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THE UNITED Nations plan to con-
cede Srebrenica and Zepa to the
Bosnian Serbs has gone ahead.
There never was any intention of
protecting them, since the UN’s
aim is not to defend the Bosnians
from rape, murder and ethnic
cleansing, but to allow Serbian
forces to seize most of the territory
they claim. Western governments
see ethnic partition as the best route
to ending the war, stabilising the
region, and allowing the restora-
tion of capitalism to proceed.

Nobody shouid be fooled by the
displays of anger by Western lead-
ers which took place after thou-
sands of Bosnian Muslims were
ejected from theirhomes and forced
to flee to Tuzla. This was just a
face-saving exercise, designed to
deflect the growing criticism of the
UN around the world.

After emergency discussions in
T.ondon on July 21, foreign minis-
ters and military chiefs agreed not
to remnforce Gorazde, the last “safe
area’ in eastern Bosnia, but to de-
ploy artillery and troops from the
hastily formed Rapid Reaction
Force on Mount Igman - suppos-
edly to keep the road open for UN
aid convoys bound for Sarajevo.
The aim is to engage in a form of
barter with the Bosnian Serbs: in
return for eastern Bosnia, let the
UN fulfil its ‘peacekeeping’ role in
central Bosnia and Sarajevo. In
this way, the UN and the Western
governments hope to retain some
semblance of credibility.

At no stage has there been a
progressive side to the UN’s role in
ex-Yugoslavia. The imperialists
want to integrate the region into
the capitalist world market, and
humanitarian considerations don’t
count for very much. Once it be-
came clear that the old Yugoslav
Federation was breaking upin 1991,
they tried to bring the newly emerg-
ing states of Slovenia, Croatia and
Bosnia into their orbit. But along-
side this policy, they tacitly sup-
ported the project of a Greater Ser-
bia to create a balance of power
within the region.

However, in the face of world-
wide condemnation of the appall-
ing massacres and ethnic cleansing
undertaken by the Bosnian Serb
army, it was impossible to be seen
to support this.

UNPROFOR’s role has been to
undermine Bosnian resistance. It
disarmed Bosnian forces in the ‘safe
areas’, in the full knowledge that
these enclaves would not be de-
rended by UN troops. Contrary to
much opinion on the left, NATO
air strikes on Serb positions do not
herald an all-out onslaught against
Serdia. They are partly a message

to the Serbs to keep in line, partly
a cynical public relations exercise.
Their main result has been to con-
vince the Serbs that the UN won’t
stand in their way, and to encour-
age them to step up their attacks on
predominantly Muslim
populations.

The arms embargo on Bosnia
was designed to allow the UN to
co-operate with the Bosnian Serbs
in the ethnic partition of the coun-
try. None of the imperialists has
any intention of defending any le-
gitimate rights to self-determina-
tion. The corpses of thousands of
massacred Muslims, and the fact
that hundreds of thousands have
been ethnically cleansed, count for

as possible for a Greater Serbia.
Hundreds of thousands of Bosnian
civilians have been driven from
their homes in a ferocious Serb
campaign involving summary ex-
ecution, torture and rape. Hardly
anybody - except regrettably some
“Trotskyists’, in company with a
motley crew of Little Englander
Labour MPs, and Russian and
Greek nationalists - bothers to deny
this. And the fact that some impe-
rialist powers had interests of their
own in recognising Slovenia,
Croatia and Bosnia does not give
the Serbian Chetniks ‘anti-imperi-
alist’ credentials. Indeed, it was the
leader of the Bosnian Serbs,
Radovan Karadzic, who coined the

A Bosnian refugee with her child at Tuzla airport

nothing when compared to the prof-
its the imperialists hope to extract
from the region after the war.
Some on the left, like the SWP
and Militant, have adopted a neu-
tral position on the war. They claim

that all sides are equally reaction-

ary, and have all carried out atroci-
ties. The Serbs, they argue, have
only carried out more because they
have generally had the upper hand.
This is to ignore the.nature of the
conflict and the dynamic of Ser-
bian nationalisi.

The character of the war re-
mains basically unchanged. It was
the Bosnian Serb militias, inspired,
staffed and armed by Belgrade,
who started the war in Bosnia with
the aim of seizing as much territory

term ‘ethnic cleansing’ for the
policy his troops were carrying out.

On the other hand, the majority
of Bosnian Muslims, together with
many ethnic Serbs and Croats liv-
ing alongside them in cities such as
Sarajevo and Tuzla, have never
-vanted anything more than to con-
tinue living in a multi-ethnic
Bosnia.

The Croatian army, currently an
uneasy ally of the Bosnian govern-
ment, has certainly carried out
atrocities against both Muslims and
Serbs. It originally agreed to parti-
tion Bosnia in alliance with the
Serb militias, to build a greater
Croatia. In relation to the current
Croatian offensive against Serb-
held Krajina, while it relieves pres-

sure on Bosnia, and the Bihac en-
clave in particular, a Croatian vic-
tory will only be accomplished
through large-scale ethnic cleans-
ing of Krajinan Serbs. For this rea-
son, socialists should support nei-
ther Croatia nor Krajina. The prob-
lem of the Krajina Serbs can only
be solved within the context of a
general settlement based upon na-
tional equality.

The main ‘ethnic cleansers’ on
the Bosnian side are the Ninth Army
which acts against government
policy in a semi-autonomous man-
ner. But the Bosnian army has pros-
ecuted some of those responsible,
in sharp distinction to the official
policy of the Serb and Croat ar-

mies, who give medals for mass
murder.

To label multi-ethnic Bosnia as
‘fundamentalist’ is equally wrong.
Only a small minority of ‘Mus-
lims’ regularly attend the mosque
and observe traditional Muslim
customs. If there is something of an
Islamic revival today in the face of
ethnic cleansing, it is scarcely sur-
prising, and no more of a key to the
conflict than the religious affilia-
tion of nationalists in the north of
Ireland.

We therefore continue to sup-
port the struggle for an independ-
ent. multi-ethnic Bosnia, and we
are for the victory of the Bosnian
government forces over the Ser-
bian militias. If the appalling logic

of Serbian generals like Ratko
Miladic succeeds, and Bosnia’s re-
maining multi-ethnic communities
are destroyed, we would support
the right of the Bosnian Muslims to
self-determination.

What about the Bosnian Serbs?
Don’t they have rights to self-de-
termination? So long as the exer-
cise of this ‘right’ means the op-
pression and ethnic cleansing of
others, we say no.

Most Bosnian Muslims have lost

confidence in UNPROFOR, and
many are now calling foritto leave.
Bosnian army units should now
seize the UN’s heavy weapons be-
fore it withdraws or sabotages them,
as happened in Zepa. However, we
must warn Bosnian workers that
their government is likely to betray
them and accept the division of the
country. They should insist that it
calls on UN forces to leave and
impounds their weapons.
While socialists must support the
military victory of the Bosnian gov-
ernment forces, they should wher-
ever possibie support aid, money
and weapons being channelled
through workers™ organisations in
Bosnia. Ethnic cleansing must be
opposed from whatever quarter, and
the building of multi-ethnic work-
ers’ militias supported in commu-
nities which have not been ethni-
cally cleansed.

A workers’ solution to the
bloody conflict can only happen if
a class alliance is built between
workers in Bosnia and in other
parts of ex-Yugoslavia. This must
include those progressive sections
of workers and intellectuals in Ser-
bia which are opposed to the war.

The international working class
must demand the lifting of the arms
embargo on Bosnia and the eco-
nomic sanctions on Serbia. The
persecuted Bosnian Muslims and
their allies have a right to obtain
weapons wherever they can. Such
a call has nothing in common with
the Republican-led campaign in
the United States, or Margaret
Thatcher’s demagogy. which is
aimed at appeasing reactionary al-
lies like Saudi Arabia and Turkey,
while playing up to domestic isola-
tionism.
< Withdraw all UN forces!

<% End the arms embargo onBosnia
and the sanctions on Serbia!

<% For the military defeat of the
Bosnian Serb army!

2 For international workers” soli-
darity with Bosnia!

- For Bosnian self-determination!

2 For a multi-ethnic Bosnian
workers™ republic!
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Whatever happened to the
ummer of Discontent?

By an RMT member

THE SUMMER of discontent much
of the left was hoping for, and the
Tories feared, has failed to material-
ise. Instead of challenging the gov-
ernment’s pay policy and further
privatisations, large sections of pub-
lic sector workers have been sacri-
ficed on the altar of Blairism.

Train drivers, London Under-
ground staff and health service work-
ers were all stitched up, as the Labour
and trade union bureaucracies de-
cided that the Littleborough and
Saddleworth by-election was far more

important than public ownership and
the wages and working conditions of
millions of public employees.

There probably wouldn’t have
been any strikes at all if the trade
union bureaucracy wasn’t so worried
about its own future. For instance,
Lew Adams, the general secretary of
the train drivers’ union ASLEF, used
two one-day strikes to secure a deal
that would have any bureaucratdrool-
ing, but which does virtually nothing
for the drivers.

Accepting the principle of British
Rail privatisation and its break-up
into scores of separate train operat-
ing units, Adams won a concession
from BR which would make ASLEF

Beating the retreat — RMT leader fimmy Knapp (centre)

asort of employment agency for driv-
ers, thereby securing, at least tempo-
rarily, the future of the ASLEF bu-
reaucracy, but waving goodbye for
ever to the far more precious achieve-
ment of national bargaining on pay
and conditions.

Meanwhile, Tube workers were
cynically held in reserve as a stage
army to assist negotiations — as they
were at the end of last year’s
Signalworkers’ strikes —but the trans-
port union leaderships showed they
have no intention of allowing work-
ers the luxury of unity in action. The
capitulation to the court injunction
forbidding the July 26-27 strike was
further confirmation of the bureau-
crats’ subservience to any and every
legal trap set by the Tories and the
judiciary. Underground workers, af-
ter all, have a history of firmly and
imaginatively defying the law.

In the health service, despite all
the bluster and stunts, like the partial
dropping of the RCN’s no-strike
clause, it looks as though the right of
individual Trusts to determine pay
and conditions has been ceded, whilst
the remnants of the national machin-
ery have been transformed into a sort
of rest home for tired bureaucrats.

Blair and Co were said to be furi-
ous at the prospect of a combined rail
and Underground strike scheduled
for the day of the by-election, reason-
ing that it would alienate middle class
voters. Having secured a capitula-
tion from the trade union leaders on
the question of breaching the public
sector pay freeze and getting the
strikes called off, the Labour Party’s
National Executive immediately
voted overwhelmingly to reduce the
trade union block vote from 70 per
cent down to 50 per cent.

Blair cannot seriously believe that
the middle class will sleep easier
because of this blatant attack on the
political rights of the trade unions.
After all, 16 years of undermining the
trade unions hasn’t stopped the To-
ries from becoming deeply unpopu-
lar. In any case, there is plenty of
evidence to suggest that middle class
commuters are, if for reasons of self-
interest alone, far from happy with
rail privatisation. All the efforts of
the Tories to provoke a backlash
against signalworkers last year failed
to produce much result. Compared
withregular delays and cancellations,
transport strikes are now treated quite
philosophically — many people see it
as a chance for a few days’ holiday!
And, as those who collected money
for the signalworkers found, almost
anyone taking action against the To-
ries is guaranteed a high level of
working class sympathy.

If there is a reluctance to strike,
despite widespread discontent over
pay after three years of wage re-
straint, it reflects the deep insecurity
many workers feel in the current en-
vironment. What is more, the failure
of the RMT leadership to mount a
serious campaign around the
signalworkers’ strikes undoubtedly
contributed to the sceptical mood re-
flected in the railworkers’ ballot re-
sult this time around.

Nothing that Blair has done in
transforming the Labour Party into
‘New Labour’ has made it any more
electable. Simply by being in opposi-
tion to the crumbling Tory govern-
ment guarantees a healthy position in
the polls for Labour. In fact, watering
down Labour’s opposition to Tory
policies is the only thing that can now
save Major.

Blair’s real agenda it to ensure
that, should the hated Tories be kicked
out of office and Labour come to
power on a landslide, no one will be
under any illusion that a Labour gov-
ernment will do anything to reverse
the crimes of the last 16 years. Even
those sections of the middle class
who are facing house repossessions
and redundancies, and whom Blair
claims to want to represent, can only
expect the promise of long-term so-
lutions to their very immediate prob-
lems.

By opposing all attempts to com-
mit the Labour Party to a minimum
wage of even the miserly level of
£4.15 per hour, Blair wants to make
it clear that a future Labour govern-

" ment does not intend to be subjected

to any pressure from the working
class. And just in case significant
opposition arises, Blair is rapidly
centralising power within the party
to his personal office and the think-
tank which services it. He is attempt-
ing to close off all the avenues through
which pressure can be brought to
bear.

The right-wing leaders of the La-
bour Party and the trade unions have
given a graphic illustration this sum-
mer of what Marxists mean when
they describe them as the policemen
of the working class. Those workers
in the public sector who have yet to
settle this year’s pay round must
reckon with this, while building on
the very real discontent which con-
tinues to exist. Only by creating rank-
and-file strike committees, responsi-
ble directly to the membership, and
committed to mobilising its full
strength, can the sell-outs already
seen this summer be avoided.

L

WITH THE Tory party deeply divided over both Europe
and domestic policy, Labour’s victory in the next general
election seems all but guaranteed. But with up to two years
before the election, Labour leader Tony Blair is continuing
with his plans to change the nature of the party, distancing
it more and more from its traditional working class base,
warning the unions not to expect any special treatment, and
making overtures to Euro-triendly bosses.

Blair is wooing sections of the ruling class with a pro-
market and anti-working class programme. He has torn up
not only Clause Four, but a host of other Labour Party
policies and commitments. He is actively encouraging a
reduction of expectations, refusing to set the level of a
minimum wage until he has talked to the bosses, refusing
to re-nationalise services and industries privatised by the
Tories, and promoting most of their anti-union laws.

Yet despite this, the majority of workers will continue to
have expectations of a Labour government. After so many
years of Tory rule they will expect things to get better. And
they will become increasingly frustrated and disappointed if
they don’t.

The likely scenario, therefore, is of a Labour govern-
ment taking office amid widespread expectations but
failing to deliver, and rapidly alienating its own base. All
this points to an upturn in the class struggle. The election of
a Labour government will initially give rise to sentiments
that it must be ‘given a chance’. But workers who see it as
‘their’ government will also begin to advance their own
demands. And when Blair fails to concede anything
worthwhile, many will come to the conclusion that they
will have to fight for these demands themselves. The
Labour bureaucrats will find themselves under pressure =
from all sides. At this point. a genuine battle could emerge
within the Labour Party. But the basis for this struggle will
come from the more militant workers in tHe trade unions.

In light of this, the Socialist Policies for a Labour
Government conference, held on June 17 in Birmingham,
was a missed opportunity. The chance was there to form a
fighting Labour lcft, based on taking the struggles of the
trade unions into the Labour Party. As it was, the confer-
ence concentrated on formulating a watered down mini-

mum programme for a future Labour government, based on
a trawl through recent party conference motions ‘with any
positive content.

As Workers News stated in the last issue, Socialist
Organiser and Labour Briefing must take chief responsibil-
ity for this. Both mistakenly see the Labour left as the
vanguard of the class struggle. Our analysis of the develop-
ing political situation is quite different. The Labour Party
left is extremely weak. As the class struggle steps up a
gear, it is much more likely to be in the unions that the
nost important developments occur. Socialists must take
these struggles into the Labour Party as part of an overall
struggle against the right wing.

The ‘Socialist Policies” campaign is suffering from
serious illusions if it believes it can convince the Labour
leadership of the need for its minimum programme. It will
be deeds rather than words which will alter the present
relationship of forces in the labour movement.

Important conflicts with the unions have already
emerged. Bill Morris is hardly a left leader, but many union
bureaucrats like him are feeling the pinch of Blairism. And
through Morris’s opponent in the leadership election, Jack
Dromey, Blair showed that he was prepared to directly
intervene into the Transport and General Workers” Union
against anyone who dares to raise even timid opposition to
his rightwards trajectory.

The most important task for the Labour left is to link up
with, and build support for, class struggle politics in the
unions. It is only the working class in struggle which can
have an impact on the next Labour governinent. Unfortu-
nately, the Birmingham conference mistakenly took the
view that the main fight is the one inside the Labour Party
for some sort of left programme. Yet the real situation
inside the Labour Party has already forced much of the
Labour left to water down its campaigning demands.

Take, for example. the farcical call for defence spending
to be reduced to the European Union average. ‘Average
imperialism" — now there’s a cause to fire the imagination!
An amendment proposed by Workers News supporters
calling simply for a reduction in defence spending (which
would leave the field free to develop a discussion through-

out the labour movement on how much) and for the
withdrawal of British troops from Ireland and Bosnia was
defeated. Supporters of Socialist OQutlook managed to vote
three ways — for, against and abstaining.

On the question of anti-union laws, however, the
Organiser/Briefing platform was exposed. While it called
vaguely for the Blairite position of extending trade union
rights, an Qutlook-sponsored amendment calling for the
abolition of all anti-union laws was carried overwhelm-
ingly. '

Another lesson from the Birmingham conference is the
need for elementary democracy. It really is no use to
denounce Blair for holding rallies rather than democratic
decision-making conferences if the left practices the same
thing in its own back yard. A conference which devoted
two out of three sessions to interminable speeches from the
platform, and the third to woolly non-policy making
workshops, is hardly an advert for democratic debate.

One thing is certain. The approach of the ‘Socialist
Policies’ campaign cannot provide an adequate focus for
the anger and frustrations of many rank-and-file members.
A slight reduction in arms spending here, a £4 per hour
minimum wage and a vague demand for increased public
spending there, might seem to be a start, but they are hardly
radical. and ceriainly not ‘socialist’ demands. The next
conference of the campaign will not be held until after the
Labour Party conferen.e. The danger is that by then much
of the impetus of the Clause Four campaign could already
have been lost. .

For a labour movement-oriented campaign against the
right wing to succeed, it must clearly spell out the way
forward, not in the language of the shrivelled, traditional
Labour left, but in that of the class struggle. Inside the
party, not only must every element of collective and
delegate democracy which exists be defended, but there
must be a primary focus on the need to take up the de-
mands of the trade union activists — rather than simply
seeking a bloc with a few left-talking union bureaucrats. At
the end of the day, it is not the speeches of Campaign
Group MPs which will count, but the intervention of tens of
thousands of workers.
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'NototheLahourRelations Bill!

Pakistan:
rights under attack

By Lizzy Ali

THE PAKISTAN Trade Union De-
fence Campaign was established ear-
lier this year, after the brutal murder
on January 19 of a leading Pakistani
trade unionist by hired assassins.

Arif Shah was the president of the
Punjab Labour Federation. Although
only 44, he had been a trade union
activist for 27 years. He had cam-
paigned against privatisation, for a
minimum wage and for the abolition
of contract and child labour. Worker:
protested by blocking the main road
from Lahore to Karachi, and 20,000
people attended his funeral.

In the week before Arif’s murder,
trade unionists had established an
independentunion at the Ittefaq Foun-
dry in Lahore, in opposition to the
bosses and their company union. The
president and general secretary of the
steelworkers’ union, the PRU, at the
plant, Mahmood Butt and Ghulam
Miran Shah, were attacked and beaten
by hired thugs. The foundry is owned
by former Prime Minister Nawaz
Sharif. In April, Igbal Mashih, a 12-
year-old boy famous for his role in
the struggle against the brutal condi-
tions in which children are forced to
work in the carpet manufacturing in-
dustry, was murdered.

These attacks take place against
the background of grinding exploita-
tion of workers, women and children
throughout Pakistan. Over one mil-
lion children work in the carpet in-
dustry, another million are employed
as domestics and over 300,000 work
as bonded labourers in brick kilns.
Families have little choice but to sell
their children into virtual slavery.
Food prices are constantly rising; in-
flation is over 25 per cent; unemploy-

THE NEW Labour Bill is one of the first tests
for the ANC in government. Many workers
who voted ANC thought it would be ‘their’
government. Instead, it has proved to be the
friend of the bosses. Now it has come up with
a bill that makes life easier for them.

Most workers are really angry about the
new bill. Vavi, Cosatu’s assistant general sec-
retary, reported that he was
‘shocked’ at the militancy of
the 1,500 shop stewards
who attended the Wits
Regional Shop Stew-
ards Council two weeks
ago. We as workers will
make sure that the bosses
donottake away ourhard-
won rights.

The issue at stake is
not only centralised bar-
gaining, as the government
is emphasising. It is about:

A genuine right to
strike!

This is our most important right - it is the real
power of workers. Without striking, workers
are wasting time just talking to the bosses. The
bill favours the bosses because its main aim is
to try to prevent strikes altogether.

Instead of the struggle of class against class,
the basic line of the bill is to get workers and
their exploiters to work together, as if they are
friends and not bitter enemies. The government

" wants sweetheart

unions.
9y The bill lim-
its the issues on
w 0 rke rs which workers
: may legally
strike. For exam-
ple, workers can-
not strike at all
against interpre-
tations of agree-

ments or against retrenchments. Any such dis-
putes must go to compulsory mediation, and
then arbitration.

If this bill is passed as law, workers will be
unable to defend their right to work and their
job security. Overtime bans are also regarded
as illegal strikes. We as workers must decide
which issues we want to strike on.

Workers on strike may be
dismissed if their strike
causes economic ‘hard-
ship’ tothe rich bloodsuck-
ers. What about our hat 1-

ships which are a permanent

part of our lives? How else
will the bosses be taught a
lessonifthey do notlose money
and production?

Under the new bill, bosses
can employ scabs during a legal
dispute. It is useless to have the
right to strike if you can be quickly
replaced by scabs.

A duty on the bosses to

bargain!

We are back to the bad old days of recognition
disputes. Bosses do not have to recognise un-
ions for bargaining purposes. So, although they
do have to give unions access and organising
rights, they are not compelled to negotiate
wages etc. Workers can strike legally - and get
dismissed legally.

Cenitralised bargaining!

Bosses refuse to bargain with a union even if it
has 100 per cent membership at company or
industry level. Their aim is to divide and rule,
and to prevent big national strikes by having
decentralised or plant-level bargaining.

Workers’ power!

Workers reject workplace forums outright as
undermining our unions. Why don’t bosses

disclose information in their meetings with
shop stewards, instead of choosing to use fo-
rums where the union can be outvoted? They
prefer forums because they are not compelled
to negotiate, but only consult. We want the
bosses to be forced to negotiate! Down with co-
determination! Long live workers™ control of
the economy!

No lock-outs!

The leadership talks of having the bosses’ right
to lock out removed from the constitution and
placed in the bill. Vavi was told by workers that
we don’t want the bosses to have an equal
weapon to us. There is no such thing as a
‘democratic lock-out’!

Cosatu: Break with the ANC
Alliancel!

We cannot allow workers’ loyaity to the ANC
to place restrictions on us. The ANC-led gov-
ernment wants to please both bosses and work-
ers. But economic growth under capitalism
happens through the exploitation of workers.
Workers cannot be both happy and exploited!
The government is weak and vacillating. It is
unwilling to spend money improving workers’
lives by building thousands of decent houses. It
will not allow a genuine, popular and sovereign
Constituent Assembly. Instead, we are tied to
power-sharing.

Trade unionists must show the working
class and youth a way out of gravy train poli-
tics. We must urgently discuss how to build 4
new organisation that will be independent of]
the capitalists, and fight consistently for work-
ers’ interests and socialism.

Comrades for a Workers” Government calls
on workers and youth to take up the challenge
of forming a Workers’ Party based on a revolu-
tionary working class programme.

B Build a Workers’ Party now!
B For a Workers” Government!

ment is estimated at ter million and is
growing. by ten per cent each year.
Pakistan has no state benefits, the
literacy rate is a mere 14 per cent,
while mortality rates for children and
for womer. in child birth are among
the highest in the world.
Because of his record in fighting

both the bosses and the state, Arif

Support the
right of asylum

Shah was a militant trusted by many
workers. He had played an important
role in getting the Pakistan People’s

By Philip Marchant

Party government to abandon plans
to introduce a clause in the new la-

bour legislation upholding the em-

ployers’ right to hire and fire. The

Pakistan Trade Union Defence Cam-

paign has been set up by the Punjab

Labour Federation, and is also backed

by the United Labour Federation, the

Progressive Workers’ Alliance, the

Railway Workers’ Union, and the

National Union of Postal Employ-

ees.

The demands of the campaign in-
clude:

M Defence of our trade unions from
the physical attacks of the em-
ployers! Defend our right to or-
ganise!

M Stop the privatisation and plunder
of state industries!

B For a minimum wage for all!

M The abolition of child labour!

M The abolition of draconian funda-
mentalist laws against women!
Equal rights for women!

For such a programme to be car-
ried out, however, it requires more
than a militaht trade union campaign;
it must mean a political break with
the bourgeois Pakistan People’s
Party, and the building of a new work-
ers’ party, based on the trade unions.

To contact the campaign, write to:
Shahida Jabeen, Secretary, Pakistan
Trade Union Defence Campaign, PO
Box 6977, London N1 3JN.

On June 24, about 200 people protested
outside Harmondsworth Detention Cen-
tre, near Heathrow airport, as part of a
day of action around the country calling
for an end to the detention and deporta-
tion of asylum seekers. Some 650 refugees |
are currently being held in prisons and
detention centres as the Home Office
attempts to deport them back to coun-
tries where their lives would be in danger.
Official figures show that, in January this
year, 16 had been locked up for a year or
more and 64 for over six
months. They receive no

written explanation of why
they are being held, and
have no right to contest
the decision in court. The
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Thelegacy of Hiroshima

On August 6, 1945, the Atomic Age opened with. the incineration of
200,000 people in the Japanese city of Hiroshima. Three days later, a
further 100,000 people died in Nagasaki. Thus ended the ‘war for democ-
racy'.

Historians now have ample evidence to show that American intelli- -

gence knew that Japan was on the brink of surrender before the atom
bombs were dropped, and that the chief motivation for the United States
was not to hasten the end of the war, but to demonstrate who was boss to
its Soviet ‘ally’, and forestall any expansion in Asia.

Few in 1945 could grasp the full implications of what had taken place.
Robert Oppenheimer, the father of the atom bomb, was one of a number
of scientists who had worked on the Manhattan Project at Los Alamos, who
were gripped by doubt. ‘If atomic bombs are to be added to the arsenals
of a warring world, or to the arsenals of nations preparing for war’, he said
in October that year, ‘then the time will come when mankind will curse the
name of Los Alamos and Hiroshima. The peoples of this world must unite,
or they will perish.’

The Trotskyist journal Fourth Internationalwarned in August, 1945: ‘Let
the cataclysmic horror of Hiroshima and Nagasaki serve as a clarion call
to the working class! . . . Today the fight for socialism is a fight to prevent
the annihilation of the human race. Mankind must now exterminate the
capitalist system - or be exterminated’

Such a perspective was not far-fetched. The imperialist claim that
‘mutually assured destruction’ guaranteed world peace has been ex-
posed again and again. Throughout the Cold War, the leaders of the ‘Free
World' contemplated razing the spectre of communism to the ground in a
hail of nucléar weapons —and, during the Cuban Missile Crisis, came close
to doing so.

Forits part, Stalinism conducted the defence of the Soviet Union and the
so-called struggle for peace using a combination of limited support and
cynical betrayal of third worid liberation movements, back-stage deals
with imperialism and an ever-growing stockpile of nuclear warheads -
none of which could inspire much confidence in the Western working
class. The abandonment of the international struggle for socialism, to-
gether with the ever-presentthreat of war, served to cement class relations
in the West.

Nuclear power was justified by the threat of the communist bogey and
marketed on the promise of inexhaustible, cheap energy. Meanwhile the
nuclear industries, both military and civilian, conducted experiments
every bit as ghoulish as those of Dr Josef Mengele. Thousands of
servicemen, civilians and even pregnant women and babies were used as
unsuspecting human guinea pigs, and exposed to various forms of
radiation by all the Western nuclear powers. Nuclear accidents, like that
at Windscale in 1957, were hushed up.

Even if the collapse of Stalinism has meant that the threat of war
between west and east has receded, the nightmare which began in
Hiroshima is far from over. The fragmentation of the ex-Soviet Union has
created the potential for nuclear war between former Soviet republics.
Their disintegrating economies mean that even elementary safety stand-
ards have been abandoned at nuclear installations. Dozens of Chernobyls
are waiting to happen, while the seas to the north of Russia will be polluted
for centuries to come by abandoned nuclear submarine reactor cores.

With France poised to resume weapons testing in the Pacific and the
Tories promoting Britain as a nuclear dustbin, the working class will have
to reckon with the consequences of nuclear power in all its manifestations
for many generations. As to whether nuclear fission or fusion could be
safely developed under socialism, no final answer can be given. At the
very least, it would require enormous advances in science and technique.
For the conceivable future, the first duty of a workers’ government will be
to launch an emergency programme of waste management and
decommissioning. Socialism can only be built on the basis of the control
of nature, not on its destruction.

Farewellto welfare?

LABOUR MP Frank Field's new book, Making Welfare Work: Reconstruct-
ing Welfare for the Millennium, has been making waves. It spells out many
of New Labour's thoughts on ‘welfarism', which were previously not
possible to broach. It is rumoured that Tony Blair is so taken by the book
that there is a possibility of a seat in a future Labour cabinet for Field.

Until recently, Field was widely seen as an eccentric right-winger, who
proposed changes to the welfare state which even Tories shrank from. But
when he was de-selected from his seat in Birkenhead, the Labour right
wing recognised him as one of their own, rigged the selection procedure,
and had himreinstalled. Now he finds himself the centre of attention as part
of Blair's ‘new’, ‘radical’ agenda. From The Guardianto the Sun, the press
is lost in admiration for his boldness.

The fact that Field waxes indignant about the attacks made by the
Tories on universal benefits and their preference for means-testing,seems
to have impressed Alan Gilbert, reviewing the book in New Left, who
describes Field's denunciation of the Tories as ‘angry, well-informed and
devastating’. What seems to have escaped Gilbert is that Field is propos-
ing nothing less that the total destruction of the welfare state.

Field's blueprint includes plans for:

3 Anew National Insurance scheme run by a private company with the
government topping it up in so that the jobless, sick and those with
disabilities can receive benefits without making contributions.

3 Introducing mandatory private pension schemes in addition to state
contributions.

JPutting increased pressure on income Support claimants to get them
into work. .

Itisno accident that Field has found some unexpected wind in his sails.
Labour’s long and agonised review of social policy has produced a
consensus within much of the leadership that the key to winning office is
to divorce the party from its image of ‘tax and spend’ weifarism. And right
downtheline, whether itis the barbarities of community care, the reduction
of geriatric beds, the closure of hospitals and cuts in social services
provision, New Labour thinking is more and more in tune with the Tcries,
with a few ideas of its own up its sieeve. Arise, Sir Frank!

MONEY AND THE RE
CAPITALISM IN EAST

This article by a former member of Workers Power focuses on the role of
money in the process of restoring capitalism on the ruins of the former
workers’ states of eastern Europe. Although it differs in some respects from
our analysis of the collapse of these states — seeing their downfall as the
consequence, rather than the cause, of the ‘bigbangs’ which the restorationist
governments pushed through between 1990 and 1992 — it also covers much
common ground. We are publishing this article with the aim of stimulating
discussion on the fate of eastern Europe, whose collapse remains a
watershed in the development of the international political situation, and
which continues to divide many on the left.

By Brian Green

MONEY was never abolished in the
former degenerated workers’ states, but
its role was reduced to a means of pay-
ment for consumer goods. It never as-
sumed the role that it does under capital-
ism, where it can be used to purchase all
the factors of production — land, means
of production and labour power. Money
was not capital capable of buying labour
power, setting it to work and thereby
becoming capital.

The study of money in Eastern Eu-
rope is the study of the changes thathave
occurred there since 1989, which in sum
represents the greatest tragedy in the
history of the modern working class.
Money never was and never will be
simply a thing, a piece of paper. It repre-
sents definite social relations for which
it acts merely as a symbol. To under-
stand the changes in Eastern Europe we
need first to understand money itself —a
task which at first sight appears simple,
but which took Karl Marx years to mas-
ter, rather than the weeks he first thought
necessary.

The role of money in history

Money emerges in societies in which
production for exchange assumes a de-
gree of importance. Prior to this, it is
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for their own consumption they do not
need to buy back what they have pri
duced. All this changes when individ
als start producing for each other. Y
out specialisation, and therefort
forming, there can be no gro
diversity of products and
provements in productivi
time, this growing specig
each individual prod
of his own needs a
dependent on the
and its wants.

is replaced by
one commodity

produces for money and then-
exchange for the goods he wa
consume. Money now stands between
production and consumption. Unless the
producer sells his goods and obtains
money he can no longer consume and
will starve, for his own goods are now
oo narrow to satisty his means of sub-
sistence. Little wonder money seems to
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And powertful it is. For money over-
comes the contradiction between indi-
vidual production and social consump-
tion. Through the act of selling, the
products of the individual seller join
those produced by the rest of society.
With the money received the seller can
now purchase some of these products.

Money is therefore the golden bridge
over which pass goods from individuals
entering the storehouses of society and
goods leaving these storehouses back to
individuals. It represents the labour of
society, the means by which individuals
are able to produce for others and con-
sume part of the labour of others.
Accordingly, money represents dam-
nation or salvation: damnation to those
who cannot sell, salvation to those who
can, particularly the middlemen who
can make money by both buying and

selling. Little wonder it took thousands
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Defend Chinese activists!

ss. Wages and pen-
fall behind price rises.

ed to accumulate money and en-
¢ in trade was better off.

Unfortunately, in the absence of mass
working class resistance, the new bour-
geois governments were able to stabi-
lise the currency, establishing it as a
means of payment and above all a store
of value. This laid the basis for the
accumulation of money and capital. No
longer would money simply circulate, it
would begin to concentrate in fewer and
fewer hands. The polarisation of society
had begun. While the state propped up
industries incapable of being immedi-
ately privatised and disciplined work-
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ers, the introduction of a cash economy
created the conditions for the emergence
of a capitalist class and a market based
on this class.

Once acash-based economy hadbeen
established, it could no longer be said
that any aspect of the workers’ state
economy was left. Any remnants of
planning were now swept away by the
cnaqe for the highest price. Evidence of

- was not long in coming: within
iths of the establishment of a cash-
my, scarcity gave way to
in the past we saw long
chasing few goods
w tew shoppers

The r sponse
As haq been p01

;" the end of the
“was wrong. It was
before the deed. It
e conclusion that these
fits could re-introduce the
“had to do so in the face of
sroblems and against a possi-
“from their workers. However,
y had been able to re-introduce
1oney, thereby re-integrating their
omies back into the world capitalist
onomy, they had established func-
tioning capitalist states. They had man-

* aged to transform the base of society in

their own image.

The measures the new governments
introduced were itreversible, for through
them the foundations of the workers’
states were uprooted. Alas, yet other
groups, like the United Secretariat and
Workers Power, still cling to the hope

- that the degenerated workers’ states ex-

ist. For them, capitalism is only restored
when we have a viable capitalist
economy. This is formal logic, not dia-
lectics.

The introduction of a cash-based
economy, which makes possible the
growth of commodity production and
the systematic accumulation of capital,
is the beginning of the process of capi-
talist restoration. It should be correctly
termed the phase of state capitalism,
given the absence of a crystallised capi-
talist class and the dependency of the
process on the state.

Those who cling to the view that
capitalism was restored merely by a
change in government, or that it is not
yet restored, make it difficult for us to
defend the theory of the degenerated
workers’ states. This is particularly true
when faced by the SWP, which always
characterised these states as state capi-
talist as far back as the 1920s. For them,
the events since 1989 merely mark the
transition from state capitalism to pri-
vate capitalism. We doubt that the work-
ers of the East, faced with such momen-
tous changes, would agree.

The capitalist economies proved to
be more dynamic than the bureaucratised
workers’ states. But this is more areflec-
tion of just how decrepit the Stalinist
states were than of how dynamic capi-
talism is. These &x-workers’ states are
being integrated into a capitalist world
that is increasingly unable to satisty the
needs of its own peoples, never mind the
peoples of these countries. It will take
only a short time for the’ workers of the
old workers’ states to appreciate that the
money in their pockets is nothing more
than fool’s gold.

Dan, Lau Nin-chun and Chan Chi-
ming, just to name a few prominent
ones.

The Chinese government has been
especially brutal to workers who or-
ganise union activities. Three work-
ers in Shencheng, just across the bor-
der from Hong Kong, were arrested
last year for organising unions and
distributing handbills. Unconfirmed
reports said that they were sentenced
to long prison terms.

We appeal to you all to send mes-

“sages of protest to the Chinese gov-
ernment to demand the release of these
activists, who have done nothing but
exercise the freedom of speech and
the right to associate. Please send
letters or messages of protest to: The
Standing Committee, National Peo-
ple’s Congress, Beijing, China. We
would very much appreciate it if you
could pass the message to other la-
bour organisations.

The following appeal is from April Fifth Action, an organisation based in Hong Kong which
supports the Chinese Democracy Movement
IN THE aftermath of the June 4 commemoration of the Tiananmen Square massacre of 1989, we would like to make
an appeal to the international community to denounce the assaults made by the Chinese government against political
activists, especially workers, in China.

Activists in China have put up a heroic fight in the last couple of months. There have been workers’ protests, petitions
and press conferences. These are signs that the Chinese Democracy Movement has made important progress since the
June 4 crack-down six years ago. Because of this, the Chinese government has stepped up its repression, for fear that
the movement might present a serious threat. Social discontent and unrest have been building up for the last two to three
years. Dozens of organisers have already been arrested in the past few months, among whom are Wei Jin-sang, Wong

Student activitists removing the wounded from Tiananmen Square in 1989

Lutte Quvriere Féte

A new workers’ party?

THE ANNUAL Lutte Ouvriere Féte,
held this year on the first weekend in
June, was given added interest for many
socialists throughout Europe after LO’s
best-ever score in the French presiden-
tial elections in April. At 5.35 per cent
and 1.6 million votes, Arlette Laguiller
polled nearly three times better than in
1990.

Although it drizzled almost non-
stop for three days, the attendance at
the féte was still high, with thousands
of workers and youth making the short
trip from the suburbs of Paris. The
Leninist-Trotskyist Tendency’s stall
sold a record amount of literature —
£325.00 — and two forums were given
by the LTT, one on the democracy
movement in Nigeria, another on the
Labour Party after Blair’s victory over
Clause Four.

Among the most heated debates
was that between LO and the Ligue
Communiste Révolutionnaire (the
French section of the USec). Once the
largest organisation on the far left in
France, these days the LCR is in a state

LTT stall at the Lutte Quvriére Féte

of bad disrepair. With no less than four
positions in its leading committee on
the election, its intervention was a
shambles. Its refusal to support
Laguiller in the first round of the presi-
dential campaign drew an angry re-
sponse from LO’s rank and file.

Smaller groups like Pouvoir Quvrier
(French section of the LRCI), which
refused to call for a vote for LO on the
grounds that it lacks a significant work-
ing class base and that it failed to
prioritise anti-racism, also clearly made
a serious mistake. LO’s workerist,
semi-syndicalist politics don’t alter the
fact that it has far more respect in the
French working class than, say, the
SWP in Britain, towards which PO’s
sister organisation Workers Power has
a ‘primary orientation’. A campaign of
critical support would have enabled
revolutionaries to engage in common
work with LO’s rank and file, while
maintaining a critical attitude to its
centrist politics.

As for LO, it is evidently unsure
what to do with its success. Although

%

it calls for a new workers’ party to be
built, it is clearly worried what effect
this would have upon its highly
centralist, secretive methods of party
building. Hence its British publica-
tion, Class Struggle, takes caution to
extremes: *...the significance of Arlette
Laguiller’s vote should not be overes-
timated. An election is merely a ther-
mometer which may, within certain
limits depending on circumstances,
give revolutionaries a means to meas-
ure the social temperature — but only
provided it is used with all due caution.
After all, voters only express an opin-
ion in a poll and the only obvious
indication, initially in any case, was
the fact that 1.6 million voters had
identified in some way with the radical
programme developed by Arlette
Laguiller. Though this did indicate a
change of opinion in the electorate, it
may or may not indicate a change in its
consciousness. On the other hand, this
score is still too small to be in itself a
significant political event.”

But, even if a sober assessment is
made, the fact remains
that a proportion of this
1.6 million are looking
for a revolutionary so-
lution. It is also signifi-
cant that this increase in
LO’s vote came in re-
sponse to a campaign
which, despite manifest
weaknesses on ques-
tions such as racism,
was less concerned than
on previous occasions
to project Arlette’s ‘per-
sonality’ than to put for-
ward an ‘Emergency
Programme’ containing
a number of transitional
demands. Compared
with the petty-bour-
geois, semi-liberal mess
that is the LCR, or the
sectarian and semi-re-
formist politics of the
Lambertist Workers
Party (PT), this devel-
opment should remain
a central focus for those
attempting to construct
a genuinely revolution-
ary party in France.

m
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Marxism and the Scottish national guestion

By Barry Murphy

IN THE Perth and Kinross by-elec-
tion in May, the Tories campaigned
on one issue only: the preservation of
the union with England. Despite this,
the voters deserted them in droves for
the ‘socialist republican’ Roseanna
Cunningham of the Scottish National
Party. While this does not mean that
the gentlefolk of Perth and Kinross
want an independent Scottish repub-
lic, it does tell us that the Tories are
even more unpopularin Scotland than
in England, and that there is wide-
spread and growing disaffection in
both the middle class and - increas-
ingly — in the working class, with the
union with England. What does this
mean for revolutionary Marxists?
How should we intervene in Scot-
land? This article, without trying to
provide all the answers or to impose
a blueprint, attempts to address a

“number of questions.

&

To begin with, is there a Scottish
national question at all? To many
Scots, this may seem a pointless ques-
tion with an obvious answer. How-
ever, there is still an argument to be
had. In the labour movement there
are many, in England and in Scot-
land, who say that the Scottish na-
tional question does not exist be-
cause Scotland is not oppressed by
England, or should not exist because
Scottish nationalism is intrinsically
inward-looking and backward, and
poses a threat to the unity of the
British working class.

Scotland is a distinct nation, in
the final analysis, because of a politi-
cal choice made, over time, by the
majority of Scots to regard it as such.
Paradoxically, this must have in-
cluded many who favoured some
form of union with England. It was a
choice based on obvious objective
factors — a defined and separate geo-
graphical area — as well as subjective
historical, political, social and cul-
tural factors. This sense of
‘Scottishness’ survived in spite of
cultural differences between the
Highlands and Lowlands, and the
lack of a ‘national’ language. Before
the union with England in 1707, Scot-
land was an independent state. It had
its own bourgeois revolution, closely
related to thet which took place in
England. It has retained its own legal

and educational system.

But Scotland does not fit neatly
into the pigeon holes of ‘oppressed’
and ‘oppressor’ nations developed
by ‘classical’ Marxism. Scotland is
clearly not oppressed in the same
way as countries in Africa, Asia and
Latin America. It does not have a
ruling class which is oppressed by
international finance capital. The ma-
jority of the Scottish ruling class
agreed to union with England in the
eighteenth century because it wanted
a share in the profits of English colo-
nial policy, which it saw as the fast
track to an economic place in the sun.

The astonishing growth of Glas-
gow as the second city of the Empire,
initially from the slave trade and sub-
sequently as a result of colonial mar-
kets, bears this out. There is no evi-
dence that the Scottish bourgeoisie
was anything other than a willing
partner in the Union. In the second
half of the eighteenth century, Scot-
land’s overseas commerce grew by
300 per cent (compared with 200 per
cent in England). In the same period
60 Scots became MPs for English
and Welsh constituencies. Members
of the Scottish ruling class rapidly
became well represented in com-
merce, the armed forces and intellec-
tual life. They inter-married with the
English aristocracy, and jointly par-
ticipated in the genocidal Highland
Clearances.

W
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In the nineteenth century, when
political and cultural nationalism was
all the rage among the bourgeoisie
and petty-bourgeoisie in the ‘small’
nations of Europe, Scottish national-
ism, or rather a caricature of it, was
represented by the empty shell of
Walter Scottand ‘tartanry’. The Scot-
tish ruling class saw no need for a
nationalist movement — it was doing
very well as part of the United King-
dom. Today, it is very difficult, if not
impossible, to speak of a purely Scot-
tish ruling class, as distinct from the
English, so intertwined have they
become. There has therefore, out of
colonial exploitation and plunder,
developed a British ruling class.

Joint English-Welsh-Scottish in-
dustrial development meant, of
course, that the working class and its
organisations have also. developed
on an all-British basis. Trade and
craft differentials and sectional con-
siderations have proved to be far more
of an obstacle to effective solidarity

r
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than national differences. For exam-
ple, in the miners’ strikes of 1921,
1926, 1972, 1974 and 1984-85, min-
ers fought on an all-British basis, and
were betrayed by the leadership of
the British TUC. On the other hand,
the conservative and chauvinist ten-
dencies prevalent in the British work-

ing class, and exemplified by its bu-.

reaucratic leadership, have a mate-
rial basis in Britain’s position at the
centre of a huge Empire, and the
continuing importance of British fi-
nance capital. Without ceasing to re-
gard themselves as Scottish or Welsh,
workers have also developed a Brit-
ish identity, which has both progres-
sive and reactionary implications.
Scotland’s joint participation in

mained in general the preserve of the
middle class and the ‘“Tartan Tories’,
although the SNP made sporadic at-
tempts to turn to the left and cultivate
a working class base. While the Scot-
tish Labour Party had a brief exist-
ence in the 1970s, a substantial ma-
jority of Scottish workers continued
to support the Labour Party. In the
1979 referendum there were insuffi-
cient ‘yes’ votes to set up a Scottish
assembly.

However, the coming to power of
Thatcher and the change in economic
policy pursued by the Tories marked
a definite watershed, persuading
many Scots, including many work-
ers, that while Scotland might not be
oppressed by England, the relation-

SNP’s Kay Ulirich running Labour close in the Monklands East by-election in 1994

the development of British mercan-
tile, industrial and finance capital
means that we cannot regard it as a
typically oppressed nation. While
Scotland’s specific circumstances are
unique, its anomalous situation is
not, even on a European scale. Cata-
lonia, the Basque country (Euzkadi)
and Bohemia have all been oppressed,
despite enjoying a generally higher
level of economic development than
the states of which they were a part.
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British imperialism was seriously
weakened by the First World War,
but the working class militancy which
began before the war and continued
until the General Strike of 1926 — and
had one of its main bases on Red
Clydeside — generally assumed an
all-British character, in which the
break-up of the British state, as dis-
tinct from Home Rule, was not posed.
Workers in Scotland related to the
Labour Party (and particularly to its
ILP component) and after 1920 to the
Communist Party. The main excep-
tion was the current led by the Scot-
tish revolutionary John Maclean. al-
though his advocacy of a Scottish
Workers’ Republic appears to have
been based less on any systematic
analysis of Scetland as being an op-
pressed nation than on pragmatic
considerations: his belief that Scot-
land was the ‘storm centre’ of the
coming revolution and his antago-
nism towards leading members of
the newly-formed CPGB. After all,
until 1920 he had bgen for many
years a member of the British Social-
ist Party, and supported working
within the all-British Labour Party.

The response of the middle class
was somewhat different. The Scot-
tish Literary Renaissance of the 1920s
around the nationalist writer Hugh
McDiarmid (C.M. Grieve) emerged,
and the forerunner of the SNP, the
National Party of Scotland, was
founded in 1928.

Until the 1980s, the SNP, and
Scottish nationalism as a whole, re-

ship was not exactly equal either.
The Tories’ industrial policy (if it can
be called such) signalled the collapse
or contraction of most of the indus-
tries which had traditionally under-
pinned the Scottish economy: ship-
building, coal, steel, engineering and
textiles. This was also the case in
other parts of Britain, but, unlike re-
cession-hit Liverpool and the North
East, in Scotland it elicited a specifi-
cally national response, to the effect
that the Tories ‘had it in for Scot-
land’. This feeling was heightened
by the squandering of the North Sea
oil bonanza — seen as a Scottish na-
tional resource — on riding out two
recessions and subsidising a short-
term credit and consumer boom which
mainly benefited southern England,
and by Scotland’s use as a testing
ground for the hated poll tax.

As a result, the Tories have been
reduced to a rump in Scotland -in the
1950s they had 50 per cent of the
Scottish vote — and have largely be-
come an English party, and a south-
ern English party at that. With the
relative decline of manufacturing in-
dustry over the past 15 years, Scot-
land has become much less impor-
tant to London-based finance capital.
Preserving Scottishindustry does not,
on the whole, fit in with the Tories’
economic strategy. Scottish workers
have increasingly come to see Scot-
land as an ‘oppressed’ nation, whose
economic interests are ultimately

-subordinated to those of England,

and whose political status is unequal.

It is also easy to see why sections
of the middle class have lost faith in
the union with England. Looking over
the Tweed they see Tory domination,
corruption and economic ruin. Just
as in the past there was a definite
material basis for support for the un-
ion, now there is a growing material
basis for opposition. Union with Eng-
land, once the passport to influence,
is now a political embarrassment.
The SNP, with its slogan of ‘Inde-

pendence in Europe’ sees a niche
within the European Union, with
Brussels as the underwriter of a fu-
ture independent Scotland.

At the same time, what has hap-
pened to those British organisations
which commanded the allegiance of
the Scottish workers? The Labour
Party is moving even further to the
right. The Communist Party, which
although numerically small always
had a significant base in Scotland,
particularly in the trade union bu-
reaucracy, has collapsed. The crisis
of leadership has become acute. The
SNP has shifted to the left, trying to
create a base for itself among work-
ers. To some extent it has succeeded,
with some workers, particularly
younger ones, seeing it as a radical,
campaigning party, much better at
looking after their interests, and Scot-
land’s, than an inert Labour Party
obsessed with gaining English mar-
ginal seats. And while there have
been no mass defections to the SNP
from Labour, as was shown by Jim
Sillars’s short-lived tenure of Govan,
the situation remains fluid.

While most workers still support
Labour, they are, if the opinion polls
are to be believed, prepared to go
well beyond Labour’s officially mod-
est proposals for a Scottish assem-

-bly. Some opinion polls have shown

as many as 50 per cent wanting Scot-
tish independence — a figure which
must include many thousands of La-
bour supporters.

The Scottish national question has
become a question for workers, and
for this reason revolutionary Marx-
ists can and should intervene. But
how? Firstly, we must recognise that
Scotland has a right to self-determi-
nation, up to and including secession
from the Union. While defending that
right, we do not necessarily advocate
it. An independent capitalist Scot-
land is not a solution for the Scottish
working class. Despite Alex
Salmond’s left rhetoric, the logic of
nationalist politics is a utopian project
to unite Scots of all classes. And
what would Salmond do dbout the
US, Japanese and other multination-
als which would remain after politi-
cal separation from England? Just
how ‘independent’ would a capitalist
Scotland be?

But this does not mean that we are
sectarian towards the Scottish na-
tional struggle. We fight to draw out
its class dynamics, and for the inde-
pendent interests of the workers. We
say: if there is to be an independent
Scotland, which class will rule?
Whose interests will be defended? If
the SNP puts forward on paper a
more radical programme than La-
bour, then it must be put to the test in
the eyes of those who support it, by
demanding that it actively supports
workers’ actions to defend jobs, liv-
ing standards, social services, etc.

$\\\&

The relationship with England
should be a matter for the workers of
Scotland to decide. We should cer-
tainly oppose at this stage the frag-
mentation of the British workers’
movement. But we would not shed
any tears over the break-up of the
political creation that is Great Brit-
ain. What is worth saving is the unity
between workers throughout Britain,
and it is to preserve that unity that we
fight for a voluntary socialist federa-
tion.

The editorial board wel-
comes correspondence on
this article, particularly from
Scottish socialists.
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The Bolsheviks in their own words

In Defence of the Russian Revolution:
- A Selection of Bolshevik Writings, 1917-1923
Edited by Al Richardson
Porcupine Press, 1995; £12.99; 287pp

Review by Richard Price

Editor Al Richardson and his co-
workers from Socialist Platform are
to be congratulated on this first book
from the Porcupine stable. It brings
together a fascinating selection of
previously untranslated and rare writ-
ings by Bolshevik leaders. Almost
all of the contributions by Lenin,
Trotsky, Bukharin, Radek, Zinoviev,
Kamenev and Tukachevsky extend
our knowledge of the problems and
challenges faced by the world’s first
workers’ state, and how its leaders
sought to overcome them.

But this volume is not mere hagi-
ography; it includes such unattrac-
tive ite ns as Trotsky’s contributions
to the trade union debate in 1920, and
a eulogy to Lenin by Radek, which
can’t be read without the teeth grat-
ing: ‘A great class, itself needing
absolute truth, loves with its whole
heart a leader who is himself a truth-
loving human being, one who tells
the truth about himself.’ (p.80) —ugh!

But this warts and all approach
pays dividends for those who aren’t
content with myths and legends, but
who want to examine the Bolshevik
experience from the standpoint of
learning something. And if the Bol-
sheviks emerge from this volume as
less than superhuman, it does not
diminish their revolutionary stature
overall. The flood of detractors who
rushed to kick the Russian Revolu-
tion in the teeth once Stalinism had
collapsed were generally more keen
to catalogue Lenin and Trotsky’s
mistakes than they were to propose
an alternative course of action for a
besieged revolution in a backward
country.

In these pages we can read how
the Bolsheviks grappled with prob-
lems like the nature of proletarian

dictatorship, how to rebuild the
economy and the army, and what role
the trade unions should play — with-
out the benefit of 75 years hindsight.

This is a book which all socialists
concerned to defend and develop the
Russian revolutionary experience
should possess. And it contains some
real gems, including Radek’s writ-
ings on permanent revolution, (pre-
viously only available in French),
Lenin’s political report to the 9th
conference concerning the war with
Poland in 1920, which remained un-
der wraps until 1992, and a short
article by Trotsky on the national
question, written in the form of a
dialogue.

Other reviewers in the left press
have taken great exception to Al
Richardson’s polemical introduction
to the book. Duncan Chapple, writ-
ing in Socialist Outlook describes it
as ‘slanderous’, Trotskyist Interna-

tional warns readers to ‘discard the
pretentious introduction’, while So-
cialist Appeal, more reassuringly,
advises: ‘Don’t worry about the in-
troduction’.

But if this chorus tells us any-
thing, it is how easily some Trotsky-
ists’ feathers are ruffled when their
particular brand of ‘orthodoxy’ is
challenged. The virtue of Al
Richardson’s contribution is that it
casts a sceptical eye over the theories
which many Trotskyists maintained
over decades, and finds them want-
ing.
And while there are certainly some
statements with which we would cer-
tainly take issue — for instance, the
idea that nobody with the exception
of Critique foresaw the demise of the
Soviet Union -~ a number of very
important points are made, alongside
Al’s inimitable put-downs of some
of the main ‘Trotskyist’ currents.
Most importantly, he attempts to re-
vive some of Engels’ most interest-
ing ideas on the state and ‘state capi-
talism’, and to renovate Lenin’s no-
tion of the transitional regime as ‘a
bourgeois state without the bourgeoi-
sie” —aconcept Trotsky returned toin
a crucial but much neglected section
of Revolution Betrayed. Far from ig-
noring the introduction, it should be
read — critically by all means — by
those seeking to test their theory
against the reality of Stalinism’s de-
bacle.

Lenin in 1918, shortly before he was shot by Dora Kaplan

S

Mumia Abu-Jamal - Stop
the legal lynching!

As we go to press, the life of former
Black Panther, Mumia Abu-Jamal,
hangs in the balance. Governor Tom
Ridge of Pennsylvania has signed
Jamal’s death warrant, and he is due
to be executed on August 17, in spite
of aninternational defence campaign.
Jamal, framed for killing a police
officer in 1982, is being held in com-
plete isolation on death row, in an
attempt to silence his voice for ever.

Meanwhile, attempts by Jamal’s
defence team and supporters to fight
the case in the courts have run into
the most outrageous obstruction from
hanging judge Sabo, who presided at
Jamal's original trial in 1982. On
August 2, Judge Sabo imprisoned

! Ernest Mandel

The death of Ernest Mandel at the age of 72 on July
20 has removed one of most prominent figures in
Trotskyist movement over the past five decades. A
prolific author, Mandel joined the Belgian sedtion of

the movement in 1939, and was a leader succes-
sively of the Fourth International, the International
Secretariat (after the 1953 split), and of the United
Secretariat from 1963 until his death. A full appre-
ciation of his life and work will appear in the next

issue of Workers News.

one of Jamal’s defence counsels,
Rachel Wolkenstein, for contempt.
He has dismissed every defence ob-
jection and motion, and ordered
guards to arrest demonstrators out-
side the court in Philadelphia.
Sabo’s behaviour, which as
Jamal’s attorney Len Weinglass said,
lacks even ‘the appearance of fair-
ness’, has moved mainstream US
politicians to question the conduct of
the case. In addition to widespread
support from trade unionists, social-
ists and black organisations interna-
tionally, representatives of the Ger-
man and Belgian governments. and
even Pope Paul, have urged clem-
ency. There has been sympathetic

coverage in The New York Times,
CBS News and The Guardian.

We urge all those concerned to
stop this racist lynch party to bom-
bard Governor Ridge's office with
demands to save Mumia Abu-Jamal.
Messages of support and cheques
(marked ‘Jamal Legal Defence’ on
the back) can be sent to: Partisan
Defence Committee, BCM Box 4986,
London WCIN 3XX.

New Interventions
A Journal of Socialist Opinion and Discussion

Latest issue includes
* The Significance of 1945
¢ The rise of Social Patriotism in the Communist
Party of Great Britain
* Perspectives for Labour After Clause Four
* The Crisis of Socialist Theory

Single copy: £2.50, four issues £9.50, eight issues:
£18.00. Overseas: £12.65 for fourissues. Students and

Cheques in £ sterling to Markers Press, PO Box 707, Worthing,

unwaged: half price

Briefly . . ...

Bus drivers betrayed

THE SEVEN-month-long Badgerline dispute in Chelmsford has
been sold out. Without a perspective for winning, the 105 sacked
bus drivers reluctantly accepted a redundancy package in June
ft only amounts to £400 per year of service, with the longest
serving only getting £12,000. So much for a dispute which Bill
Morris described as a ‘watershed’.

In fact, despite all the big talk about being prepared to ‘sell
Transport House' to get the drivers reinstated, the T&G leader-
ship never intended an ail-out battle right from the beginning.
Running a free bus service became a substitute for struggle.
Useful as it might have been in getting the support of the public,
it was totally inadequate to defeat Badgerline.

As we pointed out at the beginning of the dispute, only mas-
sive solidarity action could have defeated such a ruthless em-
ployer. The T&G leaders did not fight for this option, and indeed
relied on right-wing lay officials to contain the dispute locally.

Busworkers desperately need a real rank-and-file movement
to begin to organise the solidarity action needed in disputes like
this. Without such a fight within the union to defy the anti-union
laws and immediately mobilise wider support when necessary,
the steady flow of members out of the union could become an
exodus.

A broad church . ..

IN JUNE, the independent unionist Robert McCartney was
elected MP for North Down. The constituency has a history of
electing independent-minded mavericks. But the interesting thing
about this one is that he is seen as Labour-friendly. There was
even talk of McCartney taking the Labour whip.

Kate Hoey, the Labour MP for Vauxhall. campaigned for him.
Hoey is the leading figure in Democracy Now, which fights for
Labour to organise in the six counties, and to abandon any
recognition of Ireland’s right to self-determination. During the
campaign, the former Irish Labour Party minister, Conor Cruise
O'Brien, travelled north from his luxury home in Howth, Co
Dublin, to ilend a hand. Meanwhile, lan Paisley urged his follow-
ers in North Down to vote for McCartney. Hoey introduced
McCartney to the House of Commons; Frank Field had originally
been mooted as seconder but Tory MP John Biffin was deemed
more suitable for the job.

What Hoey, O'Brien, Paisley and McCartney have in common
is that they, in alliance with some of the most reactionary sections
of the British bourgeoisie, prefer the unchallenged rule of the
Unionists to the ‘peace process’, which involves some cosmetic
concessions to the nationalist community. These strange goings-
on in North Down may well herald the Labour leadership ditching
even the party’s paper commitment to Irish unity by consent.

. .. but not toe broad!

THE SELECTION of Islington councillor Liz Davies as the Labour
parliamentary candidate for Leeds North East'has provoked a
howl! of outrage from Walworth Road.

Although Liz successfully cleared all the hurdles of the selec-
tion procedure comfortably, and emerged the clear winner on a
postal ballot from an all-wemen shortlist, her face still doesn't fit.
Her candidacy has been challenged by the NEC, which voted
17-6 against endorsing her and summoned her to appear before
the disputes committee.

Her crimes include refusing to pay the poll tax, defending
lesbian and gay rights, supporting Winston Silcott and voting
against cuts in nursery places and adventure playgrounds.

This latest attack on rank-and-file democracy must be de-
feated, and the Leeds North East party must stand absolutely
firm in insisting on its right to determine its own candidate.
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NIGERIA

The working class and the
democracy movement

In 1993 and again in 1994, the Nigerian military government
was shaken by general strikes. In an article based on a forum
given at the Lutte Ouvriere féte in June, Graham Campbell
outlines the road forward to remove this hated dictatorship

WITH 100 million people and a sig-
nificant industrial base, Nigeria is sec-
ond only to South Africa in its strate-
gic importance on the African conti-
nent. A workers’ victory in Nigeria
would have enormous implications
throughout Africa and the rest of the
world.

General Sani Abacha’s brutal regime,
which came to power in the coup of
November 1993, is the most hated in
modern Nigerian history. Even sections
of the bourgeoisie and former army of-
ficers have fled abroad to oppose him.
His survival is due to three main factors:
the continued support of imperialist gov-
ernments, the fear of the democratic
bourgeois opposition of mobilising the
power of the working class, and the
absence of a strong revolutionary lead-
ership.

Atpresent, Abachahasafirmgripon
power, having arrested all the trade un-
ion leaders, sent in military administra-
tors to govern the Nigerian Labour Con-
gress (NLC) and jailed opposition lead-
ers. He has no intention of giving way to
the civilian puppet body, the National
Constitutional Convention, until he has
defeated the working class and fully
imposed the IMF structural adjustment
programme which guarantees imperial-
ist control of the oil industry.

The elections of June 12, 1993, were
fraudulent. Only Chief Moshood
Abiola’s now defunct Social-Democratic
Party and the pro—junta National Re-
publican Convention were allowed to
stand. Abiola’s victory was annulled by

_ the then military leader General Ibrahim

Babangida. The same month, students’
and lecturers’ unions began an academic
strike which was tolast more than a year,
and the universities were sealed off by
the military who opened fire on stu-
dents. On August 9-11 there was a work-
ers’ stayaway, and on August 26
Babangida appointed an interim gov-
ernment to rule on his behalf. A political
general strike aimed specifically at in-
stalling Abiola started on August 27, but
it was called off by the leaders of the

NLC after three days.

The masses marched and were shot
at, and despite the fact that the majority
of the soldiers had voted for Abiola, he
made no call for them to disobey orders.
He was as afraid of the masses as he was

Liberation!
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Price £1.50 including postage

Send to LTT, PO Box 7268
London E106TX

of the military and fled the country for
Switzerland, leaving the mass move-
ment leaderless.

Although Abiola is a
multi-millionaire media tycoon with
previously close links to Babangida, he
was not the chosen candidate of the
military bureaucrats, who live off kick-
backs from the multi-nationals. His popu-
larity among the masses rested on his
image as an honest, self-made man, who
had stayed out of politics doing Islamic
welfare work and was not part of the
enormous federal and state government
corruption. In the absence of a working
class party, workers voted for Abiola to
express their opposition to the military.

Historically the Igbo and Yoruba
workers of Lagos have been the staunch-
est supporters of movements for democ-
racy. Hausa workers in Kano, the
Hausa-Fulani capital in the north, have
generally been more conservative,
bought off by tribal-national links with
managers of factories. As recent mi-
grants to the cities, they have tended to
have a less developed working class
consciousness. Igbo workers have gen-
erally played the role of organisers and
educators in trade unions in Kano.

Intellectuals and .
workers

For much of its history, the Nigerian
left was based mainly on university
campuses such as Ibadan, Ahmedu
Bello and Ife-Ife. It was adversely
influenced by Stalinism, Pan-African
‘socialism’ and the home-grown na-
tionalism of the Zikist movement.
Socialist and radical intellectuals like
Wole Soyinka, Claude Ake and Edwin
Madunagu played a significant role in
motivating student protests against the
military in 1982, 1986-87 and 1988-
89. Students only began to look to the
strength of the working class during
the 1988-89 struggles against
Babangida.

During this period, the NLC, under
its moderate president Paschal Bafyau,
attempted to form the Nigerian Labour
Party (NLP), after NLC leaders Hassan
Sonmunu and Wahab Goodluck — also
leaders of the pro-Moscow Socialist
Working People’s Party (SWPP)—were
removed by the military. Bafyau wanted
the NLP recognised by the military and
put forward a programme which was no
threat to capitalist rule. But the regime
refused to register the NLP and can-
celled the 1990 elections. The NLC lead-
ers were not prepared to build the NLP
illegally and many of the existing ‘old
left’ parties decided instead to form what
later became the Campaign for Democ-
racy (CD) in November 1991.

The CD wasestablished as aleft-wing
popular front and was influenced by the
SWPP strategy of two-stage revolution.
ltwas intent only on delivering the first,
‘democratic’, stage, and its programme
did not include any references to social-

ism or revolution. However, one of its
more important demands was to call for
aNational Conference (the popular term
for a Constituent Assembly), based on
workers’ and peasants’ ‘popular democ-
racy’. Despite the limitations of the CD,
this demand struck a real chord. The
illusions that Nigerian workers have in
‘democracy’ are the natural product of
the fact that only ten of Nigeria’s 35
years of independence have been under
democratic rule.

In 1994, the oil workers’ trade un-
ions led an eight-week general strike for
the instalment of Abiola as president,
the abandonment of the IMF programme
to sell off the oil industry and a halt to
price rises. Abacha responded by send-
ing the troops in. During the subsequent
chaos, many soldiers refused to obey
orders, but no calls were made to them
either to remain in their barracks, or to
come over to the workers’ side by turn-
ing their guns on their officers. Had this
happened, workers would have won the
general strike and Abiola would be in
office. This time, Abiola stayed, having
lost credibility in 1993, and was put
under house arrest and later tried for
treason.

The role of the NLC leadership has
been wretched. Bafyau, not content with
betraying the oil workers whose leaders
such as Frank Kokori and Waribi
Agamene remain in jail, has capitulated
to the takeover of the trade unions by the
military. As a result, the name ‘Labour’
has become highly discredited. The Cam-
paign for Independent Unionism (CIU)
was formed in February 1995 in re-
sponse to attempts by Abacha to legiti-
mise his control of the NLC unions
through fake elections in which real
workers’ candidates were excluded. The
CIU is a rank-and-file campaign and
could play an important role in future
struggles for a workers’ party. Among
its demands are the release of Abiola,
and imprisoned trade union leaders and
activists; the removal of the military
from the trade unions; a democratic and
accountable trade union leadership and
structure; and an end to the IMF struc-
tural adjustment programme.

The National
Conscience Party

The National Conscience Party (NCP)
was formed in illegality as a ‘declara-
tion of war’ on the military junta by the
prominent human rights lawyer Chief
Gani Fawehinmi. ‘His radical-sound-
ing rhetoric has recently included calls
to ‘overthrow the regime’ and refer-
ences to the NCP as a ‘revolutionary
party” which is opposed to
social-democracy, ‘military statism’
and the IMF, while defending nation-
alisation. Although Gani has a long
record of defying the military, there
are limits to his radicalism as can be
seen in the ‘Declaration of National
Conscience’ — the party’s programme.
Its calls for "actualising June 12", for a
‘break with the past’, “for the right to
an enduring and true democracy based
on the abolition of poverty” and for
‘people-orientated programmes and
policies for sound economic growth

and development’ are reminiscent of
the ANC’s old Freedom Charter.

This is a minimum programme,
which doesn’t spell out the means to
achieve its goals, nor the kind of system
needed to implement them. The CD has
been superseded by the spectacular
growth of the NCP, which now claims
500,000 members. It is clear that Gani
listens carefully to both left and right in
the NCP, and is a pragmatist who will
not openly call for a working class party
but instead for ‘national unity’. In prac-
tice, this means that anyone, short of
proven collaborators of the military, can
join the NCP.

The only significant left group with
its own paper in Nigeria is Militant La-
bour’s sister organisation, Nigerian La-
bour Militant (NLM). Like Congress
Militant’s attitude to the ANC in South
Africa, it has big illusions both in the
NCP’s ability to be transformed into a
workers’ party, and in Chief Gani as a
popular leader whom it can influence.
NLM raises the slogan ‘Build the Na-
tional Conscience Party’, but without a
clear and critical estimate of its leader-
ship. This is based on a false estimate of
the NCP’s radicalism.

NLM’s left reformist version of a
parliamentary road to socialism gives
left cover to the NCP programme. There
is no doubt that the NCP has genuine
support among workers and peasants,
but it is not a workers’ party. NLM’s
tactics seem to be to act as the loyal left
wing of the NCP, rather than openly
stating the need for an independent work-
ing class party. NLM also fails to raise
the demand for a National Conference,
or pose the question of trade union affili-
ation to the NCP. If the NCP succeeded
in becoming an ANC-style liberation
movement — by bringing the unions on
board — under its present leadership and
programme, it would only betray the
working class.

Itis highly unlikely thatthe NCP can
become aworkers’ party. But it is possi-
ble that workers’ demands could domi-
nate the party on the ground, and to this
extent there are legitimate reasons for
revolutionaries to work inthe NCP, fight-
ing for their own programme.

With over 100 ethnic groups, Ni-
geria is not really a nation but a multina-
tional state. A patchwork of 30 ethni-

cally-based administrative regions en-
courages tribal discrimination against
minorities and the formation of minority
‘bantustan’ elites. In the name of ‘na-
tional unity’, the Stalinist and national-
ist ‘left’ has frequently capitulated to the
chauvinism of the federal military gov-
ernment, the worst example being their
opposition to Igbo self-determination in
the Biafra war of 1966-70 in which
millions were killed.

Needed - a workers’
party

A programme of transitional demands
must be developed in order to build in
struggle the kind of leadership needed
to break the mass movement from its
bourgeois-reformist leaders and carry
out the Nigerian socialist revolution.

This means building a workers’ party

capable of taking the power — the ab-

sence of such a party was a key factor
in the defeat of the strike waves of

1993-94. Workers must fight to win

the support of peasants and other op-

pressed sections of society with the
aim of expropriating the capitalists.

B End poverty — tax the rich.

M Stop privatisation. For workers’
control of production in state indus-
tries.

B Down with corruption. Open the
books of the state and all major
companies.

B For full and free healthcare, educa-
tion and social welfare.

M Release workers’ leaders and all
political prisoners.

B Full equality and the right of self-
determination for all oppressed na-
tionalities. For a federal workers’
republic.

B Build a revolutionary socialist cau-
cusinthe National Conscience Party
and in the trade unions. Build the
Campaign for Independent Union-
ism. Build a workers’ party.

M For a Revolutionary National Con-
ference to be convened now by the
unions, the NCP and all other popu-
lar organisations opposed to the
military.

The Campaign for Independent Un-

ionism can be contacted c/o the civil

servants’ union, NUPCE, at 272

Ikorodu Road, Lagos, Nigeria.
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