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record of more than five
million — the total for the
whole of 1986 was

1.3 million.

| of the black workers of
South Africa stand in
marked contrast to the
stagnation of the anti-
apartheid movement in the
West. For the past two
years the sanctions

campaign has reduced anti-

apartheid activists to the
role of lobbying
governments and big
businessmen. Others can
only sit back and observe
the process of international
diplomacy. But experience

has shown that the Western

beneficiaries of apartheid
will never take action
against it.

For those not already
convinced, last week’s
Commonwealth conference
must have finally confirmed
that the sanctions
campaign is a dead end.

.  Waiting for Thatcher and
the rest to take action
against their good friend
PW Botha has demobilised
and demoralised many
people in Britain who are
eager to take action in
solidarity with the struggle
in South Africa.

The only way that people

"in Britain can help the black
workers of South Africa is by
taking direct action against

the backers of apartheid in
Britain — the British state
and the British capitalist
class. The more we weaken
the British bulwark of
apartheid the easler it will
be for the workers of South
Africa to preva’ In their
struggle against the Botha
regime.

The courage and militancy

Josephine
and Peter
must stay!

JOSEPHINE YIRENKYI lives in
West London with her son
Peter. The home office wants
to kick them out of Britain
‘ because they are black. But
immigration police now face
determined opposition from
local people. Last week they
lobbied Hounslow council and
set up a series of campaligning
meetings across West London.
‘I am fighting for everyone
threatened with deportation,
and for the right of everyone to
choose where they live and
work, says Josephine.

Hear Josephine speak at 7.30pm
on 29 October at the

Emerald Centre,

263 Hammersmith Road, London
(Hammersmith tube)

REAGAN STRIKES AGAINST IRAN

GET OUT
OF THE GULF

n Monday afternoon four
US destroyers in the Guif
blasted an Iranian oil rig
with 1000 shells, days after
an Iranian attack on a
Kuwaiti tanker flying the Stars and

Stripes. This calculated act of
American aggression is the latest in
a series of provocations against
Iranian targets in the Calf.
Confeminag the diviraction of
S g e | ¢ in the
Teatag n, US defence secretary
{wspar Weinberger stated that

that Iran would not get away with
‘unprovoked attacks’ on ‘neutral
shipping’. In fact the Iranian
attack was anything but ‘un-
provoked’. It was aresponse to last
week’s assault by US helicopter
gunships on three Iranian speed-
boats. And Weinberger’s pompous
declarations about defending the
concept of neutrality are sheer
hypocrisy: the USA has sent its
mighty armada to the Gulf, not to
honour the rules of neutrality, but
to safeguard imperialist interests.
There is nothing neutral about
American gunboats protecting
Iraqi shipping and turning a blind
eye to Iraqi attacks on Iranian
targets.

No doubt Western commentators
will welcome this daring assault on
a lethal Iranian oil rig as an act of
great bravery. But so far Reagan
has held back from mounting a
major offensive against Iran for
fear of unleashing a full-blooded
backlash. Weinberger was careful
to point out that US officials had
given Iran repeated warnings of
the im pending attack on the oil rig,
and that he was not seeking further
retaliation. America’s rulers are
aware that Iran is different from
their past pushovers. As US power
i 1ed Reagan has tried to

boost his macho image by playing
the big bully with easy pickings
such as tiny Grenada. But Iranis a
much wealthier and more populous
adversary to contend with. A
serious strike by US forces could
trigger retaliation right across the
Middle East.

As the West’s warlords pile the
pressure on Iran we should take
sides with the peoples of the
Middle East in demanding that the
US warships, and their British,
French and Italian backers, get out
of the Gulf.

Storm clouds over the City

t would have taken a miracle to
stop the London stock market
falling in sympathy with New

York’s Wall Street crash this
week. As it turned out even the
worst storm in 200 years could
only delay the slump for 72 hours.
After spending the weekend
pulling trees off their Porsches,
London’s stockbrokers struggled
into work on Monday and plunged
into the chaos of falling share
prices. Within hours more than 13
per cent was wiped off share prices.
Panic spread among the big
banking houses at the prospect of
the five-year ‘bull’ market coming
to an end.

Whether these fears are well-
founded, or whether this is just a
temporary setback along the road
to new stock market highs, is not

the issue. The real significance of
the wild movements in share prices
in recent years is that they show
there is precious little productive
investment taking place. With
profit levels too low to justify
buying new machinery and plant,
capitalists have poured their spare
cash into all sorts of speculative
and financial ventures. Stock
markets around the world have
been the main beneficiary.
Companies” share prices have
soared out of all relation to the real
value of company assets.

Usually this does not worry the
investors too much: they are
interested in making a quick
killing, relying on demand from
other investors to push up the
value of their share-holdings. But
once confidence of further price

increases wanes — for whatever
reason — panic-selling can quickly
set in. The immediate cause of the
loss of confidence on Wall Street
was more bad news about the US
economy: another poor set of trade
figures. Renewed tension between
America and West Germany over
international currency levels
added to the air of panic, and the
markets began their plummet.

In this sense the panic reflects
the real instability at the heart of
the profit system. If a few more fat-
cat speculators have had their
fingers burned, all to the good. But
it 1s up to us to build a movement
that can bring their system
down altogether.

Phil Murphy

Immigration crackdown

THE Tories are out to brand
immigrants as outlaws and
boost public prejudice against
blacks.

® Announcing his decision to
appeal to the house of lords
against last week’s appeal court
decision in favour of six asylum-
seeking Tamils, home secretary
Douglas Hurd claimed that ‘very
large numbers of footioose
people are claiming refugee
status as a way of getting round
the immigration control.” He
added that ‘genuine fear of
persecution’ does not merit

_refugee status, and called for a

tighter ‘objective’ definition.
® On the eve of the Turkey vs
England football match played

at Wembley last week, more
than 140 Turkish fans were
detained at Heathrow on
suspicion of being ‘illegal
immigrants’. Immigration police
devised a soccer quiz to
separate ‘genuine fans' from
those they claimed were trying
to dodge Britain's immigration
laws. Turkish visitors who failed
the test found themselves on
the next flight back to Istanbul.
® The home office unveiled a
computerised passport last
week. Scheduled for
introduction in July 1988, the
burgundy-coloured passports will
be impregnated with a
computer code which can be
‘read' by immigration police,
and checked against a

computerised blacklist of
‘illegals’.

® A new report by the Joint
Council for the Welfare of
Immigrants shows that tighter
immigration rules are taking
effect. Since the introduction of
the visa-only entry system for
visitors from West Africa and
the Indian subcontinent, the
entry refusal rate has doubled.
Ghanaians have been worst
affected, followed by Pakistanis
and Bangladeshis.

The mounting propaganda
offensive against blacks and
immigrants underlines the
urgency of building an anti-
racist movement that can
defend their rights.

\_/7...

Tamils face

waves of
racism

‘ veryone rushed out of their
cabins shouting ‘“Why is the
ferry moving? Are we on our
way back to Sri Lanka?”’ The
boat was heaving, packets of
cornflakes were falling off the
shelves, and we didn’t know if we
would live to tell the tale.” Raju is
one of 36 Tamil refugees who were
on board the Earl William prison
hulk early last Friday morning when
hurricane-force winds hit the ship,
broke its moorings in Harwich
harbour, and blew the vessel out
to sea.

The Earl William was cast adrift
shortly after 3am. When it started
moving the guards on board herded
the refugees into the recreation
lounge and told them to stay put.
They were just as scared as the
refugees, but at least they knmew
what was happening. The refugees
had no idea what was going on until
about 5am, when one of the guards
announced that the Earl William
had drifted about 500 yards before
running aground on a sandbank.

On Friday afternoon, the head of
immigration gave permission for the
Tamil refugees to be taken off the
Earl William into the care of the
Tamil community. Members of the
Tamil Action Committee hired a
coach and drove through the night to
Harwich. They were anxious to get
the refugees off the ship before the
home office changed its mind. At
about 4.30am, the refugees were
allowed to come ashore.

The waves of the Nwsih Sea
forced home secretary Douglas
Hurd to give the go-ahead to release
the Tamils, only days after he had
ignored an appeal court recommend-
ation to free the prisoners. But Raju,
who has been held in several detention
centres including the Ear! William,
knows that the home office could call
him back into custody at any time. ‘I
have suffered too much already,” he
said, ‘but cruel hands are never still.’
In court next month the home office
will seek to gain the law lords’
permission for the mass deportation
of refugees.

Andrew Calcutt

Police cover
up racist
murder

JAMAICAN-BORN Thomas Lee
dled In a Hackney hospital last
week, after four racists
ambushed him and beat him up
only yards from his home in
Stoke Newington, North
London.

Lee's attackers were In thelr
teens and early twentles. They
were chased off by passer-by
Mehemet Maurice, but not
before they had kicked the life
out of Lee. Doctors put Lee on
a life support system, but he
never regained consclousness.

Hackney police did not want
to admit it was a racist murder.
‘You can draw what
concluslons you like from the
fact that he was black and his
attackers were white,’ said
police chief Roger Stoodley. In
Thatcher's Britain racist thugs
can murder a 52-year-oid black
man In cold blood, and the
police will call It a casual
killing.
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ACCORDING to a Guardian
Marplan survey published last
week nearly two thirds of
women now favour some
reduction in the time-limit for
abortions along the lines
proposed by David Alton’s Bill.
Most men also approve tighter
restrictions and so do most
supporters of all the major
parties. Alton has made clow
his willingness to accept some
compromise on his 18-week
limit on strictly medical
grounds, such as in cases
where it is clear that the
pregnancy would result in a
severely handicapped baby. it
now seems likely that new
legislative curbs on abortion
rights will be in force within 12
months.

Everybody agrees tivat late
abortions we unplessant {wr
Yody toocerned and
particulanty trossmatic fos
women. Reducing the ¥mit
from 28 weeks to 18 would
wevent three per cant of all
Mrovtians A2 pwwedvent 1y

m Wl )
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P S——
of fetal abrormahty would
remove the maior objection to
Abow's . W - T
woted tu A "

Control sver pregmancy Nes
at the heart of the posntlon of
women in society. Women
today not only bear children,
bhut also the burden of the
responsibility of caring for
them from birth into adulthood.
Women in the home combine
the tasks of nursery worker,
playgroup leader, nurse,
teach®s+. cook, cleaner and
housekeeper.

As a result of their family
commitments women are
forced to accept an inferior
position In the world of work
and in society generally.
Despite the much-vaunted
success of a few women in
business and the professions,
the vast majority of women are
confined to poorly paid jobs,
with little responsibility and
little prospects. Britain's first
woman prime minister has just
won her third election victory,
but there is no other woman in
her cabinet and only one in the
shadow cabinet. The fact that
there are still only 41 women
MPs out of at total of 650
reflects the marginal
participation of women in
British politics.

At our present level of
science and technology
women’s role In childbearing Is
a biological necessity. But
their inferiority in the family,
the workplace and political life
results not from nature but
from the way that the capitalist
system is organised. The
system thrives on women’s

Ll &

ABORTION AND
WOMEN'S RIGHTS

unpaid work in the home and
their low-paid work in industry
and services. It benefits too by
isolating women from the wider
society in the home, and by
atomising the working class
into inward-looking family
units.

Over the past decade women
have fallen even further behind.
Cuts in welfare services and
the drive towards ‘community
care' for the elderly, the
disabled, the sick, the mentally
ill and mentally handicapped
have increased the burden on.
women in the home. While
more women are going out to
work, nearly half work part-time
— and their pay levels have
stagnated while full-timers
have won higher wages. A
recent union survey calcuiates
It b dinsiisssati
womnen wworbats » holdai of

RN 2 year.

Propagands phaye an

‘ t ant ’
mamm (v sacepl Dhed' plawe ™
second class citizems. With
their featares on 1% famiby Sfe

of 1%e Py 4w »t

[T

T i

el (» tons of 1he
cSAdieraness of 5 Guchony o
York, the tabloid press
celebrate women’s role in
childrearing. The media blame
deficient motherhood for every
sodial evil from fiothad

hoo® ganisn to {%e Mungerford
maasacre 4 ¢entral theme in
nmiois panics about Avds and
¢hid abuse is the virtue of
family life.

The campalg» againet
abortion fits into the wider
drive to promote conventional
family values and to restrict
women'’s rights accordingly.
The fact that Alton has
succeeded in winwng
widespread support for his Bill
after ga swawv earlier attempts
have ta®ed Indicates how far
the climate of opinion has
shifted (see page 13). The fact
that his support cuts across
party and class divislons
reveals the scope for this
campaign to forge a new
consensus around reactionary
morality. Such a consensus
would not only be bad news for
women, it would deepen
division and confusion in the
working class as a whole.

We are opposed to Alton
because we regard the right to
terminate an unwanted
pregnancy as vital to women.
Abortion is an extension of
contraceptive facilities to allow
women to avoid or reduce the
burden of childcare. This is
essential to enable women to
extend their involvement in
work and politics and thus to
strengthen their capacity to
organise against the system

and fight agalnst their
oppression. The demand for
free abortion is vital to extend
the democratic rights of
women and to advance the
overall interests of the working
class.

We do not go along with
those who attempt to justify
late abortions on the grounds
that society needs to curb the

“fertility of women who are

unable or unwilling to use
contraceptives. In last week’s
Observer, for snample, a
feature opposing Alton opened
with a detalled account of a
pregnancy discovered at 20
weeks in a 12-year old girl,
whose mother was ‘working as
a prostitute while her father
was in prison’. The girl reveatsd
that she ‘had beer rwped is a
M oof 1% Fts wheen she lived,
W 0 wer smaliag of alcohol’.
Thin compasite chiid of the
ssmpenproletariat is used to
apoeal part'y to libeend
WOt bt e ta mAdSe

wenal The she b Lot of

.
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Radw»i ©yr e gt Wendy
w ardi g s.\~-so‘
liveralism with traditional neo-
Malthusian justifications for
birth control. She declares that
‘it is always the rmwst deprived
WONMER, (nin iy Wit ety
pakdeans o oF Wow Intel gem e

ws are wwelved  For us
abortion is not a question of
philanthropy towards the
lowest of the lower orders or
one of protectng mapectable
s inty from therr alleged
gwirance or irresponsibility.
Abortion is a question of the
rights of women #ad the
working «iees arwd of our
capacity to orgardse against
our oppression

Nor is abortion a questww of
individual choice. Liz Barker, a
leading iihaenl Party oppoment
of Alton’s Bill, told a meeting
at the recent party conference
1Bt ahe ‘‘o"ancded David

Aen s vight s thaase, but in
{his civcumsilance s cunre se
of choice will cause nusery to
thousands of women’'. This
tortuous argument brings out
the absurdity of reducing a
matter of democratic rights to
one of individual choice.
Women, especially working
class women, need access to
abortion because it is only by
exercising control over
pregnancy that we can begin
to act together against the
system that ties us to the
family, exploits us at work and
degrades us in every sphere of
our existence.
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DEFEATING THE TORY POLL TAX

LABOUR LEAVES IT
TO TORY WETS...

t a press conference last week

to publicise Lab_wr’s cam-

i¢ 3 ' t ) 1 1
Dovaléd D , LI

party’s ‘wottish «pokesman, told
Tory backbenchers it was up (o
them to stop it. ‘We called this

prows conference Hecauss we saw at
Blv sp the e .
of the pag, g ot i PN

vitice ugainst the p( tux. The
‘sagging’ of anti-poll tax Tories

i Diwar’s star point. He
' E o nggest trat a Labour-
lod Covnpaign could give chewiba &
[ , ‘by getting vh i kot o
] 1 g where Tuory Davh-
IWnekers  expicss  their  doubt:

senly’.

The Tory conference wuw: stipe-
| o to stifle dissent. But
I abouvs™s Brighton bash w
lardy um {or epen debats.
Weowa o Glasgow dolugate went 1o
the revr am to compiain that 1
leackssnip’s pete 5 wn oll tas
was being railroaded througt
conference, chair Syd Tierr
called for a steward ‘to < v him .t
the platform’. T% "1 it
1S e T T,

EEE LSS NG 2 a2 «fthe p
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L to amyplivv, But 1f
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..1he real
campaign
starts here

hree principles guided t
launch ot the Smuch the Poli
Tax Campaign in Glesgow
last Saturday.

[

¢

sk the Tory law
(TR t v ute first and
Iorem( st its refusal o comply with
the lory law.” Neil, 1vom the
Gl »w branc : onal
[nstitute o Statiend, sumewd up
the. watiments of trade unicn and
community delegates at the
meeting when he pointed out that
I #%,ui counu s in Scotland 4
Boavir us in the lu ch
comphirg with legul obligati
to set up the machinery for
collecting the poll tax. The meeting
agreed that a commitment to break

the T v Liw mui be the starti
int or LUPE !
the poll tax.

® A working class campaign
The meeting agreed on the
liweessiy for working class action
oppe to a broad-baswd
I are group. This does r~
meas restricting outsi'ves o
official labour movement chan-
nels. Indeed many shop stewai
told the meeting of the ditticultics
they faced in oryinising effect
action: one GMB steward said he
was asked to step down by officials
when they learroi! he was to attend

the meeting. Evervbodv agreed
that we have to get the issues
discussed in workplaces, but w«
also need to involve communiy
groups, the unemployed, a
housevs s

® United action by council workers
and the community

We nave to bus e By
ouncid worker who are bei
<aed to implenient the poot o
procedures and working ¢l
neople who will be penalised by the
tes. A camraign that wins sol!
baching Do both son-ieesiemen-
and non-payment cou'd
res'st threats of victiwiiition and
would be in a powerfual pasition to
make the poll tax system inoperab’..

tatld

t= prouuce
ar soiioa g bowikioh will eclude
wwrential informaiion on the poll
tax, motions for trade union,
tenants associations and other
grou ., as we as listing the
puinciples of the campaign. If you
rvov with these three prm(:lp 5
and want to get involved, come to
the next meeting of the Smash the
Poll Tax Campaign at 2.30pm on
Saturday 14 Novemberin Room 1,
Partick Hall, Burgh Hall Street,
Glasgow 11.
Fran Donald
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The alleged
shady dealings
of Guinness boss
Ernest Saunders are
standard practice in
London’s Square
Mile, argues
Tony Kennedy

‘ his is just the start’ said
Fraud Squad officer
Richard Botwright last

week after the arrests of

Gerald Ronson, head of
the Heron Group, and the
merchant banker Roger Seelig
over their part in the Guinness
affair, The Tories say their
Financial Services Act, which
comes into operation in the City
next year, aims to target the ‘tiny
minority of Jess than honest
practitioners’ such as Ronson and
Seelig. But recent revelations of
widespread corruption give the lie
to the Tory myth about a few
crocks spoiling the good name of
Br..ain’s honest brokers.

S far five people have been
arrested in connection with the
Guinness scandal. They are the
former chairman Ernest Saunders,
now in a Swiss clinic after being
charged with 37 new offences last
week; the 71-year old businessman
Sir Jack Lyons; the stockbroker
Tony Parnes, in i1l in Caliloenia
I‘\Pnding extradition proceedings;
and Ronson and Seelig. The Frand
Squad is new preparing to make
further arrests. There are plans 1o

mterview Ivan Boesky, the Wall
Street arbitraee cxpert convated in
New Youh o' o

traorad el 1 ( Rous
Cruir 'Ln 11 -
CORRUPTION

The  ire
wome the fovus of 1 wop-evel
renlsgd into Cliv corrugs on.

Hulf & duzes City Jastitie-oan s

v i (0] ¢ .

Switzerland, Ausiiie, and the

USA, were involved in Guinness’
liborately planned raid on

Distillers. But the Guinnesty set

are not the only ones who got their

hands dirty on the stock market. In

June Geoffrey Collier, employee

of eminent merchant bankers

Morgan Grenfell, was tried for

insider #«aling. Tory MP Keith

Best was charged with making

multiple share applications during

orakeones of rivks

SCANDAL IN THE CITY

CLEAN UP CAN'T SAVE

BRITISH CAPITALISM

the British Telecom sell-off. A
week ago five former executives of
the Alexander Howden group, a
leading firm of City underwriters,
were charged with fraud.

The Tories would like to dismiss
the dodgy dealings in the City as the
work of a handful of con men. But
the truth is that they are
now commonplace.

Stock market ‘raiders’ like
Guinness, Burtons, Hanson Trust
and the publishing empires of
Murdoch and Maxwell now pass
for British capitalist success
stories. Leading capitalists can see
little point in investing money in
re-equipping Britain’s clapped-out
industries. Instead they have taken
to ‘empire building® through
smash-and-grab bids for listed
companies on the stock markets of
London and Wall Street.

UNDERHAND

Merchant banks such as Morgan
Grenfell have specialised in
laundering money from the raiders
to potential allies ir the markets.
Former Guinness ¢hairman I rnest
Saunders diverted money from
company coffers to Grenfell. This
1o fouad its way to clients who
agreed to buy Guinness’ own
shares. The aim was to force up
Guinnew skare prices and make
P t— : . I [N} N T
‘ y 1 8 ey i wad froes o
Argell powap. Caoliipy  Collier
sl i infarmation  about
hsown pocr i Couer wan Ay
“uving shares in AE Engineering
: k'nowl+ Ige that prices would
rise oo Voaxwie 's planned
takeover kol ime pu’

The predatory character « ! the
recent takeover boom has under-
mined the gentlemanly code of
practice which helped conceal such
dealings from pablic scrutiny in
the past. Shopp:ay rival sharks is
now normal business practice as
recriminations mount in the cut-
throat atmosphere of the City.
Nobody is shedding any tears over
the fate of Collier or Seelig, who

UNION ACTION AGAINST RACISM

GUINNESS BOSS ERNEST SAUNDERS (AND DAUGHTER) PROTESTS

HIS INNOCENCE
are -~ B - -l 1.
v .’ . r .
A prew preces upation
“Wgatev on the part of Tarv

The Guinnesty set is, atisr all, ¢l
to Tory hearts. Paul Channon, ths
recently demoted former trade and
“idonay seoretary s one of th
mtrous treed. 10w revelatic
of illegal practiivs came to liyf
nearly 12 months g0 whe 1 Olivi
Roux, a member of the Guinne
‘war cabinet’ in the Distiller
sortie, fingered his colleagues to
escape the law himself. Legal
action was delayed because the
Tories feared the consequences of
a big City scandal for their
election prospects.

Workers block Tory sche

Jobcentre workers are taking action against the

Tories’ scheme to keep tabs on black
claimants. Claire Foster reports

LAST week Jobcentre workers
in London and Liverpool took a
courageous stand against
racism. They defied
management threats of
victimisation and overcame the
inertia of thelr union leaders
and refused to implement the
Tories’ latest scheme to check
up on black claimants.

The government claims that
Its ‘Ethnic Monitoring Traffic
Survey’, which is currently
running at 111 selected
Jobcentres, will benefit black
people by monitoring the
extent of discrimination in the
jobs market. Their opponents in
the Jobcentres reply that the
level of racial discrimination is
already well-documented, and
that a government which has
spent eight years hounding

blacks cannot be trusted with
the information the survey will
collect.

The Tories’ scheme aims to
create the framework for a two-
tier benefit system with a bulit-
in bias against black people.
This was confirmed last week
when the government revealed
its intention of introducing new
rules to check up on black
people claiming state benefits.
From next year DHSS workers
will be required to carry out
exhaustive tests on the
immigration status of every
black claimant.

Unlon actlvists have opposed
every attempt by the Torles to
turn them into part-time
immigratlon snoopers. Last
week they took the anti-raclst
arguments to other workers in

an effort to win wider solidarity.
Fellow members of the CPSA In
dole offices pledged
assistance. Council workers in
Lambeth and Lewisham offered
thelir support. Unemployed
campaigners from Camden,
Greenwich and Tower Hamlets
joined picket lines. There was a
positive response to the
campaign from clalmants and
community groups.

But rank and file workers got
the cold shouider from their
union leaders. Despite its
policy of opposition to ‘ethnic
monitoring’, the CPSA
leadership has done nothing to
organise effective opposition to
the latest scheme. ‘it's been
badly handled from the start’
sald one striker from South
London. ‘The union’s main

Th #wume of criminal charges
spwiant Mwdag British capitalists
reflegss deeper forces unleashed by
Tosv economic policies.

) irimg < tenints
L0S00a2 103 (0 epse o Incairy, the
Tories have staked everything on
the City. Last year’s Big Bang
involved liberalising the rules
¢ nerwng financial practices to

ite a more permissive climate
for profit-making. It aimed to
encourage more foreign investment
in the City to sustain its position as
the world’s number one financial
centre.

A tour around the multi-million
pound construction projects
underway in and around the City
test lies to its recenmt success.
Financial conglomerates from

ANTI-RACIST PROTEST LAST WEEK

argument Is that the survey is
a waste of time. It’s clear that
the government Is putting the
squeeze on black people, but
the union hasn’t even

Japan, Germany and America are
rushing to get a slice of the action
in London. But British capitalists
are being pushed out,

British merchant banks and
securities firms, small fry by
international standards, are
rapidly becoming mere appendages
of foreign conglomerates. Only six
of the 26 market-makers in gilt-
edged stock, the market in the
trade of government bonds, are
now making a profit. The
imminent prospect of the British
government handing out licences
to allow the Japanese giants
Nomura, Nikko and Daiwa to
compete for trade in this arena
means that British players will be
edged out.

Even US banking giants such as
Shearson Lehman and Saloman
Brothers have cut staff levels. The
dog-eat-dog conditions created by
the ‘globalisation’ of the financial
system have been even more
traumatic for British capitalists.
Britain is being relegated to the
global third division.

DELUSIONS

By setting themselves up as
‘Corporate Raider’ and ‘Insider
Dealer Incorporated’, British
capitalists have sought to preserve
their delusions of grandeur at a
time when their stronger rivals are
setting the pace. Yet the increasingly
corrupt image of British capitalism
threatens to undermine the
authority of its rulers. Tory policy
makers have made much of the
yuppie phenomenon in the City to
back their boasts about a
prosperous Britain. Yet they are
keenly aware that the credit-
backed boom cannot last.

The potential for a popular
backlash when the next world
recession exposes their empty
boasts has spurred the Tories to go
through the motions of cleaning up
the City’s image.

The Tories hope to use a few
court cases to make a show of
moderating some of the excesses in
the City. But they will n. ¢ sush tv 5
matter far. Geoffrey Coiner and
Keith Best got off with slapped
wrists. Even when the Fraud
Squad was closing in on the
Guinness clan last week, the
government was retreating on a
section of the Financial Services
Act which would have enabled
small investors to sue financial
bodies for losses resulting from
illegal practices. Having staked the
future of British capitalism on
making the City a free-for-all there
can be no going back.

mentioned the policing aspect
of the scheme.’

Workers In Toxteth
Jobcentre, the only office
outside London to vote for strike
action, have been kept in the
dark about what’s happening
elsewhere. Pickets had to use
placards left over from the pay
dispute this summer because
the union didn’t bother to
supply new materlal. Threats of
victimisation and the fear of
isolatlon have forced some
activists to take ‘sick leave’
rather than admit to being on
strike.

The determination of a
minority of workers to take
strike action In the face of
these obstacles shows that It
is possible to win support for
actlon If we tackle the

Issue of racism head on. The
fact that management has
retreated from Its threats of
victimisation to avert an
escalatlon of the dispute
Indicates that hard political
arguments can only strengthen
our position. The reluctance of
the union officials to confront
the central Issue shows the
urgency of bullding a new
political leadership from the
bottom up.
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BROADWATER FARM SHOWTRIALS END

FREE THE FRAMED!

A two-year campaign of state vengeance against black youth on
Broadwater Farm has come to an end, but the fight to free the victims of

ast Monday Douglas

Williamson, a black youth

from Tottenham, was

sentenced to 30 months in

prison for affray. He was the
last of 69 victims of a racist
conspiracy to be tried at the Old
Bailey for offences connected with
the anti-police violence on
Broadwater Farm estate in
October 1985. As the cell doors
closed behind him, Williamson
joined 37 others jailed — three for
life — under a state-organised
frame-up. The case closed a series
of 62 trials, one of the longest and
m .t publicised in British 1. ul
“hoserv, It also concluded a cruel

Lapies in the state’s campaign to
ciiairalise black youth.

‘Douglas was “identified” from
a potiice photo taken on the night

" the riot’ a friend of Williumson

Id s, The permoa o
phoserapt was weing 1 ek

=l w 1mp( sihle im 1 ot ¥ B
t “act that Douglas was wearing
jeans and trainers on the day they
picked him up was ‘eviiiuce’

ugh f . tl tne. They cosid
a0 aasdy have pwkiod up amy
~n in Tottenham.  ‘Theie's
rwver been ary ev den P
L 4 1 theen They v
‘ yuth  wand to
terrorise the whole Furr?
TWISTED
The poliss srrested Williamson in
e ) U
Towipwinam re shaion » o
mas god ended v ca alife sapp
system. He was forced to take a
drink at the station and was told
“Wi il get vour balls.” He 1
Yw.ime unconscious. Douglas
woke up on a hospital bed
adcuffed to a policeman. One of
his testicles had been removed
They said that it had twisted 2«
% w0, and had turned black.
When I heard the verdict I
ildn’t believe it. I’'ve been really
upsc since. They have gotten away
W labelling a friend I love as a
“riot thug”. They are out to

v wulise a whole race of people.
But people will never accept it.
Eveirvone who went down has
brothers and sisters and cousins.’
The authorities never had a hope
of convincing the biack community
thut their families and friends

criminals.

But their aim was to spread this
message more widely by making
examples of the people they put
on trial.

Few people can now recall the
incident that set in motion the
chain of events which have
blighted the lives of so many
neople in and around Broadwater
Farm. On 5 October 1985 the
police killed Cynthia Jarrett, a
black mother of four, during a raid
on her house. The next day they
invaded Broadwater Farm in force
to stamp on any protests against
her death. They were met with
bricks, bottles and petrol bombs.
The police invasion led to the
fiercest street-fighting ever seen in
Britain, and the death of PC
¥ rith Blakelock.

The cold-blooded killing of
( «wchia Jarrett was soon forgotten
as police, press and politicians
vowed to avenge Blakelock’s
¢wath. The police made only four
¢rreqts on the night that Blakelock
divd, but they made up for this in
the weeks that followed. Backed by
armourt cars am!| helicopters,

repression goes on. Joan Phillips reports

BEFORE AND AFTER: THE REAL WINSTON SILCOTT (LEFT) AND THE POLICE PORTRAIT (RIGHT)

they pot e TR o oad
fortowiand ite inbeb¥ e In the
Wweek dullow g the aoturtun
no lews than 2165 pedae
‘ ‘ a ol
Sovs i, seshed down doow

- = 2

! « ) . -

were b nah ™ - :

Virtually every male between the

ages of 15 wad 25 was picked up by

1ol in an effort to
crivainulise the entire black
commur: tr. Well over half (195) of
those arrested were released
without charge.

The police subjected their
captives to sustained abuse to get
confessions. Even the biased and
bigoted Old Bailey judges had to
admit that the police went too far.
They held young blacks for days,
blackmailing and beating them
into talking about others. They put
three juveniles on trial for murder
using these methods, but the judge
had to dismiss their ‘confessions’
as ‘fantasy’. One youth who
‘confessed’ was denied a solicitor,
held incommunicado, and inter-
viewed for hours wearing only
paper underpants. Secret
police files, which document
the abuse ‘to which he was
subjected and the police
conspiracy to
were found on a dump in
North London this week.

DURESS

The showtrials began in July
1986, when Lester Sween, the first
of 56 people charged with affray,
was sentenced to five years,
reduced on appeal to three and a
half years. Simon MacMinn got
seven years for allegedly throwing
three stones and stealing two cans
of coke, reduced on appeal to four
and a half years. MacMinn said
that he made his ‘confession’ under
duress. There was no eye-witness or

rensic evidence. Another youth
w10 admitted identical offences
rececood a £200 fine, after agreeing
to appear as a police witness in
future cases.

The judge told MacMinn he had
to bear part of a ‘collective
responsibility’ for the violence on
the Farm.

frame him,:*

Clifton Donalds n is behind
irisen  bges for M irs for
COWLHLE ONe ione Inse s defiac
Me 3 1y © ahppr

divtur sances. Doenaldion was

trisck Iy a stone tarown from

o] potice 1 id 1w the
_ one ek e S5 L .
‘comfension’ after police “arca ol

to implic ate him in the moder &
Blakelock. Nicky Jacobs was
sentenced to eight years for
allegedly throwing bricks, ,after
police produced blurred and out of
focus photographs, and ‘identified’
their victim as having ‘negroid
features and woollen hair’. Paul
Parker got seven years for affray,
after being set up by a police
witness, denied access to a solicitor
and interviewed while drunk.

The police, the media and the
courts saved their worst. excesses
for the 44-day Blakelock murder
trial. Winston Silcott, Mark
Braithwaite and Engin Raghip
were sentenced to life in March for
murder. ‘They’ve crucified my son’
said Silcott’s father after the judge
handed out a 30-year Sentence.
Silcott was said - to have run
through the night brandishing a
machete. Yet the police produced
no photographs to prove it because
no photograph in the many
thousands taken revealed a figure
even resembling Silcott’s distinctive
frame. The police produced no

witness to testify against hom
becaus: nobwds ever clown i ts

have «oen Silcott on the estate thas
Thhe = 1 Yoh

bweause  Siboott never admitted
to anything.

SCAPEGOAT

The police case rested on a single
we raent  they claimed Silcott
made when first accused of
murder. ‘You ain’t got enough
evidence. Ti 2 kids won’t give
evidence in court. No one else will
talk to you. You can’t keep me
away from them.” Siicott never
signed the police notes of his
supposed remarks, and he has
always denied making such a
statement. But on the strength of
these 26 uncorroborated and
unconvincing words, and these 26
words alone, Silcott was sentenced
to 30 years’ imprisonment.

‘Verbals’ is the police expression for
the type of incriminating oral
admission that Silcott is said to
have made. Verballing suspects —
putting words they did not say into
police notebooks — is a routine
practice in British police stations.
It was a practice condemned
several times in the Old Bailey,
when judges dismissed fantastical
statements said to have been made
by juveniles, but one which served
the authorities’ purposes in setting
up Silcott as the scapegoat for
Blakelock’s death.

The ‘evidence’ against Braith-
waite and Raghip was equally non-
existent.

Both were denied access to
solicitors; both were threatened
and abused; both were denied food
and sleep during their inter-
rogations. Yet neither confessed to
killing Blakelock. The police’
produced no witnesses, no photo-
graphs, no forensic evidence. Both
men had alibis. Both got life
sentences. ‘It was a remarkable
achievement of the police’, said the
Daily Mail, ‘to have found the
miscreants and to have provided
adequate evidence to prove their
guilt.” It certainly was remarkable
that three men were jailed for life
without the police producing a
single shred of evidence.

It did not matter that the police
had no evidence to prove their case

in court. The real trial tock place
on the pages of the gutter press

which plumbed new depths of

bigotry to justify the charade that
was taking place i the court.
Through 44 days of the trial the
media bayed for blood. The papers
printed grotesque stories about
Blakelock’s body being reduced to
‘a rag doll’ by rioters ‘pecking like
vultures’ who supposedly wanted
to ‘parade his head on a pole’.
Their reports of the showtrial
created a climate of intense racism
which gave the courts a Iree hand
to do their worst.,

‘Ine media image o' Silcott th.t
everybody remembers is the .
where he stands like a . :
ardr.al bl re the carvera, hiv arms
ha " outstretched, hanging down
from his sides. Thitv photegraph,
like everything else abvout o
Br odwater ' o oiow 2w oS
staged for cifect by the poli
They pulled the sleeping Silcott

from bed in ! o in
T el Mgt ey
paesed him a; a s to
arws tully outstretened. A camera
flashed as Siott’s 1 W
rel i nd v emage .
W i y - e
rodive weation amd vt o0 L0
1iy .
“ 0 [
i Y TAPRENT Wt sl &

<

o
‘THEY'VE CRUCIFIED MY SON’

The scapegoating of Silcott was
designed to distract attention from
the real cause of the conflict on the
Farm that night: the coordinated
campaign of state racism against
the black community, which came
to a head with the police killing of
Cynthia Jarrett.

By crucifying Silcott the author-
ities hoped to make all black youth
guilty by association and to win
public support for more repression.

Broadwater Farm has faded
from the public eye. Douglas
Williamson’s fate merited just one
paragraph in one daily paper last
week. But the families of those who
are now paying for Blakelock’s
death in a prison cell are not about
to forget or forgive the police,
pressmen and politicians who put
them there. Nor should we. As the
Tories prepare for a new crack-
down in the inner cities it is more
important than ever that we
confront their criminalisation
tactics and build a movement that
can put their oppressive system in
the dock. And one day we will take
our revenge on the people who
maimed Douglas Williamson and
crucified Winston Silcott.
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ate T €'actions by early
N.osember.

If this matter is settled, Arias’
plan will have achieved everything

for which the USA subjected
Nicaragua to seven years of
economic sabotage and Contra
warfare.

[t comes as no surprise that the
Nobel peace prize, whose previous
recipients include dubious cham-

pions of world harmony like
Theodore Roosevelt, Henry
Kissinger and Menachem Begin,
should fall to Arnias. While the
outcome of his peace plan remains
uncertain, its success to date
alrcady outshines the efforts of
many of the capitalist wheeler-
dealers who have pocketed the

prize since

TURMOIL

In 1979
cotice-growing
leader of the

its inception in 1901,

Anas, son of a nich
Hmll\ hu ime
governing Costa

Rican National Liberation Partv

and personal protege of the ageing

T

\/ NOBEL PEACE PRIZE

T
S

COSTA RICA'S OSCAR ARIAS EMBRACIEES GUATEMALA'S VINICIO CEREZO
TO CELEBRATE THE SIGNING OF H!S CENTRAL AMERICAN PEACE PLAN

president Alberto Luis Monge.
Last vear he was elected to the

presidency, having received 53 per

cent of (lu \nux Hi\' pmu
platform ap ‘d 1o widespre
fear among (u\'t Ricans m\ln:'
from the turmoil in neighbouring
Nicaragua.

Costa Rica is often described as

FiJI AND THE COMMONWEALTH

A dictatorship is born

Britain’s
response to the
declaration of a

republic in Fiji shows

that the politics
of the British ruling
class are guided
by a simple maxim:
everything goes, as
long as it’s British.

Andy Clarkson reports

ast week Fijian coup leader

Colonel Sitiveni Rabuka

committed the ultimate insult

to the British Crown — he
declared Fiji a republic. But
within hours Thatcher w.as
pleading with Commonwsaith
leaders at Vancouver tw rv admit
the insubordinate 14y ¥n+ into their
ranks. Thatcher appealed to the
assembled heads of state ‘not to
abandon Fiji in its time of need’.
What she meant was that they
should not abandon Britain, »%uh
stands to lase a vital outpest in
the Pasific, § Fiji is ¢puted from
the Commonwealth.

The South Pacific islands of Fiji

are Britain’s military ¢stpost in a
rewion which has Wvese one of
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the *Switzerland of Latin America’.
Both physically and politically it
seems to bear more resemblance to
the Alpin¢ republic than to its and
and unstable neighbours. In 1948
Jose Figueres, who ran the country
for most of the post-war ¢ra,
abolished the army. Since then
Costa Rica has been the most

A TWO-WOMEN SHOW: MARGARET AND ELIZABETH KEEP THE BRITISH
SHOW GOING IN VANCOUVER

ant fur the ful re

¢ MONL g
y . : a k O :
roorvat Ermem L asl of Sevs i the
the Bivtia teling class has
not Seem in a sirong position o

Sty

— v ey 2 the Pt
!f,l-","“’,'r‘*“‘ Mrpel -‘_
pur up with Kabek s e oy s it
con retas a fasd bl s ke

pogion. Thadeder wos parvicslarly
cemcorred abost pomowss thae
Framor land sivondy comiaindd
Rabwia, o e b 10hs ovir as
the mem Srvps badbar of ihe
new repadiic of T

L maeww v \w--vl“].ﬂl
vinds at i 2k »
Commaenviesich comiirence

n..bnght e praliooms {aving o
Secliming capRaiel pawet 1

Britain. While Thatcher lectured
i%e assembled leaders on the need
to bend the rules so that Fiji
could stay, the Queen had to
approach the matter more
tactfully, so as not to compromise
ber position as head of the

¢ ommonwealth.

Since India in particular took a
dim view of the Fijian coup, which
has disenfranchised the islands’
Indian majority, the Queen
confined herself to expressing
‘sorrow’ over the Fijian events.

! his division of labour, where
Twatcher bats for Britain, while
the monarch discreetly patches up
the tensions in the Commonwealth
department, helps to keep British

Igerie e going.

tranquil state in Central America.
Unlike neighbouring Honduras, El
Salvador, Guatemala and Nica-
ragua, 1t has been run by
democratically ‘elected govern-
ments and been free of coups and
civil war.

But economic crisis and political
strife in the region have become a
grave threat to Costa Rican stability.

As a tiny country with one of the
largest per capitd debts in the
world, Costa Rica depends on the
goodwill of the USA. In the
seventies, when even US president
Carter denounced Nicaraguan
dictator Somoza, Costa Rica
offered sanctuary to Sandinista
guerrillas who were fighting to
overthrow him. But since the
Sandinistas triumphed in 1981 and
Reagan declared war against the
new government, Costa Rica has
been obliged to change course.

LEAKED

Monge allowed the CIA to set
up Contra bases in northern Costa
Rica. In 1985 US advisers began
training the country’s 11 000-
strong civil guard to draw them
into the war against Nicaragua. A
leaked State Department document
observed that a militarised Costa
Rica ‘would help shift the political
balance’ on Nicaragua’s southern
front. The USA rewarded Monge
by stepping up aid to $300 million
by 1985.

Arias" peace plan, and its
endorsement by the Nobel com-
mittee in Oslo, are widely seen as a
stap in the face for the US
president. It stole the show on

Given its economic weakness,
Britain relies heavily in
international affairs on the legacy
of its imperial past. The
Commonwealth is only a pale
shadow of the former Empire. But
British capitalism desperately
needs to preserve an institution
which, however symbolic, remains
a useful asset.

CONFLICT

The Vancouver conference has
sparked an outburst of racist
commentary in the British media.
Former Labour MP and now
ardent Thatcherite Brian Walden
observed in the Sunday Times
that the Commonwealth, where
British leaders have to sit at one
table with ‘black and brown
people’, was an encumbrance of
which Britain should rid itself.
~Walden prefers straightforward
white supremacy to the egalitarian
rhetoric of the Commonwealth,
which the British ruling class was
obliged to cultivate to maintain
some influence among third world
nations after its Empire collapsed.
The racist tirades against
Commonwealth countries that
have littered the press during the
past fortnight show that the old
anti-racist rhetoric is now out.
That was part of the post-colonial
order, that is now giving way to a
new drive to redivide the world
and to a return to the racist
mentality of the coloniser.

FLOWERY

In Vancouver Thatcher and
foreign secretary Geoffrey Howe
used the Fijian crisis to distract
attention from the key issue at
stake in the Commonwealth
deliberations: South Africa. By
focusing debate on the ethnic

FOR SERVICES TO IMPERIALISM

Costa Rican president Oscar Arias has received the Nobel peace prize for his ‘outstanding’
efforts in Central American d|p|omacy Jackie Reynolds reports

- |

Reagan’s own diplomatic schemes
and congressional support for
further White House requests for
Contra funds now seems unlikely.
Reagan would no doubt prefer
Arias not to interfere and to deal
with the Sandinistas in his own
Oliver North-style fashion. But,
far from being a challenge to US
objectives in Central America, the
Arias plan has given Reagan most
of what he wanted.

SUPREMACY

When he accepted the Nobel
prize Oscar Arias declared he did
so ‘for Central America, where 25
million human beings deserve to
live in peace’. Not so long ago he
used less flowery language.
‘Nicaragua’s arm must be twisted a
little,” he stated in a speech last
year. Arias backed US aid to the
Contras as long as it was necessary
to bring the Sandinistas to the
conference table. Now that has
been achieved, Arias hopes to take
the reward for helping to bring
Nicaragua to heel, by posturing as
an international statesman.

Arias’ peace plan is an attempt to
patch up the mess that decades of
US domination have created in
Central America.

By forcing Nicaragua to surren-
der, Arias hopes to create a
breathing space for his own regime
and for the other puppet dictators
who run Central America on
behalf of US imperialism. This 1s
why he is a suitable candidate for
an award that should really be
called the ‘keep the world safe for
the West’ prize.

conflict between Fijians and
Indians, Britain sought to
neutralise opposition to its
backing for the apartheid regime.
Third world capitalism has
always been maintained by
dictators, many of whom have
been and still are housetrained in
Britain. Many of the ethnic
conflicts in the world — from
India, Pakistan and Sri Lanka to
the Middle East and Central
Africa — are products of
British colonial rule. )
Fiji is only one of many nations
which still bear the burden of the
divisions imposed upon them by
Britain. Britain imported
thousands of indentured Indian
labourers to work on Fijian sugar
plantations in the final quarter of
the last century. Today Indians
form a majority of the islands’
population, and are by far the
wealthiest section of the
population. But to keep the islands
under control, Britain also
cultivated the ethnic Fijians,
mainly by recruiting them into
Fiji's British-run armed forces.
Fiji’'s 1970 constitution, in
which Fijian land rights were
inscribed, was designed to foment
tension between the ethnic Fijians
and the Indians, to make sure that
the former could act as Britain’s
local police force in the South
Pacific. British-trained Rabuka
is a man in Britain’s image and
the dictatorship he is set to
impose on the islands is Britain’s
creation. Hence, however
unpopular his activities may be
among Commonwealth leaders,
Britain will cling on to him.
Another British island garrison is
being built, and this time it is the
people of the Pacific who will be
its victims.

the next step




ABORTION:
AQUESTION
OF MORALS

LS page -

DAVID ALTON'’S Bill should
be opposed by all socialists
and feminists. But I'm not
happy with Kate Marshall's
oversimplification of the
question of late abortion in last
week’s tns. Abortion is g marg
issue, especially for s werms
who have to have them. If we
refuse to take a moral stand,
we leave the debate in the
hands of the pro “'¢ groups,
especially when it comes to
near-viable fetuses.

Feminists have their own
morality. It is roo'ed in human
relationships and in the
concerns of everyday life,
rather than the abstract

the right and left seem happier
with. The question of whetha-
to have a late abortion must lie
with the woman, who has to

princip‘es that male theorists &

make her own scisions about
the lesser of two evils. Abortion
is never 'right’ in itself. It is just
sometimes a katter agony ihan
having a child that cannot be
‘let in’ at this momer:. We
aocapt that we ame viding a

€, ati we giuae L our
loss. When we fer! bad we are
being rational — not suffering
from mystification'. We know
that a baby is ther» because it
is kicking a»d growitiy and
making us swell r

In terms of how it feels for
us, abortion at 12 weeks is not
the same as at 24, Late
abortion irviives a different
and difficw = oral question for
the women imvaived. | think you
could at iwast ave recagnised

Alison Blake
Kennington

JOHN HANN'’S exc lant
review (tns. : -
September of kun
Livingstone’
autobiography, entitled ‘A
charlatan in a safar: ¢’
was s e

30 S a \
creuatos

I oo way anbary v
Catha! MacCor:

reviaew of yoor
The Irivts Waw =& An
Phoblacht ‘epubhcan
Nt \A 5, !

- fl'_; .. tn,, (@S
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~ o thoa

impenalism, wii, view will
dismay the associaticr
Sinn Fein with the Br
Labour Party. Pecyte
Ken L.«ings.ccne are .

far better posit- + tha
most British pol™ =ar: to
deceive and nullify the
very stru, jle aga ot
Britis- ¢ rale s ¢
Irelar'd which they purport
to support.

G Langton

London

I HAVE read with interest
the recent articles in An
Phoblacht/Republican
News ard tns (2 October)
on the '* sh Freedom
Movement's handbook
The Irish War. | would like
to raise the following point
for diszusac

The IF M & he .dbook
argues that there can be
no British solution for
Ireland. However, as
British revolutionaries, are
not wait+ g for the reverse —
ie, an «.+h o 'uron to the
British revoiuto«?

ifweaccopty w
state is not divisible nto

parate parts and, therefore,
that the collapse of the
Britwna statz 1 relanc is
the key to the British
revolution, are we not
fal'ing dowr on wur
respons L ties to the
extet of being
oppertunist, by relying ui
the Froveeonal IRA and
inla to fight the armed

statw for us?

Ir. asking this que
realise that the Inish
people must be
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Xavin Vaughan
HMP Long Lartin

LIVINGSTONE

MICK KENNEDY argues
(tns, & O iiber) that the

crire | left tries to

‘ ~knoo ;noo
donssdro wihdrawal, in
&0 atenpt tio ‘embarrass

to Bsh arate out of
3 d’. He goes on to
¢ay that the main
J ments British
suCia’ °ts have used are
aoout wasting taxpayers'
rioney and ‘our boys'
g killed. This is not
ate.
“iv true that sections of
't have stooped to

oL

¢ ~ly chauvinist
asveals. For #xample, the
I s Out Movement
seennned a Dally
Mirror 1~ “ur boys

home' head »o
*“h'wr rA,"“
. fv PR TR A

' e |
( sirs T

3 sy

g of ‘wncor
SIe Sl €
epdtacan rovement, in
fect puts **¢ onus on
“ish people to change

their method of strua e
before British s« v sts
.an take up the issue, and
‘herefore accepts B * s5h
rule for the foreseeat s
‘uture. But th's doesn't
mean that the left ony ry

1 trick” and ‘embarrass’
B “tain out.

| think the Irish Freedom
Movement was right 10
reply to the An
Phoblacht, Republican
News review, and
particularly to concentrate
upon its defence of the
sordid record of the British

ft on the guestion of
Ireland. But | do think the
article carried some

for +

inaccurate generali 3,

11d could have draw:. 7.t
vetter that chauvinism is
the logical consequence
of the left’s various
approaches, rather than
simply stating that they all
rely on ‘Thatcher-like
complaints .

Macer Hinton

Oxford

THE comments of Cathal
MacCarmack in ¥« review
of The Irish War in An
Phoblacht/Republican
News are to be welcomed.
Both MacCormack's
review, and the Irish
Freedom Movement's
response, should be
included in any further
edition of The Irish War, as
| feel your position was
never fully elaborated until
now.

Kennedy does not
fectively tackle the point
nat the Irish Freedom

IRISH SOLIDARITY DEBATE
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miscar..ages of it e

such as e o mingham
Six and Guilc*~rd Four
trials, the MacBride
principles and the issue of
industrial apartheid, and
the current irt=+zst by
sveral bodicy, cludiig
Ly City coune i the
L guing Bill of Rights
campaign. If progress is to
be made on any or all of
these 1+ Jes, to firstly
de ra d total support for
‘the armed struggle’ is to
cut off one's tactical nose
to spite the face of the
British left.

The issue of the armed
struggle is but one that
could be raisa within a
solidarity movement after
it has built a broad base. It
is rather simplistic to
argue that people should
first meet this criterion,
before they are accepted
into the IFM. It would be
more logical to enlist
support on a broad range
of issues, and through
internal education on the
history of struggles in
Ireland, place the armed
struggle on the agenda of
debate.

I understand the
reasons for ideo'agical
purity, and have no
illusions about certain
‘Irish-minded’ individuals
in the British Labour Party.
But these latter elements
would see the IFM as
much more dang+rous
(having greater p:tential
and influence) if its
current prerequisite was
not so central to its
political strategy.
Fionnbarra O'Dochartaigh
Derry

FORMER HARINGEY COUNCIL LEADER STEVE KING
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SEX:
DO WE

HAVE A
CHOICE?

AFTER .

Wi ...ep n e
pic th e’ -

" &L people in an
upel w000 serative
way'. And {urthe c on she
says Wriene rioe
fantasies . the
enjoymelit ( i ' ain
are based upon *
social inequality.’

The theory that we
cannot help acting
sexually in a way which
reflects our social position
is dangerous, leading to
unac-+ ptable conclusions
about personal
responsibany. It gives
credence for justifications
for real rape: ‘The rapist
couldn't help it, he was
just following the dictates
of his social position as a
man.’

Also, to reduce sexual
behav10ur to a kind of

- y takes us
vack to the patho!ogmal
view of sexual behaviour.
it's like saying 'I'm a
lesbian because my father
assaulted me as a child.’
The whole ‘something
nasty in the woodshed’
approach to an
explanation of sexual
behaviour denies the
importance of choice.

Vi th the growth of the
pro-:ensorship lobby and
moves by the government
to tighten existing laws, it
is now more important
than ever that the
difference between
fantasy and reality is
asserted. We must pre=oat
concepts like choice and
consent, especially in
sexual behaviour, as
positive, valuable and
indeed indispensable.
Jasper
Brighton
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BLACKS:
WALKING
TARGETS

A FRIEND of mi = a
Erels man in liz exnlly
thorti Lortly geta'ah
A58 ST Uy o ‘
Pl of

frmin e W
London. A« coo™r of
we wqc. he wee (0
duty oo e T

c ompany’'s hew g o,
He wasn't we« ng t g

uniform cap, ke v be'd
left & in e Mok innide. A
police cor oo ped Jaw

on him He wes arrestad
and taken back = *ha
station, where he wa
questioned along the "nes
of ‘what were you d «ng
standing outside that
building?' They wouldn't
believe him when he said
he was warking there. He
was held for four hours .
before they released him.
It goes to show that being
black in the West End is
like walking round with a
target on your back.
Abba

Hackney

RCP, BM RCP,

London
WCI1N 3XX

23 October 1987 @ 7




-

l

8 ® 23 October 2987

~

his week the British Anti-
Apartheid Movement holds
its annual demonstration in
solidarity with the liberation
struggle in South Africa.
Like most previous protests
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51 SOLIDARITY
NOT SANCTIONS

The sanctions debate at last week's Commonwealth

conference confirms that it is high time that anti-apartheid activisis

in the West adopted a different
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BARCLAYS WITHDRAWAL

The exception
‘that proves the rule

ast year’s decision by Barclays
Bank to pull out of South Africa
is widely seen as proof that the
sanctions strategy works. But
Barclays’ withdrawal and the sale of
its assets to the giant Anglo-
American Corporation has net had
any noticeable impact, either on the
South African government or on the
balance sheet of Britain’s biggest
bank. Both the Botha regime and
Barclays are said to have been
‘quietly delighted’ at the move.
The campaign against Barclays
has been the only success in the 20
year-long struggle for sanctions. It
began in 1969 at a time when
Barclays was the biggest bank in
South Africa engaged in funding
both Ian Smith’s racist regime in
Rhodesia and the construction of the
Cabora Bassa dam in colonial
Mozambique.

NEW LABELS

The fact that the Barclays
boycott campaign gained wide
support among British students was
undoubtedly a factor which

contributed to the bank’s eventual -

decision to withdraw. After a state
of emergency was declared in Seuth
Africa in 1985, Barclays share of
student accounts fell from 25 to 17
per cent in two years. The boycott
campaign helped embarrass
Barclays into restructuring its
international operations. This move
has since been followed by other big
corporations such as the US giant
Coca Cola, which depends heavily
on sales to black people at home
and abroad.

But it has yet to’be explained how
embarrassing big companies into
running their South African
operations under new labels is
supposed to undermine apartheid.

Barclays began to distance itself
from the apartheid regime in the
wake of the Soweto uprising in 1976.
When Barclays local chief executive
Bob Aldworth bought £15 million
worth of South African government
defence shares, black African states
responded with outrage. In 1978 the
government of Nigeria, where
Barclays ran a profitable chain of
branches, withdrew its deposits.

‘REPUGNANT

By the early eighties it had
become clear that Barclays’
association with apartheid caused
more embarrassment than it ‘was
worth. The bank’s new chairman
Timothy Bevan resolved to reduce
its involvement to a minimum. By
1986 Barclays’ official transactions
in South Africa accounted for only
two per cent of the bank’s
global income.

Barclays also began to improve
its relations with black South
African and frontline state leaders.
In October 1985 the bank’s British
directors met African National
Congress leader Oliver Tambo in
London. The parent company’s
interest in the South African
operation was cut from 50 to 40 per
cent, and chairman Timothy Bevan
went on record describing apartheid
as ‘repugnant, wrong, un-Christian
and unworkable’. Barclays® share
prices shot up shortly afterwards. In

March 1986 Barclays refused to
grant further credit to the South
African government, and by
November it announced the sell-off
of its remaining 40 per cent stake in
the South African operation. .
Now Barclays South Africa,
renamed ‘First National Bank’, is

controlled by the giant Anglo- -

American Corporation, which in
turn controls 80 per cent of shares
traded on the Johannesburg stock
exchange. For the black working
class nothing has changed. If
anything, the transfer has streng-
thened the biggest and most riithless
exploiter of biack labour.

DESPAIR

Anti-apartheid activists in Britain
regard Barclays’ withdrawal as a
major vindication of their sanctions
strategy. But in fact the main thing
the boycott campaign achieved in
Britain was to legitimise the politics
of despair. It reduced solidarity to
the pathetic gesture of atomised
consumers, who salve their con-
sciences by avoiding contagion
with apartheid.

The example of militant consumer
boycotts in South Africa shows that
boycotts can be an effective
instrument against governments and
employers — if they are conducted
in the context of a genuine struggle
to end oppression. But a strategy
that assumes that the British
capitalist class and its institutions
can end oppression on our behalf
inevitably turns all such tactics into
futile gestures.
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Chonnertield this weekend
by the Campaign Group of
Labour MPs, the Socialist
Society and the Conference

of Socialist Economists is a timely
and welcome initiative. After the
Tories’ third successive election
victory, nobody on the left could
disagree that there is an urgent
need for rethinking strategy and
for open discussion and debate.
Given the necessity for question-
ing all the policies and modes of
organisation that have led the
labour movement to its present
predicament, it-is unfortunate that
the organisers of the Chesterfield
conference have decided to exclude
one crucial question from the
agenda. ‘It is certainly not our
intention’, writes Tony Benn, ‘to

set up a new socialist party.” For,

Benn and for many other
left wingers, it goes without saying
that any attempt to work out and
pursue new alternatives must take
place within the framework of the
Labour Party.

PRETENCE

The election campaign and its
outcome revealed that the Labour
Party has no legitimate claim to the
allegiance of the working class.
The problem is not merely that
Labour has lost three elections ina
row. In its attempt to win favour
with the middle classes, Labour in
opposition has given up any
pretence of defending working
class interests. The election results
showed that while Labour has
abandoned the working class,
more and more workers have
repudiated Labour. For us, the key
question of British politics, a
question pushed to the fore by the
election, is not — how can Labour
be revived? — but — how can it
be replaced?

The left’s unquestioning accept-
ance of the Labour Party’s claim to
represent the working class has long
undermined its capacity to generate
an alternative to Labourism.

The Chesterfield conference is

not the first attempt to rethink the
strategy of the official labour
movement. It follows a long
tradition of similar events,
beginning with the Wortley Hall
conference in Sheffield in 1957,
continuing with the May Day
Manifesto initiative of 1968, the
Debates of the Decade in the early
seventies and in 1980, and the
foundation of the Socialist Society
in 1984.

REVITALISE

On each of these occasions lurye
assemblies gathered to listen to the
leading left MPs of the day, to the
outstanding radical journalists and
to the familiar pink professors.
The left’s intellectuals outlined
new agendas and new perspectives
which the activists were supposed
to take out to revitalise the
movement. While some bold
spirits occasionally ventured to
suggest that it might be necessary
to build an alternative party to
Labour, they invariably stopped
short of proposing any serious
organisational initiative. Launched
on a surge of enthusiasm, the
campaigns which emerged from
the great conclaves of the left either
rapidly collapsed or, like the
Socialist Society, survived to carry
on at a very low level of activity.

Tony Benn appears to relish the
inconsequential character of the
Chesterfield conference:

‘We are not proposing a
decision-making conference. Per-
haps the word “forum” would have
been better, because after a forum
nothing happens except that they
plan another one.” (Socialist
Action, 25 September)

The reluctance of the British left
to draw out the organisational and
political consequences of its ideas
has condemned it to play the role
of passive critic of the failures of
successive Labour leaderships.

Just as the leadership is destined
to betray, the left is destined to
suffer defeat and disillusionment.

In Thatcher’s third term we can
have no time for the self-
indulgence of debate without
consequences. The urgent need
now is to rally resistance to the
renewed Tory offensive. Earlier
this year the Revolutionary
Communist Party sought to
provide a focus for such resistance
by launching a campaign to build a
Red Front of left-wing groups and
individuals around a platform of
basic demands that could defend
the working class. Through The
Red Front the RCP emphasised
that the fight for anti-capitalist

CHESTERFIELD: THE LEFT

— WHY WE
RED FRONT NOW

As the left meets in Chesterfield to discuss the implications
that now is the time to break with Labour

policies also entailed a struggle to
build a new movement independent
of Labourism. Red Front candidates
contested the election in 14
constituencies and put down an
important marker for organising a
fightback against the new
Tory government.

In assessing the significance of
the general election it is essential to
face up squarely to the realities of
the defeat. Unfortunately two
myths have already become
prevalent on the left.

The first ic the view put forward
by Tre T , Py of
Militant and others that the above
average swings to Labour on
Merseyside and in Bradford and
Coventry reflected the electoral
appeal of a full-blooded socialist
programme. ‘This was the way to
win’ argued Heffer in Labour
Briefing (24 June-July 7), insisting
that ‘we fought on a working class,
socialist basis’ and implying that if
Kinnock and his team had pursued
a similar strategy the national
result could have been different.

ASSIDUOUS

In Birkenhead Frank Field, a
veteran right winger and fierce
opponent of Militant, won a swing
almost identical to that of Heffer.
In Coventry Militant-supporter
David Nellist won a slightly larger
swing than his two right-wing

fellow MPs in the city, but in

Bradford Kinnock-loyalist Max
Madden won a slightly larger
swing than Militant Pat Wall. The
figures suggest that the good votes
for Labour in these constituencies
were largely the result of the
general strength of anti-Tory
sentiment in Northern and inner-
city areas, particularly on Mersey-
side. The combination of well-
known candidates, often assiduous
constituency MPs or established
activists, and good local organ-
isation no doubt also played
a part.

Did Labour voters in Liverpool
and elsewhere vote for hard-left
socialism? All the evidence
suggests that they voted for the
party of Neil Kinnock and Bryan
Gould as advertised in the national
media throughout the campaign.
The fact that the hard left only
claimed local campaigns as its own
after the election raises suspicions
whether on the ground they were
much different from those of other

Labour candidates. It must have.

come as a surprise to many Labour
voters in Bermondsey that they
had voted for a Militant candidate
or to those in Wallasey that theirs

was a supporter of Socialist
Organiser.

If there is little evidence that
Labour voters in Merseyside voted
for the nationalisation of the top
200 monopolies (with compensation
in cases of proven need) or for a
middle-aged youth section, there is
even less to suggest that such
policies could have restored
Labour’s declining - fortunes in
the South.

Many on the left are sceptical
about Militant’s grandiose elect-
oral cwims. In response to the
l L ¢ thwy h e
torward a different myth: the
notion that the radical left that has
emerged since the early eighties in
local government and in diverse
single-issue campaigns constitutes
a viable alternative to trad-
itional Labourism.

Hilary Wainwright, one of the
organisers of the Chesterfield
conference, is a leading proponent
of this view. She argues that a new
left has emerged which ‘has no
single umbrella but rather coalesces
around symbolic individuals and
events: Tony Benn, the GLC, the
miners’ strike, CND (see 4 Tale of
Two Parties, reviewed on page 9).
For Wainwright, and for Benn and
Ken Livingstone, the now extinct
Greater London Council offers a
model for the national Labour Party.

Labour’s disastrous performance in
London in the election shows that
the much-vaunted popularity of the
new style municipal socialism and
its associated causes is illusory.

Labour’s failure in London
cannot be blamed simply on a
hostile media. There was a
resonance for gutter press attacks

STARGAZING?: LIVINGSTONE

on ‘loony left’ councils, not
because of the power of the Sun’s
journalism, but because of
people’s experience of municipal
socialism in action.

Londoners certainly resented
the Tory government’s arbitrary
and authoritarian suppression of
the GLC. But those who relied on
the GL.C or other left-run councils
for jobs or services came to resent
Labour councillors even more.
When radical decentralication
schemes were revealed as a cover
for cuts amd equal opportunities
P gasaanios as devioen for varag
out the misery more equitably, the
result was cynicism and
demoralisation.

When radical councillors failed
to carry popular support for their
rate-capping stunts in 1985 they
redefined municipal socialism,

first as creative accountancy
fiddles, and more recently as
caring cuts. The pioneers of

modern local socialism — notably
Ken Livingstone, David Blunkett
and Bernie Grant — moved on to
parliament. Beneficiaries of the
patronage extended to radical
activists by left-wing Labour
councils retired to write books
celebrating their achievements.
Meanwhile workers registered
their verdict on deteriorating jobs,
housing -and other services by
voting for the Tories or the
Alliance last June.

INADEQUATE

Another ‘symbolic event’ for the
new radical left was Arthur
Scargill’s leadership of the 1984-85
miners’ strike. But the miners’
defeat exposed the inadequacy of
the left’s alternative just as
forcefully as the fiasco of the left
councils. It was all very well for
Tony Benn to claim repeatedly
that the miners’ strike represented
a victory for socialism. Most of the
80 000 miners who have left the
industry since the end of the strike
no doubt see it differently. So too
do those who are still working in
the pits confronting an aggressive
management, now equipped with a
punitive disciplinary code. The
conclusion drawn from the strike
by most workers outside the
coalmining industry was that
militancy does not pay.

The failure of the left even to
address the strategic problems of
the miners’ dispute simply con-
firmed the view that ‘socialism’ is a
set of obsolete dogmas of no
practical use in the day-to-day
struggles of the working class. Far
from offering an alternative to the
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MORE THAN EVER

of Labour’'sthird election defeat, Mike Freeman argues
and build a real opposition to the Tories

stiewml  Labour Party,
- ‘Lwageone/Scargill model
5 to o people te be ¢

2 wmilens and irelevant than

T wtoie ot Nedl Kivocck.

1LC i oof e 7
seniem S T i -
willi b e it ra Dioe hao
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ot the Heller/Militaat line of
rti) the eternal verities of

Cauw [V, two more or less
(dnet  perspectives have been
advircea on the left, by Eric

Hobsbawm and by Tony Benn.

SCORN

1L bshewm’s  thesis, expounded
W ths cure Jiice o0 Marxism
Todvy, £l ws the logic of his

approval for coalition
cwernnunt and his call for tactical
>tine for the Alliance. He scorns
- ptto 8. resistance
the: Tories (a theme that
a2 runs ‘hrough the current issue
¢ the La“our Coordinating

-

an mitt paper Chartist) and
s otiseies Labour’s need to build
L neEw e wa cualition’ of electoral

pa+. e recommends a pro-
rymm+ 1 national reconstruction,
Uray s an cconomic policy based
% ‘wrhuological innovation,
w5 nolivyand ‘acombinate

Lop control and planning
wih markets’. He also proposes a
“uve to ‘rebuild the country’s
Silustructure’ and measures to
precuse ‘an educied workforce’.
‘tne most striking feature of
1L 2 huwm’s programme is not so
its openly pro-capitalist
cacter as its familiarity. Even
t'ms seem to have been
directly from Harold
speeches of the early
vt iereas then they sounded
<+7 wn i radical, now they appear

1 + 1w kaeyed and reactionary.
a Jwoent article in Socialist
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' « Bew outlined the themes of
the ten “wni-conferences’ taking
1 withie e v . of the

Chesterfield conference:

‘The first will be on peace and
non-alignment and the direction of
American power in the Gulf and
Central America....

‘The second will be about the

272 of the econ vy, the changes
s tedBaciney, the centralisation of
poverr. the sko'ts in the nature of
e weskiernie god about how the

Uil orgating....
I8¢ third cor rence is on the
aw - reomes N
CoLan e | RV

digs rissination.’

T nkivg thivg abeot BEoan”

ey 14 S vageamaas and
time when th

ity at &
work ng class fa very spruiic
“altieges — the poll tax, .the

urrcat Tory attacks on left-wing
Labsur councils, the Alton Bill to
restrict abortion, the Tamil
deportations, the Aids panic, the
proposed cuts in housing benefit
and the introduction of ‘workfare’
schemes for the unemployed, the
war in Ireland. The left’s penchant
for discussions and restatements of
basic socialist principles amounts

practice to avoiding commit-

ments to action on immediate
threats to the working class
movement.

SYNTHESIS

Like Hobsbawm’s programme,
Benr & too has a familiar ring. He

pears to have taken elements
from some of the left's old
campaigns — from CND, the
Alternative Economic Strategy,
and the National Council for Civil
Liberties — and attempted to

blend them into a new synthesis.

ROMANTICISING: BENN

Some of his more internationally
inclined followers may add the
demands of the Anti-Apartheid
Movement or the Nicaragua
Solidarity Campaign. Those with a
more trade union bent will throw
in aspects of the old Broad Left
platforms in the unions.

But the sum is somewhat less than
the total of the parts. All of these
campaigns have passed their peaks
in terms of popular support or
RS podemiin.

The bas preocewpativn with
acting as an ageney {or e rordinating
Be wriviies of (dfer senement

S R A BV hoop
both retlects and exacerbates the
left’s own lack of dynamism. When
it reaches out to incorporate
movements such as the Greens
whose supporters are strongly
influenced by mystical and anti-
working class prejudices, the
potential for further instability and
incoherence increases.

UNITY

While rival currents on the
Labour left differ on different
aspects of the post-election
analysis and their perspectives for
the future, they share much in
common. All can unite to
congratulate the leadership on its
professional election campaign —
a campaign that exclusively
promoted Labour’s most right-
wing policies and made Kinnock’s
commitment to humiliating the left
a central feature of his appeal to
middle class public opinion.

The left’s acquiescence to the
Kinnock leadership, before,
during and since the election
reflects its acceptance of the
limitations that follow from
working inside the Labour Party at
a time when the very survival of the
party is in question. The left’s
acceptance of Kinnock’s terms
means that it is condemned to
reshuffle the policies and pro-
grammes of the past and to put
them forward as a perspective for
the future. The problem is that
these policies and these pro-
grammes have already failed. The
experience of Wilson’s policies in
the sixties and seventies and of
Benn’s alternative strategies in the
seventies and eighties — both in
government and in opposition — is
the main factor that has alienated
the working class from the Labour
Party today.

Many on the left admit more or
less openly that the Labour Party
cannot be regarded as a socialist
organisation. ‘A lot of people’,
wrote Eric Heffer last week, ‘have

not understood how far the party
has moved and how far we have
gone from basic socialist ideas.’
(Socialist Organiser, 15 October)
Too true. An editorial in the same
issue admitted that Labour was ‘a
long way from being a serious
force for socialism in Britain’.

Does this mean that socialists
should therefore get out «f the
Labour Party and set about
building swialism? ‘Mo it does
Party remains the mass molitical
parly ol the British working cfaus
wesessent.” Tl Sahen o1 W
Jduma (hoses the iment and
Sscialist Urganiser passes on with
relief to discuss less trouble-
some questions.

MANTRA

For the left the statement that
‘Labour is the mass party of the
British working class’ is something
to be endlessly repeated, like a
mantra, for reassurance. But
repetition does not make it true.
Labour has never been a mass
party of the British working class,
though millions of workers are
affiliated to it through the
bureaucratic device of the political
levy paid by their union. Less than
300 000 people are individual
members of the Labour Party
today, and by general agreement,
most of these are middle class
constituency activists.

Ever since the twenties Labour
has commanded the mass of working
class votes, but since 1983 most
working class people have voted for
some party other than Labour.

The Labour Party is the party of
the labour bureaucracy, and its
programme has always reflected
the pressures of the British
establishment more than the
aspirations of the working class.
The direct influence of the ruling
class has never been so apparent as
in the years since Kinnock took
over the leadership and set about
adapting Labour’s policies to the
climate of Thatcherism.

‘Labour today falls very far
short of the working class party we
need’, concludes Socialist Organiser,
‘but in Thatcher’s Britain Labour
1s quite a long way to the left.
Labour may not be socialist but
the fact that it is to the left of the
Tories is some consolation to
today’s left. The doctrine of the
lesser evil thus ensures that the left
drags along behind Kinnock as he
rushes to adjust to Thatcher’s
rightwards course.

As Labour moves right the conflict
between the policies of the leader-

ship and the measures required to
defend the working class becomes

increasingly apparent. The
leadership document ‘Moving
Ahead’ that was endorsed at
Brighton emphasises that Labour’s
programme ‘must be for the nation
as a whole’ rather than being
concerned with the particular
interests of the working class. In
local government for example, it
insists that Labour must show that
it is ‘responsible, caring and
efficient’. The message is that to
display their ‘responsibility’,
Labour councils are expected to
pass on Tory cuts in a ‘caring’ and
‘efficient’ manner.

FATALISTIC

Workers fighting to preserve
jobs or services or to stop the poll
tax can expect short shrift from the
Labour leadership. Left wingers
who engage in activities around
these or any other issues which are
deemed an embarrassment to the
party’s electoral image will face
sharp disciplinary action. As
‘Moving Ahead’ concludes, ‘We
cannot afford the self-indulgence
of those who want to use our party
for their own factional ends.’

Every move that Kinnock has
made since the election confirms
our view that to pursue the policies
that are required to mobilise
working class resistance to the
Tories it is necessary to make a
break from the Labour Party. We
launched The Red Front before the
election to promote this objective.
The refusal of the left to abandon
its fatalistic embrace with Labour
before the election undermined the
potential impact of The Red Front
in the campaign. Four months into
Thatcher’s third term, the left has
yet to draw the inescapable
conclusion of Labour’s defeat —
that no real alternative can be
developed within the Labour
machine. We need The Red Front
now more than ever.
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TAMILS UNDER SIEGE IN SRI LANKA

A FIGHT T0

THE FINISH

Why has the Indian ‘peace-keeping force’ in Sri Lanka
launched an all-out war against Tamil militants?
Kenan Malik looks behind the latest

el 1
S 1 00

¢ Taeml Tigevs,

‘ 1 1mak no deal
pesolve ths s -
iy’ 0 Isdinn
b R war
; V,, A . l"\‘
I t ool i :
h

round of fighting

wish’. ‘How else’, it asked, ‘do you
explain why a band ~f armed
youths who were set to be. eme the
political leaders of northern and
possibly eastern Sri Lanka should
turn on its main protector?” Others
have pointed an accusing finger at

Gandhi has lost every state
election since he took office. His
most humiliating defeat came in
the state of Haryana earlier this
year. Haryana s in the Hindu
heartland of I« “lu and is usually a
bastion of supuvort for the

impose a

could not
solution’ in Sri Lanka, however,

‘Punjab

without intervening directly in
the struggle.

For two years Gandhi has tried
to find a solution that would end
the war in Sri Lanka without

In the
Punjab, the Indian forces are faced
with a small-scale rebellion, ill-
equipped and badly supported. In
Sri Lanka, the Indian troops are

confict in the Punjab.

fighting in a hostile f eign
country, against one of the best

fi lghang for aa ndeveries the Tam'l leadsr Vellupillai Congress (I) Pz-tv. This time granting Tamils the right to self- organised, disciplined and equipped
T | i Jar Prabhakatan, whou apparently Congress was rt «imply swept determination. The intransigence guerrilla armies in the world, with
Tt oo, ! models himself on Clint Eastwood. from power — it was politically of the Sinhalese regime in refusing mass support in the population.
3 gunetups According to an incisive piece of destroyed. Even the communists to give the Tamils even a limited
i analysis in The Times, Eastwood gained more seats than Gandhi’s measure of autonomy, and the LIBERAT|ON
on i : o« screen ‘kills a lot and talks party. refusal of Tamil militants to accept It is likely that the full might «f
¢ W sy very little’, The two major challenges Gandhi anything less than total indepen- the third largest army in the wo !
ine  Tige I [ Lne war in Sri Lanka has little tc has faced during his three years in dence, have dashed Gandhi’s will eventually defeat the Tige: .
| fa e ¢ ¢ wih either the »eychology of office — the movement for a Sikh hopes of achieving a peaceful But however large his arm,
Ty e e T Tawr it fighters or t screen homeland in the Punjab and the war settlement. Gandhi cannot crech the Tow !
vagury of viw fighting. 4 ot an wyeing Hollywood in Sri Lanka — have both fuelled The upsurge in the war since struggle for liberat™n.
1 P A i ir. Indian presvier Rujiv Gandhi unrest in India. summer, and the possibility of the So long as the Tamil people are
s ile ook coulettow, ¢ By trew o N4 LA G i oaew | dCwar in Tamil guerrillas making a real denied their rights, there will be war
. D . , : " L ¢ breskthrough, spurred Gandhi in Sri Lanka.
: Jams'l wty winghh i B , B, WD AN | o % into wtion. At g same time the nlvens
Tama last wesk Thene tarve men Wit Indie B i s nge- goamen futiting for Knalisioa — He impesed the July peuce te have majot oo p
J t I v i ' > ¢ Wk ' 0% ks Snhalee ansd (] T
- ' | Fhnw . P Ha s iy 3 iy Tagmds ( B tapegbenng e sitmady ol Bk L owesgn wigh
e | L e Crwny the Tig i suse th sovord in the province fus faw Sinhatzse woih military intervent.on their people ere dlon ool
3 1 “ua v (omtinue  their disastrously. Akali Da!, the if they 441 not sign the accord. He the water. The lc s the Trdi
\ Pows C | i Sor Meerslion rivepal Sikh racty wptt. For the warped the Tamils that he would troops are tied down v ril apl
v i "he preseat war in Sri Lanka is Per tw years the milntenes By clove 2 wn their bases in India if the grwor is the “bsiihae an
o b (B (he st of commssal  diviesons wags O LA agmiiwt they tetused to observe the ceasefire. explosion at home. It is ironic that
. ¢ b en eowiabiobed throughout the Indian Hirdus, meicrate Sikas and the Gandhi sent his troops to Sri having sent his troops to Sri Lanka
ool 1he Tamay. 1ha subconuvaent during the period of Indias security & wern Thoosinds Lanka to bring an end to the to stem the secessionist revolt
H «vial, pow withoul chociricity British colonial rule. of Hindus and Sikhe heve suffered fighting and restore order on the India, Gandhi finds himsc!
an AP, 0L wing Coundhi pres aes uvir o country gruesome d 1 the - mmunal island — and to remove any embroiled in a conflict th+: ¢
with civiliea cacualiivs. 1he ol fhat is «owtinily threstening to {_.sntive. Gandhi has managed to possibility of an independent only increase his probleu

are simply piling up in the strocts.

EMBARRASSED

sp it asunder. From Kashmir to
T umil Nadu secessionist movements
are tearing at the fabric of Indian

e Punjab problem only
by *a'ning the state into an armed
camp and summarily executing

( v

homeland for the Tamils. But the
Tamils took up arms in the first
place to win independence. Since

at home.
Western commentators have
praised the Indian onslaught. The

The Tigers have retaliated in unity. These communal divisions Sikh militants. Gandhi’s sole intention was to have expressed the F that
kind. Takin: their lead froo the are not the result of any inherent = deny them that right, it was Gandhi  will have sutficient
Wol I lc sath Al wal I“sodlust among Inaiuns: they are inevitable that the Indian troops ‘courage’ and ‘statesmansh |’ ¢
withitrar o5, g0 1 sihlacra the legacy of British rule. From the would come into conflict with the see the fight through to the finish.
so Dndinn prlsisers last week. time the East India Company first Tamil militants. It comes as little surprise that the
1 ]= a mav has foun’ it set up shop in the eighteenth Gandhi sent his troops into Sri British officials who created
rehorasdestvd licult to tauke the century, to the carnage of partition Ianka in July to police the peace divisions in the first place are =\
frgers’ 1 hora ol Judina, nearly 200 years later, British accord, but renewed fighting backing Gandhi’s campaign

iteg b down in fierce rulers manipulated old religious earlier this month between Tamils genocide against the Tamil
h¢ to- e 1oghty One and social divisions and created and Sinhalese prompted him to minority.

manoeuvre turncd into a fiasco
when paratroopers dropped into

new ones to maintain imperial
control.

despatch a bigger invasion force.
Worried that the war would flare

The Tamils have learned the
hard wav that they can expect 1

L T town cut g up again, Gandhi decided to move help fro either the West

o bry the Tigoes. meone thas 30 FRAGMENTA."ON in first and crush the Tigers. He has powers or their local stnnges
wore ko, carly 200 Indian In the 40 years since indepen- found himself drawn into the There will be no peace ver? tl
soliss und J gues 3% nave dence, Gandhi’s Congress (I) Party communal strife of Sri Lanka. system that created the conflict in

already lost their lives.

The sudden eruption of war has
left many people both in Sri Lanka
and in Britain shocked and confused.

Just two months ago the 1 +mil

has played up these divisions.
Stirring up communal rivalries has
helped it to hegemonise Indian
politics. As the only party able to
organise throughout the length

yrrunity welcoemed Iadian and breadth of India, it has won BOGGED DO\A/N: GANDHI
s Inte sal e peroes and copport frews a people seeking
| erators. lecian ‘rials were soene sense of unity. Congress has The conflict in Sri Lanka has

it anded and cheered by a i hwd

kept on top, not by L ulir

proved to be an more ini actable

20 100 (v+ during a cerceny to communal divisions, but by problem for Gandhi. On the one

Lhiae the corefire Taiween fomenting local conflicts to hand, there 1s widespread sympathy
Siataieaz forees and Tamil strengthen its own position. This in India for the struggle for Tamil
milit . Uarlier this mo: it Sri hus simply incre v od the tendencies rights, particularly in the southern
I snkar oo dent Junius saya- tawards  fragmentation  withie Indian state of Tamil Nadu, where
was e ¢ mplained bitierly that Indian society. over 50 million Tamils live. This
the Inaien rces wers ¢ -operating Over the past decade the has forced Gandhi to express
with 152 Tigeee. ‘1oeie were svin L vurrss strategy has backfired on sympathy for the Tamils’ plight.
tales of Indian troops i ning India’s rviers s local secessionist On the other hand, the Tamils’

Tigers in their attacks on S nna

sett’ 5 in the £ astern province. "o the expense or iie government for independence has given

vt has char ? party. Under Gandhi disunity encouragement to secessionist
Many Woastarn sommentat s wituin ladia has greatly increased. movements inside India. Separatists

thame e Thors tar the betese A el of shattering defeats in in Tamil Nadu in particular have

rasl o veen A ' to «oate eect s have «¢hoown  the taken heart from the liberation war

thee Iedovom 2 e Tami nneksing ng iny ina1lity of Cengress to in Sri Lanka and have grown - - - 2 4 S
out in Ju na ) | hold t gether .ts Jiverse peoples. increasingly militant. Gandhi THESE ARE NO PEACE-KEEPERS: INDIAN TROOPS ARE OUT TO CRUSH

movement: nave gained support at

success in sustaining their struggle

The situation in Sri Lanka is far

the first place is overthrown.

more explosive than even the

THE TAMIL FIGHTERS
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TWENTY YEARS OF THE 1967 ABORTION ACT

WHY WOMEN NEED FREE
ABORTION ON DEMAND

Twenty years after David Steel’s Abortion Act became law, his Liberal Party
colleague David Alton is campaigning to restrict access to abortion. As
pro-life campaigners step up their attack on abortion rights, Kate Marshall
asks — is the 1967 Act worth defendng?

he 1967 Act allows abortion

only under certain cir¢ .

stances. The ‘green 1orm

specifies that abortion is

permissible when a woman
can satisfy two doctors that the
pregnancy puts her own life in
danger, threatens the welfare of
her existing children, or that that
there is a substantial risk of the
baby being seriously handicapped.
An additional clause alliws
abortion on the grounds that +h
continvation of the pregnency
would involve risk of injury to t
physical or mental health of the
pregnant woman greater than if
the pregnancy were terminassd.’
This is the tenuous basis on w ich
the vast majority of women gun
permission from doctors and ti:
state to have an unwanted
pregnancy terminated.

Earlier legislation outlawing
abortion after 28 weeks remained in
force. The 1967 Act did not legalise
abortion: it remained illegal except
under stringent conditions. So »fy
was it passed?

DAVID ALTON
The main pressure for the 1967

Act was the establishment’s
concern to curb the fertility of
women whom the state considered
feckless or irresponsible in the use
of contraceptives. In the fifties a=-
sixties a growing range of « cial
problems — ‘unmarried mothers’,
‘juvenile delinquents’, ‘latchkey
kids’, ‘problem families® —
became a focus of public concern.
Large families came to be
associated with poverty, and
poverty with crime. Part of the
solution to what came to be k - w.
as the ‘cycle of deprivation’ — the
reproduction of social problems
within working class families —
was stricter control over re-
production. The state encouraged
the Family Planning Association
to hand out condoms, coils and
pills. Abortion came to be
regarded as necessary for those
who neglected to make use <
these facilities.

A new law ‘was necessary to
regulate the availability of
abortions. Existing legislation was
inadequate to prevent the large
number of backstreet abortions or
to stamp out illegal operations by

PRO-LIFE PROTESTERS HAVE PROMOTED ANTI-ABORTION PREJUDICE
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DAVID STEEL

Before 1967 abortion on these
grounds was illegal and a woman
had to convince three doctors, one
of them a psychiatrist, that the
thought of having an abnormal
child was gravely affecting her
mental heaith.
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The limitations =7 the 1967 Act

Wit apparent ‘oo the start. Asits
«rrater David Stee] has insisted in

=roent waeks ‘I aover Intended
thut we showald kios abortion on
demand.” &thoy the clause in

the Act «incadis,
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accounts for the huge regional
variations in the number of NHS
abortions. In a bastion of Catholic

s tion such as the West
Milande it is more or less
impceshle to get an NHS abortion.

The 1967 Act made provision for
women to get a legal abortion on the
NHS, but the authorities never
provided adequate resources to meet
the demand.

After 19¢’ the number
abortions varried out on the NHS

increaisd, te inadeuate facilities
ensured thw: the private sector,
1 alwa=ti000 are carried out for

a substantial v+, flourished. In
rooent  years abortion facilities
have become the first casualty of
spending «uts. As every health

1l rity o ofs UK On atoreon
fo v, e s e women

¢ ey | to puy <t of their
' teohets for a wrivate
: wo. 1 “Wwoline o4 NiIS
facitses bai bed m ¢ in
]A 4 : 'r ‘,", ~.I Y.

b Towws nave worked hard to

turs yublic opinion against women

¢k ng sborfions. A Marplan pe
purlisted i the Guardian los
week, showlny widespread suppeet
for restrictions on the legal time.
limit for abortions, indicates that
they have largely succeeded. They
have been helped along by strident
anti-abortion groups su:’t as the
Society for the Protec: w1 of the
Unborn Child and Life. A series ¢/
anti-abortion Bills int: «duced in
parliament and given high-prefle
Wicity have added to the ant
abortow climate (see box). This
sustained propaganda offensive
against women’s rights to abortion,
combined with real cuts in
resources and facilities, has
resulted in abortion being virtually
outlawed on the NHS. It is almost
impossible today to get an NHS
abortion after 12 weeks, and in
many places it is impossible to get
an abortion at all.

IRRELEVANT

Alton’s Bill to amend the 1967
Act by reducing the legal limit at
which abortions can be performed
from 28 to 18 weeks is the latest
assault on women’s rights. It has
re-opened a controversia! debate
about the moment whe Life begins
and prompted heated discussion
about the point at which a fetus
achieves viability. But these issues
have no relevance for women
needir g an abortion. For us the
questicn of the moment is how can
women get an abortion after 12
weeks? For a propasis wesan
who 2 t a‘1ord to sacrifice her
i~bh to have a child, havieg i
access to an abortion is a ere op
f necessity, of ethics or
woemee, The Avon Bil and the

=]

) bas provaeked rincies e
quee v obf the exinting leghs-
on aed unewrlines the argens

T fgnting for free alorteen o
! ) we
i\ prasible.

The legal offensive

A REARGUARD action

by an
, reactionaries to restrict abortion rights bes

1

assortment of
7 almost

s soon as the 1967 Act became law.

1969 Tory MP No

11 voros,
1970 Ar Tory

out of time.

his proposals.

secor reading.

1985 |

the house of lords.
1987 Liberal

1 St John Stevas
meaute rule Bul stipulating that one of the two
doctors required to sign the abortion order is an
NHS consultant, and is narrowly defeated by

iiroduces 10-

Bryant Godman Irvine, tries to
introduce a similar measure, but his Bill is talked

1974 The Medical Service (Referral) Bills brought by
John Hunt and Michael Grylls target private
sector abuses and the growing number of foreign
women receiving abortions in Britain—both fall
with the demise of the Heath government.

1975 Labour MP James White withdraws his private
member's Bill, which aims to cut the number of
abortions by half, after the Labour government
agrees to appoint a selectcomri™

¢ toexamine

1977 Spuc activist and MP Willlam Benyon's private
member's Bill to impose even more restrictions
on women seeking abortions receives its second
reading but runs out of time.

1978 Sir Bernard Braine introduces a 10-minute Bili
proposing a 20-week limit but runs out of time.

1979 Tory John Corrie introduces yet another Bill aimed
at halvir# abortions, but fails to get a majority on

‘h Powell’'s Unborn Child (Protection) Bill,
seeking to ban embryo experiments, reaches its
second reading, but runs out of time.

1986 The Bishop of Birmingham Hugh Montefiore
atternnts to reduce the time limit on abortion to
20 weeks. His Bill is still making its way through

MP David Alton kicks off new the
parliament by introducing his private member’s
Bill calling for a ban on abortion after 18 weeks.

The ourrage of Bills to restrict abortion rights have so
far failed to alter the substance of the 1967 Act. But
they have succeeded in creating an anti-abortion
climate . which makes it likely that some version of
Alton’s Bill will reach the statute books.
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In Labour’s shadow
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nistic hearts that the
L w=our Party was failing to
deiver, not only at the
. but also as a vehicle
“ism. Wainwright's
of coming to grips
tlis vnpalatable
' 5 to discover the
«nce of two Labour

20w 20 old and new
n Uy od she means
SurtautYaiM, male,
, 4, vrey, and
rie t g and by new
r veans ferrist,
y ¢, rainbow-coloured,

‘ative and left-wing.
ko hope for the Labour

v now is that one day
Cwe new will triumph over
the old.

Y. old version, which
ills ‘Labourism’, is
oot peost-war
: Lwotion,
1L Jatic corectivism,
3 Irm trade unionism
- wage restraint. The
. ‘radical socialism’
ts responsiveness,
itralisation and
2'ar democratic
Psipation. This is the
. transformative
ion" which is being
) the experiences
¢rnment at the
Yo,
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NS OT TO0OT QTSN 3TN N

LIBERAL TURNED LABOURIST HILARY WAINWRIGHT

public mind, then the new
left is as much to blame
as the old right. Memories
of the last Labour
government die hard, and
that includes Tony Benn
staying in the cabinet and
gaining the NUM's
acquiescorce to divisive
productivity deals and pit
closures, while his party
held dowr wages and
reorganised industry as
the recession began to
bite. The record of the
new left = local
government is equally
depressing

Like olhers who were on
the payrar, Wainwright
recycles the familiar hype
about the GLC; but

Londone s beyond the
buffer “w.ur of
Ceasicrals and
Mo e achivists Yot
e bettam dine. Whs
e .
! TN dados im it

orormed thaat a resy

YOUNG AMERICANS: ‘NO COMMON PURPOSE’

i | in conveying its
il theme — the
ity of a group of
v« Ichildren to feel for
o deal with the murder of
one of their friends. In
fai t. one of the first
™ . any of them says is
‘unisal, completely unreal’.
Joiv (Daniel Roebuck)
s vo0only strangled his
5s girlfriend
| Jse e was tinning
S50t) but he tie
tonducts gu.ded to rs of
the corpse for his curious
¢ rzamates. None of them
. ¢t really excited
t it cuart from Layne
{Crispa Glover) who
L mediately takes it upon
1 ; | T

u

[ b

to protect John from adult
retribution. Layne is
moti.&fed primarily by a
desire to .rport the
emotiors and values of
television fantasy into the
incident rather than by
any genu ~e regard for
John: ‘It's ke a movie, we
can “wit our loyalty
against all odds." He cites
his rule models as Chuck
Norris and Starsky and
Hutch One of the girls
wistful'y bemoans the fact
that ¢*« fuanot summon
up the griet she has felt
for departed TV

cha w*ers: ‘You figure
we'd be able to cry for
someone we hung around
wth '

enterprise board (Gleb)
would help create 10 000
jobs by 1985. By abolition
day in 1986 less than
3000 jobs had been
created or preserved.
Worse still, Gleb had been
used to educate workers
in the reality of the
capitalist's bank balance.
Events at Walter Howard
Design, a furniture
company in North London,
followed a standard
pattern. The firm received
£500 000 from Gleb, but
when orders failed to pick
up Gleb got tough and
forced through 20
redundancies. By July
1985 the firm was
bankrupt and another 100
workers were on the dole.
It is a pity that
Wainwright did not have
the opportunity to update
her discussian w! th
‘tunsformaative ©adtion’
> Shettad, The vy
coun: « leader, Clive Betts,

Hunter depicts a culture
of appalling poverty, even
though the the lower
middle or upper working
class milieu is not poor in
the material sense. The
children wander and mope
(generally sucking on
joints) through what fooks
like the northern
California suburban
version of a shanty town,
little impressed by the
tacky, shabby consumer
durables around them.
The adults who loom into
our adolescent’s eye-view
are distinctly
unimpressive. A feckless
mother (‘I'm giving up this

in the cause of ‘service
delivery’, has just declared
war on the unions and
their ‘restrictive practices’.
The chair of the education
committee, Joan Barton,
has just told the nursery
nurses on £70 a week
that there is ‘no money’ to
fund their pay claim.

‘Let’s not talk about
personal betrayal’ the new
left will say, but this has
nothing to do with
‘personal betrayal'. It has
to do with the fact that

~when it comes to what

Wainwright calls
‘reorganising the economy
and transforming the
state’ there is next to no
difference between her
two parties. At times she
seems to realise this
herself, as when she
reflects on how ill-
prepared the Bennite left
was in 1981: ‘The
radicalism of their
demands far outstripped
the political organisation
and strategy they had
fashioned to promote
them.’

But she suppresses
such worrying insights
and is soon merrily
planning ‘to break the
concentrated power of the
British establishment’ with
the same old organisation
and strategy — the
Labour Party passing
constitutional reforms in
parliament. She says,
quite rightly, of Neil
Kinnock, ‘As if transfixed
by the hostile glare of
Thatcherite forces, he
dare not move except in
their shadow.” Wainwright
herswif. like most of the
British left, is transfixed
by the Labour Party, and
dare not nv w2 cv v tin
its shadow.

mother bullshit’), a violent
stepfather, an
uncomprehending bully of
a policeman and a
ridiculous ex-civil rights
movement teacher, who
boasts desperately to his
contemptuously
indifferent pupils, ‘We
took to the streets and it
did make a difference. We
stopped a war.'
Significantly perhaps,
‘radical’ is a word they
use to register vague
approval, as in ‘heavy’ or
‘bad’.

The one adult the boys
can speak to is Feck
(Dennis Hopper), a
reciusive, one-legged ex-
biker who lives with an
inflatable sex doll and
supplies them with dope.
He too has killed a woman
in the past, but the
memory of it haunts him.
‘Are you psycho?’ John
rather presumptuously
asks him. ‘No 'm normal’
Feck replies, and
compared with John this
could be true. Feck, like

The very subject and
structure of this book gives
the lie to any claim for
independence. In both the
introduction and
conclusion Wainwright
talks about the need to
build ‘struggles and
movements seeking
change of a more
fundamental kind'. In
between she devotes 300
pages to the electoral
machine itself, in all its
organisational and
institutional complexity.
For alt the interviews and
background knowledge, -
the focus is unremittingly
inwards; for all the talk of
practical resistance to
Thatcherism, it is the
reselection of MPs, the
make-up of the NEC, the
link with the unions which
command her attention.

The truth is that
Wainwright has no
strategy outside of
electoral politics — no
strategy, no tactics, no
organisation. Of course if
you believe that the state
can be ‘transformed’ and
the establishment broken
by a parliamentary Bill,
you don’t really need
another strategy. Her
touching faith, despite all
her disclaimers, in the
power of Westminster is
really what Labourism,
right and ieft, is all about.
This book would have us
believe that the crucial
question is whether or not
the new left will succeed
in taking over the Labour
Party. The real question is
whether left wingers who
do want to fight will finally
realise that they must
break with Labour if we
are to get anywhere at all.
Jon Hann

Browning’s Porphyria’s
lover, was obsessively in
love with the woman he
killed and thinks he has
found a kindred spirit in
John: ‘Did you love her
too?” he pants. ‘She was
OK' is John’s appalling
reply.

Despite the grimness of
the story, the film is not
without humour, albeit of
the black variety. The
flatness of Hunter’'s
delivery, however, ensures
that no sentimentat or
farcical note enters the
proceedings. The sober
tone is maintained too by
the utterly convincing
performances of the
young actors. Hopper is,
needless to say,
magnificent again as the
grizzled loon, but this time
he is upstaged. Crispin
Glover as Layne gives us
a mesmerising figure in
the thoroughly unpleasant
self-appointed leader, high
as a kite on speed,
affecting the most
baroque mannerisms as
he propels himself deeper
into his fantasies.

In an interview in the
New Musical Express last
week, Hunter says of the
kids: ‘There is no common
purpose. Everything has
devolved into media and
merchandising. You get a
situation where kids feel
hollow. They really don’t
see how they might be
possibly part of a larger
society, they have no
sense of any larger
society at all.” In River’s
Edge he has unfolded this
bleak view with quiet
power. The best film 've
seen this year.

Pat Ford

WOULD YOU ASK THIS MAN ‘ARE YOU PSYCHO?'?

the next step




EVERY summer the
Revolutionary Communist
Party holds its Preparing
for Power conference in
London. It's a week of
discussion and debate,
and an opportunity for
activists to get together
to share experiences. For
the party it’s an
opportunity to test
people’s responses to the
politics in tns, and to
identify problems with the
way our readers perceive
our strategy and tactics.
This year’'s Preparing for
Power was particularly
successful. Many of the
people who came have
since become supporters
and have been lobbying
for an early repeat.

Much as we'd like to,

we can't stretch to
another week-long
conference. But we are
holding a special weekend
conference — Breaking
New Ground — to discuss
the important political
issues facing the working
class today.

Now that the party
conference season has
come to an end, and we
know what to expect from
both the Tories (massive
attacks) and the Labour
Party (no defence against
them), this is an ideal
time to take stock and
work out how-we should
respond. And as conflicts
come to a head in the
Gulf, Sri Lanka, Fiji, etc, it
is vital that we keep
abreast of international
developments.

Breaking New Ground
will avoid a preoccupation
with the past, and
concentrate on analysing
future trends. The
sessions will cover the
current showdown in the
Middle East, Gorbachev's
glasnost, the new morality,
and the economics of
contemporary capitalism.
The conference is open
to all those people who
came to Preparing for
Power and who want to go
one step further in
applying Marxism to the
world today. We also want
to get together all the
people who have just
started reading tns and
who want to find out more
about our politics and the

way our party works.

THe discussions will be
serious and detailed, but
we can guarantee that
anyone interested in
politics will find them
stimulating and exciting.
But don't come expecting
us to do all the thinking
and talking: we want to
hear your ideas too.

Can you think of a
better way to spend the
seventieth anniversary of
the Russian Revolution
than discussing what it
means for the world
today? If the answer is no,
send for your ticket now
by filling in the form
below.

Breaking New Ground
is on Saturday 7 and
Sunday 8 November at
Caxton House, 129 St
Johns Way, London N19.
Transport and
accommodation can be
provided for people from
outside London.
Registration costs just £5.
Contact Anne Burton on
(01) 729 0414 for details.

SIGNUP NOW!

available

® Accommodation, creche facilities and
transport from around the country are also

® |f you want to come to Breaking New
Ground, get your tickets today. The standard
price is £5. Fill in the form below, make
cheques payable to RCP Association and send
to BM RCP, London WC1N 3XX. For further
details, contact Anne Burton on (01) 729 0414.
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AGENDA

Saturday
9.30am | siration

' cY
12 noon l'JlC"
1.30pm Wt'un’n (l~
® Marxi I "'“'-.'All"'
® LAesSsSons .7 ..v " )SSian Revolution
® Where is Brita >
3pm Teas breax
3.30pm Workshogs
® Showdown i he Middie Fast
® The aconomics of contemporary ( M
® The worslng cfass — can it still make a revolutu
Evening disco

Sunday

10.30am Workshops

® Marxism and the problom of culture

® War or peace? - tha arms racs

® Gorbachevs gusnos! «- wiat poes it mean?

12 noon Lunch

2pm Plenary: Towards ¢ nineties: problems of theory
and practice

t Union?

,": \"‘\ M D

Revolution and the problem of class
CONSCIOUSNOSS

Living Marxism will be held every Tuesday at
7.30pm at the University of London Unlon,
Malet Street, WC1.

Tickels cost £7 waged/£5 unwaged for the
course, or £1.50 waged/£1 unwaged per
session. For tickels and reading hsts
contact Wendy Ellis on {01) 729 0414, or
write to Living Marxism, BM RCP, London
WCIN 3XX

100'Oam‘ ry: The Mandst challenge ~ 70 years after
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BECOME AN RCP
SUPPORTER!

You can get the next step delivered to
your door every week for a year. It's the
safest way to ensure that vou don't
miss out on the paper that provides
you with the working class view on the
news as it happens.

A 12-month subscription costs just
£26 1o anywhere in Britain and the
North of Ireland. Fill in the form below
and send to Junius Publications,

BCM JPLtd, London WC1N 3XX. Make
cheques payable to Junius Publications Ltd.
(For international subscription rates,
see page 3)

| would like a subscription to the next step
Amount enciosed 1
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WOMEN
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ABORTION
RIGHTS

LIBERAL MP David Alton is
pushing a Bill through
parliament to reduce the legal
time-limit on abortion from 28
to 18 weeks. It comes up for

its first reading on 28 October.

For Catholic priests and
Liberal politicians the spiritual
and legal distinctions between
a fetus of 12 weeks and one
of 24 weeks are matters of
great significance. For doctors
and scientists the differences
between a fetus of 24 weeks
and one of 28 weeks are
subjects of intensive research
and investigation.

For women the abortion
debates are academic. The
only difference that really
matters to women is the
difference between a wanted
and an unwanted pregnancy.

Our response to the Alton Bill
is to demand that every
woman who wants an abortion
can get it — as early as
possible or as late as
necessary.

The Alton Bill underlines the
urgency of stepping up the
fight for women's rights to
abortion and contraception.
We demand :

® Free and safe contraception
without any age restriction:
Anybody old enough to have
sex is old enough to have
access to the facilities to

cope with the consequences;

® Free pregnancy testing:
Currently used tests involve
delays and expense — the
most efficient tests should be
made available for the earliest
possible detection of
pregnancy;

® A unified contraception and
abortion service:

The fact that contraceptive
failure is the most common
reason for abortion is a strong
argument for integrating the
services, which should be
separate from maternity
wards, and which should
provide access to all women
who need to prevent or

terminate pregnaneys———————,

® Free abortion on demand:
Every woman should be able to
demand abortion without
seeking permission from a
doctor without legislative
restriction.

Alton’s Bill is an attack on
women's rights. It must be
stopped!




