
tionary’. And they had to be
discreet, because the reporters
of the capitalist press were al-
ways looking for meetings of
revolutionaries with dockers, or
meetings of dockers’ unofficial
leaders, particularly with
Harry Constable present, seek-
ing to report them with sinister
connotations of a ‘hidden hand’
at work.

Tom Cowan (April), who
made a great to-do about us
discussing the Blue union in
1953, two years before the break
happened, now suddenly tells us
that his group, the Socialist
Workers League, raised the
idea of a break in 1949-50! Do we
conclude that our group was not
alone in the conspiracy?

late mother-in-law

and a Iit_tle
sectarianism

MY LATE mother-in-law, who
lived in south London, had an
interesting Tooting working
class turn of phrase. She used to
say of a certain person: ‘He
likes to go out with himself.’

I regret to say this came to
my mind when reading Tom
Cowan’s letter (15 April) on the
fight by the Blue dockers’ union
in the 1950s for recognition out-
side London.

I found his attitude smug,
patronising and worse, because
in his inflexibility he repeats so
many mistakes of the past, not
least being purer than pure.

Cowan’s main argument is,
in reality, that trade unions can-
not be transformed into ‘class
combat organisations’ and
therefore ‘the break to the
Blues’ was ‘a mistake’. Why can
trade unions not become such
organisations?

Combat

Cowan is judging trade un-
ions of the past by the bureauc-
ratised unions of the present.
The early struggles by unskilled
workers (for example, the
match girls’) were in new unions
which were combat organisa-
tions. The struggle for the
‘Dockers’ Tanner’ was also con-
ducted by a similar ‘combat
union’.

Tom Mann and other social-
ists (including Eleanor Marx)
organised unskilled workers
into the ‘New Unionism’ set up
usually in opposition to the
right-wing-dominated craft un-
ions, which were uninterested in
such workers. In America, the
CIO (Congress of Industrial
Organisations) came out of the
American Federation of Labour
and played an important part in
the struggles of the 1930s, parti-
cularly in the car industry.

There is no Marxist ‘rule’, or
indeed of the working-class
movement, that says that for all
time we must only participate in
existing unions. Surely, the only
criterion is that which is best for
the working class.

The Marxist movement has
to evaluate the situation and in-
tervene in order to help that
class and, in so doing, raise its
consciousness and simultane-
ously build a party that intends
to fight for a socialist transfor-
mation of society. That may
well mean building a new union
— or in the 1950s transforming

an old union (the Blue).

There was no conspiracy and
no ‘bureaucratic manoeuvre on
Healy’s part (due to entryism)’,
as Cowan maintains. Bill Hun-
ter says in his book ‘They Knew
Why They Fought’: ‘The Trots-
kyists supported and -assisted
the break to the Blue union in
the north . . .’

Harry Ratner, in ‘Reluctant
Revolutionary’, says the same,
albeit in different words.

My recollection is the same
as Hunter’s and Ratner’s, and
like them I was on the national
committee of the Trotskyist
‘Club’.

We openly supported and en-
couraged the move and influ-
enced ‘Tribune’ to do the same.

The opposition to this move of .

the dockers included the Com-
munist Party, the right wing of
the unions and Labour Party,
the TUC, the employers, and the
right-wing press. Why do you
think that was, if this develop-
ment did not threaten all of
them?

This motley crew spat out
their venom because had the
Blue union been strengthened
and the White (Transport and
General Workers’ Union)
weakened, it would have enor-
mously strengthened the left in
the Labour Party and unions —
at that time centred around the
Bevanites — and simultaneous-
ly pushed forward the campaign
to democratise all the unions,
which were then in the grip of
the right wing.

As it was, although the trade
union bureaucracy was able to
defeat the move (only just!) by
masses of dockers to the Blue
union, this development was an
important factor in the sharp
conflict between TGWU general
secretary Arthur Deakin,
Labour Party leader Hugh
Gaitskell and Co., and the
Bevan group at that time.

For Tom Cowan to under-
stand this whole movement as
an ‘opportunist’ manoeuvre is to
substitute a subjective analysis
for objective reality, to belittle
the independence and political
awareness of the dockers, and
to completely omit or underesti-
mate the opportunities opened
up to the small group of revolu-
tionary socialists attempting to
find a mass base among an im-
portant section of workers.

Dave Finch
Croydon

More letters,
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Dockers’ breakaway was
Inspiration not manoeuvre

Discussion on this level is
ridiculous. To believe that the
break came about by an adven-
turous conspiracy of a small
group of ‘politically motivated
men’ who manoeuvred 16,000
dockers; and to be able to dis-
cuss nothing but that about this
period, means that my appeal in
Workers Press (28 January) has
had no effect.

I wrote: ‘If Tom Cowan
wishes to help fill in gaps in the
history of dockers’ struggle then
I, for one, would welcome it. But
let him do it seriously, objec-
tively and with a sense of prop-
ortion.’

Cowan ignores the important
things that dockers did and said.
He does not discuss the state-
ments and deeds in the book that
show the support for the Blue
union.

Cowan tells us that ‘I was
always active myself in trade
union affairs’. But with what
perspective? He says he does

not consider that the trade un-
ions can be transformed into the
class combat organisations that
are necessary in the struggle for
day-to-day needs and the long-
term struggle for socialist re-
volution. For what reason then
was he ever in a union? To tell
workers that the union was a
waste of time?

In one fell swoop he has abol-
ished (in his own head, but cer-
tainly not in the heads of fight-
ing workers) all the traditions,
conquests and lessons of 200
years and more of British work-
ing-class history. He has also
abolished all tactics in the
struggle of dockers, or any
other workers, in relation to
union organisation — because
there is no purpose for them
anyway.

Tom Cowan may be able to
tell us he was in the working
class. But he was not of it.
According to medieval supersti-
tion a witch or a warlock walked
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in the rain without getting wet.
One feels that this describes
Cowan in relation to the whole
period he lived through in the
two decades after the war, when
time and again in various indus-
tries and unions the workers’
struggles were hammering the
union bureaucracy, which had
consolidated in the 1930s in a
period of defeats.

And, as quite often happens
with a position like Cowan'’s, it
has its own conservatism. He is
overawed by the power of the
union bureaucracy. The struc-
tures of the unions are sacro-
sanct and not to be broken.
However, that is not the attitude
of revolutionary Marxists to un-
ions — and certainly not of
Trotsky.

Loyalty

To be sure, revolutionaries,
so to speak, measure their cloth
several times, before supporting
a breakaway. But that has to do
with the consciousness of work-
ers, particularly workers such
as the British workers, whose
traditions in struggle gave them
a loyalty to their organisations
and mean that, almost invari-
ably, unlike in France and Italy,
militant British workers are
members of a union. (In 1968 in
France, 10 million workers went
on general strike with only 10 per
cent in unions.)

I wrote in my book, ‘They
Knew Why They Fought’, the
circumstances which led to the
break to the Blue union, and of
its validity. Cowan repeats his

conclusion without taking up the
specific conditions of the time or
the actual movements of men.

The most united and power-
ful actions of dockers to be seen
in Merseyside, Manchester and
Hull took place in defence of the
Blue union. The book shows how
they included Transport and
General Workers’ Union (the
White union) members, Nation-
al Amalgamated Stevedores’ &
Dockers’ Union (the Blue union)
and ‘non-unionists’.

Behind Tom Cowan’s conser-
vative position is also the feeling
that the break was not correct
because it was not successful.
So does that mean that the
breakaway from the TGWU in
1923, which formed the dockers’
section of the NASDU, or the
formation of the Scottish Trans-
port and General Workers’
Union out of a breakaway in
Scotland were not adventures?

But was the struggle of the
northern men not successful?
Read again what Peter Kerri-
gan said about the spirit in his
area in the Blue union. (Only he
and Joe Cubbin were members
of the Trotskyist group.) Consid-
er the pride in their struggle of
those dockers of the Blue, who
are alive in Hull, Manchester
and Merseyside today.

You have to be completely
bloodless not to feel the least
inspiration or the least necessi-
ty to discuss the real struggles
and to bring it all down to a level
of manoeuvres, conspiracy and
dogmatic assertions.

Bill Hunter
Liverpool
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Move to join Amalgamated
Stevedores of London
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Dﬂ:mms TO CONTINUE their two-day strike, Hull dockers
this afternoon resclved to break away from their unlon in

At Lheir meeting an Corporation Field the men shouted down
an appeal by two fruit merchants’ tepresentatives for labour to

The committee of five are to continue their efforts to meet
the employers, after having failed to do so this morning.
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Strikers voted to join the Blue union at a mass meeting, with reporters present

Move wasn't totally planned
or totally spontaneous

I WAS disappointed with Tom
Cowan’s latest letter on the Blue
union (15 April). The disappoint-
ment did not arise from him
disagreeing with my analysis of
what happened on the Hull
docks in 1954. Rather, it seems
a pity that Tom tries to suggest
that my argument is solely
based on one headline in our
local Tory rag, the Hull ‘Daily
Mail’.

This is unfortunate as I have
sent Tom a draft of a pamphlet
in which I develop these points
in far more detail.

There are three key sources
deployed in my pamphlet that
previous writers on the dispute
have not used. These sources
are: Albert Hall, the Hull strike
leader; Harry Constable, the
nationally known unofficial
leader who was a leading in-
dustrial member of the Healy
Group in the 1950s; and the de-
tailed news reports of the Hull
‘Daily Mail’.

Readers who wish to read the
full argument will have to wait
for the finished pamphlet (due
out soon!). However, I will re-
spond to some of Tom’s points.

Tom tries to draw some sig-
nificance from the fact that the
Hull ‘Daily Mail’s’ main head-
line on 18 August 1954 stated

" ‘Dockers Break Away From

Union’. Tom says: ‘Note that it
merely refers to dockers leaving
a union.’

Unfortunately for Tom, the
heading immediately below it
on the same article said ‘Move
to Join Amalgamated Steve-
dores of London’. The text of the
article states:

‘Lack of official backing
from their union, Transport and
General Workers’ Union, led to
the decision by the strikers to
join the Amalgamated Dockers

and Stevedores Union, of
London.’

Decision

Tom asks who made the deci-
sion. ‘A mass meeting? Com-
mittee meeting?’

The decision was made at a
mass meeting held on the after-
noon of Wednesday 18 August
1954. Tom wonders about the
source of the Hull ‘Daily Mail’
story. The reality is that ‘Mail’
reporters were present at the
mass meetings, which were
held on open ground, not in
smoke-filled back rooms. The
strike committee had also met
the editor of the Hull ‘Daily
Mail’ on the first day of the
strike.

The coverage in the Hull
‘Daily Mail’ was contradictory.
Its editorial line was consistent-
ly hostile, as would be expected.
However, its news coverage
was detailed and factually cor-

rect, according to those invol-
ved in the strike.

A detailed reading of the dif-
ferent editions of the ‘Mail’ for
the duration of the strike is
essential to understanding what
happened. The different edi-
tions enable a chronological
account of the strike to be built
up, which has helped consider-
ably to stimulate the memories
of the dockers involved in the
strike.

The whole thrust of my argu-
ment has been to try to go
beyond the previously published
accounts by producing new in-
formation and analysis. In par-
ticular, I have tried to go beyond
accounts that rely on a few arti-
cles in ‘Socialist Outlook’ in
1954.

I have emphasised the im-
portance of James Murphy, the
former Hull docker, who was
the personal link between the

Hull men and those, such as
Harry Constable, who were
leaders of the unofficial move-
ment nationally.

Essentially, I have tried to
carry out a concrete analysis of
a concrete situation. I have gone
beyond a position of the Hull
move to the Blue either being
totally planned or totally spon-
taneous. It would be helpful if
others in the debate could do
likewise.

- Keith Sinclair
W Hull

While the editor welcomes con-
tributions from participants on
the events of the dockers’ strug-
gle 1954, the issues raised by
Tom Cowan have been
answered and this correspond-
ence is now closed.

THEY KNEW WHY THEY FOUGHT
by Bill Hunter |

Index Books, £7.95

‘The historic struggle of the dockers’ movement amd the

. part played by workers from the Royal Docks are told in

a fascinating new book’ (Catherine Howard writing in the
Newham ‘Recorder’).

Available by post from Index Books Centre, 28 Charlotte
Street, London W1P 1HJ. Add 65p for mail orders
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MAY DAY 1995:

socialism or barbarism?

— the stark choice facing humanity

CAPITALISM has brought us to
this brink. In Rwanda: adults,
children and babies, dead and
dying thrown into open sewers;
thousands forcibly marched
without food or water to another
hell-hole. The imperialist pow-
ers deliberately exacerbate
ethnic and ‘tribal’ divisions, and
arm their rival stooges to
slaughter the people.

In the US and Japan, neo-
Nazis and right-wing cults
wreak havoc and murder. In
Britain, Germany, France,
Italy and Belgium, fascists and
racists combine electoral poli-
tiecs and thuggery; in Bosnia:
concentration camps and ethnic
cleansing. Yet we are told to
celebrate the end of the War in
Europe, as the end of fascism!

Not a single day of peace in
the world in the 50 years since
the -end of the war. Look at
Korea, Vietnam, the Middle
East, Cambodia. Capitalist
‘peace’ was established by the
brutal suppression of the work-
ers’ movement in many coun-
tries. Where workers won cer-
tain gains, like the National

Health Service, or public owner-
ship of railways and mines,
these are now being carved up
and privatised, whilst the
Labour leaders ditch any com-
mitment to common ownership.

We salute all those workers
and oppressed people in Africa,
India, Latin America, the Mid-
dle and Far East and China,
who bravely, stubbornly and
with dignity organise and fight
for their human, trade union
and political rights. On this May
Day we remember our com-
rades Jose Luis Sundermann
and Rosa Hernandes, murdered
in Brazil, and the thousands of
others assassinated and ‘mis-
sing’, fighting for the working-
class.

But neither the brute-force of
imperialism, nor its loyal ser-
vants like Yasser Arafat and
Nelson Mandela, can stem the
rising tide of the millions of
workers and the oppressed. Im-
perialism has lost its main
weapon against the internation-
al working class — Stalinism is
dead!

Released from the Stalinist

lie that socialism existed in the
former USSR and eastern
Europe the workers begin to see
the leaders of the ‘liberation’
movements in their true light.

In South Africa, workers are
striking against the so-called
Government of National Unity.
Whose unity? The white apart-
heid capitalists and their minis-
ters with the black would-be
capitalists, to share luxury
while preaching ‘restraint’ to
the workers!

In Palestine, the masses re-
ject the so-called peace agree-
ment reached behind their
back, which surrenders their
land, their rights, their aspira-
tions. Whose peace? Zionist
occupation and land-grabbing
continue, young Palestinians
are detained or killed, only the
uniforms of the police and
jailors change.

Nigerian oil workers lead the
struggle against the British-
armed military dictatorship.
Workers demand an end to the
poisoning of their environment
by the oil companies.

In Iran the 50,000 workers

living in the south Tehran shan-
ty-town Islam Shahr are being
terrorised and killed for re-
questing the simple and basic
right to drinking water.

The Kurdish people are fight-
ing for their freedom against
the NATO-backed Turkish state
which is the enemy also of Tur-
kish workers. The Chechens,
victims of Stalinist genocide,
are resisting imperialism’s
ally, Yeltsin. The Bosnian peo-
ple, and above all the workers,
are fighting UN conspiracy, and
ethnic cleansing.

In Bolivia over 1,000 trade
unionists have been arrested in
the midst of a general strike
before May Day. In Mexico,
peasants and workers resist
capitalist depredations, but cor-
rupt union leaders call off May
Day demonstrations, helping
their government to do the bid-
ding of Washington and Wall
Street. Workers all over the
world face the same big em-
ployers and bankers, who can
move billions around the globe,
and communicate instantly
over ‘privatised’ telecom air-

waves; yet 1§he workers have no
common voice.

The death of Stalinism opens
a new, favourable situation for
the working class to reconstruct
its internationalism. But as the
wars in ex-Yugoslavia and the
former Soviet Union show, the
Stalinist bureaucrats-turned-
gangsters, competing for impe-
rialism’s hand, and allied with
open fascists, exploit all the
ideological confusion, back-
wardness and chauvinism they
have fostered to divide and
oppress the workers. Soeialism
has been besmirched, interna-
tionalism remains a small
voice. But on this May Day,
international workers’ day, we
say socialist internationalism
can be rebuilt, not just in words,
but deeds.

We aim to unite the struggles
of all workers and reconstruct
the Fourth International found-
ed by Leon Trotsky and his com-
rades in the Left Opposition
against Stalin and Stalinism.
The million-plus votes for the
Trotskyist group, Lutte Ouv-
riere’s candidate, in the French

presidential elections shows the
possibilities for building an
alternative leadership express-
ing working-class revolutionary
internationalism.

Internationalism is being put
into practice in the Trade Union
Aid Convoy to Tuzla, Bosnia in
July this year. Three trade un-
ionists from Tuzla received a
huge response from workers in
France and Britain when they
called for their support for this
July convoy. Now we must take
up this call throughout Europe.

Actions like this show that
internationalism is not just a
word for May Day speeches. It
exists in the heart of every
worker and must be brought for-
ward into our consciousness, in
our solidarity actions, in our
fight for socialism against
capitalism.

F'ull support to the July trade
union convoy to Tuzla!

Long live May Day!

Long live Socialism!

Workers International
(to rebuild the Fourth
international) .

Socialist candidate takesdead
in first round of French poll

BY VERONIQUE RAKOSE

LAST SUNDAY, the results of
the first round of the French
presidential elections gave So-
cialist Party candidate Lionel
Jospin 23 per cent putting him in
front of right-wing Gaullist Jac-
ques Chirac on 20 per cent.

The extreme left, Lutte Ouv-
riere, scored 5.33 per cent, while
the Communist Party vote rose
to 8.8 per cent. -

At nearly 20 per cent, the vote
for the extreme right came as a
shock. Le Pen’s National Front
scored 15 per cent and with this
new powerful showing has every
chance in the near future to be
represented in government.

Here also is a clear warning
to the politicians. Not one of
them passed the 25 per cent
mark, as has been done in the
past. None of them has popular

support.._

The results, however, are not
really surprising. They are
directly related to 14 years of
so-called ‘Socialism’ and the
betrayal of the working class by
the Communist Party (that is
the Stalinists).

French people are looking
for a new way out.

Their votes clearly condemn
the traditional parties. This ex-
plains the good result for Lutte
Ouvriere and the agitated poli-
tical climate in which many
strikes have taken place during
this campaign. Normally there
is a period of ‘class peace’ dur-
ing an election.

The evidence is clear. True
representation is desperately
needed for workers in France. A
true representation that will
combat the rise of fascism and
racism and build a true workers’
state. This can only be done
through workers uniting their
struggles nationally, and most
importantly internationally.
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Release Bolivian trade unionists

BY CHARLIE POTTINS

BOLIVIAN trade unionists and
political refugees are asking for
world-wide protests in solidar-
ity with the Bolivian working
class against massive state rep-
ression in their country.

More than 1,000 trade union-
ists, student and peasant lead-
ers, and socialists have been
arrested and taken to remote
military camps in the Amazon
jungle or the mountains.

Police and troops using tear-
gas broke up a conference cal-
led by the Central Obrera Boli-
viana (COB), Bolivia’s TUC, and
arrested everyone taking part.
Trade unionists and news repor-
ters were clubbed with rifle
butts. The mineworkers’ union
headquarters was also raided.

The government proclaimed

a state of siege on 19 April,
banning all meetings of more
than three people, and imposed
a strict curfew. The military
has taken control of streets,
schools, universities and work-
places.

This brutal state repression
is President Sanchez de Loza-
da’s answer to a three-week
general strike called by COB in
support of teachers, who are
fighting against privatisation of
education, for higher pay and an
increased education budget.

Siege

It was Lozada who, when
economics minister ten yvears
ago, froze wages while introduc-
ing huge price increases. Then,
too, the government had to de-
clare a state of siege against
strikers. In August 1986 the
army was mobilised to stop

miners marching on the capital
La Paz to protest against pit
closures.

Lozada has broken up the
state-owned Comibol mining
corporation. He is selling off
state-owned companies at
knock-down prices to his capit-
alist friends, and sacking work-
ers wholesale.

Facing food prices reaching
European levels, yet earning,
like other Bolivian workers, less
than £100 a month, the teachers
launched a national strike
which won wide support from
parents and students. There
were marches in the mountains
and in the cities, where general
strikes were called in support.

Telecommunications work-
ers and miners have also struck
against privatisation. In La
Paz, teachers and other demon-
strators clashed with police sev-
eral days running. Defying the

state of siege, workers held de-
monstrations and barricaded
streets. COB has set up an
underground resistance com-
mittee to continue the struggle.

Behind the Bolivian repres-
sion are the big capitalist in-
terests which are ravaging eco-
nomies and attacking working
people throughout the world.
Workers in every country must
demonstrate solidarity with the
workers and peasants of
Bolivia!

B There was a demonstration
outside the Bolivian embassy in
London on Wednesday, deman-
ding an end to the state of
emergency and release of all
trade union and political prison-
ers.

Add your voice to the pro-
tests by writing to the Bolivian
embassy, 106 Eaton Square,
London SW1. Fax: 0171-235 1286.

Clause 4, not just words

® FROM FRONT PAGE
Labour government must be
prepared now!

The working class needs its
own party, a socialist party to
unite this fight!

Socialists in the labour

movement — trade unionists,,

those who want to build the
force that can stop the fascists
and racists, those who value
health and education for their
children — are faced with the,
for many, painful question: Are
you loyal to Blair’s party or are
you loyal to the working class
and socialism?

It is now essential to break
with Blair and his followers. We
must take up the gauntlet that
Blair has thrown down and fight
him and his cronies. He must
not be allowed to remove the
working class from politics.

Surely the political funds of
the trade unions can’t be spent
on a party that will keep anti-
union laws?

These funds must be put to-
wards building a movement
that raises the question: What
kind of party does the working
class need to defend itself
against the next Labour govern-

“ment?

The policy of the WRP, de-
cided at its last congress in Feb-
ruary, is this:

It 1s mecessary and entirely
possible to build a party which
will not be merely a parliamen-
tary appendage to the establish-
ment, but can organise through-
out the country to develop a

programme against big business
and the banks, for social owner-
ship and control, for production
and services for use and not for
profit. '

What is the lesson of the
Clause Four fight? It is that no
compromise is possible with
Blair and his supporters.

Don’t accept Blair’s plan to
sterilise the workers’ move-
ment. Begin to form organisa-
tions that can politically arm
the working class with a party
that is socialist.

B Write to Workers Press, PO
Box 735, London SW8 1YB, if we
can help you in any way to do
this.

SOME facts behind the much-
trumpeted support for Tony
Blair’s changes to Clause Four
of Labour’s constitution from
the Communication Workers’
Union.

Only those who pay the poli-
tical levy were entitled to vote
— 240,017 ballot papers were
duly despatched.

Of these only 41,063 were re-
turned — a vote of 17 per cent!
The result, hailed as ‘demo-
cracy in action’ by Blair, was
36,000 for, 4,036 against and 196
spoilt.

The nine-to-one ‘landslide’
would have been treated some-
what differently if it had been
against Blair!

| Trade Union Support Campaign

Daniéh workers
fight sell-offs

'PANISH workers are rebelling

against the Social Democrat
coalition government’s attempt
to impose privatisation and so-
called ‘free market’ competi-

tion on the country’s public

services. 3
More than 50,000 transport

workers walked out on 20 April,

in solidarity with 84 bus drivers
sacked in the port of Esbjerg for
opposing privatisation. Because
of anti-union legislation which
imposes heavy fines for secon-
dary action, the workers’ action
was unofficial, but powerful
nevertheless,
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The African Liberation Support
Campaign and the International

invite you to a meeting/social
evening on May Day.

7.30pm, 365 Brixton Road, Lon-
don SW9.




