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editorial

Labour's Seismic
Setback

"Predicting the course of events is haz-
ardous. What can be said is that Labour
enjoys a lead such that only seismic set-
backs over the coming months could
deprive it of a comfortable majority at the
next election.”

The Financial Times, 11th September,
as the fuel blockade started to bite.

ocialist Appeal has warned repeated-
y that we live in a period of sharp and
sudden changes. It was false, as
many Labour movement activists were
prone to do, to simply look at the surface of
things. To understand developments, we
have to look at the underlying processes in
society.

Again, as Socialist Appeal has
explained, despite the boom, there exists a
colossal discontent building up throughout
society. It was inevitable that at a certain
stage this discontent would burst through.
The political scene has shifted profoundly
over the last few weeks. For the first time
since January 1992, Labour support has col-
lapsed and the Tories have overtaken
Labour in the opinion polls. This represents
a political earthquake that has shaken the
Blair government to its very foundations and
poses a serious question mark of the plans
for a second-term Labour government.

Shaking heads

Many Labour activists must be shaking their
heads in despair at this outcome. After 18
years of Tory nightmare, the Blair govern-
ment's pro-capitalist policies threaten to
throw away a 179 Labour majority. The writ-
ing has been on the wall for a long time. The
string of election set-backs for Labour in the
European and local elections, as well as the
results in the Welsh Assembly and Scottish
Parliament, were clear for all to see. The
Blair leadership has been repeatedly
warned, even by right-wing MPs, such as
Peter Kilfoyle, of a haemorrhaging of support
amongst Labour's core vote. "What has real-
ly changed?" they ask. Now this drain of
support has been further exacerbated by the
government's handling of the fuel crisis.
Rather than address real grievances, the
government branded the protesters as "bully
boys", and threatened to bring in new laws to
deal with any future action. There are none
so blind as those who refuse to see.

"The spell has been broken", states an
editorial in the FT. Not only has Labour taken

a hammering in the polls, Blair's personal
rating has also taken a damaging tumble. It
now stands at minus 34, the lowest for a
Labour leader since Neil Kinnock in 1989.
This was always viewed by the right wing as
their key asset. Now the government is per-
ceived to be "out of touch" and "arrogant", as
the discredited Thatcher government was in
the past. More than 70% of voters do not
believe ministers' claims to be a "listening
government".

For many, the fuel crisis proved to be the
last straw. As fuel prices rocketed, squeez-
ing people through indirect taxation, discon-
tent reached boiling point, resulting in a
spontaneous blockade of the oil refineries.
Protesters followed the example of French
lorry drivers and farmers, who successfully
forced the Jospin government to cut fuel
taxes. With the trade union leaders totally
engrossed in 'New Realism" and oblivious to
the discontent that was building up, a vacu-
um was created, which, given the inaction of
the TUC, was then filled by groups of farm-
ers, road hauliers, taxi drivers and the like.
Following the French lead, in a totally
unprecedented action for Britain, they began
to blockade fuel supplies in an attempt to
force the Blair government to cut fuel taxes.

Given the "just-in-time" methods intro-
duced across British industry to slash costs,
the blockade had a devastating effect within
days. "If nothing else," laments The
Economist, "the blockades of Britain's oil
refineries have been a lesson in how to bring
a modern, industrial society to a halt." (16th
September). To the horror of big business, it
is a lesson that will not be forgotten!

The fuel protests were supported by 80-
90% of the population, which means not only
the working class, but also the bulk of the
middle class were in support. Commentators
have correctly drawn parallels with the mas-
sive opposition to the Poll Tax under
Thatcher. As The Economist remarked: "the
French way seems to be gaining ground."

With the economy rapidly grinding to a
halt, the government panicked and
denounced the protesters as "bully-boys"
employing "intimidation" to obtain their aims.
They were followed by the TUC leaders, who
compared the protesting lorry drivers to
Chilean lorry drivers who helped bring down
the Allende government! They, in turn, were
followed by the Morning Star, who, grovel-
ling before the trade union bureaucracy,
described the protests as a "bosses' block-
ade". The truth is there was very little "intim-

idation", and the protests were overwhelm-
ingly peaceful.

As for the character of the protesters,
they were undoubtedly from varied back-
grounds. They were overwhelmingly made
up of small hauliers, small farmers and self-
employed workers. Many were on the verge
of ruin as fuel prices soared. There were no
small number who were trade union mem-
bers. Of course, there were also politically
backward elements, like Brynle Williams,
caught up in the protest - which is inevitable
in any mass movement - given the paralysis
of the warkers' organisations. They filled the
vacuum. Nevertheless, the protest move-
ment received overwhelming public support
for their stand. It was a just struggle. Why
should those on lower incomes be subject to
massive increases in indirect taxation, while
taxes on big business were being reduced
by the Blair government?

This was clearly no reactionary "bosses'
revolt", as stated by the Morning Star. They
had the overwhelming support and sympa-
thy of workers up and down the country,
including the majority of unionised tanker
drivers. In fact, the British ruling class were
alarmed by the protests which threatened
their profits and was an example which they
did not want repeated. The Financial Times
attacked Hague for his opportunist dema-
gogy, rather than defending the 'rule of law'
and the strategic interests of the ruling class:

"It is not a question of whether, as Mr
Hague said, the people involved are 'fine,




upstanding citizens"”, states the Financial
Times, the organ of finance capital. “No
doubt, many of them are. It is not even a
question of whether the cause is just. It is
rather about the limits of legitimate protest.
When a group successfully threatens to halt
the economy, the government has lost its
monopoly of coercive power.

"For Conservatives, in particular, opposi-
tion to such protests must be a matter of prin-
ciple... What they must not do is give the
slightest support, covert or overt, to threats of
huge disruption. This is to betray not just the
party’'s achievements, but its raison d'étre. If
the Conservatives are not a party of law and
order, what are they?" (19th September, our
emphasis).

It is quite possible that the oil companies
"colluded" with the protests to a certain
extent. They would profit from a reduction of
fuel tax, as there would be more scope to
increase prices. But there were clear limits to
this "collusion". With the economy increas-
ingly paralysed, their sales and profits were
under threat. As soon as the blockade was
called off, the oil companies announced an
immediate rise in petrol prices - which they
were forced to rescind!

Rather than deal with real grievances, the
Blair government is now threatening to bring
in legislation to prevent a further blockade of
the oil companies. Such legislation poses a
threat to democratic rights, and the right to
strike in particular. The army are to be given
extra resources to train soldiers to drive oil
tankers. Despite the concerns by the leaders
of the TGWU and other unions, they opened
the door to this legislation by backing the
government's line.

Wasted opportunity

On the continent, particularly in Belgium, the
Netherlands, Norway and Denmark, the trade
unions led the protests against fuel prices. In
Britain, despite the biggest industrial action
for decades, the unions failed to give a lead,
not wishing to offend the Blair government.
Within days, the protesters had reduced the
anti-union laws to dust. The government was
impotent. If the unions had adopted a militant
stance, Blair would have been forced to con-
cede, and the non-union layers, struggling
shoulder to shoulder with their trade union
counterparts, could have been organised.
Unfortunately, the right wing trade union lead-
ers wasted this opportunity.

The collapse of support for Labour cannot
be brushed lightly aside. The report to
Labour's annual conference warns about
poor morale amongst Labour voters. "The
danger is that turnout will be low." And con-
cludes, "A low turnout will be bad for Labour."
This fear was reinforced by the party's declin-
ing membership, which fell from 387,776 in
1998 to 361,000 last year.

There is disillusionment amongst Labour
supporters with the actions of the Blair gov-
ernment. The continuation of Tory spending
plans, the introduction of PFI, privatisation,

the insulting 75p increase for pensioners, has
left a bitter taste in people's mouths. Now
Hague promises a big rise in pensions and a
cut in petrol tax! While Labour supporters
stay at home, former Tory voters are turning
back to the Conservative Party.

There is acute alarm in Labour's marginal
seats. The Blairite, Hilton Dawson, MP for
Lancaster and Wyre recently blurted out:
"There is no doubt Tony has lost a lot of
ground. We need a common sense approach
that treats people not as enemies of the state
but as people with legitimate grievances...
they feel he has misread the situation."

"At the moment, things are difficult” says
Dawson, sitting on a precarious 1,295 major-
ity. He wrote to the prime minister urging him
to recognise the strength of the protesters. "It
is all very well for the chancellor to charac-
terise protesters as 'no more than 2,000 pick-
ets holding the country to ransom’, but | have
no doubt that the vast majority of my con-
stituents support them... some of these bel-
ligerent statements [from ministers] are going
down very badly indeed."

The Blair government, having gained an
historic electoral victory, has squandered the
support of large sections of the working class,
as well as the middle class. The driving out of
the Tories in 1997, was a fundamental rejec-
tion of Tory policies. Unfortunately, the Blair
government has continued where the Tories
left off. It is this, the feeling that nothing has
changed, combined with the constant stress
within the workplace, that has caused this
present shattering earthquake. The pro-capi-
talists policies of the government have again
breathed new life into the Tories. Their "mod-
erate" policies have proved a disaster!

The 'market economy' is in a blind alley.
The only salvation is for Labour to break with
Tory policies and base itself on a bold social-
ist programme. As an immediate step, fuel
taxes should be slashed, and the oil compa-
nies nationalised under democratic workers'
control and management. A socialist trans-
port policy should be introduced, based on
the nationalisation of the railways, bus com-
panies and major haulage firrns. The banks
should be taken over, with cheap loans
offered to small businesses. To plan the
economy, the government should nationalise
the ‘commanding heights of the economy’,
the top 150 giant monopolies and insurance
companies, under democratic workers' con-
trol and management. Compensation should
only be paid on the basis of proven need.

Only in this way can the lives of ordinary
working people be transformed. The wealth
created by a socialist plan of production could
lift living standards dramatically, ending
unemployment, homelessness, and poverty.
The example of a socialist Britain, as the fuel
protests showed, would spread like wild fire
throughout Europe and elsewhere. Laying
the basis for a socialist united states of
Europe and a world federation of socialist

states. v¢

editorial

by 'Leon Trotsky

: 7“'.rher _advanced workers should
_ learn to give clear and concrele
__answers to the questlons put by»

their flture allles, e :
“While the farmer remains an 'inde-

pendent’ petty producer, he is in
| need of cheap credit, of agricultural
- machines and fertiliser at prices he
_can afford to pay, favourable condi-
. tions of transport, and conscien-
_tious organisation of the market for
_ his agricuitural products. But the
_ banks, the trusts, the merchants rob
~ the farmer from every side. Only the
-‘farmers themselves, with the help of

the workers, can curb this robbery.

. Committees elected by small farm-
“ers should make their appearance
on the national scene and jointly

with workers' committees and com-

- mlttees of bank employees lake into

_bands control Of. : ,_trﬁansport,

L question of commod:ty prices into a
__wedge to be driven between the
: workers and farmers and between
: »ihe workers and petty bourgeoisie
__of the cities. The peasant, artisan,
 small merchant unlike the industrial

orker, office and civil servnce
mployee cannot demand a wage
orrespondmg to the

nasses. But farmers, artlsans, mer-

_ _chants, in their capacity of con-

mers, can step into the politics of

_price-fixing shoulder to shoulder

with the workers.” ¥

September 1938
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GATT's successor, the World Trade
Organisation, established in 1993 along
with its associates the International
Monetary Fund, and the World Bank, have
achieved international notoriety. A recent
opinion poll claimed that a majority of
young people did not know what the TUC
is, while around the world thousands of
young people turn out to protest against
the global capitalism_that the Bretton -
Woods institutions represent.

by Tanja Gantner

is should tell us two things. Firstly,
that the leadership of the British trade
union movement and their class col-
laboration policies have driven the mighty
TUC into anonymity, totally failing to offer
young people a lead. Secondly, that those
young people are not as apathetic as we are
often told, they are more
than prepared to protest
when given the opportunity.
Meetings of the IMF, etc

becoming increasingly concerned by these
regular protests. The establishment of GATT
after world war two was a precursor to the
economic upswing of the 50s and 60s. The
fall of Stalinism combined with the boom in the
west created the illusion amongst many capi-
talists that the establishment of the WTO
would be the launch pad for another upswing.
However in the end trade agreements are
only pieces of paper. Much of today's growth
in trade takes place between different branch-
es of the same big companies, leading not to
increased investment as a result of competi-
tion, but rationalisation through the increasing
power of monopolies. The WTO and its asso-
ciates have become the public face not for the
glorious achievements of globalisation, but
the impoverishment of third world debt, low
pay, child labour and the destruction of the
environment.

Whatever happens in Prague, these
demonstrations will not go
away. They will be repeated
at the Summit of the
Americas next April and

provide just such an oppor-
tunity giving the free market
a recognisable face.

As we go to press just
such a demonstration is tak-
ing place in Prague at the
55th annual meeting of the
World Bank Group and the
Board of Governors of the
IMF.

The police estimate that
30,000 young people from
across Europe set out for
Prague. Far fewer reached
their destination as border

“It was very impressive”,
said Colin Rice, an eye
witness at the Prague

protest. "Thousands of
youth were there
expressing their disgust
towards big business
and capitalism in general.
The anti-capitalist pro-
testers blockaded the
delegates preventing

them getting to their
meetings

"

in a normal

around the world next May
Day.

These are no longer
simply single issue protests
against a war, or for debt
relief. However unclear their
demands, they represent
the genuine and growing
opposition to the interna-
tional capitalist system.
These demonstrations
remember, like the protests
across Europe against fuel
prices are taking place at
the height of a boom in cap-

guards and their reinforce- way-

ments tried to prevent
demonstrators getting
through and repeating the
scenes in Seattle earlier this year. 11,000
Czech police have been mobilised in Prague.
They have announced that they are prepared
to use tear gas and water cannon if neces-
sary. According to the Prague Post six
armoured personnel carriers, six troop trucks,
two fire engines, two Mi-17 helicopters, and
two W-3A Sokol helicopters are also on
standby.

This may sound heavy handed but there
can be no doubt that the capitalist class are

italism. In other words
against the background of
the best situation this sys-
tem can offer us.

A few thousand young people cause
chaos at a meeting of the world's most pow-
erful bankers. A few hundred lorry drivers and
farmers bring Britain to a virtual standstill.
These forces if led by the organised working
class could effortlessly and peacefully trans-
form society. The workers movement in
Britain with the TUC awoken from its
anonymity, united with this militancy and
enthusiasm on the basis of a socialist pro-
gramme would be unstoppable. vt




Trade Unions Draw
Line in Pensions|

This year's Labour Party Conference took place amid the biggest political crisis fac-
ing Labour for eight years. Delegates were visibly shaken by this sudden turn-around
in the party's fortunes, and were looking for answers from the party leadership.

espite the stage-managing of the
conference by the Blair leadership,
¥ pressures were clearly building up
and burst through sharply over the question
of pensions.

"Reassurances” about pensions and the
minimum wage from Gordon Brown, failed to
placate the hundreds of pensioners who
descended on Brighton, and exerted pres-
sure on delegates. In a fringe meeting on
pensions, the social security minister, Jeff
Rooker, was howled down by angry pen-
sioners, and chased from the meeting, while
Barbara Castle and Tony Benn were praised
to the skies.

"We are fighting for the restoration of the
welfare state and the abolition of the mental-
ity of the poor law - don't let it come back,"
she said.

Given the control by the leadership,
most of the time the conference hall was
half-empty, whilst in contrast the fringe meet-
ings were full up. The pensions fringe meet-
ing was full to overflowing even before the
morning session of the conference was fin-
ished. This was to have a major effect latter
in the week.

Blair's speech to the conference, silver-
tongued, but devoid of content, was an
attempt to mark some clear blue water
between New Labour and the Tories. He
talked about the future in the most general
and vague terms. His theme appeared to be
that the present Tory Party were extreme
Thatcherites, while Blair offered a form of
“Pink Toryism”. It is no accident that he
appealed to the “good honest Tories" in the
country - but these did not include those in
the leadership of the Conservative Party.

He said the differences between Labour
and the Tories were: "Stability or boom and
bust. Jobs or unemployment. Investment in
schools and hospitals, or cuts. Leadership
and engagement in the world, or weakness
and sour isolation." But rhetoric will not
change the real situation on the ground. It
says it all - after three years of Labour gov-
ernment, Blair has to spell out how the gov-
ermment differs from the Conservatives!

"l am listening, | hear and | will act,"
states Blair. But who is he listening to? So far

he has heeded the advice of big business.

Why, after three years, is the gulf
between rich and poor even greater? Why,

by our correspondent

three years later, are the poor worse off?
The widening gap between rich and poor
has been exacerbated under New Labour,
with an additional half-million falling below
the poverty line in their first two years. The
Department of Social Security reported that
100,000 more children became poverty
stricken in the first two years of this govern-
ment. It is now 4.5 million - more than one in
three.

Survey after survey, including those of
the DSS reveal the extent of poverty - that
there are, for example, more old people
under this government than under the last
two years of John Major!

The number of pensioners living in
poverty has risen by almost 100,000 since
Labour came to power.

This revelation comes as a London
University report says that more than 26,000
elderly people die from cold in London each
year - more than Finland, which is twice as
cold.

This situation has resulted in mass disil-
lusionment with the Blair government. It was
these pressures that have been brought to
bear at the trade union conferences, with
demands to restore the link between pen-
sions and earnings. After years of retreat,
the trade union leaders were pushed to pres-
ent a pensions composite to this year's con-
ference. Despite all the arm-twisting, and the
desire of most union leaders including Morris
and Bickerstaffe to remit the motion, the
pressures on them proved too great.
Edmonds stuck his heels in, and the resolu-
tion put to the vote, which was won 60.21%
to 39.79%. This defeat was a severe embar-
rassment to the Blairites.

Interestingly, the majority was achieved
entirely with the union votes. 84.17% of the
union vote supported the motion. In contrast,
the Constituency delegates backed the lead-
ership's plea to reject the motion by two to
orie. How things have changed! In the past,
it would have been the other way around.
This shows how out of touch the CLP dele-
gates are. This also explains why, despite a
few platform defeats, opposition to the lead-
ership was rather muted.

This shows, as Socialist Appeal has
explained many times, that the trade unions
are still the decisive force in the Labour
Party. Under pressure from below, they will

Labour Party confrence

become. the opposition to Blairism. Despite
all the‘stage-managing, the pressures of the
working class still break through.

With utter contempt for this democratic
decision, Gordon Brown launched an attack
on the unions stating: "I'm not going to give
in to the proposal that came from the union
leaders today...It is for the country to judge,
it is not for a few composite resolutions to
decide the policy of this government and this
country." The GMB accused the Chancellor
of intransigence, to the alleged annoyance
of Blair.

This whole issue reflects a fault line run-
ning through the Labour movement - which
could have major implications for the future.

Certainly Blair's grip on the party is not
as solid as before the fuel crisis. Despite the
attempt to summon the rank and file behind
the leadership, there is trouble ahead. This
was even recognised by the Economist
which realised that: "Divisions lower down
the Labour hierarchy may also emerge as
the party's MPs begin to fear for their politi-
cal future. If the latest polls are right, one in
four Labour MPs can no longer be sure that
they will survive the next election. On ICM's
figures, for example, Labour could expect to
win at most 310 seats, more than 100 fewer
than in 1997. Labour MPs whose careers
are in jeopardy may well be more inclined to
rebel against the party leadership."
(September 23, 2000)

The article concludes: "The trouble is
that since he became leader Mr Blair has
relied on his party's respect, rather than its
love. If respect is eroded, he may find he has
few bonds of loyalty to fall back on."

This Labour government will not be
judged on the empty rhetoric or sugar-coat-
ed promises of slick ministers at Party
Conference, but on the real situation affect-
ing the lives of millions of workers.

Unless socialist policies are implement-
ed, capitalism - even under a Labour gov-
ernment - will never be able to answer the
problems of working people or fulfil their

aspirations. v¢




- {rade vnion news

perfect opportumty for Left
) PCS 1o take the fight to the
embers and show that there is a cred-
_ible alternative to the right wing within
 the union, which has been led for so
- tong by Barry Reamsbottom: and the
Moderates. ’

to 39 at a recent Left Unity conference
the decision was made to give qualified
support  {o Hugh

and Membership First. They are both
right wing groupings that have no wish
1o see National Pay Bargaining and both
believe in the Parinership deals with
Management and the Government that
do little to protect members interests.

not to stand a cand;date on the premise

ship are being denied the right to vote

persecution of left activists. If they truly

sadly deluding themselves.

_ could satisfy the aspirations of PSC
membership on all issues. If Left Unity

- allow us to build up the left in all areas.

_ union back for the membership. Events
 will expose the inadequacy of the so-
~ called Moderate or Membership First
leadership. Left Unity should not be held

disorientate our members. As events
“themselves shake the union from top to

_prepare the ground, on a principled

_ basis, to challenge for the control of the
_union. The Left should not be side

: dates u

~ But by a narrow majority of 44 votes

Warning from striking
council workers

Unison strike leaders in Scotland warned
that their actions in support of a 5% wage
claim, involving 70,000 of public sector
workers, were set to continue.

In a display of union militancy reminiscent
of the 1979 winter of discontent, members
of the largest wunion in Britain staged a
series of one-day-strikes across Scotland.
Dozens of schools were forced to close,
refuse was left uncollected and libraries,
swimming pools, leisure centres and public

continue to take more strike action if we
have to.

We will also increase industrial action from
one day to two or three days at a time."
Many employees attached to other unions
refused to cross picket lines.

They included 200 school bus drivers, mem-
bers of TRGW , who were sent home. They
will lose a day's pay.

This fight is over low pay. It is essential
these workers win. v

Lanning the
Membership First candidate and not

stand ourselves. There are no real polit-
ical differences between the Moderates

Left Unity have made their decision

that any General Secretary is better
than Barry Reamsbottom. The member-

for a Left Unity candidate because of the
short sighted hatred some have from

gardens were also hit by the strike. In the
highlands council run ferries did not sail.
The union, having gained moral support

by Kenny Brown, Glasgow

These days all of us are called upon to
| have decided to sacrifice...

from the TUC in Glasgow, now plans to
step up its action by walking out for two
and three days at a time.

The public sector workers are in dispute
over a 2.5 per cent pay offer from the local
government umbrella body the Convention
of Scottish Local Authorities. Workers in
England and Wales were offered 3 per cent
for the same job.

Matt Smith, Scottish secretary of Unison
called their pay offer an insult."The effect of
this one-day strike is a warning that our
members are angry and frustrated. We will

sacrifice...

CPSA days of the Moderates and their

believe that Hugh Lanning will be any
different once elected then they are

Only a Left Unity general secretary j
~ had decided to stand, it would give us
__the opportunity not only to offer a real

alternative to the membership, but also

The building of a rank and file left organ-
~lsation is indispensible for winning the

responsible for Lanning. Such an
_approach will only serve to confuse and

_bottom, Left Unity has a responsibility to

tracked mto supportmg nght wmg candr- "

By Rachel Heemskerk '
PCS Branch Secretary South
Essex ES (personal capacnty)»‘ :

Ford:
Preparing
for action

Amidst a deluge of rumours since the return from the summer shutdown, and following on
from the 1500 voluntary redundancies and single shifting that has come in since our
return, there has been a developing mood of anger in all the plants across the Dagenham
estate. The rumours, which the Company deny, have centred around reports in the news-
papers that the date for closure of the Paint Trim & Assembly Plant and Body Plant has
been brought forward from April 2002 to next summer. Combined with uncertainty over
the future of the Dagenham Engine Plant, with production of the Puma engine in Turkey,
with the lower wages paid there an obvious threat to jobs and concerns over the future of
the Dagenham truck fleet, there has been pressure bought to bear on the unions to launch
a combined fightback. With shop steward elections having been held since the shutdown
there have been some significant changes of opinion in the Shop Steward Committees,
especially in the Engine Plant. On Monday 18th September a meeting of all the Shop
Stewards from the Dagenham estate unanimously agreed to call a mass meeting of all
Dagenham workers on the 23rd October to recommend a ballot for strike action to save
the Plants. On the day of the meeting there was a two hour stoppage in support of the call
for action in the Dagenham PTA. If this call for action is supported by the workforce a
postal ballot will be called with strike action likely before the year end. Once the result of
the ballot for strike action is known there must be a campaign launched at all the Plants
from the Ford National Joint Negotiating Committee to ballot for strike action in support of
Dagenham. This way the whole of Ford's European operations would quickly be brought
to a standstill, as they were in the two week strike of 1988, and the closure decision

reversed. v¢

TANK T SID M(umbw;

by a Ford Shop Steward




Echoes of Wint[3

trade union wews —

of Discontent

deafen TUC

With trade union membership on the increase and the most successful militant action
since the trade union-led strikes of the 1970s, it should have been a stirring week at
the TUC. This should have been doubly the case with the TUC being held in Glasgow,
where 80 years ago trade unions were forged on Red Clydeside.

ut as the fuel blockade threatened to
bring the economy to a standstill, the
TUC Congress was also to be in a
state of total paralysis. Instead of putting
themselves at the head of this movement,
the trade union leaders recoiled against it.
Completely sidelined by the events on the
picket line, the union leaders simply lined up
to condemn the actions of farmers, self-
employed lorry drivers, taxi drivers and other
sections involved in the blockade, who had
simply followed the example of their counter-
parts in France.

Amid scenes reminiscent of the 'winter of
discontent’, Chancellor Brown addressed
the assembled ranks of the TUC, as the
venue was encircled by protesters, blowing
their horns and creating the maximum noise
- to the irritation and embarrassment of the
TUC General Council.

Caught with their pants down, it was left
to Bill Morris, head of the TGWU, to put the
line. "This campaign has crossed the line
from democracy to anarchy", he said. "If they
are breaking the law, the protesters should
be arrested."

After some delay, John Monks, the gen-
eral secretary of the TUC, moved an emer-
gency General Council statement in the
same tone as any CBI chief, attacking the
‘bully-boy' blockades. "What we have seen
this week in this country has gone well
beyond democratic protest. What we have
seen is bullying, intimidation - holding the
country to ransom."

Monks, in a truly grovelling fashion, con-
tinued: "The Prime Minister is absolutely
right to stand firm against the blockades, and
insist on the rule of law in the face of this
intimidation."

Where were those who usually called for
law and order? Where was the Conservative
Party? Turning his back on all forms of civil
disobedience that helped to build the trade
union movement in the past, he warned:
"You will not, and should not, shift this gov-
ernment - any government - with bully boy

by Rob Sewell in Glasgow

blockades and civil disruption." And in the
same breath slandered the protesters by

-referring to Chile in 1973, where "trucks and

lorries were used by the self-employed and
the far right to attack democracy."

He concluded by saying that "these
blockades are not blockades on fuel. They
are a blockade of our democratic system.
Congress they must not succeed."

These words will come back to haunt the
TUC. As The Economist noted: "The very
sins, indeed, that the trade unions were
guilty of in the 1978-79 'winter of discontent'.
Monks’ speech will be repeated with glee by
every tin-pot employer threatened with strike
action by its workforce. The bosses will glad-
ly stand up to the 'disruption' of the trade
unions in the name of 'law and order' and
‘bully boy blockades', quoting John Monks
word for word.

Monks was oblivious to the fact that 94%
of the population supported the protests over
fuel prices. The complete inaction of the
TUC leadership over this issue had left a
vacuum, which was filled by angry farmers,
road héulage drivers, and others. Some of
these elements have played a reactionary
role in the past, particularly when solidarity
was needed in industrial disputes. Now they
are at the thin edge of the wedge - together
with the bulk of low-paid workers, squeezed
by sky-high fuel prices.

The trade union bureaucracy was eager
to remain in the government's good books.
While there was criticism of certain govern-
ment policies, it was pretty muted. The TUC
leaders also wanted to maintain their 'mod-
erate' image. The TUC was thick with talk of
‘new unionism' and 'partnership deals',
accepting the bosses' arguments for

increased competition, productivity and prof-
its. It was a totally bankrupt approach.
While the protesters came from various
backgrounds and formed a heterogeneous
group, they had articulated the feelings of
millions of workers who are being bled by ris-
ing petrol prices. Even unionised tanker driv-

ers, out of sympathy with the protest, refused
to handle fuel. While the Blair government
has increased petrol tax, falling heaviest on
the poorest sections, it has cut the taxes on
big business. It has shifted the burden of tax,
as did the Tories, onto indirect taxes, that
increasingly bear down on those least able to
pay. Blair came out with a blistering attack on
the protesters, claiming they were involved in
widespread intimidation and violence. But as
the police confirmed, this was untrue.

The trade union movement must come
out unambiguously for a large cut in petrol
tax. If the government complains of a short-
fall in tax revenues then let it put up taxes on
those most able to pay - the rich.

Those who raised an outcry over the
effects of the blockade on the aged and sick
simply wanted people to suffer in silence. "Of
course the government should look with
sympathy at sectors hit hardest", said
Monks. But no amount of sympathy will
solve the issue. Sympathy doesn't pay the
bills. Of course, we are interested in the
plight of the most vulnerable in society.
Emergency supplies should have been
organised to guarantee the needs of these
sections. The trade union movement had the
ability to do this, by putting itself at the head
of this movement.

The oil companies have made a profits'
bonanza. It is they that are holding the coun-
try to ransom. They should be nationalised
under workers control and management,
with compensation on the basis of proven
need.

The TUC simply echoed the reactionary
arguments of the Blair government, which
has proved hopelessly out of touch with the
real mood in the bulk of the population. It is
about time the trade unions broke from class
collaboration policies and gave a lead. The
issue of fuel prices has not gone away. The
bulk of the population, through numerous
opinion polls, showed overwhelming support
for the blockade. It is about time the TUC
took heed. v




- frade umrion news

Textiles:
Hanging by a Thread

In a further decimation of the British tex-
tile industry Coats Viyella, one of three
major suppliers to Marks and Spencer
announced that it is to axe 1,900 jobs and
sell off its loss-making M&S clothing divi-
sion.

by Miles Todd, Scunthorpe

oats Viyella has always been regard-
ed as one of the big players in textile
manufacturing and said it was no
Ionger profitable to trade with Marks and
Spencer. Knitwear and lingerie factories will
be closed in Scunthorpe, Shepshed in
Leicestershire, and Ollerton and Worksop in
Nottinghamshire. Another 5,600 jobs in the
clothing division are at risk in the UK if no
suitable buyer is found for the remaining
businesses. Once again unions described
the decision as another blow for the belea-
guered UK textile sector and called on the
Government to act.

The General Secretary of the GMB, John
Edmonds, said: "What we are witnessing is
nothing less than the annihilation of the UK
textile industry. The Government must act to
prevent textile manufacturing plunging from
Saville Road to Skid Row." Another major
supplier to M&S, SR Grant based in
Barnsley, pulled the plug on its supplies last
year with hundreds of redundancies as the
troubled high street business ended its long-
standing "buy British" policy and started to
outsource from the Far East taking advan-
tage of non-unionised and cheap labour.

Coat's business is reported to have
made a loss of £8.5 million in the first half of
the year, and it raises doubts as to whether
other M&S suppliers can any longer make
profit out of what was once seen as a presti-
gious contract with the high street giant. The
Chief Executive of Coats Viyella, reflecting
on the decline in the business, commented
that it "requires levels of investment, which in
the face of downward pressure on volumes
and prices do not make financial sense." The
Chairman of the group in a further cynical
comment said: "We have determined to
invest only in those businesses capable of
delivering profitable growth and to sell or
close the rest." This was on the day that
Coats Viyella unveiled half-year profits of
£35.6 million. (*** a few sentences before it
says losses of £8.5m - | don't understand -

Emil) It is yet another graphic illustration of
the decline of British industry as profits are
put before the working lives of ordinary men
and women.

In Scunthorpe where 381 jobs are due to
go, predominantly female, one machinist
commented: "The writing has been on the
wall for months and we all knew it was com-
ing but it was a question of when? But to
hear it on the radio first was adding insult to
injury." The factory in Scunthorpe has traded
for 46 years and local MP and Government
Junior Minister Elliot Morley said he was
"particularly bitter" that the latest closure was
due to their major consumer Marks and
Spencer buying from abroad: "l don't believe
this will be in their long-term interests and
the workforce deserved better."

Many of the employees are members of
the Knitting, Footwear and Apparel Trade
Union (KFAT), which has 22,000 members.
General Secretary Paul Gates said: "We are
all completely shocked. There can be little
doubt that it was ultimately pressure from
Marks and Spencer for a further price cut
that pushed Coats Viyella into making this
decision. Not content with telling suppliers
they will be paid two percent less for autumn
season orders, we've learned that M&S now
want an even bigger mark-up. It's high time
Marks and Spencer put their suppliers and
customers before consultants and bankers."

Many workers would agree with these
comments but if the haemorrhaging of jobs
in the UK textile industry is to be reversed

then socialist policies are necessary. As
ever, one manufacturing company's output is
another company's input, and the relation-
ship between Marks and Spencer and its
suppliers is-an illustration of how socialist
planning could be effective if the retailers
and manufacturers were in state hands.
Once again the old adage applies, "you can't
control what you don't own," and until big
business is taken out of the hands of private
ownership then British industry will continue
to sack thousands of workers at the slightest
profits waning.

Workers have looked for more from a
Labour Governmént then just hand-wringing,
especially as the avalanche of sackings con-
tinues in the manufacturing sector. Labour
must break with big business and Tory poli-
cies and introduce socialist measures in the
interests of working people!

(ONo redundancies.

[INationalise the big retailers.

(ONationalise the textile industry
with compensation only on the basis of
proven need.

CINationalise the big monopolies,
banks and financial institutions that domi-
nate our lives.

OFor a democratic socialist plan of
production under worker's control and man-
agement. v¢

World Steel headl ng for bust

%k

As we pomted outin the Iast issue of Socialist Appeal the British steel industry
is in crisis with exports fallmg and imports increasing. This is against a backdrop
where world steel production during the first six months of 2000 escalated by

MEPS (Europe) Limited, the Sheffield-based company of independent steel
industry analysts has forecast steel production this year is likely to be 830 mil-
lion tonnes - up 47 million on last year and which would represent an increase of
six percent on last year's figures. In particular there is strong demand in indus-
trial and construction sectors throughout Western Eurape whlch thls country s
steel makers are failing to take advantage of.
In the former USSR domestic demand has increased and double-digit percentage
growth is anticipated and in other Eastern European nations improved home
consumption and higher exports have provided opportunities for increased steel
‘output. This boost in steel is being led by America which has actually increased
- capacity but it is here that recession will hit hardest. Despite increased demand
in South East Asia and South America, with globalisation now a reality, the pres-
ent boom can turn to bust very quickly and a new downturn would have disas-
_ trous effects on the already weakened British industry. Now more then ever

socialist policies are needed internationally. v¢




rights of way ——

“T his Land 1S
Our Land’

The Countryside and Rights of Way Bill will introduce a legal
freedom to roam on open countryside in England and Wales. It
will apply to mountain, moor, heath, down and common land
with provisions to extend this to coastiines in the future. The
bill also contains changes to the law which will help keep pub-
lic footpaths free of obstruction, and will force local authorities

lost.

to take action against landowners guilty of blocking paths on
their land and require councils to come up with plans to
improve rights of way networks. This bill, to which the Labour

he House of Lords although
reformed by the Labour
Government still contains large
numbers of hereditary peers who are
landowners and claim to represent the "land-
ed interest". Their mentality is summed up
by Marian Shoard, author of two excellent
books on the land question in Britain (‘The
right to roam’, and 'This land is our land:the
struggle for Britain's countryside'), She says
"in Britain the vast majority of people have
so little stake in the countryside that they are
not even allowed to enter most of it. Instead
an elect few control it utterly choosing for the
most part to use their control to exclude their
fellow citizens from entering their holdings
even for so harmless a purpose as as to
wander about looking at the bluebells or lis-
tening to the skylarks. For many of these
‘owners' of Britain this right of exclusion is
not merely incidental but one of the principal
attractions of land ownership itself."

Land laws in Britain date back to the
Norman congest. From that time the public
have been excluded from the countryside
not just for making a livelihood but for leisure
purposes as well. The introduction of capital-
ist farming accentuated the process through
the enclosure of common land. The situation
we have today is that public access to land
is only on designated public footpaths and
rights of way. Anything else counts as tres-
pass. 87% of land in the UK is
privately owned. Privatisation of
public bodies such as the
Forestry Commission and the
Water Board has made the situa-
tion worse. The Forestry
Commission contains many pri-
vate landowners on it board. In
reality a handful of titled families
own one third of the land in
Britain. This means that the major-
ity of the population is excluded
from 77% of our land. 90% of
woodland is out of bounds to the
walker. Although the majority of
the population live and work in

towns and cities, the countryside remains an
important area for leisure and relaxation,
with walking being the most popular leisure
pastime. i

Access to the countryside has been an
issue for the labour movement from its early
days. Members of the Independent Labour
Party removed obstacles to public footpaths
by landowners. The most spectacular chal-
lenge however came with the mass tres-
passes on moorland in the Peak District in
the 1930s. The British Workers Sports
Federation led by Benny Rothman organised
a mass trespass on Kinderscout, a moor in
the Pennines, which is easily assessible to
the populations of industrial towns in
Lancashire and Yorkshire. Resisting the
attacks by gamemen employed by the
landowners six of the protesters faced arrest
and six months imprisonment for "riotous
assembly". Organisations such as the
Ramblers' Association have conducted
legal campaigns to keep footpaths open but
we must be grateful to Benny Rothman and
his colleagues because their militancy
helped to protect and extend what access to
the countryside we have Their actions influ-
enced the policies of the 1945 Labour
Government which introduced legislation to
set up national parks. These have helped to
preserve areas of the countryside but they
do not guarantee access to land. Even

Government is committed in its election manifesto and which
has the support of over 80% of the public went through the
House of Commons virtually unchallenged. It now however has
been threatened by more than 300 potentially wrecking amend-
ments from the House of Lords. This could mean that the bill is

by Barbara Humphries

though they are called 'national parks' they
are not publicly owned and only cover 9% of
land jn the UK. The 1945 Labour govern-
ment fell short of introducing right to roam
legislation relying on voluntary agreements,
which have not worked.

The Countryside and Rights of Way Bill
then is seen as a piece of radical legislation,
which has been Labour Party policy since
1994. The amount of land covered is mod-
est, but it introduces an important principle.
The opposition to this bill demonstrates the
power and arrogance of the landed section
of the ruling class in Britain and their deter-
mination to to preserve their interests.A
minority of landowners are frustrating the
wishes of urban and rural populations alike.
Their claims to speak for the "countryside"
are false. Their lack of commitment to the
interests of the rural population can be seen
by the low wages paid to agricultural workers
and the declining quality of life in rural Britain
- few public transport services and shops,
pubs and post offices which are under con-
stant threat of closure.

This bill willl also test the resolve of the
Blair government. If the Bill falls through lack
of time it will question the governments com-
mitment, as other bills, not part of Labour's
manifesto such as ending the right to trial by
jury and dealing with football violence are
pushed through, why can this bill not have
priority?

It also shows the limited effect
of the reform of the House of Lords
which the government has carried
out. The fact that the House of
Lords is still in a position to wreck
legislation shows that its powers
have not been effectively curtailed
by the government's reforms. If this
modest piece of legislation is lost it
will show how little the ruling class
are prepared to give way to a dem-
ocratically elected government and
the labour movement must draw
the political conclusions from

this. v¢
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“Unpopular Capitalism”

“Pul simply, s hecos

*arl Marx once said that "social being
determines social consciousness."
As we predicted, years of downsiz-
ing and corporate domination are causing a
reaction not only amongst the working class,
but also in the middle class.

All too often the capitalist media and their
shadows in the labour movement, attempt to
paint a picture that everything is wonderful in
the market economy. For the strategists of
capital, the golden economy is piling up
wealth and prosperity on an unimaginable
scale. Everyone is a winner in this corporate
world.

But the growing mood in society is a lot
different. This is no more the case than in the
citadel of world capitalism, the United
States, where “market values” have pene-
trated deep into the national consciousness.
Despite nine years of economic expansion in
the US, there exists a profound disquiet at
the domination of big business, and a grow-
ing backlash against the ever-powerful cor-
porations that dominate everyday life. "Amid
the good times, Americans feel uneasy",
states Business Week. In fact, according to
a poll carried out by the magazine, nearly
three-quarters of those surveyed think that
business has gained too much power over
too many aspects of their lives.

The Business Week article
continued: "The revved-up New
Economy has also left many fam-
ilies feeling overworked and
stressed out." One of the key ele-
ments in the recent strike at
Verizon Communications, where
the unions gained a victory, were
complaints about stress and com-
pulsory overtime. "At the same
time," states the article, "many
Americans feel they're not getting
their fair share of the riches. The
reason: average wages and ben-
efits have outpaced inflation by
only 7.6% since the last reces-

ng lashional

& 1o e anti-corporate.”

[Business Weel September 110, 20000

Amid the protests taking place in Prague against the International Monetary Fund, polisters everywhere are detecting
a growing anti-corporate mood throughout the major capitalist countries. After years of privatisation, stock market
euphoria and propaganda about the wonders of the capitalist market, the pendulum
is certainly swinging in the opposite direction.

sion ended in 1992, while productivity has
jumped by 17.9%." (Business Week,
September 11th, 2000).

The growing intensification of labour,
which Marx described as relative surplus
value, is having a colossal effect on the out-
look of the working class, and also the mid-
dle class. The growing levels of stress in the
workplace are a reflection of this process,
whether it is in the New Economy or the Old
Economy. But the squeeze certainly has its
limits. Stephen Roach, the chief economist
and guru of flexibility, realised this when he
warned that this squeeze would prepare a
workers' backlash at a certain stage. Part of
this “backlash” is the growth of anti-corpo-
rate feeling.

This process has also taken place within
Britain. The Labour landslide in 1997, which
represented a political earthquake, was a
total rejection of Toryism and all it stood for
after 18 years in power. It also represented,
in a way, a “backlash” against big business
and capitalism generally.

In a recent article in the Financial Times
entitled "Unpopular Capitalism”, this reaction
to big business is analysed from the point of
view of the ruling class. The article sounds a
note of warning to its readers. It states that

by Rob Sewell

"the economic liberals' conviction that the
companjes serve the interests of society
best by maximising profits does not convince
the US public. So, too, with the UK. In a
recent Mori poll for the Financial Times, only
a quarter of those surveyed thought the prof-
its of large companies a good thing. This
compared to half in 1969." (FT, 11/9/2000).

Last year, when the FT first commented
on these results, it was very concerned that
under Tony Blair there had been no improve-
ment in this outlook: "Worrying for both the
business community and the politicians, the
growing unpopularity of the profit motive also
parallels the privatisation of state assets,
begun by the Conservatives in the early
1980s but now accepted by all the main
political parties." (FT, 22/2/99).

Since then, privatisation has become
even more discredited in Britain. The train
disaster at Ladbroke Grove saw support for
the renationalisation of the railways in one
poll climb to 75%. There is widespread
opposition to the privatisation of London
Underground and air traffic control. Similarly,
there is a general perception that privatisa-
tion is blatant asset-stripping, at the expense
of the services. It is a license to print money.
No one believes a word the privatised utility
bosses say anymore on
safety or anything else.
The overall view is they
are fat cat executives, who
are only concerned with
maximising profits for their
shareholders without
regard to health or safety
of the public.

According to the
Business Week poll, 73%
of Americans feel that top
executives of US corpora-
tions are overpaid. In the
same poll, two-thirds
thought large profits were
more important to big com-




panies than providing safe, reliable products.

"Crony capitalism is an understandable
public concern," warns the FT. "The legal
bankrolling of politicians by big business in
the US, another Nader theme adopted by Mr
Gore, is a strain on democracy. In murky
Europe, big business in France was impli-
cated in the Mitterrand government's illegal
funding of Helmut Kohl's Christian
Democratic Union in Germany. The alleged
vehicle for the transfer of funds in this intrigu-
ing case of cross-border cronyism was Elf
Aquitaine, the French energy group.

"Still murkier relations between govern-
ment and business in Asian countries such
as Japan and South Korea have led to pro-
found public disillusionment."

The Financial Times forgets to mention
the sleaze in Britain under the Tories and the
present links of business with the right wing
tops of the Labour Party. The Bernie
Ecclestone and Mandelson affairs are no
one-off experiences. Peerages have been
handed out to millionaire businessmen,
while others, who have never been elected,
have been brought into the government.
These blatant manoeuvres, together with the
pro-capitalist policies being pursued by Blair
have led to widespread disillusionment,
especially amongst Labour's core support.

No wonder there is growing panic
amongst the serious strategists of capital at
this mood of anti-capitalism. "Where will it all
lead?" they ask themselves. According to
Business Week, "For Corporate America,
there is a danger in the new climate: In a
word, renewed government regulation. For
two decades, market deregulation has fos-
tered competition and lowered many prices.
But the pendulum may have swung too far
for many citizens, who now take the gains for
granted and want to dampen the extremes
that can come with unfettered capitalism."
(Our emphasis).

Daniel Yankelovich, chairman of poll-
sters DYG Inc, also warns that: "There's an
increased readiness to believe negative
things about companies." And this is not only
affecting the youth, although they are at the
cutting edge of this anti-corporate revolt. "If
today's anti-corporate backlash is more low-
key than the counterculture of the 1960s, it
may be even more dangerous for Corporate
America," states Business Week. "Back
then, anti-business attitudes were restricted
mostly to youth and college students...
Today, those Americans angry at corpora-
tions cut across generations, geography,
and even income groups."

This is a truly remarkable picture ten

Al Gore

years after the collapse of
the Berlin Wall and all the
capitalist euphoria that
went with it. Wide sections
of the American population
- working class and middle
class - are becoming anti-
big business. It is the early
reflections of a profound
radicalisation  that  will
sweep the United States in
the years that lie ahead. It
is this that terrifies the rep-
resentatives of Capital. For
his short-term opportunistic
electoral interests, even Al
Gore is adopting certain
anti-corporate rhetoric! So
desperate is he for votes, he has stated that
Americans must "stand up and say no" to
"Big Tobacco, Big Oil, the big polluters, the
pharmaceutical companies, the HMOs."
However, more interestingly, 74% of those
polled by Business Week agreed with his
remarks. The BW poll also revealed that
43% believe medical corporations (HMOs)
serve their customers poorly. But Gore is
playing with fire in stoking up anti-capitalist
feelings, and in the future will get his fingers
burnt. If elected in November, Gore will drop
this radical language like a hot potato, but
those who agreed with him will not be so for-
getful.

Breaking point
Nevertheless, states the magazine, the
greatest threat to the corporations comes
from their own workers. "Assaults from citi-
zens’ *groups are bad enough," says BW,
"but for most executives, the most potential-
ly hazardous attitudes lie with their own
employees." According to the bourgeois
economists, the best economy in 30 years
has brought a bounty of jobs and exuberant
consumer spending. The competitive wars
against Europe and Japan of the 1980s and
1990s have been won. Why then this dis-
content on the shop floor? Why isn't every-
body happy? "Many employees in Corporate
America think they're being worked to the
breaking point..." explains the magazine.

Last year, 43% of workers at big US cor-
porations said they "find it very difficult to
balance my work and personal responsibili-
ties," up sharply from 36% in 1997. Again
44% said that they are "very much underpaid
for the work | do," up from 38% two years
earlier. At the same time there is growing
resentment at soaring profit levels and
stratospheric levels of boardroom pay.
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Even more telling, Business Week
explains that "such feelings reflect the stark
discrepancy between the high productivity
rate the US economy has achieved in recent
years and the slower pace of wage gains.
This is one reason an astonishing 40 million
employees say they would vote in a union
today if given the chance, double the num-
ber of a decade ago, according to pollsters
Peter D. Hart Research Associates." (Our
emphasis).

There is a sea change taking place in the
mood of working people in the USA, with
union organising drives on the increase in
recent years. This is the other side of the
American boom. Super profits and squeez-
ing at the bottom has produced a backlash
against big business and created more of a
pro-union mood. This is also reflected in the
high levels of public support for industrial
disputes, which is in marked contrast to the
1980s under the Reagan Presidency.

This mood is also beginning to affect the
workers in the New Economy, such as
telecommunications. The recent union victo-
ry at Verizon Communications demonstrated
that the idea that the Information Economy
would be union-free was a fallacy. Without
doubt, the American trade union movement
scored a major victory at a company that
epitomises the New Economy.

The inheritors of the old Bell system,
including Bell Atlantic, AT&T, and SBC,
assumed that when they merged with large-
ly non-union cable and cell-phone compa-
nies, the non-union parts of the business
would eventually supplant the unionised
parts. There were certainly union fears about
such a possibility, as this actually happened
at AT&T, where members of the

Communication Workers of America were
reduced to 25% of the workforce when the
company merged with other cable and wire-
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less operations. In turn, this served to hard-
en AT&T's anti-union stance.

However, recent events have stopped
this trend in its tracks. At Verizon
Communications, the American unions have
succeeded in establishing a foothold in the
virgin fields of broadband and wireless. At
the centre of the dispute was the union's aim
to organise the non-union workers in what
used to be GTE and Vodafone. Other issues
involved the company's ability to transfer
work from union to non-union units, work-
control and overtime. These were key griev-
ances in an industry where workers are
under pressure to service customers with
only a two-second break between calls, and
are forced to follow a rigid script.

The two unions involved in organising
Verizon, the Communication Workers and
the Electrical Workers, now represent 53%
of the 250,000 workers employed in the
company. At SBC, the union density is even
higher.

The willingness of telecom unions to take
action - not simply over wages and condi-
tions, but over the future of hi-tech unionism
- is opening a new chapter for American
labour. It is a clear answer to those who
wrote off the working class
following the decline of heavy

der that in a number of cases the turnover of
labour can be as high as 80%.

As in the USA, stress levels in Britain,
also in a boom, have reached record
heights. In a recent survey conducted by the
Joseph Rowntree Foundation, analysing the
effects on workers of the constant drive by
companies to reduce costs and increase
profits, job insecurity has reached its highest
level since the second world war.

Lack of trust

Far from finding that job insecurity fell as
unemployment fell, research showed that
the workplace was permeated with a lack of
trust, sense of a loss of control over the pace
of work, general anxiety, and a sense that
employees were being worked too hard.
Despite the campaign by the TUC for 'part-
nership agreements', only 26% of workers
said they believed workers and management
were on the same side.

In the survey, more than 60% claimed
that the pace of work had increased over the
last five years, as downsizing had put pres-
sure on the remaining workers to do more.
Half said current staffing levels were inade-
quate or very inadequate. Again, two-thirds

of workers said they always or regularly

“worked longer than their basic hours; just

over 30% of men said they were putting in
more than 48 hours a week, and 39% said
that the length of the working week had
increased over the past five years against
15% reporting that it was now shorter. The
European directive on working hours has not
made a fundamental difference.

The report also showed a link between
job security and health, with workers failing
to adjust to the higher levels of stress. "On
the contrary, physical and mental well-being
continues to deteriorate the longer employ-
ees remain ‘in a state of insecurity," states
the report.

Last month 300 council workers in
Plymouth took strike action over budget
cuts, which resulted in an increased work-
load and stress. The Unison branch secre-
tary Tony Staunton said staff cuts and heavy
workloads were placing workers at "consid-
erable risk" of stress and even mental break-
down. "We are pull|ngpeople out on strike to
protect ‘them from~ unreasonable work
demands," he said.

Royal Mail management has been
struggling to impose new 'flexible working'
arrangements for years, pushing
the workforce at every point.

manufacturing industry.

In  Britain, a similar
process has begun to unfold,
beginning with a number of
strikes at call centres.
Damned as the “sweat-shops
of the 21st century”, these

Tdeie-dee-dee and
. Twiddle-dee-dum
or the plder and the fIv

This has resulted in a spate of
so-called ‘"wildcat walkouts",
usually localised, exploding sud-
denly and over very quickly. The
Post Office accounts for nearly
half of all recorded stoppages -
84 of the 195 logged by the

workers have been subjected
to Fordist production meth-
ods superimposed upon the
emerging 24-hour service
economy. They are at the
sharp end of “time and
motion” techniques pio-
neered by Frederick Taylor
100 years ago. Impossible
targets, understaffing, contin-
uous stress are all part of
these modern white-collar
factories.

As Sue Fernie, research
fellow at the London School
of Economics Centre for
Economic Performance, put
it: "The possibilities for moni-
toring behaviour and meas-
uring output in call centres is
amazing to behold - the
tyranny of the assembly line
is but a Sunday school picnic
compared with the control
that management can exer-
cise in computer telephony." .

The dispute at BT last
year centred on the threat of
disciplinary action if workers
failed to complete every call
within 285 seconds. No won-

: to the iong term m’terests of the busi

“Partnership’ hasvbecome the common currency of industrial

relations and in general that is a very good thing. It is, after all,
an enormously simple ahd:compe!iing: idea. Employers and

_employees (and their representatives in the TUC and CBl)
achieve more when they work together in a climate of trust,
seeking mutual advantage. Who could disagree? And indeed
_ the CBI doesn*, it is enormously welcome that over recent years

_ we have had the least adversar;al mdustnal relattons culture for

prevalence of strike action - and the ﬁgures speak for them—- o

~ selves. Last year just 242,000 days were lost due to stoppages;

: on!y slightly more than 1997 (at 235,000, the lowest on record).

e . The TUC's New Unionism _project has outlined a signifi-
cant change of philosophy. It is a recognition that the old union
role of bulwark against managerial innovation and initiative is

_dead. In companies that operate in global markets, looking to:

prevent moves fo end restrictive practices, or cut excess over-
time by shifting to annualised hours, are bound to be damaging

D[gby Jones Darector Genera! of the CBI (The House .
: - Magazme 11/9/2000): o

f"There isa Iarge degree of mutual interest. Employees want to i
~ work for successtful organisations that can provide secure and
 fulfiling jobs. Employers will always do better with a loyal and
§commnted workforce Thts is t
o gam G j

John Monks General Secretary of the TUC ({ he House i
eiaaa Magazme 11/9/2000) -;

basis of t_he partne_rshnp bar-

Office for National Statistics last
year.

But this is a gross underesti-
mate. In the three months from
April to June this year, 5,976
working days were lost in 74 dis-
putes at Royal Mail - all except
four of them were spontaneous
or unofficial walkouts, staged
without lawful ballots. In 1999-
2000, the total number of strikes
was greater than the 84 record-
ed officially; Royal Mail admitting
to 210 stoppages (only 27 of
them official). In 1998-99, there
were 206 (70 official), and in
1997-98, around 337 (176 Offi-
cial).

Eight official one-day strikes
in 1996-97, more than 100 unof-
ficial stoppages and another 70-
odd walkouts meant that the
number of days lost topped the
80,000 mark. Now management
are coming back for more! They
want to discuss even greater
flexible working to handle the
increased volume of mail. "In the
Post Office, there is hardly a day
goes by without something going
off," says Steve Jones, a CWU




official based at Mount Pleasant in London.

Despite the boom, the growing pres-
sures in work have reached intolerable lev-
els as employers put on the squeeze. The
Financial Times once described this as a
‘Joyless Boom'. Workers are being forced,
with growing insecurity, to work harder and
for longer. The British workers work longer
hours, take few holidays and get less pay
than their European counterparts. Now
European bosses are attempting to reduce
their workers' standards to British levels, all
in the name of competition. It is part of a
global squeeze to drain the last drop of sur-
plus value from the labour of the working
class. Under the banner of 'competition' and
‘free trade', the capitalists are blackmailing
workers to engage in a race to the bottom,
where there is no finishing line.

It is these conditions, together with the
growing reaction to the demands of the
'market economy' and the insatiable desire
of the monopolies for greater power and
wealth, that are primarily responsible for the
changing mood in the USA, Britain, and
elsewhere. All this in the longest boom since
the second world war! Where is it all leading
to?

Anti-market sentiment

The Financial Times recently posed the
question bluntly. "But if the anti-market sen-
timent is so strong when economic growth is
robust and globalisation remains far from
complete," it asks, "what might happen in a
downturn as globalisation grinds on and
unemployment  figures rise?" (11th
September).

This sums up their dilemma. The pendu-
lum has shifted far to the right over the past
20 years. It is set to swing sharply to the left
over the coming decade. It is the very condi-
tions of life that come into conflict with the
aspirations of the mass of people. A new
economic downturn, which is inevitable, will
have devastating effects socially, politically
and economically. We have already entered
a new period of instability on a world scale,
as is witnessed in the bombing of
Yugoslavia. It is a period of sharp turns and
sudden changes. This volatility marks not a
rebirth of capitalism, but the opening of a
period of revolutionary convulsions on a
world scale. The anti-capitalist mood will
give way to a pro-socialist outlook as events
shake the consciousness of the masses.

This whole episode is a preparation for
the entry once again of the working class
onto the stage of history. As always they will
tend to take the least line of resistance and
move through their traditional organisations.
These, in turn, will be transformed and
retransformed. The Marxist tendency can,
on the basis of these events, carve out a
decisive position for itself. One victory for the
working class in one country will transform
the entire world situation. The socialist revo-

lution will be on the order of the day. vt

Russia

‘Russian workers on the march
against Gazprom

On 4 September there was a march of the inhabitants of the workers' settlements that
surround a gas processing plant, which passed though the Molodyozhny, SU-6 and
SMP-255 settlements to Astrakhan. The march was caused by the ecological genocide
which is being carried out by Gazprom against the workers. The demands of the work-
ers were the completion by Gazprom of its obligation to rehouse the families living with-
in an 8 km safety zone of the plant. More than 10,000 people live within, or close to, this
zone.

Accidents regularly happen due to the poisoning of people by sulphur. There are signs
in schools explaining "this is the assembly point when gas is dangerous."

In Astrakhan the municipal authority refused the picketing of the buildings of Astrakhan
gazprom. There followed a 2km march from the railway station to the building of the
regional administration and a meeting. The workers who were present were supported
by the townspeople, who were members of the trade union zaschita, the union of the
front of workers and the general council for the affairs of pensioners led by O Shein,
deputy of the state duma.

The governor of Astrakhan A Guzhvin, who was in the building, refused to meet those
gathered outside, which sharply increased theg tensiorr of: the meeting. At first
Communist street was closed, and then Lenin street also. A further picket was organ-
ised in the district where the new office of gazprom is being built. In a show of solidari-
ty the municipal workers (some of whom were Yugoslavian) stopped work for a while.
After the meeting about 80 people closed the Astrakhan-Aksaraisk road in which sul-
phur is transported to the gas processing plant. The picketers decided to blockade the
road around the clock with the intention of standing there until the governor pressed
Gazprom to agree to rehouse the families.

(The municipal workers, the North Caspian shipworkers' union and the Astrakhan bus
and tram drivers union supported the blockade. Local police were sympathetic, reflect-
ing the support of the people of Astrakhan for the workers' families near the plant. The
governor was forced to negotiate with the workers. Along with a director from Gazprom
he agreed to the construction of 300 homes (the number that had been demanded), on
the condition that Gazprom could allocate them (to management).

A mass meeting was called which called for no compromises.

(In new negotiations on Friday morning Gazprom capitulated.)

These are the terms of the agreement which were announced by O Shein and
reported in Rabochaya Demokratia:

Today at 3pm an agreement was reached between the workers committees, the
regional authority and the Krasnoyarsk authority, which was reinforced by

the joint agreement of the governor A Guzhvin and a representative of the
directors of Astrakhan Gazprom, V Shchugoreva.

In accordance with the agreement:

@ In the course of the next 16 months 320 flats will be provided for the families of the
workers settlement, of this figure 20 flats will be provided this year and the rest in 2001.
@® The financing of the construction of the houses will be divided into 4 equal parts,
so that by 1st April it will be clear if there is a breakdown in the plan.

@® No criminal or administrative charges to be brought against the participants of the
actions.

@ For the inhabitants of the villages of Kuianly, Aisapai and Byzan-pristan, who joined
in the actions, approximately 25-30 flats will also be allocated.

@ In the event of the agreement breaking down, the people's committees

reserve the right to resume the picket.

@ Also, as was agreed earlier, communal tariffs were reduced by half and the

pay for teachers living in settlement S-33 will be increased by 35%. At the

end of September the members of the peoples' committees will gather in

Moscow on the invitation of the Fund "Alternative”, which is leading a

seminar of workers' activists.

From the Russian Marxist paper Rabochaya Demokratia




Marxiswm

A decade ago in the heady days of 'capitalism's final triumph', when the New World
Order was announced and the End of History proclaimed, the century old industry of
writing learned tomes under which to bury the ideas of Marxism appeared to have

become redundant.

w volumes began to line the library
helves to explain that capitalism
as the height of human social evo-
lution. In passing one notes the low level of
ambition of these people who believe that a
system that leaves two thirds of the world's
population in dire poverty, that keeps a bil-
lion people unemployed or underemployed,
is the best that we can achieve.

Yet before one could finish reading a sin-
gle volume of these confused scribblings,
the New World Order choked beneath the
ashes of war in the Balkans; the south east
Asian economies collapsed; leaving the New
Paradigm hanging by the single thread of the
innovations associated with new technology.

More recently bourgeois writers have
begun to question just how long the economy
can continue to grow, and whether maybe
their tiumphalism has turned out to be some-
what premature. The writings of George
Soros and Paul Krugman, analysed in these
pages previously, fall into this category.

Today one finds new works particularly in

 Communist
Manifesto

by Phil Mitchinson

the field of economics not only questioning
the new paradigm, they even question
whether the system can continue at all. Still
more astonishing is the number of articles,
essays and books one now finds quoting,
even praising, the ideas of Karl Marx.

These intellectual giants are astounded
to discover that Marx accurately predicted
the development of their beloved globalisa-
tion over 150 years ago.

John Micklethwait and Adrian
Wooldridge of The Economist, for example,
comment in their new book A Future Perfect:
The Challenge and Hidden Promise of
Globalisation: "As a prophet of socialism
Marx may be kaput; but as a prophet of the
'universal interdependence of nations' as he
called globalisation, he can still seem star-
tlingly relevant... his description of globalisa-
tion remains as sharp today as it was 150
years ago."

Indeed on reading the Communist

Manifesto today one is amazed at how con-
temporary Marx's words appear. Not just the
growth and interdependence of the
world market is predicted here,
"In place of the old local and national
seclusion and self-sufficiency, we
have intercourse in every direction,
universal interdependence of
nations." But also the domination of
that market by a handful of monopo-
lies and the centralisation and con-
centration of capital that this repre-
sents: "It has agglomerated popula-
tion, centralised the means of pro-
duction, and has concentrated prop-
erty in a few hands."

The reduction of the workforce to
the role of slaves to the machine, "in
proportion as the use of machinery
and division of labour increases in
the same proportion the burden of toil
also increases, whether by prolonga-
tion of the working hours, by the
increase of the work exacted in a
given time, or by increased speed of
machinery,"

More importantly we find the rea-
son for these developments, the con-
tradiction between the expansion of
the forces of production and the nar-

Marx was right -
t’s official!

row limits imposed by the twin straitjackets
of capitalism - the private ownership of the
means of production and the borders of
nation states, "The conditions of bourgeois
society are’ too narrow to comprise the
wealth created by them."

Running like a red thread through all this
new found passing praise of Marx is the rider
"of course socialism failed." However such
an off the cuff, unsubstantiated assertion will
not fool the new generation of workers and
youth who are discovering the ideas of
Marxism in their search for a solution and a
future. Whilst it rgmains true, and a crime of
truly historic proportions, that Stalinism
dragged the names of Marx and Lenin
through the mud, the accomplishments of
capital to date in Russia and Eastern Europe
are hardly inspirational. The attempt to
restore the market has brought not prosperi-
ty but prostitution, profits for the few but mis-
ery for the many. This is not to defend or jus-
tify the crimes of Stalinism. On the contrary,
the disaster in Russia today should clarify
that it was not the absence of the market that
was the problem but the lack of democracy.
It was not the nationalised economy but the
suffocating, dead weight of bureaucracy and
corruption which strangled the Soviet Union.
The one element of the October revolution
remaining, albeit in a barely recognisable,
perverted form, namely a state owned econ-
omy, enabled Russia to develop from a
backward country to the second power on
the planet. However the monstrous bureau-
cracy and its totalitarian dictatorship which
leeched off the life blood of the planned
economy doomed it.

Without democracy, control over all
aspects of society by the working class,
socialism was never created in Russia. It
speaks volumes that in addition to their
many crimes the Soviet bureaucracy with
the immense resources at their disposal
came up with not one single original thought.
Compare that to the accomplishments of
poverty stricken Karl Marx.

The Soviet bureaucracy however were
concerned only with their own survival and
the survival of their privileges. They devel-
oped not one new idea, instead they attempt
now to turn the clock back by restoring capi-
talism. What we saw in Russia was not
socialism. Socialism could never be built
within the confines of a single country, even
one the size of Russia.

Today's new generation discovering
Marxism will see this easily enough. Even
now in their newfound appreciation of some
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of Marx's conclusions these learned
bourgeois academics are unable to
take the next logical step and ask
why Marx came to correct conclu-
sions. This is not a question the bour-
geois are keen to answer. If on not
one, or two, but many occasions a
method leads to correct conclusions
it would seem reasonable to assume
that the theory was correct. A 'lucky
guess' is not likely to be repeated
often. Yet the prediction of the devel-
opment of the world market does not
drive them to read more of Marx or to
accept that not only his conclusions
but also his method was and remains
correct. Such keen insights were not
simply a work of intuitive genius -
though there is no doubt that Marx
and Engels stood head and shoul-
ders above our modern day intellec-
tual giants. Marx's ideas represented every-
thing that was best in the achievements of
the bourgeoisie, bringing together the best of
English political economy, French sociology
and German philosophy. From this new
height they were able to see far indeed.

Understanding the world

Their method was their great accomplish-
ment. Using it we can understand the world
around us today, expose the myths of the
new paradigm and the new world order, and
offer a way out of crisis ridden capitalism.
That is why the dreaded question 'Why was
Marx right?' is one the bourgeois refuse to
address. Instead they attempt to find some
less disturbing reason. Take Micklethwait
and Wooldridge again. They praise Marx for
recognising that "The more successful glob-
alisation becomes the more it seems to whip
up its own backlash." This is a common
theme in these books, that the market itself
is undermining capitalism. To use Marx's
own words, "The development of modern
industry, therefore cuts from under its feet
the very foundation on which the bourgeoisie
produces and appropriates products. What
the bourgeoisie therefore produces, above
all, are its own gravediggers. Its fall and the
victory of the proletariat are equally
inevitable." Such conclusions are of deep
concern to our authors. There is no mistak-
ing their unwilling agreement, "There is also
a suspicion that globalisation's psychic ener-
gy - the uncertainty that it creates which
forces companies, governments and people
to perform better - may have a natural stall
point, a moment when people can take no
more."

As absurd as the explanation seems
there is more than a grain of truth in it. It is
true that the crisis of the system, as it reach-
es its limits, causes the ruling class to split
and divide over what to do next, unable to
see a way out of the looming impasse. Yet
the crisis is not caused by their confusion,
but their confusion by the crisis. Capitalism

has very real limits caused by the expansion
of the productive forces beyond the borders
imposed both by nation states and private
ownership. Ideas and philosophies are cre-
ated and changed by events in the physical
world not by "psychic energy." Why is this of
any importance? Well, to blame outside
forces is to say that in principle capitalism
can work fine, but the people running it, their
lack of confidence etc, are causing crises.
This is one big confidence trick. What robs
the bourgeoisie of their confidence is the
very real crisis of their system and their lack
of an answer. If our writers started from an
analysis of the material world, and the
impact that events in it have on all classes in
society as Marx's method would demand,
they too would be forced to conclude that the
crisis of the system is very real and
intractable. Capitalism increasingly reaches
its "stall point" the very real limit it imposes
on society, on our ability to create wealth, to
harness and use the world's resources safe-
ly and efficiently. As Marx also repeatedly
explained, however, the bourgeoisie will not
accept this and retire gracefully. Fortunately
Marx's ideas are not meant simply to con-
vince the bourgeoisie to change their tune.
That would be utopian. Marxism instead has
the goal of arming the working class and the
youth for the revolutionary struggle needed
to change society.

Capitalism’s genome
In the three volumes of Capital, which repre-
sent capitalism's genome, there is more than
enough argument to convince a thinking
bourgeois of the inability of the capitalist sys-
tem to solve its inherent problems.

Yet today's thinking bourgeois are not
studying how society or economy works.
They are thinking about how to defend their
system and their privileged position. Paul
Krugman of the Massachussetts Institute of
Technology admits this in his book The
Return of Depression Economics. Like other
economists he wants to ressurect

Keynesianism not to make our lives better

but simply because he thinks it is
the best chance for the capitalists
to save their system, "l don't like
the idea that countries will need to
interfere in markets - that they will
have to limit the free market in
order to save it."

They think not of how new
technology can be used to shorten
working hours to allow us time to
participate in decision making and
implementation. Instead they
research how to use new technol-
. ogy to squeeze an ounce more out
of our muscles and brains in the
name of profit.

They don't investigate the
worldwide eradication of disease
through the knowledge contained
in the Human Genome, they calcu-
late how to patent chromosomes
and medicines to profit from our ill health.

That a new generation of bourgeois
thinkers are ackriowledging some of Marx's
ideas is interesting and itself reflects the
desperate scramble for ideas engaging
bourgeois academics - all their own having
failed. However we have no illusions that the
superiority of these ideas can win the alle-
giance of more than one or two individuals
from this class of ladies and gentlemen.
Marxism came into being as an attempt to
place socialism on a scientific footing, to res-
cue it from the genius but idealistic utopians
of earlier generations who believed that
socialism could be achieved by demonstrat-
ing this superiority.

More importantly a new generation of
workers and youth around the world are dis-
covering Marxism.

In his recent essay Peter Hudis writing
for Britannia.com quotes Marx, "We are firm-
ly convinced that the real danger lies not in
practical attempts but in the theoretical elab-
oration of communist ideas, for practical
attempts, even mass attempts, can be
answered by cannon as soon as they
become dangerous whereas ideas which
have conquered our intellect and taken pos-
session of our minds... are demons which
human beings can only vanquish only by
submitting to them."

Whilst those who have written to bury
Marxism over the last 150 years have van-
ished into obscurity the ideas of Marxism
not only retain their relevance but are now
gaining a new audience. Only the very best
of the intellectuals may be won over not
only in theory but to the side of the revolu-
tionary working class. In general in the
hands of bourgeois academics the ideas of
Marxism will be transformed and vulgarised
into dead dogma. In the hands of the work-
ers movement, inscribed on the banner of
the youth, they will serve their true purpose.
As Marx himself explained they are meant
not only to understand the world but to

change it. ¥¢
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Introduction

The Russian Revolution of October
1917 was the greatest event in human
history. For the first time, the rule of the
capitalists and landlords was over-
thrown, and in its place was construct-
ed a workers' democracy. State power
rested upon the Soviets of Workers,
Soldiers and Peasants, the most demo-
cratic organs of rule ever created. At
the head of the victorious working
class was the Bolshevik Party led by
Lenin and Trotsky. For them, the
October Revolution in Russia was the
first break in the chain of world capital-
ism, and was the opening shot in the
world socialist revolution.

"Who would believe," wrote one of
the Russian generals, Zalessky,
expressing his class indignation at the
Revolution, "that the janitor or watch-
man of the court building would sud-
denly become Chief Justice of the
Court of Appeals? Or the hospital
orderly manager of the hospital; the
barber a big functionary; yesterday's
ensign the commander-in-chief; yester-
day's lackey or common labourer bur-
gomaster; yesterday's train oiler chief
of division or station superintendent;
yesterday's locksmith head of the fac-
tory?"

And yet, through gritted teeth, the
bourgeoisie had to believe it. It was a
social revolution, which struck terror in
their hearts. As an inspiration to the
working masses worldwide, sickened
by the suffering and blood-letting of
the first world war, the Russian
Revolution posed a mortal danger to
the capitalist system. That is the rea-
son why between 1918 and 1920, the
old ruling classes of the West aided the
counter-revolutionary Whites and sent
21 imperialist armies to Russia to
crush the young workers' state. It was
the revolutionary struggle waged by
the heroic Red Army under Leon
Trotsky, together with the colossal sup-
port of the working class international-
ly, which enabled the Soviet regime to
survive. "Show me another man who
could organise almost a model army in

a single year", stated Lenin in a con-
versation with Maxim Gorky.

"Lenin is perfectly fitted for sitting
in the president's chair of the Soviet of
People's Commissars," states A.V.
Lunacharsky, the Soviet Commissar of
Education, "and guiding with genius
the world revolution, but obviously he
could not handle the titanic task which
Trotsky took upon his shoulders, those
lightning trips from place to place,
those magnificent §peeches, fanfares
of instafitaneous commands, that role
of continual electrifier now at one point
and now another of the weakening
army. There is not a man on earth who
could replace  Trotsky there."
(Revolutionary Silhouettes, Moscow
1923).

In October 1917, as head of the
Petrograd Soviet, Trotsky took charge
of the conquest of power. Although a
well-known fact, for decades Trotsky's
role was vehemently denied by the
Stalinists in an attempted to re-write
the history of the Revolution. However,
before this systematic denigration and
falsification of Trotsky, Stalin wrote an
article in Pravda on the first anniver-
sary of the Revolution, entitled 'The
Role of the Most Eminent Party
Leaders'. In this article he wrote the fol-
lowing: "All the work of practical
organisation of the insurrection was
conducted under the immediate leader-
ship of the President of the Petrograd
Soviet, Comrade Trotsky. It is possible
to declare with certainty that the swift
passing of the garrison to the side of
the Soviet, and the bold execution of
the work of the Military Revolutionary
Committee, the party owes principally
and first of all to Comrade Trotsky."

As a further contribution to the
commemoration of the sixtieth anniver-
sary of the assassination of Trotsky, we
are republishing the Preface of his
monumental work The History of the
Russian Revolution, which concisely
shows the Marxist method. The book
itself is available from Wellred Books.
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Dctober Revolution:

it shook the worid

uring the first two months of 1917
Russia was still a Romanov monar-
chy. Eight months later the
Bolsheviks stood at the helm. They were lit-
tle know to anybody when the year began,
and their leaders were still under indictment
for state treason when they came to power.
You will not find another such sharp turn in
history - especially if you remember that it
involves a nation of 150 million people. It is
clear that the events of 1917, whatever you
think of them, deserve study.

The history of a revolution, like every
other history, ought first of all to tell what
happened and how. That, however, is little
enough. From the very telling it ought to
become clear why it happened thus and not
otherwise. Events can neither be regarded
as a series of adventures, nor strung on the
thread of a preconceived moral. They must
obey their own laws. The discovery of these
laws is the author's task.

The most indubitable feature of a revolu-
tion is the direct interference of the masses
in historical events. In ordinary times the
state, be it monarchical or democratic, ele-
vates itself above the nation, and history is
made by specialists in that line of business -
kings, ministers, bureaucrats, parliamentari-
ans, journalists. But at those crucial
moments when the old order becomes no
longer endurable to the masses, they break
over the barriers excluding them from the
political arena, sweep aside their traditional
representatives, and create by their own
interference the initial groundwork for a new
régime. Whether this is good or bad we
leave to the judgement of moralists. We our-
selves will take the facts as they are given by
the objective course of development. The
history of a revolution is for us first of all a
history of the forcible entrance of the mass-
es into the realm of rulership over their own
destiny.

In a society that is seized by revolution
classes are in conflict. It is perfectly clear,
however, that the changes introduced
between the beginning and the end of a rev-
olution in the economic bases of the society
and its social substratum of classes, are not
sufficient to explain the course of the revolu-
tion itself, which can overthrow in a short
interval age-old institutions, create new
ones, and again overthrow them. The
dynamic of revolutionary events is directly
determined by swift, intense and passionate
changes in the psychology of classes which
have already formed themselves before the
revolution.

The point is that society does not change
its institutions as need arises, the way a
mechanic changes his instruments. On the
contrary, society actually takes the institu-
tions which hang upon it as given once for
all. For decades the oppositional criticism is
nothing more than a safety valve for mass
dissatisfaction, a condition of the stability of
the social structure. Such in principle, for
example, was the significance acquired by
the social-democratic criticism. Entirely
exceptional conditions, independent of the
will of persons and parties, are necessary in
order to tear off from discontent the fetters of
conservatism, and bring the masses to
insurrection.

The swift changes of mass views and
moods in an epoch of revolution thus derive,
not from the flexibility and mobility of man's
mind, but just the opposite, from its deep
conservatism. The chronic lag of ideas and
relations behind new objective conditions,
right up to the moment when the latter crash
over people in the form of a catastrophe, is
what creates in a period of revolution that
leaping movement of ideas and passions
which seems to the police mind a mere
result of the activities of "demagogues."

The masses go into a revolution not with
a prepared plan of social reconstruction, but
with a sharp feeling that they cannot endure
the old régime. Only the guiding layers of a
class have a political program, and even this
still requires the test of events, and the
approval of the masses. The fundamental
political process of the revolution thus con-
sistg in the gradual comprehension by a
class of the problems arising from the social
crisis - the active orientation of the masses

by a method of successive approximations.
The different stages of a revolutionary
process, certified by a change of parties in
which the more extreme always supersedes
the less, express the growing pressure to the
left of the masses - so long as the swing of
the movement does not run into objective
obstacles. When it does, there begins a
reaction: disappointments of the different
layers of the revolutionary class, growth of
indifferentism, and therewith a strengthening
of the position of the counter-revolutionary
forces. Such, at least, is the general outline
of the old revolutions.

~ Only on the basis of a study of political
processes in the masses themselves, can
we understand the réle of parties and lead-
ers, whom we least of all are inclined to
ignore. They constitute not an independent,
but nevertheless a very important, element
in the process. Without a guiding organisa-
tion, the energy of the masses would dissi-
pate like steam not enclosed in a piston-box.
But nevertheless what moves things is not
the piston or the box, but the steam.

The difficulties which stand in the way of
studying the changes of mass conscious-
ness in a revolutionary epoch are quite obvi-
ous. The oppressed classes make history in
the factories, in the barracks, in the villages,
on the streets of the cities. Moreover, they
are least of all accustomed to write things
down. Periods of high tension in social pas-
sions leave little room for contemplation and
reflection. All the muses - even the plebeian
muse of journalism, in spite of her sturdy
hips - have hard sledding in times of revolu-
tion. Still the historian's situation is by no
means hopeless. The records are incom-
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plete, scattered, accidental. But in

the light of the events themselves
these fragments often permit a
guess as to the direction and
rhythm of the hidden process. For
better or worse, a revolutionary
party bases its tactics upon a cal-
culation of the changes of mass
consciousness. The historic
course of Bolshevism demon-
strates that such a calculation, at
least in its rough features, can be
made. If it can be made by a rev-
olutionary leader in the whirlpool
of the struggle, why not by the
historian afterwards?

However, the processes tak-
ing place in the consciousness of i

a scientific conscientiousness,
which for its sympathies and
antipathies - open and undis-
guised - seeks support in an
honest study of the facts, a
determination of their real con-
nections, an exposure of the
causal laws of their movement.
That is the only possible his-
toric objectivism, and moreaver
it is amply sufficient, for it is
verified and attested not by the
good intentions of the histori-
. an, for which only he himself
can vouch, but the natural laws
revealed by him of the historic
process itself.
The sources of this book

the masses are not unrelated and
independent. No matter how the idealists
and the eclectics rage, consciousness is
nevertheless determined by conditions. In
the historic conditions which formed Russia,
her economy, her classes, her State, in the
action upon her of other states, we ought to
be able to find the premises both of the
February revolution and of the October revo-
lution which replaced it. Since the greatest
enigma is the fact that a backward country
was the first to place the proletariat in power,
it behoves us to seek the solution of that
enigma in the peculiarities of that backward
country - that is, in its differences from other
countries.

The historic peculiarities of Russia and
their relative weight will be characterised by
us in the early chapters of this book which
give a short outline of the development of
Russian society and its inner forces. We
venture to hope that the inevitable schema-
tism of these chapters will not repel the read-
er. In the further development of the book he
will meet these same forces in living action.

This work will not rely in any degree upon
personal recollections. The circumstance
that the author was a participant in the
events does not free him from the obligation
to base his exposition upon historically veri-
fied documents. The author speaks of him-
self, in so far as that is demanded by the
course of events, in the third person. And
that is not a mere literary form: the subjective
tone, inevitable in autobiographies or mem-
oirs, is not permissible in a work of history.

However, the fact that the author did par-
ticipate in the struggle naturally makes easi-
er his understanding, not only of the psy-
chology of the forces in action, both individ-
ual and collective, but also of the inner con-
nection of events. This advantage will give
positive results only if one condition is
observed: that he does not rely upon the tes-
timony of his own memory either in trivial
details or in important matters, either in
questions of fact or questions of motive and
mood. The author believes that in so far as
in him lies he has fulfilled this condition.

There remains the question of the politi-

cal position of the author, who stands as a
historian upon the same viewpoint upon
which he stood as a participant in the events.
The reader, of course, is not obliged to share
the political views of the author, which the
latter on his side has no reason to conceal.
But the reader does have the right to
demand that a historical work should not be
the defence of a political position, but an
internally well-founded portrayal of the actu-
al process of the revolution. A historical work
only then completely fulfils the mission when
events unfold upon its pages in their full nat-
ural necessity.

For this, is it necessary to have the so-
called historian's "impartiality"? Nobody has
yet clearly explained what this impartiality
consists of. The often quoted words of
Clemenceau that it is necessary to take a
revolution "en bloc," as a whole - are at the
best a clever evasion. How can you take as
a whole a thing whose essence consists in a
split? Clemenceau's aphorism was dictated
partly by shame for his too resolute ances-
tors, partly by embarrassment before their
shades.

One of the reactionary and therefore
fashionable historians in contemporary
France, L. Madelin, slandering in his draw-
ing-room fashion the great revolution - that
is, the birth of his own nation - asserts that
"the historian ought to stand upon the wall of
a threatened city, and behold at the same
time the besiegers and the besieged": only in
this way, it seems, can he achieve a "concil-
iatory justice." However, the words of
Madelin himself testify that if he climbs out
on the wall dividing the two camps, it is only
in the character of a reconnoiterer for the
reaction. It is well that he is concerned only
with war camps of the past: in a time of rev-
olution standing on the wall involves great
danger. Moreover, in times of alarm the
priests of "conciliatory justice" are usually
found sitting on the inside of four walls wait-
ing to see which side will win.

The serious and critical reader will not
want a treacherous impatrtiality, which offers
him a cup of conciliation with a well-settled
poison of reactionary hate at the bottom, but

are innumerable periodical
publications, newspapers and journals,
memoirs, reports, and other material, partly
in manuscript, but the greater part published
by the Institute of the History of the
Revolution in Méscow ‘and Leningrad. We
have considered its superfluous to make ref-
erence in the text to particular publications,
since that would only bother the reader.
Among the books which have the character
of collective historical works we have partic-
ularly used the two-volume Essays on the
History of the October Revolution (Moscow-
Leningrad, 1927). Written by different
authors, the various parts of this book are
unequal in value, but they contain at any rate
abundant factual material.

The dates in our book are everywhere
indicated according to the old style - that is,
they are 13 days behind the international
and the present Soviet calendar. The author
felt obliged to use the calendar which was in
use at the time of the revolution. It would
have been no labour of course to translate
the dates into the new style. But this opera-
tion in removing one difficulty would have
created others more essential. The over-
throw of the monarchy has gone into history
as the February revolution; according to the
Western calendar, however, it occurred in
March. The armed demonstration against
the imperialist policy of the Provisional
Government has gone into history under the
name of the "April Days," whereas according
to the Western calendar it happened in May.
Not to mention other intervening events and
dates, we remark only that the October rev-
olution happened according to European
reckoning in November. The calendar itself,
we see, is tinted by the events, and the his-
torian cannot handle revolutionary chronolo-
gy by mere arithmetic. The reader will be
kind enough to remember that before over-
throwing the Byzantine calendar, the revolu-
tion had to overthrow the institutions that
clung to it.

L. TROTSKY
Prinkipo
November 14, 1930.
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New magazine
out now!

he new issue of 'Youth for
Socialism', our youth magazine, is
already out! This magazine written
by and for youth workers and students
has been produced with the aim of
spreading the ideas of Marxism. Inside
you will find articles about the important
issues going on in society: conditions of
work for young people, the scandalous
domination of big business in our univer-
sities, Ireland, past movements in
Austria, a review of the recent Wellred
publication Lenin and Trotsky, what they
really stood for, an analysis of the youth
move in America, and practical advice of
how to spread our ideas - and many other
articles. Get your copy and help us to
spread the ideas of Marxism. Get
involved! Write articles explaining what is
going on in your university, build the sup-
port for YFIS at the freshers fair , and
organise public meetings about social-

ism and Marxism... Don't hesitate in con-
tact us, we have produced lots of materi-
al to help you accomplish this. And don't
forget that you have a very important
appointment on the 4th and 5th
November at the YFIS national week-end
school, where we will discuss the ideas
of Marxism in greater depth. The under-
standing of these ideas and the educa-
tion of ourselves will enable us to organ-
ise our forces and play a decisive role in
the coming struggles. We are committed
to fighting to improve the conditions of
the working class and to end up with the
nightmare of capitalism with the intro-
duction of Socialism on a world scale.

You can subscribe to 'Youth for
Socialism'. Our introductory offer is for 8
copies for the price of £5 including p&p.

www newyoulh.oom
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YeLenin and Trotsky what they }eall Y bstood for

Come along and meet other YFIS members, find out more about Marxist 1deas, and dlSCHSS building support for the struggle
for socialism in Britain and internationally.

For further details of the school:

Phone Phil on 0207 251 1094, e-mail yfis-uk@newyouth.com or write to YFIS, PO Box 2626

London N1 7SQ.

Please let us know if you require any creche facilitiesby 20th October.




—bAexican workers

ontratistas? The contratistas are the
farm labour contractors. They are the
ubiquitous parasites, the blood-suck-
ing human leeches who extort profit from the
workers in so many fields of capitalist
exploitation - they are the middlemen.

There are 700,000 farmworkers chasing
400,000 jobs in California, so opportunities
abound for their exploitation, and the con-
tratistas have no scruples when it comes to
taking advantage of these desperately poor
Mexican field workers, half of whom are ille-
gal immigrants and therefore extremely vul-
nerable to abuse. Sadly, most of the con-
tratistas are themselves Mexicans, cheating
and stealing from their own without remorse.
But this is no great surprise: as the California
Industrial Commission said of another ethnic
group, "If you want to squeeze ltalians, hire
[talians. They know how to do it."

Between 1942 and 1964 the U.S. gov-
ernment imported between four and five mil-
lion farm labourers, mostly Mexican, deport-
ing them again at the end of each season.

These "deporters" were poorly paid, but
at least the growers did provide basic hous-
ing and food. Until 1971 there were more
jobs than workers and the United Farm
Workers, headed by Cesar Chavez, suc-
ceeded in improving worker's conditions and
increasing their wages by 156%. The wages
attracted more and more illegal immigrants,
and the federal government failed to stop the
influx. The U.F.W. believes this is because
the agricultural lobby did not want it stopped.
"The first priority of agricultural business has
been to encourage a labour surplus,”
claimed Cesar Chavez. The union's mem-
bership has shrunk from 80,000 at it's peak
in the early seventies, to 26,000.

The contratista emerged about fifteen
years ago when farmers, annoyed by gov-
ernment inspectors trying to enforce health

Toiling Iin the
land of
‘opportunity’

The "Sunshine State" of California is a wonderful place to live in. Yessir! - a man just
can't fail to be happy in this wonderful capitalist paradise, especially if he happens to
be a farmer, a landowner, a grower. With profits at a record high - California's annual
crop sales are now reaching 26 billion dollars - things have never been better. And
being a benevolent breed, these good men have not hesitated to let others share in
this unbridled prosperity; they have welcomed into their midst the contratistas.

regulations, demolished their dormitories
and stopped employing workers directly.
They turned instead to the farm labour con-
tractors to supply the labour and take on the
responsibility for attending to government
regulations regarding health, minimum legal
wage, insurance, etc. It was easy for the
contratista to establish himself. He was usu-
ally an ex-farmworker, usually a foreman. He
paid 10,000 dollars, answered a few simple
questions, and he was granted a licence.
That licence became a licence to cheat, rob,
swindle and degraud. He exploited it to the
full. There are 1,200 such contratistas oper-
ating in the state of California.

“Green card”

A farm labourer will make his way into
California, often with a crudely forged
"green card" or faked identity documents. He
will perhaps find himself in a town such as
Parlier m California's Central Valley. There
are dozens of such "towns" in California,
where they are known as colonias. In reality
they are only large labour camps with a few
shops and some gas stations. Parlier, with
it's winter population of 2,000 swelling to
10,000 in the high season, has an average
annual unemployment rate of 31%. It is a
typical colonia.

So here he is, this desperately poor indi-
vidual, walking the streets. He has no job, no
transportation, and no place to stay. But the
contratista will provide. He will provide
everything: he will give you a job, he will find
you a place to stay, he will arrange transport
to your place of work; he will even provide
everything from tools to toilets, food and
drinking water for the worker who toils on the
land. He will even take care of all the tax and
insurance affairs of his hireling.

Sounds wonderful. So has this Mexican
farmworkers got it made? Has he finally

-~ by Harry Whittacker

found his Utopia in this land of opportunity
where so many are beguiled by the great
American dream?

Not quite. To start with, the chances are
the contratista will probably pay less than the
legal minimum wage, which is a paltry $5.75
per hour. And he will overcharge the worker
for all the food he eats and the water he
drinks as he sweats and slaves beneath the
burning Californian sun. If the worker objects
to any of this he will of course be fired. There
are plenty others waiting to take his place.

So much for the job, what about trans-
port?

To get the labourers to the fields the con-
tractor will do one of two things: he will come
to an arrangement with a raitero -"one who
rides"- or he will act as the raitero himself.
The worker is compelled to use any pay for
this arranged form of transport if he wants to
keep his job, despite the fact that it is a vio-
lation of Californian labour law to make pay-
ing for transportation a condition of employ-
ment. "The contratista doubles as a raitero
and charges workers for the ride to the
fields. He gets 25 workers paying $5 a day
each way. He's not paying taxes. "That's not
bad," says Tanis Ybarra, national vice presi-
dent of the farm workers union. Raitero vans
are easy to spot because the windows are
blacked out and the wheels are squat from
the load of passengers packed like sardines
inside. Last year a van carrying farmworders
smashed into a rig on a quiet country road.
Twelve farmworkers were Killed.

Now what about somewhere to stay? In
Parlier the contratista will take the worker to
a local slumlord where he will be obliged to
share a two-bedroom house with twenty four
other workers. The worker will be ripped off
and the contratista will get his commission.

In Mecca, another colonia three hun-
dred miles south of Parlier, Roberto Estello




was forced to pay five dollars a night to
sleep in an overcrowded trailer with thirteen
other men. The contratista owned the trail-
er, so if Roberto didn't use it he would lose
hise job. When all the available accommo-
dation is filled to capacity workers sleep in
carparks and bathe in ditches in the nearby
fields.

Farming is a dangerous business. In
American industry as a whole the annual
fatality rate is two deaths per 100,000. In
agriculture the rate is twenty two deaths per
100,000. These are the figures for 1998.

In August 1997 Olea Lazaro, hired by
West Valley Farm Labour Service, was hit on
the left knee by a trailer while picking grapes.
Despite his injury the contratista tried to per-
suade him to carry on working but Olea was
unable to do so. Then the contratista, who
was known to Olea as Jesse Velasquez,
gave his an insurance number and told him
to make his way to the hospital in Visalia.
When he got to the hospital he discovered
that the number for the insurance was
wrong. He returned to Velasquez who then
gave him another number. That too turned to
be wrong. A doctor from the hospital phoned
West Valley Labour Service who denied that
Olea had ever worked for them. There is no
longer any listing for West Valley Farm
Labour Service or Jesse Velasquez in
Ramona, where they were originally based.
According to the health professionals who
deal with farmworkers, disappearing middle-
men are a fact of agricultural life; they
change their names and come and go like
the wind.

There are some decent and compas-
sionate Americans who are trying to help
restore dignity and justice to these disgrace-
fully exploited farmworkers, but theirs in an
uphill struggle. Gloria Romero, whose bill
making farmers responsible for the employ-
ees hired by their labour contractors has
passed through two committees, is deter-
mined to keep reintroducing it till it becomes
law. The agricultural organizations are
equally determined that it will never become
law.

This is America, the land of freedom and
opportunity, where the "haves" are free to
exploit the "haves nots", where the exploited
have the opportunity to take or leave it,
knowing that if they leave it some other poor
sucker will step into there place -not into
their boots or shoes, for they probably don't
have any.

During the bloody American Civil War
many good and courageous Americans gave
their lives to rid their great continent of slav-
ery. But slavery still exists in many perni-
cious forms. Perhaps some day the descen-
dents of those brave men will see the truth
and fight once more to change the capitalist
system which is so extreme in their country
that man's inhumanity to man has become

almost a way of life. ¥¢

Moexican workers/Egypt —

unuer;;r_gacéNegmiations

8, Israel could  stantial economic growth is needed.

: ‘1caﬂy, eco- °  This "giant of the Middle East" has
65 million inhabitants, 10 times as many
_ as lsrael. After South Africa it is the sec-
ond largest industrial nation in the
i- African continent. Nevertheless, Egypt
~ barely attains a GDP of $600 per inhab-
t{o  itant. The official unemployment rate is
ive. 20 percent. In the long term, the
~ American capital injection has proved a

_ total failure. Egypt complains about
_European import restrictions, but it

- would not survive trade liberalisation
- because of the low quality of its prod-

- ucts;

- For the past few years, opposition
has mounted in the US against the exor-
- bitant amounts of money that flow to
Israel and Egypt. While the cash flows
cou]d not dimintsh the social contradic-
_ tions in both countries, and in some
respects have even exacerbated these

aid  tensions, a new agreement on the West

- Bank and the Golan heights will make
- the US aid to Egypt even more irrational.

- The other Arab countries are also sup-
by posed to do the same as Egypt: namely

to keep the peace with Israel. Meanwhile
Egypt has become addicted to these

- capital injections. With the prospect of
the dollar influx drying up , it is seeking a

new potential moneylender in Gadafi's
Libya.

No foreign creditor is capable of
. averting the social explosion in Egypt.

There is no room in the capitalist world
- economy for this country with its limited
. natural resources and its population
_ pressure. The irrevocable crisis in Egypt

d ticks on like a time bomb undermining

_every possible accord about Jerusalem
‘and the West Bank. On the other hand,

..age-old and cuiturally highly developed

 Egypt, with its key position in Africa and
. the Middle East, has a relatively strong

 working class and a rich tradition of

~struggle. The country was, under
Nasser, the focus of a radical pan-Arab
nationalism. At the same time it learned
the limits of such a strategy, while the
- anti-imperialist responses continue undi-
minished until today. In the meantime
i the “fundamentalist alternative" in Iran

-~ has passed its zenith and is coming

~ increasingly under pressure from the
. _developing revolution in that country.

- Therefore Egypt is predestined to
c. . play a leading role in the social revolu-

~ tjon of the Middle East and Africa.

Erik De Bruyn,
editorial board Belgian
Marxist paper Vonk




Colowmbia

Talking peace,

preparing for war

"When the peacemakers aim their guns, of course they shoot to pacify,
and sometimes they pacify two birds in one shot.”

(Mario Benedeti, Ode to pacification)

Over the last few months we have wit-
nessed the pompous presentation of the so-
called "Plan Colombia". This plan sponsored
by the government of the United States and
supported by the governments of other
countries (including the Spanish govern-
ment) has been presented as an effort to
eradicate the drug trade in this Latin
American country and move forward to
peace in the region. In reality it is an imperi-
alist plan disguised as an anti-drug plan,
which aims to strengthen the capitalist grip
on the region.

The first aim of the plan is to encircle
economically and politically the Colombian
guerilla groups (in particular the FARC, the
strongest among the Latin American guerilla
armies), to weaken them, and to defeat them
militarily. Or, as is most probable, to reach
an agreement where the guerrillas disarm,
which in practice will mean their surrender.

To achieve this American imperialism
has decided to intensify its military support to
the Colombian army, while at the same time
it is trying to involve the neighbouring coun-
tries in its military strategy (military bases in
Peru and Ecuador have already been used
for this purpose; the United States has been
given the use of the Manta military base in
Ecuador for a period of 10 years). US$ 1.3
billion have been invested by the United
States in the Colombia Plan. 70% (US$ 900
million) has been earmarked for military
training and the delivery of weapons to the
Colombian army. According
to the Plan, military "advis-

which according to different experts and eco-
logical groups will devastate the local
ecosystem. The effects on human beings
are still unknown.

According to the official version, the aim
is to destroy the coca and poppy plantations
and to stop the supply of cocaine and heroin
to the United States. What they are hiding is
that those drugs were introduced by the US
ruling class themselves into the working
class neighbourhoods of the US in the six-
ties to prevent the struggle of the youth.
They also hide the fact that drug adiction
among young Americans has been stimulat-
ed by the desperate working and living con-
ditions there.

They are also silent about the fact that
the major plantations of coca leaves and
poppies in Colombia are the property of
those same landlords who finance and lead
the different paramilitary groups who are
fighting the guerrillas. Some of them have
not hesitated to come out publicly in support
of the Plan Colombia. Another aspect which
is hidden in the shadows is that the drug
trade generates enourmous profits for Latin
America, the US capitalists, the Colombian
military, the fascist paramilitaries and of
course the CIA. Let us not forget that two
years ago US Congressmen denounced the
"Agency" for promoting the drug trade in the
US as a means of financing the "Contras" in
Nicaragua.

Does anyone seriously think that those

plantations, so politically and financially very
profitable for large sections of the capitalists,
will ever be destroyed by this Plan? The
repression and the consequences of fuma-
gating with gas and fungus will only be felt by
the thousands of small peasants for whom
the coca and poppy agriculture represents
the only alternative for survival under capi-
talism. Growing ‘coffee or cacao beans is
simply suicide for those peasants because
of the collapse in the price of those products
on the world market. The price collapse is
forced on the peasantry by the Western
multinationals in order to increase their prof-
its. There is no doubt that the Colombia Plan
will not bother the big landowners and the
paramilitaries in their thriving drug trade with
the American capitalists. The final result of
the destruction of the small coca and poppy
plantations in the areas controlled by the
guerrillas will be the effective monopoly for
those big landonwers, not only of the pro-
duction and the trade, but also of the grow-
ing of coca and popy itself .

The destruction of the sole source of
income for thousands of peasants can only
lead to an increase in misery, which in turn,
will increase the hatred for imperialism and
the capitalist state. That is one of the most
important risks related to the implementation
of this Plan. It explains the scepticism of a
layer of bourgeois strategists. Moreover, a
greater destabilisation of Colombia would
rapidly spread to neighbouring countries and
even to Brazil, the eco-
nomic engine of the con-

ers" and "instructors" (with
a total limit of 500) will also
be sent from the United
States. This number can be
modified says the docu-
ment if there is "proof of an
agression", opening the
door to a direct military

intervention at any moment

tinent. This would be a
nightmare scenario for
the ruling classes of Latin
America.

The Colombia Plan is

also an acknowledgment

from the United States.

Apart form the military
offensive, the Plan is set to
ruin economically the areas
under the control of the
guerrillas by fumigating
them with a fungus (called
Fusarium Oxysporum)

by a part of the local cap-
italists and by "yankie"
imperialism of the grow-
ing difficulties of main-
taining its control over the
region by "peaceful" and

"democratic" means.
Decades of dirty war,

numerous failed peace

agreements and more
than a year of stagnation
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in the negotiations between the Pastrana
government and the FARC have not
advanced the stability of Colombia. This can
only be explained by the incapacity of capi-
talism in the whole of Latin America to make
any lasting important economic, social and
political concessions to the workers and the
peasants.

As part of this, we need to take into
account important differences in Colombia
today. Whereas in the past imperialism was
able to impose more easily its plans to
defeat the guerrillas, this is not the case at
present. Not only is the degree of class
struggle on a higher level (compared with
the serious decline of mass popular resist-
ance movements in the first half of the 90's,
we are now witnessing a rise in the class
struggle in the whole of the continent), but
the FARC itself has a solid position which
was lacking in other guerrilla movements in
the past. The FARC controls 40% of the ter-
ritory and

commands some 17,000 well-armed and
well-trained guerrilla fighters. This relative
strength of the guerrillas stands in sharp
contrast to the divisions and the decomposi-
tion of the state, which in turn. weakens the
whole of the Colombian bourgeoisie. This
situation has convinced the United States to
intervene directly in an attempt to change
the balance of forces.

The end result of this intervention is not
yet clear. One section of the capitalists, also
in the US and internationally, fears entering
an uncontrolable escalation of the war. "It is
a profound mistake. This is how Kennedy
started in Vietnam and this led to the loss of

the lives of 50,000 compatriots", warns
David Obey, a Democratic member of
Congress (quoted in E/ Pais, 27/8/00).

The trauma of Vietnam is still haunting
American society. If they could choose they
would prefer another means of controlling
the area before resorting to a direct and
massive intervention with US soldiers. Such
an intervention we should remember would
have revolutionary consequences in the
whole of the continent. The question is: are
they able to choose? And for how long? "In
this kind of conflict everybody knows how to
start it, but nobody has the slightiest idea of
how to end it", explains a Republican mem-
ber of Congress in the same article in El
Pais.

Towards a new Vietnam ?

Athough it is possible that the negotiations
between the guerrillas and the government
will continue (a breaking off of these talks
would have a radicalising effect on the con-
flict) and that some kind of agreement can-
not be excluded {at least with one sector of
the guerrilla leaders), the most probable per-
spective is of an exacerbation of the conflict.
Even if they arrive at some kind of agree-
ment (something increasingly remote) not
one of the problems of the workers and the
peasants will be solved. This in turn will lead
to an increase of the violence.

The first result of the launching of the
Colombia Plan and of Clinton's lightning visit
to this Andean country has been the escala-
tion of the fight between the FARC and the
army. In the context of the profound crisis of
Colombian capitalism if the polarisation

intensifies in the whole of the continent, as a
result of the class struggle, the conflict will
reach new heights. The FARC could be in a
situation where power will be within arm's
reach. If the leaders of the FARC had a

.socialist programme, or if at least they sup-

ported the same measures of expropriation
and radical land reform of the other guerril-
las, they would probably be able to take
power rapidly. Unfortunately, by limiting their
programme to democracy without breaking
with capitalism, this perspective of power is
hampered and fills the future with more
uncertainty.

Imperialism and the bourgeoisie cannot
tolerate forever the existence of a guerrilla
force controling and governing half of the
country and threathening its hegemony. If
they are presented with the slightiest chance
to change this situation, they would not hes-
itate to use the most barbaric methods in
their possession to achieve it.

The only thing which can give peace,
land and work to Colombia and the rest of
Latin Amerfca ‘is ‘ socialism and workers
democracy. To achieve this the most con-
scious workers and peasant activists will
have to build a mass Marxist organisation
based on the methods of struggle, and the
traditions and strength of the working class
who represent the majority of Colombian
society (and in the whole continent). This
working class has already shown his revolu-
tionary potential in the general strike which
only a few months ago paralysed the coun-
try. ¥

by Miguel Campos
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Pakistan

Pakistan:
New wave of struggle

On 10th september,2000 the PPP held a workers convention
at Lahore. The last such convention was held 28 years ago. The
PPP chairperson Ms. Benazir Bhutto, who has been declared a
'proclaimed offender' on corruption charges by the present mil-
itary regime, is presently based in London and hence could not

the party activists.

be present. The convention was held to reinvigorate the PPP's
dwindling support. The party's social base and active support
have been severely eroded due to its dismal performance dur-

ut with the advent of the right wing
regime of Nawaz Sharif in1997 and
the present military dictatorship in
October 1999, the attacks on the masses
further intensified at the behest of the IMF.

At this stage the oppressed masses are
looking for a way out of the misery they are
suffering due to the severe crisis of the pres-
ent capitalist/ feudal system. More than
12,000 party activiste and workers con-
verged from all over the country at the con-
vention in Lahore.

They were hoping to find a radical solu-
tion of their problems from the party. But the
majority of the speakers toed the official
party line and tried to water down the senti-
ments and hatred of the masses against the
regime and the exploitative system. Left
wing leaders and activists were denied the
chance to speak. However when the con-
vention was coming to a close the pressure
from the activists became so intense ihat
they forced Ghulam Abbas, a former MP and
popular left wing leader of the PPP onto the
stage and the party bureaucracy had no
choice but to give way. Ghulam Abbas, a
student leader in the past is famous for his
fiery and revolutionary speeches. In this
speech he condemned the military dictator-
ship and exposed the massive corruption of
military generals involved in shady deals and
the kick backs they received in arms deals.
He explained how the army was involved in
drug trafficking and black money. He also
called for elections of

army officers
and of the
military
Chief from
the ranks.
Comrade
Abbas
attributed
the misery,
poverty
and  dis-
ease to
the severe
crisis  of
capitalism
which

has plagued Pakistani society. He also
attacked the party leaders who were repre-
senting and belonged to the landlord and
capitalist classes.

During the earlier speeches of right wing
PPP leaders, the party workers had been
asked by several speakers to raise their
hands and take an oath of loyalty to the
party leadership and accept Benazir Bhutto
as the life chairperson of the PPP. In his
speech Ghulam Abbas said "We the workers
and the poor have taken oaths of loyalty to
the party and its programme in 1967 when it
was founded and remained loyal to it ever
since. It is the leadership of the party who
has time and again betrayed the Party and
its founding revolutionary programme".

Then he asked the leaders sitting on the
rostrum to rise and raise their hands to take
an oath that they will not betray Party
activists, workers and the PPP 1970 mani-
festo (which calls for a Socialist Revolution).
His speech stunned the convention and the
leaders sitting on the stage were in a state of
shock, their faces pale with the fear of a left
wing resurgence in the Party.

The workers on the floor had tears in
their eyes. They were hearing what their
hearts wanted to say for such a long time.
The speech of comrade Ghulam Abbas was
punctuated by the slogans of "Revolution,
Revolution - Socialist Revolution", "Down
with Capitalism" and the whole convention
was emotionally charged. His speech
changed the whole course and mood of the
convention. Immediately after the conven-
tion the President of PPP district Rajanpur
(South Punjab), a left winger, Ch. Sarwar
Abbas, was arrested by the police. He was
charged with raising slogans against the mil-
itary dictatorship and being a threat to public
order. He had led a large and very vocal left-
wing delegation from the South Punjab to
the convention. On 12 September at 2.30 in
the morning, the police surrounded and
raided the house of Ghulam Abbas at
Lahore. They climbed on the roof and then
forcibly entered the bedroom of Ghulam
Abbas by breaking the front door. Although
no physical resistance was offered still the
Punjab police exhibited its notorious brutali-

ing its last two tenures in power. The right wing policies of
these PPP regimes resulted in a sharp decline in the living stan-
dards of the masses. This resulted in disillusionment and
demoralisation specially amongst the advanced workers and

by Lal Kahn

ty. Ghulam Abbas and Ch. Sarwar were first
taken to a police station and then to the infa-
mous Kot Lakhpat prison. The news of these
arrests created a stir. The workers and stu-
dents i{hronged  to ‘the court building where
the bail petition was to be heard. The inter-
national pressure mounted and there was
widespread condemnation of the arrests.
Ultimately the regime had to give in and
comrade Ghulam Abbas and ch. Sarwar
Abbas were released on bail on the eve of
15 September. But on 14 September anoth-
er case was registered in Rajanpur against
six PPP leaders who were known for their
socialist views. They were indicted on the
charge of spreading hatred against the
armed forces in the speeches made at a
regional PPP convention at Rajanpur on 28
August. One comrade, Jam Nasir, has been
arrested and is in prison.

Those accused include Rauf Khan Lund,
the general secretary of PPP district
Rajanpur and a well known national left wing
figure in the PPP. His outspoken Marxist rev-
olutionary views are gaining popularity
amongst the rank and file and the youth. He
has defied the dictatorship and publicly
opposed the right wing, anti-working class
policies of the PPP leadership. Rauf Lund
also led the mass peasant revolt which
erupted in Southern Punjab during the cot-
ton crisis in September 1999. His house has
been raided. The other accused are Abdul
Qadar Shaheen, Ch. Sarwar Abbas, Mirza
Tarig and Rana Shaukat. All these comrades
have gone underground and are trying to
evade arrest. All these comrades wish to
express their revolutionary gratitude to all
the comrades around the world who have
sent messages and organised activities in
their support and solidarity. This is the begin-
ning of a new wave of struggle against the
present military dictatorship. Rauf Lund and
other comrades accused have issued a
statement vowing to fight state terrorism and
have pledged to continue the struggle to its
ultimate destiny - A Socialist Revolution in
Pakistan and throughout the
subcontinent. v




video review —

“Builders Crack -
- the movie”

You don’t have to walk far nowadays to see some construction work taking place.
All over big cities such as London major work is being carried out.

Last year it was the Jubilee Line extension and the Millennium Dome, this year it is
jobs such as the massive work being carried out in Moorgate and the St Pauls

areas of London.

And there is much more on the way. Undoubtedly someone is making a mint out of
all this. But it is not those who actually work on and build these great projects.

For the average Brickies, Sparks and the rest it remains a case of long hours,
weekend working, uncertain pay and the ever present threat of accidents.

e building trade has always been
rife with dodgy dealing and exploita-
tion of the workforce. From the
Victorian Age onwards, manual workers
were shipped over from countries such as
Ireland to work for low pay and in appalling
conditions on the great construction
sites of the day, from the canals and
bridges, through the new town estates
and the new motorways up to the tow-
ering skyscrapers of today. Such was
the degree of recruitment from coun-
tries such as lIreland that the joke
used to go round the pubs of Dublin
that if a priest asked a boy who made
the world, he was likely to reply
“McAlpine!”

Unions had to fight hard to gain
any rights whatsoever such as health
and safety rules or the regularisation
of employment conditions. However
as a worker in a new video just out
comments, these rights have been
pushed backwards by the bosses.
The industry is riddled with a maze of
contractors and sub-contractors and
sub-sub-contractors. It is not uncom-
mon for bosses to just disappear
owing the workers on a site weeks of
wages. Health and safety is regularly
just ignored or sidestepped and
employment rights treated as if they
do not exist. Holiday pay? Forget it!
Accidents remain commonplace on
sites and fatalities are not unknown.

The London Joint Sites Committee, an
ad-hoc grouping of union building workers,
has in recent years been campaigning on
the sites against this exploitation and for
union rights. Their journal “Builders Crack” is
widely read and has done much to encour-
age workers to sign up to a union, be aware
of their rights and make a stand to get them.
Now a video, “Builders Crack - the movie”,
has been produced to enable those involved
to show what has been done and what is

Reviewed by Steve Jones

possible.

With a running length of just 10 minutes
or so this video wolild be ideal for showing at
a trade union or LP branch meeting. Footage
such as that of protesters bricking up the
main entrance to the head offices of the

* it's'an emergency, Doc... They need the drill

right away...”"

Construction Employers Federation will
surely raise a chuckle but there is much in
the video that is no laughing matter. The
conditions described by those interviewed
are nothing short of barbaric. If you protest-
ed you were called a trouble-maker and told
to clear off or face a beating. One worker
who moved down to London, having worked
on unionised sites, was shocked at the con-
ditions he was forced to work in, at the end
of the day it was like “coming out of a mine”
such was the dirt and filth.

However the message of this video is
that if you stand together and fight back then
thing§ can change. One person described
how on one site they were forced to get
changed in what seemed to be an old oil
storage unit, totally unsafe. They all refused

to do any work until something was
done about it and as a result the
management were forced to cave in
and provide a new portacabin. The
lesson is clear: stick together, do not
be divided, sign up to the union and
take action in defence of your rights.
As one bloke puts it, “don’t get angry,
get evenl... hit them in the pocket!”
The success of the workers on the
Jubilee Line shows what can be
achieved.

Confidence is everything. One of
those interviewed put it very clearly,
“It's the greatest feeling in the world
when you go back to work after hav-
ing won a strike.” He describes how
one worker visibly changed, before
going on strike he had shuffled
around, shoulders bent, seemingly
broken by the system, but afterwards
he was completely different, standing
upright with a new spirit. The power
to change things is there, you just
have to act. The bosses won't do it
for you, you have to make them. This
is a message which applies well
beyond the construction industry. Get

this video and use it to set off a discussion
on workers rights, the power of the unions
and so on.

The London Joint Sites Committee can
be contacted on 020 8427 8480 (Brickies) or
0976 762040 (Sparks) or by e-mail to
builderscrack_jsc@hotmail.com. The video
is available for £10 (incl. postage etc.) from
“Louder Than Words” 52-56 Turnhill Street,
Farringdon, London EC1M 5QR. Tell ‘em we

sent you. ¥¥




Sri Lanka

The Marxists and the
situation in Sri Lanka

With Sri Lanka heading for a general election on 10th October,
this article looks at the background of left developments in the
country, in particular the processes unfolding in the workers'

parties.

In 1994, together with the other "Left" parties, including the
"Communist Party", the leadership of the Lanka Sama Samaja

government has been carrying out an anti-working class poli-
cies of privatisation and cuts in line with the dictates of the IMF.
This has led to the rapid rise of a left opposition inside the

LSSP, associated with the well-known mass leader, Vasudeva

trict.

Party (LSSP) entered the popular alliance (PA) government
headed by Chandrika Bandaranaike Kumaratunga (CBK). This

e reaction of the LSSP leadership
has been to resort to widespread
expulsions and suspensions of party
activists. They have also refused to convene
a Party congress which they are bound to do
under the statutes.

According to the Rules, a congress must
be called every two years. In fact, the last
congress was held in 1994. The leadership
does not want to hold a congress for the sim-
ple reason that they would be in a minority.
The left opposition has responded by organ-
ising themselves into the LSSP Majority.

The undemocratic actions of the LSSP
leadership have brought the Party to the
brink of a split, just at a time when the PA
government has entered into a serious crisis
and faces an immediate general election. In
a desperate attempt to save itself, the PA
government tried to make use of the critical
military situation brought about by the latest
offensive launched by the Tamil Tigers in the
north. The government introduced
Emergency Laws in May which drastically
curtailed civil and trade union rights and
introduced draconian press censorship.

At the same time, the PA govern-

Liyanage to take the initiative to form a new
trade union federation for this campaign.
Now about 42 trade unions are grouped in
this federation.

This campaign was temporally under-
mined by the brutal Emergency Regulations.
But during the past period, the mood of the
working class is becoming radical again. On
the 28th July, the federation took a decision
to launch an island-wide protest campaign.

Token strike
The most significant development was when
the railway workers decided to participate in
this with a 24-hour token strike. In fact on
28th July this railway token strike took place
together with the island-wide protest cam-
paign of other sectors. Comrade Quintus
Liyanage was the convenor of the federation
which succeeded in uniting different trade
unions that previously were loyal to other
political tendencies. It was not easy get
unions from such different backgrounds and
loyalties to unite under one banner. Now the
campaign is moving forward. They are plan-
ning to hold another token strike in

.

Nanayakkara, the member of parliament for the Ratnapura dis-

by Lankaloka in Colombo

September. The railway workers, the gov-
ernment printing department and the health
workers will all participate.

The aggravation of the war situation in
the northern part of the island and the rise of
cost of living has undermined the popularity
of the PA government. The latter has replied
with repressive measures.

Aware of the growing unpopularity of the
government, the PA was clearly not in a
mood for a general election. On the other
hand, according to the constitution parlia-
ment had to be automatically dissolved by
24th August. Therefore the government, in
desperation, wanted to do something quick-
ly. In the first week of August the government
tabled two bills by-passing the normal parlia-
mentary procedures arguing that the meas-
ures under consideration were extremely
urgent.

One of these bills was to amend the
present constitution. According to the pres-
ent constitution, any amendment requires a
two-thirds majority in parliament and then
has to be approved in a referendum.
Therefore it was clear that, even though the

government parties could get a two-

ment pressed on with plans to con-
tinue its right-wing policies, such as
privatisation of the People's Bank -
the biggest bank in Sri Lanka. This
has resulted in a mood of discontent
building up, reflected in an increase
in strikes and demonstrations.

The workers launched a cam-
paign in May to get a wage increase
of 3000 rupees, but was cut across
by the Emergency Regulations
imposed by the government. This
campaign was launched by a newly
formed trade union federation under
the leadership of comrade Quintus
Liyanage. Most of the trade union
leaders (such as the LSSP and CP
leaders) are now actively participat-
ing in the PA government and they
are not prepared to launch a cam-
paign against the government. That
was the reason, which led Quintus

Looking to the future

thirds majority in parliament, they
could not implement the new constitu-
tion before the next parliamentary
session, as they could not organise a
referendum in such a short space of
time (that is, before 24th August).
Therefore they tabled a second bill to
amend the Parliamentary Election Act
under the present constitution, which
includes proposals for a parliament of
298 MPs, of which only 168 would be
directly elected, and no fewer than
130 would be nominated! This also
required a two-thirds majority in the
parliament.

In fact, changing the present
Bonapartist constitution is a long-
standing demand of the Sri Lankan
masses. But this amendment was not
intended to abolish the executive
(presidential) system. It talked about
an "executive premier". But that would




Sri Lanka

only be from year 2005 onwards, which is
after the completion of the present term of
Chandrika. If it intended to abolish the pres-
idency only after the year 2005, what was
the hurry to present it to parliament at this
moment? The real reason is that, under the
constitution, the transitional powers are
defined in such a way that without going for
an election they could extend the period of
this parliament for another six vyears.
However, as usual it was presented to the
parliament as a solution to the ethnic crisis,
which is the easiest way of getting the sup-
port from the left and progressive elements
and the minority representatives. In reality,
no devolution powers are provided by this
constitution. Indeed, certain devolution pow-
ers including the 13th amendment at the
time of the Indo-Lanka accord were removed
from the present bill.

On the other hand it was proposed to
remove the words "Democratic" and
"Socialist" from the name of Sri Lanka. (At
present the official name of the country is
"The Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri
Lanka").

This was not an accident. By the removal
of those two words, they intend to move to
the right and enshrine private ownership as
a human right.

The whole idea is to assure the western
countries and imperialist finance agencies
that Sri Lanka has distanced itself from dem-
ocratic and socialist ideology and will protect
the investments of the imperialist powers.
Very little time was given to study this con-
stitution. Only members of parliament got
copies of the bill. The general public was
kept in the dark about the proposed consti-
tution. The reason for this secrecy is clear
from the reactionary nature of the content. In
order to ensure that the new constitution
would be passed in parliament, all kinds of
dirty tactics were used, including direct
bribery of MPs. Comrade Vasu played a cen-
tral role in denouncing the reactionary nature
of the proposed constitution and forcing the
government to withdraw it.

The constitution

The government brought this bill forward as
a manoeuvre to avoid immediate elections.
Since it was presented as a progressive step
towards a solution of the ethnic problem,
Sinhala chauvinists and Buddhist monks
started an intensive campaign against the
proposal. The anti-democratic and anti-
socialist features of the constitution did not
get the attention of the public.

In fact, there is not much difference
between the present constitution and the
proposed constitution. The UNP initially
agreed to most parts of the proposed new
constitution. There have already been a lot
of discussions between the PA and the right-
wing opposition UNP about amending the
constitution as a step towards solving ethnic
problem. But sensing the growing chauvinist

opposition and the
manoeuvres that
the PA was plan-
ning to carry out
with the constitu-
tion, the UNP with-
drew their support
for the proposal at
the last moment.
The President
CBK herself came
to the parliament
to table the bill.
She did that
because she
thought that she
could buy several
UNP parliamentar-
ians and get a two-

thirds majority in
the  parliament.
There were rumours that the PA was pre-
pared to pay 20 to 50 million rupees to any-
one who voted for the bill. However, the UNP
was equal to the task and just prior to the
day the vote was scheduled to be taken in
parliament, the UNP leadership sent about
25 of their MPs - potential defectors- to
Singapore. So the PA had to postpone tak-
ing the vote on both bills. After a couple of
days' deliberation, on 18th August parlia-
ment was dissolved, and now parliamentary
elections are due by the 10th of October.

Ethnic problem

During this episode, only the LSSP Majority
analysed and pointed out the real anti-dem-
ocratic and anti-socialist features of the pro-
posed constitution and the hidden motives
behind it. While the main parties were sup-
porting it, saying that it was a step towards
solving the ethnic problem, the chauvinist
forces came onto the streets, allegedly to
"protect the country and Buddhism". Only
the LSSP Majority was capable of showing
the real reactionary nature of the proposal.
Based on that analysis, comrade Vasu deliv-
ered” a marvellous speech in parliament,
which exposed all the hidden motives, and
the reactionary content of the proposed leg-
islation. This speech was greeted with over-
whelming approval from all parts of the
media. The position of the LSSP Majority
received powerful confirmation by the fact
that the TULF, the main Tamil party in parlia-
ment, plus five members of the CWC, the
main up-country Tamil party, also opposed to
the proposed constitution.

Once the elections had been called, the
Sri Lankan Marxists were obliged to take a
decision. Yet again the LSSP leadership
tamely decided to stand under the PA ban-
ner. For a long time the LSSP Majority has
been fighting to get the LSSP to change
course. The leadership continues to defy the
mood and aspirations of the working class
by blindly supporting Chandrika. This runs
entirely contrary to the opinion of the Party

rank and file. Even the LSSP Central

Committee no longer supports the leader-
ship. But the only response of the leadership
has peen expulsipns which have decimated
the Party's active base. The LSSP Majority
has taken legal action to compel the leaders
to convene a congress. But the fear of the
members is that either they will still refuse to
call a congress or they will call a fake con-
gress in some hotel room behind the backs
of the Party with the sole purpose of ratifying
the present leadership and electing a
Central Committee composed of obedient
stooges. Under the circumstances the com-
rades decided that it was necessary to
stand.

The parliamentary elections are now the
main point on the agenda. The LSSP
Majority is contesting the election under the
banner of the LDA (The Left and Democratic
Alliance). During the last couple of weeks,
seeing that elections were on agenda, the
LSSP Majority tried to unite all the left forces
to fight the election in a united front. Due to
various reasons it was not possible to form
a left united front but at the last minute a
very important agreement was reached. The
LDA and the NLF- the front formed by
NSSP and some other small parties - came
to a no-contest agreement, that is, they
agreed not to field candidates against each
other. The LDA decided to stand in districts
where they are strongest, including
Ratnapura which comrade Vasu is contest-
ing, Kegalle - an LSSP stronghold in the
past - and Jaffna the war-torn district in the
north, while Colombo and some other dis-
tricts are being contested by NLF. With this
no-contest agreement we can definitely
avoid splitting the left vote and thus secure
the maximum representation.

In the meantime, a new strike has been
called on 1st September and the mood for a
fight on the question of a minimum wage is
building up all the time. In short, Sri Lanka
has entered into a new and turbulent period

of the class struggle. vt




Letters

CORRESPONDENCE

Socialist Appeal, PO Box 2626,
London N1 7SQ.
e-mail: socialist_appeal@maii.com

Dear editor,

@ We take the best that society
has developed and put it to the
use of the working class. Unfortunately, one
of the letters that was published in the Appeal
was from a comrade who wished to redirect
comrades to Green publications. Perhaps he
would wish us to look further?
The global warming and the GMO issue are
middle class phobias, and should be rejected
into the dustbin of history. There is no short-
ages. Here | agree with Julian Simon on the
development of capitalist society. There will
never be a situation where we run out of
basic resources, because the human intellect
is infinte in its development. The Greens
were wrong then, and they are wrong now.
What is really sick is that in the lull, all the
socialist organisations, in a demonstration of
their isolation, have adopted the green man-
tle. They now find themselves totally isolated
from the development of society.

Brian Baker

Dear Sir/Madam,

Regards,
@‘ | have just read the article by
Phil Mitchinson on the web.
Whilst | agree with his analysis of how a few
individuals can paralyse the country, due
more to "just in time" delivery systems rather
than the inherit failure of capitalism, | think
he got carried away.
Whilst the blockades were in place, aided
and abetted by the oil companies, | was
reminded more of the hauliers in Chile prior
to the overthrow of the Allende government
rather than the start of a workers' revolution
leading to a socialist society.
This disruption to society was in the main led
by a group of people who do not support the
labour movement and saw their action as a
means of at least weakening the current
government, if not cause its fall.

John Kelly

Hi there!

@ | enjoyed your article on the UK
fuel crisis. But we know all this:
is there anywhere to go for the deeper
analysis. The serious capitalist press hint at
worries but then fob the reader off by com-
paring it to black Wednesday. Some Tory
monetary incompetence we can live with
(however expensive). What we have just
seen is much more serious: when a govern-
ment loses the "middle" the ruling class are
on very dangerous ground. They must thank
god there is no Bonaparte to step in.
The dispute has also thrown up transitional
ideas: an ex Tory councillor, no less, asked
me "how come if Britain is the world's sixth
biggest oil producer, why don't we burn our
own 0il?" You tell me mate.

Cheers,

E How was it that the Blair gov-

ernment and most commentators and
observers were taken totally by surprise
when supplies to the filling stations dried up
and nearly brought society to a standstill?

Steve White

Dear comrades,

Back in April a small group of farmers and,
mostly self employed, lorry drivers set up a
loose alliance to fight for their survival. The
main enemy at the time was seen as the
supermarkets. The monopoly position of
these giant capitalist shopkeepers enables
them to squeeze all their supplier's profits to
the barest minimum. The small farmers and
owner/driver transport operators, many in
the TGWU, are no exception to this rule.
The trigger for their action against the oil
companies and fuel distributors was
undoubtedly the actions of the French truck-
ers.

Why was this action by a group, unused to
industrial action, so successful?

One reason was the practice of oil compa-
nies to maintain little excess stock at filling
stations to reduce advanced payment of

Dear reader,
@] Thanks for your letters.

For reasons of space we
have only published a small selec-
tion of our correspondence. Get
the full selection at www.social-
ist.net, and please keep sending
us your comments!

duty. Tanker deliveries to filling stations are

only just ahead of demand. Within a few
days stocks were almost depleted. But the
burning question is why were these pickets
treated with kid gloves compared to other
groups:of workers such as the miners and
the print workers at Wapping who felt the
heavy end of police batons during their
struggle. The answer is clear when you
study the response of the oil company man-
agements and realise that the oil companies
had something to gain by the strangling of
petrol supplies. With the drying up of sup-
plies a desperate need for petrol has been
created. The raising of prices by a few
pence per litre would be more acceptable to
motorists desperate to fill up.

The response of the Labour government
appears to be more draconian laws against
workers taking action. It is being touted by
ministers that legislation will be passed mak-
ing it illegal for tanker drivers, who showed
great sympathy for the plight of the pickets,
to refuse to deliver to filling stations.

Labour must adopt a serious energy pol-
icy which takes back into public ownership
all public transport and invests heavily in its
expansion to provide a comprehensive serv-
ice which is cheap and reliable.

Given a comprehensive and cheap public
transport system in London for instance the
use of cars would decline dramatically. The
publicly owned railways could be given a
monopoly of movement for long distance
freight.

The public ownership of North Sea oil is an
essential step towards a national energy pol-
icy. When Tony Blair obtained the queens
consent for emergency powers, one lag in
the government, when asked what they
could do with these powers, joked that the
government could nationalise the oil indus-
try. Well isn't that a good ideal?

Comradely

Colin Penfold

Socialist Appeal Published an article on the
web about the fuel blockade. Here are some
reponses. Have you got something to say?




@ Dear Comrades

I'm afraid | do not share your rosy

view of the lorry drivers' and farmers' block-
ades. The blockades might show the effec-
tiveness of direct action, but direct action is
not necessarily associated with progressive
causes. Racist attacks are also an example of
direct action, and one which all socialists
would condemn. If anything, this campaign
can be seen as a classic petit-bourgeois
revolt - small businessmen acting over high
taxation. Of course, the majority of people
would be sympathetic to a campaign that calls
for reduced taxes; as a motorist | would like to
pay less for fuel. But where were other
demands that have to be made in respect of
transport and taxation, such as higher taxes
on the rich and on big business, more
resources for public transport? Nowhere.
If the government reduces taxation of fuel, will
this lead to farmers and owner-drivers joining
any broader campaigns on taxation and
transport? | very much doubt it. It will be: 'I'm
alright Jack." Will this campaign bring them
any closer to the labour movement. Again, |
very much doubt it. True, the response of the
Labour Party and union leaders was guaran-
teed to repel the blockaders, and it would be
very difficult for socialists to intersect with
such a classic petit-bourgeois movement, but
| fail to see anything progressive about this
blockade, and | can't see the blockaders mov-
ing leftwards because of their action. If any of
them do move leftwards, it will be through dis-
cussion with socialists on an individual basis,
and an adoption of new political ideas, not
through this sort of action.

Fraternally
Paul Flewers

Editor’s note: Paul is mistaken. The
article does in fact say "Labour must
inmediately remove the tax
hikes...tax the fat cat millionaires
instead.”

Letters/Press Fumd —

£5,000 needed:

Time to get the cash in!

special welcome to all students
and young workers who are read-
ng Socialist Appeal for the first
time. We hope that what you have read will
help inspire you to stand up to the system
and fight to change it. The bosses have
access to the mass media, the press and
television, to peddle their lies. Opposition
to all this is rarely allowed to be shown,
except in a distorted or twisted form. So
we have to do the job ourselves. The task
of Socialist Appeal is to explain and fight
for Marxist ideas and demands, raising
them in the Labour Party, the trade unions,
in the workplaces and in the colleges and
universities - everywhere in fact. But our
resources are weak. Big business pro-
vides millions for their papers, we have to
rety just on the honest support of ordinary
working people to keep going.

You can help in two ways. First of all,
how about taking a regular order of
Socialist Appeals to sell? The newsagent
chains such as W.H. Smiths won'’t put our
journal on their racks so it has to be sold
instead by supporters in the movement
and beyond. You could be one of these
people. Even taking just a few copies each
month to sell to family, friends and so on
can make a difference. You won't just be
complaining about capitalism, you will be
doing something about it. Get in contact
with us now on 020 7251 1094 or by e-mail
to appeal@socialist.net to sort something
out. Each journal sold equals £1 towards
the class struggle.

The second way you can help is by
making a donation to our funds. Every bit
helps towards the struggle for a better
future. As | write this we have raised

" <g) £13,000

**<e £9,750

-+ <3y £6,500

see=mn £3,250

£8,217.18 towards our £13,000 target to
be reached by the end of October. So we
have just over a month to raise nearly
£4,000. It's a tall order but it can be done.
Over £2000 was raised during the summer
by UK readers towards a special appeal to
support the struggle of socialists interna-
tionally, so the potential is there. The holi-
days are over - lets get back to work and
get the cash in. If everybody chips in the
target can be reached. But it doesn’t stop
there. We are launching this autumn a
special building fund appeal to raise
£5,000 as a maiter of urgency. This is
needed as we intend to move offices in the
next period as our lease has expired. The
move will cost quite a bit of money, espe-
cially as our press will have to be profes-
sionally moved. There will also be other
costs incurred such as redecoration and
so on. No move is ever cheap. Time is
against us so please send in what you can.
We thank you in advance.
" Special thanks to all those who have
donated in the last few weeks, including
Mick (£60), West London readers (£50),
Phil (£17), readers from Essex and Herts
(£115), Barbara (£10) Steve Jones,
London CWU, (£5) and Paul Rogan,
Birmingham (£3). More sales of Trotsky T-
Shirts (£76) and others. Donations should
be made payable to Socialist Appeal and
sent to us at PO Box 2626, London N1
758Q.

At the TUC we sold 20 journals and at
the Labour Party Conference 70 so far.

Steve Jones
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Reason in revolt
Marxist philosophy
and modern science
by Alan Woods and Ted
Grant

Published to commemo-
rate the centenary of
Frederick Engels’ death,
the authors explore the
relationship between
Marxist philosophy and
the development of sci-
ence, including the new
theories of cosmology,
Chaos and Complexity

ISBN 1 9000 07 00 2
£9.95/US$16

Russia

From revolution to
counter-revolution
by Ted Grant

This major work by Ted
Grant analyses the critical
events in Russian history
from the Bolshevik
Revolution in 1917 to the
crisis in the Yeltsin regime.
“Ted Grant has again justi-
fied his claim to be one of
the major interpreters of
Marxist theory, not only in
Britain, but internationally.”
Al Richardson,
Revolutionary History

ISBN 1 9000 07 02 9
£11.95/US$20
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Bolshevism

The road to revolu-
tion

by Alan Woods

There have been many
books and potted histo-
ries of Russia, either
written from an anti-
Bolshevik perspective, or
its Stalinist mirror image,
which paint a false
account of the rise of
Bolshevism. Alan
Woods, in rejecting these
“theses”, reveals the real
evolution of Bolshevism
as a living struggle to
apply the method of
Marxism to the peculiari-
ties of Russia.

ISBN 1 9000 07 05 3
£15/US$24

This Book was written as a reply to
Monty Johnstone, who, at that time was
a leading theoretician of the Communist
Party of Great Britain, and who had pub-
lished a reappraisal of Leon Trotsky in
the Young Communist League journal
Cogito at the end of 1968. Alan Woods
and Ted Grant used the opportunity to
write a detailed reply explaining the real
relationship between the ideas of Lenin
and Trotsky, which had been systemati-
cally falsified by the Stalinists ever since
the invention of "Trotskyism" in 1924.
This was no academic exercise. It was
written as an appeal to the ranks of the
Communist Party and the Young
Communist League to rediscover the
truth about Trotsky and return to the orig-
inal revolutionary programme of Lenin.

ISBN 84 9218326 8
Special price: £5.95
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Price £3 plus 50p. p&p




® The Communist Manifesto. ref. 0256

By Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels. Price £1.00

@® Lessons of Chile. ref. 0257
By Alan Woods. 1973. Price £1.00

@® Revolution in Albania. ref. 0258
By Alan Woods. 16th March 1997. Price 70p

@® Diana, The monarchy and the crisis in Britain.
ref. 0259
By Alan Woods 10th September 1997. Price 50p

@ The coming world financial crash. ref. 0260 -
By Ted Grant 31st October 1997. Price 50p

@® A new stage in the capitalist crisis.
Fear of recession grows. ref. 0261
By Alan Woods. 2nd January 1998. Price 50p

@® Kosovo. The Balkans crisis continues. ref. 0262
By Alan Woods. 12th March 1998. Price 30p

® Indonesia. The Asian revolution has begun.
ref. 0263
By Alan Woods and Ted Grant. 22nd May 1998.
Price 50p

@ Crisis in Russia. Free market failure. ref. 0264
By Ted Grant and Alan Woods. September 1998.
Price 50p

@® The real reason behind the bombing of Iraq.
ref. 0265
By Alan Woods. 18th December 1998. Price 20p

East Timor. Can we trust the United Nations?
ref. 0267

By Ted Grant and Jean Duval. September 1999.
Price 50p

Privatisation Disaster. Time to renationalise the
railways. ref. 0268
By Rob Sewell. Price 50p

World Economy. On a Knife's edge. ref. 0269
By Alan Woods and Ted Granft. Price £1

The socialist alternative to the European Union.
ref. 0270
Price £1

Struggle inside Iran. The first shots of the Iranian
revolution. ref. 0271

By Alan Woods. Price 50p

Rail industry in crisis. A Fighting programme for
rail workers. ref. 0274
Price £1

T T p—

The alternative to the
anarchy of capitalism
by Mick Brooks and

" Michael Roberts

price £1
ref. 0275
@® Balkans War. Nato facing defeat? ref. 0266
By Alan Woods. 13th May 1999. Price 70p
L 2 ....O.....................OQ......O.................%




S 3
&

R U

SocialistAppeal

¥¥ Socialist measures in the interests of work-
ing peoplel [absurmust break-with-big-business
and Tory economic policies.

¥ A national mini-
mum wage of at least
two-thirds of the
average wage. £5.00
an hour as a step
toward this goal, with
no exemptions.

¢ Full employment! No redundancies. The right to a job
or decent benefits. For a 32 hour week without loss of pay.
No compulsory overtime. For voluntary retirement at 55
with a decent full pension for all.

v¢ No more sell offs. Reverse the Tories privatisation
scandal. Renationalise all the privatised industries and utili-
ties under democratic workers control and management.
No compensation for the fat cats, only-those in genuine
need.

| Y% The repeal of all Tory anti-

union laws. Full employment
rights for all from day one. For the
right to strike, the right to union
representation and collective bar-
gaining.

Election of all trade union officials
with the right of recall. No official
to receive more than the wage of
a skilled worker.

4 ’

¢ Action to protect
our environment. Only
public ownership of the
land, and major indus-
tries, petro-chemical
enterprises, food com-
panies, energy and
transport, can form the
basis of a genuine
socialist approach to
the environment.

¢ A fully funded and fully comprehensive education
system under local democratic control. Keep big busi-
ness out of our schools and colleges. Free access for all
to further and higher education. Scrap tuition fees. No to

student loans. For a living grant for all over 16 in educa-

tion or training.

7¢ The reversal of the Tories’
cuts in the health service.
Abolish private health care. For a
National Health Service, free to
all at the point of need, based on
the nationalisation of the big drug
companies that squeeze their
profits out of the health of work-
ing people.

¢ The outlawing of all forms of discrimination. Equal
pay for equal work. Invest in quality childcare facilities

available to all. Scrap all racist immigration and asylum
controls. Abolish the Criminal Justice Act.

workers’ wages.

¢ Reclaim the Labour Party! Defeat
Blairism! Fight for Party democracy and
socialist policies. For workers’ MPs on

a Socialist Britain.

¥¢_The abolition of the monarchy and the House of Lords. Full economic
powers for the Scottish Parliament and the Welsh Assembly, enabling them
to introduce socialist measures in the interests of working people. ¥ No to
sectarianism. For a Socialist United Ireland linked by a voluntary federation to

duction.

¢ Break with the anarchy of the capi-
talist free market. Labour to immediately
take over the “commanding heights of the
economy.” Nationalise the big monopo-
lies, banks and financial institutions that
dominate our lives. Compensation to be
paid only on the basis of need. All-nation-
alised enterprises to be run under workers
control and management and integrated
through a democratic socialist plan of pro-

socialist federatien. -

Y% Socialist internationalism. No to the
bpsses Europegn Union. Yes to a socialist |
united states of [Europe, as part of a world

i @; ...... o neineaes telci i G
Socialist Appeal, PO Box 2626, London

N17SQ

 tel 020 7251 1094 e-

il appeal@socialist.




