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* Saturday 8 October: Having
escaped the clutches of British
justice once this year, Patrick:
McVeigh is arrested by gardai in
Dundalk in the South. McVeigh was
the subject of an unsuccessful
extradition case in August, when a
Portlacise court rejected a warrant
for his extradition to the North. The
gardai release McVeigh again, but
await the legai nod from the
authorities before making another
attempt to extradite him.

Loyalist leader lan Paisiey resists
attempts by the Royal Uister
Constabulary to postpone 2 tiny
counter-demonstration against a
civil rige 92 commemoration march.
The civil 1.ghts march in Derry on
the twentieth anniversary of the
start of the present war attracts
about 1500 nationalists. While RUC
officers harass the republican
demonstrators, they make littie
effort to stop Paisley getting on the
bonnet of a police landrover to
wave the Union Jack.

* Mongday 10 October: The
Northern Ireland Office denies
allegations from Sinn Fein that
republican prisoners at Long Kesh
were assaulted by warders following
the IRA execution of Brian Armour,
vice-chair of the Northern Ireland
Prison Officers Association. Such
reprisal beatings are traditional
when republicans score a victory
over their British captors.

A Portlai e caurt oris the
extindition °F James Fus Cooilis,
one of Wi Iwpbiicans to escape
from Long Kesh in 1983.

The Crown opens its case in the
trial of three Irish people charged
with conspiracy to kill Tory
Northern Ireland secretary Tom
King. As in most Irish showtrials the
verdict is a foregone conclusion,
every section of the British
establishment having decided that
the three are part of an ‘|RA gang'.

* Tuesday 11 October: An RUC
man is shot dead by the IRA while
working at an ice-cream parlour on
the Lisburn Road, Belfast.

* Wednesday 12 October: Home
secretary Douglas Hurd tells the
Tory Party conference in Brighton
that a new Prevention of Terrorism
Act would make it an offence to
handle IRA money. He warns
Labour leader Neil Kinnock that
‘anyone with a grain of leadership in
him would see that this was a
matter for national unity and not
party politics’.

* Thursday 13 October: The
satiricai magazine, Private Eye,
reports that one witness at the
Gibraltar inquest received
threatening phone-calls after being
interviewed by Special Branch
detectives. Robert Mordue was
visited by detectives after telling two
people at work that he had seen the
murder of Sean Savage. The caller,
who spoke with an English accent,
calied him a ‘bastard’ and ws “ed
him to stay away from Gibraltar.
Mordue is ex-directory and only the
Special Branch knew that he was to
give evidence at the inquest.

Saturday 15 October: Two men,
including a Belfast cornmander of
the Ulster Defence Association,
James Craig, are killed in a gun
attack on a pub in the city. Craig is
belieww to have been responsible
for the Loyalist organisation’s
racketeering. The killings are
claimed by the Ulster Freedom
Fighters, a name used by the UDA
itself when murdering Catholics,
indicatirg that they were part of an
internal _oyalist feud.

[ Mark Reilly
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ory minster David Mellor

‘greeted the publication of

new Aids figures with the

claim that up to 25 per cent

of London’s gay population
were HIV positive and 9000 people
would die of Aids in the next 15
years. The truth is that the spread of
HIV infection in Britain has begun
to slow down, and the numbers
falling ill with Aids is declining.
During 1986 and 1987 HIV tests
revealed up to 2200 new cases each
year. The total for 1988 looks set to
be less than 1200 new cases, con-
tradicting the Office of Health
Economics forecast of 3000 new
caws for 19¢

RARE

Since the early eighties just 12
hetsrosexuals who were neither
mtrwwnous drug users nor haemo-
priliacs have contracted Aids in
Br+ « = and Northern Ireland. This is
0.6 per cent of all Aids cases. Over
the same period 36 drug users, two
per cent of Aids cases, have
developed the disease. At present
9242 people, or 0.16 per cent of the
population, are known to be infected
with the virus (DoH, 1| October).

HIV infection and Aids continue
to be rare conditions in Britain,
presenting the heterosexually active
population with few risks.

With a cumulative total of 31 Aids
cases per million people, the British
epidemic ranks ninth in a list of
European countries prepared by the
Pasw Institute. With 65 780 re-
ported Aids cases, the USA has the
most serious problem. But even in
America the exponentially rapid
growth of v early wears of the
epidemic Juw given way to a sub-
stantial slowdown in new cases of
HIV infection and Aids-related
illness. The proportion of gay men
hit by Aids is declining. Intravenous
drug users are a growing proportion
of those infected, while heterosexuals
who are at no other risk account for
less than five per cent of US cases.

DEFEND THE
HOLLOWAY
ROAD 30!

THE court cases involving the
Holloway Road 30 are now on.
Most were arrested when thugs
attacked the internment
commemoration march
organisad by the Irish Freedom
Movement in London on
6 August. The police, who had
harassed marchers throughout
with riot vans, aliowed right
wingers to attack the demo with
bottles and stones. When
stewards defended the march,
police waded in to arrest
marchers. Most have been
charged under the Tory Public
Order Act. It is vitai that we win
these cases to defend the right
to protest against the Irish War.
We need funds to fight these
frame-ups. Show your support
by rushing in donations
{payable to the Molloway 30
Defence Fund). Get your trade
union/student union/political
group to pass motions in
support of those arrested. Send
donations to: Holloway Road 30
Defence Campaign, BM {FM,
London WC1N 3XX.

The Aids debate

NEVER TRUST

& o AN o falelelel
There are lies, damne
Developments in Britain are
following this pattern. The rapid
growth has stopped, the rate of
infection is declining and the
proportion of those infected who are
gay is beginning to fall. In 1985, 96
per cent of all Aids cases were gay;
by September 1988 it was 82 per
cent. This slowdown 1s largely
accounted for by the decline of new
cases being reported by gay men.
This is not due to the government’s
safe sex campaign, but to an
awarcne T danger rves i
by the virus that spread throughout
the gay scene during 1983 and 1984.
Openly gay men started to take
precautions against the virus as
friends and lovers fell ill and died.
They had an advance warning,
provided by the devastating impact
of the new disease on homosexual
men in America.

d lies and David Mellor’s figures

It takes around wven or eight
years of HIV infection to provoke
the onset of Aids. The decline in the
number of gay men falling ill with
Aids suggests that the spread of
infection started to slow long before
the government launched its safe sex
campaign in November 1986. The
campaign was based on three
assumptions: that the rapid early
growth of the disesss: v uld con-
tinue for years; that the entire
population was equally at risk as
infooioa spenad beyoad e Bgn-
risk groups: ihat onlv changes in
sexual behay viur—staking to one
partner or using condoms if you
couldnt—would stem the rate of
infection.

On all three counts the govern-
ment was wrong. The high growth
rate has not continued, there has
been no significant spread of

Tory cuts killed 31 people in the King's Cross fire

KING'S CROSS WHITEWASH

THE verdict of ‘accidental
death’ returned on the 31
victims of the King’s Cross fire
was a whitewash. The

coronor told the jury that

there was ‘no place for a verdict
of unlawful killing’. Whatever
the jury might have thought, the
Crown prosecution service had
already decided that London
Regional Transport would not
be prosecuted for the disaster
caused by cuts in the
underground system.

Even before the tragedy,
cutbacks in cleaning and
maintenance staff had led to 18
tube fires. In King’s Cross, lack
of staff allowed dust and grease
to build up under an escalator,
turning the only exit from the
station into a powder-keg. LRT
have cut back on safety to fund
investment in the new ticket
collection system, allowing
management to make still more
staff cuts.

The coroner refused to let

infection beyond the high-risk
groups, and there is no sign that
most people’s sexual behaviour has
changed.

What has changed is the situation
of lesbian and gay people: for the
worse.

The safe sex campaign succeeded
in frightening millions, not into
changing their sexual behaviour, but
into having a go at homosexuals.
The official promotion of the Aids
panic was part of a broader re-
assertion of traditional morality. Its
effect was to create a climate of
persecution against homosexuals,
leading to more victimisations at
work and harassinent on the streets.

PREJUDICE

y on e left fell tor the
gorvernment’s sufe wx propraganda,
and railed to conirunt the anti-
homosexual prejudice behind the
pretence of neutrality. People who
would not normally believe a Tory
minister if he told them the time of
day, suddenly beguw spoutag
official sermons about safe w2x. F.van
now, when it is clear that the safs sex
campaign has set up lesbians and
gays for attack without doing
anything to stem the spread of Aids,
the left still calls for more concerted
government action.

Aids will finally be dealt with by
advances in medical science. In the
meantime, any strategy which
intensifies public hostility towards
those most at risk from the disease
can only exacerbate the problem.
Our attitude te the Aids panic today
is the same as 11 was when the debate
borun; we vt the «Fam ca’ «
carepeign and fight wu equar ryghus
for lesbians and gays. The new
statistics confirm that this approach
was right all along, and that Tories
who will lie about everything from
nurses’ pay to unemployment 1igures
cannot be trusted as guardians of
our health.

Don Milligan

Matthew Scott, counsel for the
relatives of those killed, put
these facts to the jury. They
were directed to consider only
the immediate cause of the fire.
But speculation about whether
someone dropped a lighted
match only serves to shift the
blame on to an unnamed
individual. It obscures the fact
that LRT’s quest for profit has
turned every underground
station into a death-trap.
James Heartfield

the next step




fter the October Wall
Street Crash, the American
president tried to calm the
stock markets: ‘The main
point I wish to emphasise is
the fundamental soundness of the
great mass of economic activities.’
The US Federal Reserve cut interest
rates and pumped money into the
financial system. By the New Year
share prices had revived a little,
politicians said that the Crash hurt
only the greedy speculators, and
now things were back to normal.

That was after Black Tuesday, on
29 October 1929. Few recognised the
Crash for what it was. Only in
retrospect was 1929 seen as the start
of a descent into economic de-
pression, social upheaval and,
eventually, world war. By mid-1932,
share prices stood at a tenth of their
pre-Crash level. A year later US
gross national product was two
thirds of what it was in 1929 and one
in four American workers were
unemployed. The US slump was
exported around the world.

One year after Black Monday, on
19 October 1987, it seems as if history
is repeating itself. At the recent
meeting of the International
Monetary Fund in Berlin, finance
ministers noted that since Black
Monday the West has experienced
the ‘fastest growth in years’. The US
economy is set to grow by four per
cent, and the Japanese by six. The
( . the Cru % had ne
lasting effect on the world economy.
Tory chancellor Nigel Lawson says
it was simply a ‘grotesque over-

Tories set trap for nurses

£138m MORE
WILL NEVER
BE ENOUGH

ory health minister Kenneth

Clarke won a standing ovation

at the Conservative Party

conference when he an-
nounced an extra £138m to fund the
new pay system for nurses. But
nurses have nothing to cheer about.
The new grading system imposed
under the pay review is an obstacle
to winning decent pay in the health
service.

FRONTLINE

The review body on nurses’ pay
was the linchpin of the Tories’ cost-
cutting strategy in the health service.
Set up after the 1982 strike by
ancillary staff, technicians and
ambulancemen, it aimed to exploit
sectional divisions among health
workers. Government ministers
argued that nurses, in the frontline
of patient care, were special cases
who should be rewarded for their
caring services. The rapid growth of
the scab Royal College of Nursing
shows how successful the govern-
ment has been in promoting

One year after the Crash

Crashed out: Black Monday rocks fﬁe City

reaction’, while others swear that
faulty computers were to blame for
wiping billions off share values.

A m of = * has re-
turned over the past year. After
Black Monday the central banks
lowered interest rates and pusraid

divisions between nurses and other
health workers.

These divisions are being extended
by the review body’s regrading
proposals. The new clinical grading
structure makes individual quali-
fications the criteria for awarding
pay increases, and discourages
nurses from taking collective action
with other health workers to fight
for decent pay for everyone in the
health service. The effect of this has
been to open up new divisions

between nurses and ancillaries, and

also to open up competition among
nurses themselves. Thousands of
nurses now realise that only the elite
of the nursing profession can expect
to gain anything substantial from
the new grading system.

ASSAULT

The government’s decision to
provide more money for the re-
grading exercise is not a concession
to the demand for decent pay in the
health service. It is a pragmatic move
to speed up the implementation of

billions into the financial system to
prevent the stock market disorders

crneding o the st of the woonomy.
AWihen e & Wil to a
post-war low in the New Year, these
expansonary monetary moves were
redce B, (o vernments have spent

s ‘a’ e
Demanding decent pay for al

the grading system and thus clear the
decks for an all-out assauit on
health service spending. By agreeing
to go most of the way in meeting the
demands of the union leaders for
more funding, the Tories are now in
a strong position to blame the
unions if the new negotiations break
down before the Christmas deadline.

REJECT

From the start fns argued that the
regrading system could not be used
to the advantage of nurses, ‘no
matter how much money the Tories
put into it’ (19 August). A pay
system which divides nurses from
other health workers, and invites
individual nurses to compete for a
pay rise, cannot be made to work in
our favour. After months of wasting
our time waiting for the outcome of
negotiations, we should reject the
whole divisive system, and fight to
unite all health workers around what
they have in common: the need for
decent pay and conditions.

Tony Kennedy

Was last October's world stock market Crash the sign of recession to come?
James Malone answers the question which has been haunting the
capitalist world

$140 billion this year to prop up the
dollar and stop the US trade deficit
throwing the world economy into

1he major powers have decided
that stability must be maintained at
any cost until after the US presi-
dential elections next month.

Despite minsterial posturing
about a buoyant world economy,
the economic problems behind the
October Crash have not gone away.
Stock markets around -the world
have not recovered to any great
degree. One set of bad figures on
trade or the money supply can send
New York or London reeling, Last
month the Taiwanese stock market,
the third largest in the world after
New York and Tokyo, had a $30
billion ‘meltdown’. Felix Rohatyn,
the renowned US investment banker
and economic adviser to the Demo-
crats, warns of a ‘gigantic financial
house of cards’ waiting to collapse.

The root causes of the Crash
remain. The US trade and budget
deficits are still a major source of
instability in the world economy.
Some commentators argue that
world trade imbalances are im-
proving. Yet the surplus trade
accounts of Japan and West Ger-
many have continued to rise. The
latest monthly US trade deficit of

LIVING M

Many people regard Marxism as an
outdated dogma with little to offer
in relation to understanding the
world today. Our aim in this series
of discussions is to demonstrate
that Marxist theory is a tool for
analysing and transforming society.
The next three sessions are as
follows:

25 October: The roots of
racism

1 November: Marxism, art

and culture

HAUNTED BY BLACK MONDAY

over $12 billion shows that America
is heading for a hefty $140 billion
deficit this year. As the weorld’s
largest debtor, the USA needs to do
the impossible: achieve a trade
surplus to meet the burgeoning
interest payments on the debt.

FRIGHTENED

The policies instituted last year to
rescue the world economy have
increased the prospect of capitalist
collapse. Easy money and deregu-
lated financial markets have
encouraged a stunning amount of
company borrowing since the Crash.
American and British companies in
particular have been borrowing, not
to invest in new plant or machinery,
but to buy up shares and finance
takeovers. High-risk forms of credit
creation, such as junk bonds, have
been used to fuel the dog-eat-dog
response to the Crash. The financial
sector is now highly susceptible to
any slowdown in industrial output,
which could provoke a wave of
bankruptcies of firms unable to meet
their debts.

‘This is on top of third world debt,
which is once again becoming a
major worry.

It is the same story when it comes
to consumer credit. High-street
spending is fast outpacing the
company sector’s productive capa-
city. The fact that companies,
particularly in America and Britain,
have responded by inflating prices
rather than investing in new capacity
shows their lack of optimism about
the future. In the case of an
uncompetitive capitalist power like
Britain, the spending spree has led to
a boom in consumer imports. The
resulting trade deficit now rivals that
of the USA in terms of the re-
cessionary threat it poses.

Before the Crash, capitalist leaders
worried about the deflationary
effects of rising interest rates. On
19 October 1987 their worst fears
were confirmed. Now the worry is
about the economy ‘overheating’ as
a consequence of the post-Crash
monetary explosion. Today interest
rates are rising again in an attempt to
halt inflationary pressure. The past
few months bear an uncomfortable
likeness to those preceding Black
Monday.

Whether or not there is another
crash, another recession is certain.
After the 1929 Crash the capitalist
class refused to believe that its
system was crumbling. After the
1987 Crash the ruling class is
haunted by the past and frightened
for the future.

RXISM

8 November: On war and
peace

The meetings take place every
Tuesday evening at 7.30pm at the
University of London Union, Malet
Street, London WCH.

Tickets are £5 (£3.50 unwaged) for the
course or £1 (50p unwaged) per session.
For reading lists phone (01) 729 0414 or
write to Living Marxism, BM RCP, London
WCIN 3XX.
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growinyg student and worker
unrest in the southern repub-

lie Montenegro. In the Monte-
seyrix capital of Titograd, police
Lot clubs and tear gas to disperse
¢wmonstrators calling for the
resqgnation of local leaders. A wave
o unrest has swept the country
uver the past year, but the latest
1 vents threaten to tear the country’s
lederal Communist Party apart.

As the Central Committee pre-
pared for a crucial meeting in
Belgrade this week, leaders of the
republics of Serbia and Slovenia
were rowing in public. Politika, the
Belgrade party newspaper which
backs Serbian leader Slobodan
Milosevic, attacked the Slovene
party for supporting the police
action in Titograd. The Slovene
party accused the Serbian party of
manipulating demonstrators by
fomenting Serbian nationalism.

The tensions within the leadership
largely result from an upsurge of
working class resistance, after years
of relative peace. ‘

Marshal Tito’s achievement after
coming to power in 1945 was to
reconcile the country’s 16 nation-
alities, by suppressing all opposition
and introducing economic reforms.
For a while Tito’s ‘self-management
«ocialism’ allowed for relative
presperity. Since the Stalinist party
monopelised political power, how-
ever, 1.7orm was strictly limited.
Without genuine workers” demo-
cracy, sc ¥ maniwement dege nerated
into bureaucratic farce. Waen Tito
died in 1980, economic decay w
well-advanced, and the political
cracks were beginning to show.

Todav Yugoslavia is an economic
divastes, last year the republics of
Macedonia and Montenegro and
the suecacmous province of Kosovo
o lared themselves bankrupt. All
wty in the most deckward soutl
ra | ety e

Yugoslavia

fl‘i:u 1

M| -’ -

running at 215 per cent, the foreign
debt is $21| billion and more than a
million are unemployed. As jour-
nalist Cedo Zik explained in the
Zagreb publication, Star:: ‘The
effects of collapse may not look too
dramatic, since we do not have a
stock exchange and people are not
throwing themselves out of windows,
but everybody knows that we have
become the sick man of Europe.’
In May the government agreed a
harsh austerity package with the
International Monetary Fund. This
fuelled runaway inflation, slashed
living standards and provoked
wideipread unrest. More than 1000
strikos have broken out this year,
wh workers taking their protests
on to the streets, invading govern-

ment buildings and demanding the
resignation of corrupt officials.

Economic decay follows a rough
north-south divide, along which
opposing nationalist camps in the
Yugoslav bureaucracy now align
themselves.

The more prosperous northern
republics of Slovenia and Croatia,
and the autonomous province of
Vojvodina, enjoy living standards
akin to those of Western Europe. In
the poorest southern republics of
Montenegro and Macedonia, and
the autonomous province of Kosovo,
many earn a third of the average
northern wage. Here eight million
Serbs  the largest group in a
population of 23m, harbour long-
standing resentments at being

Eight years after Marshal Tito’s
death, the unitary state he
created from the ruins
of the post-war
Balkans is

falling apart

denied their pre-war dominance.
Differences between north and
south have also crystallised around
economic reform. In common with
the Soviet Union and much of
Eastern Europe, the Yugoslav
bureaucracy is set on restructuring
the economy. There are few dis-
agreements about the nature of the
reforms needed: an end to govern-
ment subsidies of consumer goods,
an overhaul in the management of
enterprises and an effort to attract
foreign and domestic investment.
The debate is about how the
reforms should be implemented.
Northerners want more political
and economic decentralisation,
while southerners led by Milosevic
favour more centralised planning.

The north fears that Milosevic’s
plans would damage prosperous
areas by forcing them to subsidise
the south. The south is concerned
that decentralisation would mean
more subsidy cuts and result in
increased unemployment, ruin and
upheaval.

Lacking an economic solution
which does not threaten their own
position, bureaucrats north and
south have channelled working
class resistance in a nationalist
direction.

VOCAL

Milosevic has tried to harness
nationalist sentiment to strengthen
Serbia’s position in the federation
as well as his own challenge for the
national leadership. He has en-
couraged Serbian resentment against
Albanian separatists in Kosovo
and led giant nationalist demon-
strations. Tens of thousands of
Serbs and Montenegrins now travel
the country demanding Serbian
control over Kosovo as well as the
other autonomous Serbian province
of Vojvodina.

Slovenian nationalism has taken
a different form. Disgruntled at
having to subsidise Yugoslavia’s
poorer regions, Slovenians hav2
become vocal in their criticism of
the Serbian-dominated national
army. A campaign against the
military led by the Slovene Com-
munist youth paper, Mladina,
culminated in the trial of three
journalists and a soldier earlier this
year.

How long can the bureaucruts
ride on the wave of nationalwt
revolt before it sinks them? While
he has become the figurehead of the
movement, even Milosevic cannot
be certain of staying in control.
Although they have been derailed
by chauvinist demagogy, Yugoslav
workers remain a mortal threat to
the Stalinist bureaucracy which has
monopolised power for 40 years.
Russell Osborne

DON'T IGNORE
REALITY

JULIE HARVEY and
DAVE MIDDLETON

ANIMAL

ORGAN transplant

TRANSPLANTS

surgery is not a modern

humans, two—week old
‘Baby Fae’ died 21 days
after receiving a
baboon's heart. This is
what is in store when
these horrific transplants
begin.

As for people being
superior to animals,

(letters, 14 October)
claim that tns is ‘too
enthusiastic about
writing off the
institutions of the
working class’. They
point out that most
workers ‘still support the
Labour Party’, that ‘the
number of workers in
trade unions has
remained relatively
stable’, and that ‘workers’
institutions have
remained intact’.
Pretending that little has
changed ignores the
reality of the modern
class struggle.

The Labour Party was
never ‘an institution of
the working class’. It was
created as an institution
of the labour
bureaucracy. Today, the
gap between what the
Labour leadership wants
to do (support Tory
cheap-labour schemes,
champion the capitalist
market etc) and the
interests of ordinary
workers is wider than
ever. Few have any
enthusiasm about voting
Labour; the vast majority
do g0 by defauit,
because Kinnock is
presented as the only
alternative to Thatcher.
Left wingers who have
spent 80 years arguing
that Labour is a ‘class
party’, instead of trying
to destroy its influence,
carry much blame for
this.

Simply quoting
‘relatively stable’ union
membership figures
misses the point. Millions
of workers have ‘joined’
modern unions via
sweetheart deals done
between the bureaucrats
and the bosses. Many
don’t know what union
they are in, and very few
have any stake in it. And
in the South, where most
workers now live, the
official labour movement
barely exists. The
widening gulf between
the union bureaucracy
and most of the rank and
file is evident on many
political issues and in
every dispute. The -
unions might be ‘intact’
on paper; but they are
mostly empty shells,
which have proved all
but useless to nurses,
seafarers and many
others.

This means it is pretty
inevitable that struggles

Ford workers on strike: showing courage but facing isolation

will take a defensive
form, whether on wages
or gay rights. We cannot
ignore these struggles.
But we can’t just applaud
them either. All the
struggles this year have
been fragmented,
isolated and dominated
by conservative outlooks.
We need to create a new
focus that can bring
them together in a
coherent class
movement. That means
totally rejecting the
traditional methods of
the official labour
movement, which have
only discredited the idea
of class struggle, and
starting to build anew. It
seems to me that what
tns is ‘enthusiastic’ about
are the prospects of
doing so, as the
Labourist institutions,
which have dogged our
class, decline.

miracle and the surgeons
are not mystical gods.
The result is both human
and animal suffering.
Transplanting of human
hearts has a low success
rate as the body'’s -
defences reject the
foreign heart,
necessitating the use of
anti-rejection drugs with
dangerous side-effects.
As for transplanting
animal organs into

DIVIDING CIVIL SERVANTS

THIS week CPSA
members at the Central
Office of Information
narrowly rejected strike
action over the
imposition of a Local Pay
Addition (LPA) upon
typing and secretarial
staff. LPAs are
supposedly paid on an
ad hoc basis to ease
problems of staff
recruitment and
retention. But we see
them as a way of
breaking up the union by
giving some staff a pay
rise whilst denying it to
others in the same office.
The members wanted al/
CPSA grades to receive
an LPA in line with union
policy.

The LPAs were
announced in July. | and
other left wingers wanted
a branch meeting to be

held in mid-August, but
we didn’t get one until
September. The matter
dragged on. Our branch
chair tried to smear the
left, describing us to
right-wing general
secretary John Ellis as ‘a
little to the left of Lenin’,
and subsequently
accusing us of
ballot-rigging.

CPSA grades
constitute only a quarter
of COI staff, and some
members were not sure
we could win a dispute.
Nevertheless, many
wanted to fight.
However, we can'’t call
upon our members, who
earn low wages, to refuse
more pay. The LPAs are
designed to fragment the
national pay structure by
focusing members’
activity at a local level. If

animals don’t drop
bombs, pollute the sea or
exploit or abuse each
other. No amount of
animal butchery will
make the working people
enjoy as long and
healthy lives as the more
privileged. Human and
animal rights go hand in
hand, and are not
opposing factors.

we call for all members
to receive an LPA, we
will help management
destroy the national pay
structure, as members
will see local action as
the way to win pay rises.
This idea has already
gained popularity as a
result of the failure of
recent national pay
campaigns.

LPAs can only be
defeated by a national
pay campaign. The 1987
campaign gave a glimpse
of the power the civil
service unions can wield.
We must organise now
for the 1989 campaign.

Write to tns, BCM JPLtd,
London WC1N 3XX
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‘THERE is no such thing as society. There
are individual men and women, and there
are families.” So said Margaret Thatcher
last year. In her big speech to the Tory
conference last week, however, she
announced her full support for the
concept of ‘the community’. The
ditference between her idea of society
and of community is more than a matter
of semantics.

In refuting the existence of ‘society’,
Thatcher rejects any notion of a collective
body in which people operate as part of
the whole. The ‘community’ which she
offers in its place is depicted as a
disparate and loose collection of
individual, responsible citizens. Most
importantly, in Thatcher's community of
citizens, there is no such thing as the
organised working class.

The Tories have put a lot of effort into
popularising the idea of individual choice
and responsibility. They have developed it
to justify their attacks on the welfare
state, and to undermine any notion of
collective organisation, such as trade
unionism,

Lately the government has sought to
put this approach into a slightly softer
focus, to deal with worries about rampant
individualism creating ‘the greedy
society’. Home secretary Douglas Hurd’s
talk of the need for ‘active citizenship’ is
one aspect of this; Thatcher's emphasis
on the community is another. But the
reactionary content of their crusade for
individual responsibility remains
unchanged. Yet sections of the left, in the
upper reaches of the Labour Party and
around Marxism Today, have now taken
up the themes of citizenship and
community, and claimed them as
progressive policies.

What has the doctrine of individual
responsibility, now known as active
citizenship in the community, meant
during the Thatcher years? It has justified
wholesale attacks on the provision of
state services. The government’s support
for ‘community care’, for example, is
designed to make women in the home,
rather than NHS hospitals, carry more of
the burden of looking after the sick, the
elderly and the disabled. Edwina Currie’s
campaigns to stop northerners eating
chips and to get the elderly knitting
woollies serve a similar purpose. Her aim
is to absolve the system of responsibility
for social problems, like the poor heaith
of working class people or the sutfering
of impoverished pensioners, and to get
individuals to carry the can.

The crusade for individual
responsibility also has a more general
political purpose. It helps to fragment the
working class by turning us in on
ourselves. It seeks to persuade people to
see themselves as members of small
family units, preoccupied with personal
problems, rather than as part of a social
force concerned with wider issues in the
world outside. Thatcher’s vision of ‘the
community’ involves an assortment of
separate families, with wide lawns and

narrow minds, who might just worry
about what happens a few doors down
the street. The Neighbourhood Watch
schemes, combining parochial suspicion
and prying with support for the police, are
Thatcher's ideal community bodies.

There can be no doubt that these ideas
are entirely reactionary. Yet the left has
proved incapable of dealing with them.
Some have retreated into upholding the
old welfare state as a ‘socialist
alternative’. Other left wingers have
adapted to the Tory emphasis on
individualism. Neither approach holds out
any hope of inspiring active opposition to
the Tories.

The traditional left of the official labour
movement, gathered around figures like
Tony Benn and Eric Heffer, rejects the
Thatcherite idea that we are all individual
citizens, and insists that Britain is still
riven by social divisions. This is
undoubtedly true. Their idea of a
‘collective’ alternative, however, is that
old-fashioned state intervention in health,
welfare and economic matters can
correct the imbalances. But this
contradicts the bitter experience of the
welfare state and nationalised industries
endured by people in modern Britain.

The working class will not take up
cudgels on behalf of the state institutions
which have served it so poorly. The old
left's preoccupation with the failed state
interventionist policies of past Labour
governments has discredited socialism. It
has allowed New Realists like GMB chief
John Edmonds to ridicule anti-capitalism
as the preserve of ‘two venerable
gentlemen of pensionable age [Benn and
Hefter] stomping the country to persuade
us to return to the manifesto of 1945’

The ‘new left’ around the Labour
leadership and Marxism Today
recognises the antiquated inadequacy of
the Bennites. Yet it has no genuine
alternative. It has thus tried to appropriate
the theme of ‘active citizens in the
community’ for the left. It has ended up
accommodating to Tory prejudices.

Marxism Today, and the Labour leaders
whom it feeds, argue that the left should
become the true champions of ‘the
community’ and responsible ‘citizenship’.
They claim that this is a novel adjustment
to the ‘New Times’. In fact it is a
throwback to an imaginary ideal, just as
useless and outdated as Benn's state
socialism. Labour executive member and
star of Marxism Today round-tables,
David Blunkett, sums this up:

‘We need to compete with what the

Tories are saying on citizenship by
remembering that it was our people who
came together to provide education and
childcare, to look after elderly people,
and to make it possible for hospitals

to run.’

This sort of nostalgic nonsense about
looking after your neighbours is all grist
to the Tory mill. The subject of traditional
values is one which Thatcher has used to
great effect in her propaganda war
against ‘modern permissiveness’. Any
attempt to contrast the virtues of the past
to the vices of the present gives credence
to her reactionary campaign. The debate
about citizenship and community is a
case in point. As the Financial Times
noted last week, the theme accords with
Thatcher’s attempt to impose the
backward, strait-laced values of the
corner shopkeeper throughout British
society:

‘It is very much in line with Mrs
Tiwichers puads chass yalurs, based on
neighbourhood and family and deferred
gratification. Indeed, by all accounts, her
father, the late Alderman Roberts of
Grantham, was an early paradigm of the
active citizen.’

We cannot hope to mobilise a movement
against the government by trying to steal
the mantle of the Grantham grocer.

The practical proposals which foliow
from the ‘new left’ analysis show the .
consequences of its concession to the
right. Writing of the need for a left-wing
‘social citizenship’ in the latest issue of
Marxism Today, Charlie Leadbeater
suggests that ‘childcare provision could
be built up from the informal networks
which abound among women’. In other
words, we should turn a necessity into a
virtue, let the state off the hook so far as
providing decent childcare is concerned,
and make women themselves fill the
gaps. It sounds remarkably like the

Tories’ arguments for ‘community care’
and ‘individual responsibility’, dressed up
in sham radicalism.

There is much that is new in British
politics today. The Tories have certainly
shattered the old consensus behind the
welfare state, and exposed the tired ideas
of traditional left-wing Labourism. Yet
there are also fundamental features of
society which remain intact; the class
divide is the most important of these.

We are not all individual citizens in a
community. We are members of social
classes. The basic division is still
between a minority of capitalists who
control the means of production, and a
majority of workers who have to sell their
ability to labour for a living. No individual
worker can win lasting gains simply by
staking a claim to citizenship. The
capitalists will laugh in the faces of left
wingers naive enough to try it. The only
way we can achieve a better life is by
using our collective power to take what
we need from those who exploit us.

W rieed to counterpose the idea of a
collective fight for democratic rights and
resources to the notion of individual
citizenship. This does not mean looking
to the state to act as a progressive agent
on our behalf. it means recognising the
state as a capitalist body which we must
organise against, to wrest what we
require from the ruling class as part of
the struggle against its degrading
system.

This is no time for nostalgia, either of
the Blunkett or the Benn variety. It is time
to shape up for the struggles of the
nineties. To do that, we need a political
outlook which can apply the principles of
working class politics to a changing
situation. We need to construct a Marxist
worldview adequate to our times, to show
that the politics of revolution are more
relevant than ever. The first thing we
need is our new in-depth review, Living
Marxism, which hits the streets next
week (see page 6 for details).
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Conference organised by the
Revolutionary Communist Party

Saturday 22 and Sunday 23 October
Caxton House, 129 St John's Way
London N19 (Archway tube)
Registration 10am Saturday 22 October

Breaking New Ground is an opportunity
to apply a Marxist analysis to the
problems facing the working class
today. Why do the Tories appear so
invincible and the left so weak? What is
Britain doing in lreland? Why has
Gorbachev become the pin-up of the

Western world? How can we deal with
the problem of racism?

These issues and many more will be
debated in workshops over the
weekend.

If you want to come along, register now.
Tickets cost £5.

Make cheques payable to RCP
Association and send to BM RCP,
London WC1N 3XX. Contact Lesley

Banham on (01) 729 0414 for details.

o
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We hope that all readers of the next
step will subscribe to our new
monthly review, Living Marxism,
which will be on sale from
November.

Living Marxism will set out to fill
the intellectual vacuum on the British
left, by providing an in-depth
analysis of political trends in Britain
and internationally. The most
striking problem on the left today is
the dearth of new ideas. For a
decade the Tory government and the
forces of the right have dictated the
political agenda.

The Labour Party leadership has
responded by adapting to the
Thatcherite times and espousing the
policies of New Realism. Many on
the left have retreated into the past,
and given up trying to project a
radical alternative which can get to
grips with the problems facing the
working class today.

We cannot hope to regain the
ground which the working class has
fost unless we start winning the
battle of ideas. Living Marxism will
be a powerful weapon in that battle.
It will allow us to analyse the issues
of the moment in a more all-rounded
way than is possible in a weekly
newspaper. It will allow us to
conduct a more rigorous critique of
each specific debate, and to
approach each issue from the wider
perspective of the struggle for power
in British politics.
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Most importantly, Living Marxism
will give us the sCou® to presamt a
positive revolutionary #er=ative to
the old ideas, weth a breadth of
analysis which can convine# the
most political members of the
working class of the need to join the
struggle for a new. movemeist.

The launch of Living Masxisis has
consequences for &5 sl Sivp
Producing Living Marxism and aur
theoretical journal Confrontation to
the high standard ¥equired will
stretch ows
resources: FOFIRETIE NS
mean Progacing a shomss
weekly papes

Since it was lauiiched irv 1985, s
has become a leading force on the
left of British politics. It has put
forward a distinctive working class
perspective on issues from
Gorbachey, through the Gulf War to
the Alton Bill, Aids, the Clause
campaign, afd on industrial dispetes
at Wapping, Dover and ir the MHS.
The paper will coa¥=ue to play an
important role for the party, allowing
us to respond to events on a weekly
basis and spearheading our
interventions in reany situations.
We are sure our readers will
welcome the addition of @ mor#siy
review to complement the arguments
in tns. Living Marxism will be a big
bonus in carrying the arguments for
a revolutionary alternative further
still. You can assist usiin that
endeavour by subscribing to Livirg
Marxism and selling it to your frimeck
and workmates.

The Tories in Brighton

GOING
THROUGH
THE
MOTIONS

The Tories can afford to be smug about
sweeping aside the opposition, argues
Joan Phillips, but they can do nothing to
stop their system spinning furthes

e R ahnbral
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¥ Thatcher:
tough but
untested

enior Conservative politi-

cians were warning of the

dangers of complacency

even before the Tory Party

assembled in Brighton for
its annual celebratory conference.
But the government has every
reason to be confident about its
unassailable position, after the
opposition parties turned in per-
formances ranging from the desul-
tory to the disastrous over the
summer conference season. Mar-
garet Thatcher arrived at the
seaside for her fourteenth con-
ference as party leader and tenth as
prime minister, with not a rival in
sight and with a runaway lead in the
opinion polls.

BOAST

The ritual triumphalism of Tory
conferences is a symptom of the
party’s dominance of British politics.
For 10 years the Tories have
dictated the political agenda.

Thatcher’s great achievement has
been to vanquish the opposition by
capturing the ideological battlefield.

The most striking feature of the
conference season has been how all
the opposition parties have em-
braced the keynote concepts of the
Thatcher era. David Owen, Paddy
Ashdown and Neil Kinnock took
turns to proclaim their commit-
ment to the free market, social
citizenship and individual choice.
Every aspiring prime minister now
accepts that to have any hope of
power they must put a tick next to
the political initiatives the Tories
have made their own.

Indeed, this was the meaning of
Thatcher’s boast in her clei.ng
speech to the conference: ‘The
Conservative Party occupies the
common ground of British politis.
And this is where the great :
the British people have pitched
their tents.” This might be an
overratimation of the popularity of
Tory policies, but it is an accurate
assessment of how they have been
appropriated by the opposition
parties.

ILLUSION

For the moment at least, the
Tories have good cause to feel
secure. But the government’s vic-
tories against its rivals have oftrn
served to obscure its defeats on the
economic front. The fatal flaw of
the three Thatcher terms is the
government’s failure to reverse the
decline of British capitalism. On
this score, smugness is wholly out
of place.

Tory fixers might be able to
stage-manage a standing ovation
for chancellor Nigel Lawson; but it
is not so easy to keep up the illusion
that the creation of the biggest
trade deficit in history is an
economic miracle.

For all their boasts about a
booming and prosperous Britain,
the Tories have been unable to
overcome the effects of recession.
British industry trails far behind'its
international competitors, with
manufacturing only now reaching
its previous highpoint of 1974. All
this has been temporarily hidden by
the boom in the financial services
sector. But having been financed by
the growth of speculation and
credit, it is only a matter of time
before the Tory bluff is called.

The easy credit, tax-cutting
strategy has rebounded on
the government in the form
of a record trade deficit.
Promises of prosperity and
tax cuts, the staple of Tory
propaganda, have now been
put to question by a series of in-
terest rate hikes. 'At Brighton
both Lawson and Thatcher sought
to hide their blushes behind bluster
about winning the battle against
inflation.

By insisting that bringing down
inflation must be the priority of
economic strategy, LLawson hoped
to divert attention from more
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pressing economic problems. Be-
cause it has been such a central
theme of Tory propaganda, the
fight against inflation is a con-
venient smokescreen behind which
to hide what are really crisis

measures. The focus on inflation— -

which, to Tory economists, means
wages also has the advantage of
scapegoating the working class for
the crisis of the system. The
chancellor’s biggest nightmare is
not rising inflation rates, which
rose by 0.2 per cent to 5.9 per cent
last month and are set to go on
rising, but slumping trade figures.

POWERLESS

According to the Treasury Eco-
nomic Modelling Club, the UK
share of world trade in manu-
facturing dropped to 6.9 per cent
from 7.5 per cent in the first six
months of 1988. The government’s
interest rate hikes, designed to curb
consumer demand and thereby cut
imports, are not a positive move to
make British industry more com-
petitive. They have been dictated by
worsened financial markets threat-
ening to turn Britain’s underlying
lack of competitiveness into a bal-
ance of payments and sterling crisis.

In practice the Tories know that
they have no solutions to the
problems of British capitalism.

This is why there were no new
econor < policies on offer at
Brighton. A year after the world
stock market Crash, the vulnerability
of the British economy to fluctuations
in the world market is clearer than
ever, and the Tories are powerless
to prevent a slide into recession.

The emphasis of political commen-
tators on the shift in Tory concern
fiem the economic sphere to the
social arena confirms the govern-
ment’s lack of an economic strategy.
By focusing discussion on social
issues, Thatcher hopes to distract
attention from mounting economic
problims. Even here, however,
ni + are running into diffi-
cultigs scraping the bottom of the
barrel fur some new ideas.

Many of the new policy initiatives
were neither new, nor were they
policies in any real sense. The idea
of the ‘active citizen’ has been aired
thtoughout the summer, and telling
people to be a good neighbour is
hardly a political policy. The new
vogue for ‘environmentalism is a
purely opportunist attempt to clean
up the Tory image, although it is
difficult to see how setting up litter-
free zones in Tory-controlled
boroughs will win the green vote.
While most of the new Tory
proposals are stale and insubstantial,
they do have a clear political
purpose.

REACTION

Even policies which touch on
economic affairs have an unmis-
takable ideological intent. Thus,
the government is forced to press
ahead with its privatisation pro-
gramme to sustain the myth of a
thriving popular capitalism. But
there are diminishing political
teturns in seliing off British Steel
which requires massive foreign
investment to be successful; or in
traing to get people excited about
being able to get their hands on a
few shares in the sewerage business.
The largely propagandistic char-
acrer of the privatisation drive is
best exemplified by Cecil Parkin-
son’s pledge to privatise British
Cval. The auctioning of such an
unprofitable concern is hardly
likely to inspire the world of private
enterprise. But it will be a grand
finale to the Thatcher regime’s
political triumph over the miners.

The rationale behind the Tory
proposals is to strengthen the
climate of reaction which the
government has created in recent
years.

Ail the topics of discussion in
Bry®ton—law and order, welfare
sctvungers, family morality, re-
spossible citizenship-- were carefully
chosen. By establishing an atmo-
sphere of censorship and restraint,
the Tories are softening up the

working class for the attacks to
come.

The debate about law and order
has always had pride of place in the
Tory ideological offensive. The
government appreciates that even
though it has nothing new to offer
its rank and file critics, keeping
public opinion constantly focused
on law and order is vital for the
success of its political offensive.

As well as the usual announce-
ment of more resources for the
police and prison services. home
secretary Douglas Hurd said that
he would press on with plans to
introduce electronic tagging for
remand prisoners. This initiative is
widely considered to be unworkable,
but serves a useful purpose in
accustoming people to the increasing
regimentation of society.

Coming after a series of legal
measures which have increased
police powers, such initiatives are
an ominous sign of how the state is
improving its capacity to control
every aspect of our lives. Combined
with the Tory offensive against sex
and violence in the media and
demands for more censorship of
what we read and watch, all this
adds up to a concerted campaign to
undermine civil liberties and basic
rights. The government was embar-
rassed by the law lords’ decision to
lift the two-year ban on media
discussion of Spvcaicher half-way
through the conference, but the
whole affair was a success for the
Tories in creating an atmosphere of
censorship throughout society.

FEAR

The discussion on the welfare
state and social security also has a
policing dimension. Employment
minister Norman Fowler announced
the creation of a new task force to
mount a big offensive against
benefit cheats. Claiming that a
significant number of claimants
either did not want to work or were
working on the side, he outlined
plans to increass the nurber of
fraud investigators. Suvial segurity
minister John Moore also warned
that new legislation would be
introduced to toughen up the
availability-for-work test for those
claiming benefit. |

The focus of Tory propaganda
on welfare scroungers is designed fo
create a climate of fear among the
unemployed, and to criminalise the
victims of the capitalist system.

As well as taking the opportunity
to rant about dole cheats, Moore
launched into a tirade against
single-parent families. He declared
that single parents were abusing the
system and undermining the family
unit, and took particular exception
to teenage women who supposedly
get pregnant to get a guaranteed
income and a council flat. In their
concern to reinforce traditional
values the Tories now seize every
opportunity to preach their pre-
judices about the immorality of
deviating from family life. (This can
sometimes be embarrassing when
Tory ministers do not practice what
they preach, and have their extra-
matrimonial affairs splashed all
over the tabloids at the start of
every conference.)

ONSLAUGHT

By promoting a series of moral
panics about everything from
teenage sex to unmarried mothers,
and drug abuse to football hooli-
ganism, the Tories are encouraging
people’s private preoccupations.
This has the effect of fragmenting
the working class into thousands of
private family units and preventing
people from seeking collective
solutions to broader social problems
resulting from the crisis of the
system.

The notion of the active citizen,
which is supposedly an innovation
in Tory thinking, is nothing new at
all. According to media commen-
tators, the Tories have latched on to
the idea of active citizenship as an
antidote to the excesses of Thatcher-
ite individualisre. In reality active
citizenship i« & variation on the

theme of personal responsibility
which has long been a government
obsession.

This became especially clear in
Douglas Hurd’s speech which
brought together all the familiar
homilies of recent years: “The game
of dodging responsibility has to
stop. Parents have to teach their
children responsibilities as well as
rights. Schools have to put self-
discipline and respect for others at
the heart of the curriculum. Broad-
casters have to consider the effect of
their programmes. particularly on
the young.’ Far from being a
reaction against rampant indivi-
dualism, the notion of active
citizenship is a reaction against
collective provision which is entirely
in keeping with the Tory onslaught
on the ‘nanny state’.

RHETORIC

In the absence of any radical
policy departures, government
ministers fell back on attacking the
old targets of Tory demonology.
The problem was that there is
nobody much for the Tories to use
as a whipping post these days. The
left in the Labour Party has been
trounced into oblivion by Kinnock;
and John Biffen found it necessary
to declare that ‘we can’t live forever
with our rhetoric that the Labour
Party is in the hands of extremists’.
The local government left has
moved so far to the right that the
‘loony” label is singularly inappro-
priate; and Tony Newton’s tirade
against the ‘irresponsible financial
policies and bureaucratic obstruc-
tion of posturing councils’ seemed
far-fetched in the light of the savage
cuts being implemented by most
Labour authorities.

Thatcher devoted a section of her
closing speech to an attack on the
IRA, the one enemy within which
can be relied on not to go away.

The conference performance left
the overwhelming impression that
the government has exhausted
itself, The debat: on the < onomy
uediilined t o rack of a straw gy tor
saving British capitalism trom
approaching recession. Ministerial
policy pronouncements werc little
more than confirmations of unim-
pressive initiatives already in
progress. The hyped-up social
agenda revealed a party bereft of
new ideas: Thatcher had to send her
speech writers away to redraft her
leader’s address several times
before she accepted the final
lacklustre product.

INEPTITUDE

The Tories can get away with
such ashoddy performance because
there is nobody in the opposition to
touch them. We have made the
point many times before in tns,
that the Tories are only as strong as
their opponents allow them to
appear. Even if the government ran
into serious problems with the
economy it is likely that it would be
able to survive largely unscathed
given the ineptitude of the opposi-
tion parties.

From our point of view there is
every reason to be optimistic about
the future.

The only thing which the Tories
have got going for them is their
grasp of the importance of hege-
monising the ideological struggle.
So far they have relied on political
intuition to force their opponents
into submission. Looking back
over the past decade it is possible to
say that the government has had an
easy ride. After 10 years the Labour
Party has yet to put the government
under pressure, despite countless
opportunities to build on popular
resentment against Tory policies.

At a time when the Tories are
facing their toughest test as the
economy spins out of control, the
opportunities for forging a coherent
opposition to the government are
better than ever before. The lesson
of the last 10 years is that if we
prepare our side to confront the
ideological offensive we will be
well-placed to wipe the smug smile
off the face of British Toryism.

the next step

he working class in Britain

and throughout the West

Aas suffered a series of

setbacks in recent years.

These setbacks have
strengthened those who argue for
moderation, ‘realism’ and a
strategy of defensiveness. The
Revolutionary Communist Party
takes a different view.

We believe that these setbacks
are the responsibility of the old
5% a1 union machines of the
ehlcial labour movement. In
Britain the Labourist tradition has
exMausted itself and can no longer
relate to even the most modest
aspiration of the working class.
The exhaustion of Labourism in
no way undermines the potential
of the working class to change
the world.

The RCP is committed to the
gonstruction of an independent
working class movement. Only a
movement which recognises that
the interests of workers are
irreconcilably opposed to those of
the employers can fight effectively
in the struggles ahead.

For the RCP, working ciass
politics carsot be reduced to trase
uniojise or the affairs of the
workplace. Workers must take a
stand on ewgry issue and express
un independent point of view if we
ure to libeMte ourselves. The fatal
flaw of British Labourism is that
it restricés workers’ horizons to
eCONOmy matiers, whie it abwwg
the emypliyer class to monopolig
politisal debate. Workers must
defiwe yoaty probloss from swr
poini of view and Fght or the
rights of every sectin of society if
we are to constitut( a poliseally
independent class.

While the RCP supports the
fight for rew! reform wr
imprevements in the lives ot #he
working class, we believe that nw
#assbie gaime can be won withis
capitalism. The RCP argues thit
the overthrow of capitalism
provides the necessary
precondition for the liberation of
the working class and cf society as
a whole.
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The British state exists to

protect the wealth and privilege of
the capitalist class. The RCP aims
to destroy the state, which
maintains the coaditions for
exploitation. We believe that the
state cannot be vsesd for
progressive ends. Any attemyt to
use the ‘soft’ side af the state, such
as local government, inner-city
partwesship, or police authorities,
lends legitimacy to the entire state
apparatus. It can only strengthen
the authority of the capitalists’
coercive machine.

The RCP welieves that workers
hass w0 switon. British workers
share the same interests as the
exploitad in other comntrise.
British workers have nothing ip
common with #se employers and
1nust resist the appeals of
patriotism and chauvinism. As
isdernationalists we recognise that
the enemy is at home. Since
Britain remains an imperialist
power around the world, the only
international role it can play 1s
that of the oppressor.

The cless veniggle is e iricasy
linked to the struggle against
igntiatem. The ROP wagymats
«I anti-umper.alist struggies
Workars sho live w the
bngmsabat hew ot heve a
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special duty to Wack those fighting
against the British opprassor.
Thus we fight for the immedize
withdrawal of British troops from
Ireland and for Irish self-
determination. We opposed
Britain’s colonial war in the South
Atlantic, and support the return
of the Malvinas islands to
Argentina. We oppose British and
Western interference in the
Middle East. We support the
destruction of the Zionist state in
Palestine and of the apartheid
regime in South Africa. We
uphold the same principles in
every struggle against imperialism.
The RCP is a fervent opponent of
all forms of British militarism,
nuclear, and ‘non-nuclear’ alike.
The RCP believes that the fight
against oppression is central to the
construction of an independent
working class movement. Workers
must defend the oppressed if we
are to fight for our own liberation.
This is why the RCP is
wholeheartedly committed to fim
fight against racisin. The struggls
for the swssncipanim of wonkes &
another fundamentat issue for the
warking class. We unvess sty
oppose xny form of discrimtzaiies
against lesbisns and gays and (ol
for the decriminalisation of
homosexuality, Workers must
take a stand on these issues, no?¥
out of altruism, but because it is
in our class interest to fight for il
fullest extension of
democratic rights.
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Workers need combat
organisations capable g
defending our interests, Tiw
existing organisations &f M
labour movement are singul
snisuites for this task. The 88
believes that the Labour Party i &
bosses’ organisation that shophé
be f[owg™ and exposed. Desjiie 3%
workMg clams constituency il
Labour Perty has always fellsssd
the dictates of the capitaisiy.
Whenever Labour has Sees s
office, it has always betdayed M
hopes of workers. The IRCIF s
against giving any electossd
support dm Eabosr. W orkon sosst
a party fhat is 108 ey coml var
own ik aely Feapeiier S
proletavian interests.

The existing rade unkoes are
heavily brseaucyatised and
incapable of r T
aspirations of shel . Thw
RCP wrpuss timt rank and fiio
trade unionists shewtd thght tg
take control of ke mavammst.
Trade unioniss shoulil segasie
across the werkplacs seed iniry
and demand thas se run ous ewn
affairs. Rank and file committees
organised on an indasiy-siske
basis could ensure Shal tlhe S
truly belong to sl Sl

The RCP’s aim 15 social
revolution in Britain ang
internationally. '"Wa beligss ihat
this perspective is 1l St
in Eastern Europe aisl S Sonisd
Union than in the Wesh Only M
working class has the cajmwity fa
liberate humanity. Our jod is ¥%
comsibute practically to "
realisatios: of this objective.

I you would like to discuss thew
s Stler, blease write to:
BiCF. M RCP, Iondon

WIS AN K, w phone

913 729 N414
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Lily and Edwin Kandial, their son David,
his girlfriend Sandra and three friends
decided last month to go on one of
London’s famous boat trips down the
Thames. They hoped to spend a few
hours on the river, have a quiet drink and
a dance. Unfortunately for them four
racists made the same journey. The
racists followed the Kandials everywhere,
abusing them. ‘Pakis get everywhere’,
they told the other revellers. ‘You get a
better class of company in McDonalds.’

It was some relief to the family when
the boat finally docked. But the Kandials’
problems had just begun. When they
went to get a taxi, the racists followed,
taunting them, shouting ‘Fucking Pakis,
fucking poofs’. ‘Why are you doing this?’,
asked Mrs Kandial. One of the racists
smacked her across the face. He then
took a swing at Edwin and knocked him
unconscious.

By the time Edwin came round some
minutes later, no less than 30 police had
arrived. But someone had forgotten to
tell them that the Met is now an ‘anti-
racist’ organisation. They pounced on
David Kandial and arrested him for
causing actual bodily harm to one of the
white youths. The supposedly injured
racist was sitting on a nearby wall,
smoking a cigarette with a smirk on his
face. After taking David to Cannon Row
police station, the police raised the
charge to the more serious one of
causing grievous bodily harm.

When Edwin asked the police why they

* hadn’t arrested the louts who had

attacked his wife and knocked him out,
they told him to ‘piss off’. After going to
hospital, Edwin went to bail his son out
and to make a statement about the
incident. The police told him they weren’t
interested in his statement, refused to let
him see David and manhandied him out
of the station. David was detained for 13
hours and is due to appear in Bow Street
magistrates court on 24 October.

‘My son is being charged with an

offence which [ consider to be totally
unjust’, says Edwin. ‘He was just trying to
save me from being beaten to death by
this gang. Yet, when the police arrived on
the scene, out of all the crowd they
arrested him and him alone. Tell me
where is the justice, is this not racial
prejudice?

The message from the police seems to
be ‘If you're black, it's a crime not to
allow yourself to be beaten up by racists’.
Workers Against Racism is demanding
that all charges be dropped, and is
fighting to make sure that the police
don’t get away with this frame-up.

Keith Tompson

Julius
must stay!

Last week tns reported on how the home
office is trying to deport Julius :
Alexander. Julius was born in St Vincent,
but has lived in Britain for four years. He
lives with his fiancée, Maureen, and her
two daughters, Beverley and Joanna.
Julius also has another daughter,
Jannicka, who was born in this country.
His mother, two brothers and his sister
are all British citizens and have lived in
London for many years. Yet, according to
the home office, Julius is a ‘visitor who
has ‘overstayed’ his welcome. Workers
Against Racism is fighting for Julius’
right to stay in Britain. If you want to get
involved in the campaign, phone WAR on
(01) 729 0414, or write to BM WAR,
London WC1N 3XX.

Police arrest victim of racist attack

WHERE S THE
JUSTICE?

Edwin (left) and David: victims of an
‘anti-racist’ police force

Winee by Woruers Agant Raciun ]
= I orgaraue Mt Totpaan

PENGUIN SPECIAL
ER {| Lirowy Sege amonles im grapiic Sty '
E 2O Pad Dacome wch 3 oy ‘epture of
Flwe N G0NV 1) Qaorior? tTe ATL-

KT TOMPSON
e realty of ool oopreaNon 0 Nedaie
RACIAL VIGLENCE IN BRITIN e Brrain. Me S0 locks ¢ Sow e
10! MOVt e Gt fow recuee

u0sIapUY BJOpUBY

u 035y~ borm raoRt atiecxs %0 poice
! ArpauTer:. oM oLl L b
s gnonmeratcn. Tomoeon shoes YO
G4 o o . witn ntntroductioay AT es Te TS 3 uder T Dlack
- MBS IO B uprmiogs of YR Oy
‘ L TN & AetWork of QAgoN whaeh

Z :‘..‘ ; ‘ ‘ e v(.’r' N marrs ‘{NW‘
& T B # (0 00D eI0n G008 LtChakerge
¥ ¥ £ UNGer SHgw 15 SESrtal readeg or
TS ol MO e asted N LNJEISIANGING
AR T I A—— WO w3 Pow W higat
UNDER SIEGE: RACIAL
Keilt Tompeon BCca N0t 309 St Picationa To order
toduction By Joba Miger 1w e wete At 1S Jeonis
. : 200 phns §% Pubbcetums L ond tend b M
Julius Alexander BaN G- X Londas WCIN JIX, o ghone 199) 729 XTTL

u0sIapuy eiopueyq




