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GORBACHEV LURKS
'BEHIND BETRAYAL OF

THE DECISION of the PLO
Council meeting in Algiers
last week to recognise the
Zionist state of Israel is the
product of months of intense
pressure by the Stalinist
bureaucracy on the PLO lea-
dership.

Forty years after the creation
of the Zionist colony in the
Middle East, after decades of
bitter struggle by the
Palestinian people for the
right to their homeland, the
PLO, by accepting United
Nations Security Council
Resolution 242, has now
recognised the right of the
state of Israel to exist.

It has thus publicly accepted
the right of imperialism to
divide and break up the
struggles of the working class
and the oppressed throughout
the Middle East.

What imperialism and the
Stalinist bureaucracy fear
more than anything is the
growing revolutionary-strug-
gle of the Palestinian people,
expressed in the intifada,
which threatens to spill over
to the whole of the Middle
East.

No wonder the PLO’s move
was immediately welcomed by
Moscow. ‘The Soviet Union
has been very active in the
corridors making it clear that
acceptance of 242 would
furnish the vital lever it needs
to persuade the US to bring
pressure on the Israelis’ repor-
ted ‘The Guardian’ last week.

Commenting on the Algiers
meeting the Morning Star,
paper of the pro-Moscow wing
of British Stalinism said ‘The
PNC (Palestine National Cou-
ncil) decision to accept UN
resolution 242, which impli-
citly recognises the right of
Israel to exist, is a Statesm-
an-like move.’
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The PLO decision was gree-
ted by Britain as a ‘significant
advance on previous posi-
tions'. The Americans said the
recognition of Israel was a
‘positive step’ but warned the
Palestinians against taking un-
ilateral action to change the
status of the territorities occu-
pied by Israel.

But if imperialism and its
Stalinist lackeys are chiefly
responsible for this blow at
the aspirations of the Pales-
tinian people, the leadership
of the PLO must also be con-
demned for this betrayal.

For the decision to accept the
right of Israel to exist was not
taken by PLO leader Yasser
Arafat alone.

George Habash leader of the
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Angry nurses in January this
report on the new stage in the
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ear demanding proper rates of pay. See page 3 for a

ealth workers’ dispute over gradings

‘hard line’ Popular Front for
the Liberation of Palestine op-
posed the decision at the Algi-
ers meeting but immediately
made clear that he will do no-
thing to take up a fight against
Arafat. Palestinian ‘national
unity’is not ‘a gift we will
hand to the Israclis”said Ha-
bash.

He was undoubtedly echoing
the sentiments of the Stalinist
bureaucracy.

This capitulation by the PLO
is not an accident. It flows
from the petty-bourgeois poli-
tics of its leadership. Despite
its considerable support from
the Palestinian people, it has
always resolutely opposed the
spread of the revolution thr-
oughout the Middle East.

The events of last week gra-
phically underline the fact
that the only solution to the
struggle of the Palestinian
people lies in the fight for the
United Socialist States of the
Middle East.

An integral part of this fight
is the struggle for the destru-
ction of the state of Israel.
While Isracl exists there can
be no unity of Arab and Jewi-
sh workers.

Far from being ‘utopian’ as
the enemies of the Fourth In-
ternational have always claim-
ed, this is now the only reali-
stic and principled way forw-
ard.

- See page 5 for article on the
Intifada, from '‘Combat Internatio-
nal’ June-October.
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Defend

Democratic
Rights!

In her Mansion House speech last week Margaret Thatcher
launched an explicit attack on the democratic rights of mi-
llions of workers and sections of the middle class in this
country.

‘We do have to sacrifice a little of the freedom we cherish
in order to defend ourselves from those whose aim is to
destroy that freedom altogether’ she said.

The working class should be grateful that Thatcher spells
out what has been the policy of her government ever since
it came into office. This policy has been to destroy the
basic rights which the working class has established over
decades of struggle.

Thatcher has told the world that these rights are to be
destrgred to defend the only ‘freedom’ which she and the
capitalist class accept: the right of a tiny minority to exploit
millions for its own gain and the right to employ any means
to preserve its privileged position.

Her speech is the logical outcome of the attack which
her government has launched on all fronts against the
rights of trade unionists, the unemployed, the sick,
immigrants, and those defending themselves before the
courts.

Since 1979 a battery of legislation has been introduced to
curb the rights of the trade union movement: the right to
strike has n severely curtailed, the state has increa-
singly intervened in the internal affairs of the unions; even
the right to belong to a union has been taken away from
trade unionists at GCHQ.

But these attacks on the basic rights of the working class
have not been confined to the unions. The right of the poor
to adequate health care has been eroded by Thatcher's
privatisation drive; youth have been herded into compul-
sory work programmes: a refusal to join means the loss of
all benefits.

The capitalist state has launched a systematic attack on
the rights of youth. Agents provocateurs have been sent
amongst football supporters to frame them and make po-
ssible the introduction of compulsory identity cards for all
%ball fans. The next step will be identity cards for every-

y.

The rights of local authorities, many of them Labour

controlled, have been usurped by the state.

Thousands of ‘illegal immigrants’ have no rights whatso-
ever. Living in constant fear of arrest and deportation, they
are forced to work in the dirtiest, lowest paid jobs with no
trade union protection.

The rights of defendants to remain silent in court has
been removed for all cases in which Ireland is involved.
Tha!tcher intends to extend this denial of civil liberties to all
trials. 3
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In the face of these attacks the Labour and trade union
leaders have lifted not a finger to defend the gains from the
past. Previous Labour governments with their anti-trade
union laws and their anti-immigration legislation, their
attacks on the National Health Service, prepared the way
for Thatcher.

The cowardly refusal of these leaders to fight the
Thatcher government has only encouraged the ruling class
to press ahead with its attacks.

It is vital that the widest campaign in defence of all demo-
cratic rights be launched throughout the working class
movement. Stripped of its rights; the workin? class ceases
to be a class. The defence of past gains involves the entire
fate of the working class movement.

We would like to hear the opinions of our readers on this
vital matter.

WORKERS PRESS

FIGHTING FUND

In so far: £807.59
WORKERS REVOLUTIONARY PARTY members have placed our
Fighting Fund high on their branch agendas following reports of a
discussion about Workers Press and finance on the Central Commi-
ttee.
£2,000 must be collected. We have £1,192,41 outstanding. If 120
members and supporters were to donate £ 10 3
Dot Gibson

Please send your donations to: Workers Press Fighting Fund
PO Box 735, London, SW9 7QS

- CENTRE FOR THE
REBUILDING OF THE
FOURTH INTERNATIONAL

WE ARE writing to appeal to you for financial support to help
create a political centre for the rebuilding of the Fourth Inter-
national.

Some three years ago, in October 1985, the Workers Revolutionary
Panty exgclled its former leader, Gerry Healy, and his closest sup-
orters Corin and Vanessa Redgrave, Sheila Torrance and Alex
itchell. Healy was expelled for systematic sexual abuse of female
comrades, for the regular use of violence against party members and
for political slander.

This expulsion began a process of clarification on the nature of the
tasks of the Fourth International. On the basis of ten points of
principle, a Preparatory Committee for an International Conference
of Trotskyists was established.

Along with others in the world movement we had to reconsider our
history in the light of Healy’s attack on its very foundations. We
had to reconquer the understanding that the history of the Fourth
International is a history of struggle against the efforts of Stalinism
to destroy Bolshevism - by ideological, political and theoretical as
well as physical means. It is the struggle against Stalinism that
provides the essential continuity of the movement.

The Preparatory Committee, in working towards the International
Conference, is in discussion with all who want to rebuild the Fourth
International. At the same time, and for this reason, we have come
to understand the necessity for a Political Centre in the fight
against opportunism and sectarianism.

The current unprecedented crisis of Stalinism makes urgent and
possible the rebuilding of the Fourth International. All the major
historical questions about the October Revolution and its fate are

ning up in the USSR and eastern Europe; this indicates the
of the possibilities and responsibilities which fall upon us. We must
establish a theoretical joumnal for wide distribution.

Already we have sent Peter Fryer to report developments in the
Soviet Union; he established a series of valuable contacts. But we
need to make further visits and fulfil our pledge to provide these
comrades with material resources to assist their struggle. First and
foremost we must ensure the widest possible distribution of
Trotsky’s writings; they also need basic equipment - tape recorders,
even biro pens. This work is part of our central goal: the

re-establishment of a section of the Fourth International in the
USSR.

For this we need financial resources. To be specific, we need
£1,500 guaranteed income every month and are aiming that £1,000 of
this should be in the form of bankers’ orders. Our appeal has met
with a good response but we have not yet reached this target. We
are therefore asking you to take out such an order and to participate

in every other way possible in this important work.

Bankers’ order forms can be obtained from:
Workers Revolutionary Pansy, PO Box 735, London SW9
7!

LONDON DISTRICT OF THE WORKERS
REVOLUTIONARY PARTY.

IMPERIALISM, NATIONALISM AND SOCIALISM IN
IRELAND: a series of three lectures by SIMON PIRANI
THURSDAYS AT 7.30 pm
at Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, London WC1.
PART IIl. JAMES CONNOLLY: SOCIALIST AND
INTERNATIONALIST -Thursday 17 November.
PART lll. FROM IMPERIALIST PARTITION TO SOCIALIST
REVOLUTION -Thursday 24 November.

EsEEEE
WORKERS REVOLUTIONARY PARTY
SOUTH EAST LONDON BRANCH
Tuesday 6 December - 7.30 pm —
Charlton House (Wilson Room) - Charlton Village, London SE7
‘Beginnings of the political revolution’: a report by Peter Fryer on his
recent visit to the Soviet Union
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URSES

TAKE INDEFINITE STRIKE

BY STRIKING NURSES
IN MANCHESTER

NURSES in Manchester are
taking indefinite strike
action to demand a2 mini-
mum 15 per cent pay rise.

The Springfield COHSE
branch which organises the
majority of psychiatric nurses
at North Manchester General
Hospital took the initiative
when they walked out a week
last Wednesday. 200 nurses
are involved in the strike.

On the same day Prestwick
Hospital nurses in NUPE struck
for Four hours to lobby Salford
District Health Authority.

NUPE members at Springficld
joined their colleagues in COHSE
on strike and the NUPE members
also began indefinite strike action
the following Monday morning.
The majority of nurses have been
given grades which do not reflect
the jobs they do on their wards.

Professor Anderson, a member of
Salford Health Authority publicly
admitted ‘the grading structure
was meant to reward responsi-
bility and experience but it has
obviously failed to do this”.

The Authority chairman, Dr
Beswick, also admitted that the
government was not promising any
extra funding if nurses were
upgraded following successful
appeals.

In any case the majority of nurses
have little faith in the appeals
procedure since those sitting on
the appeals panels are the same
people who carried out the gradi-
ng and it is obvious that gradings
were adjusted by the Regional
Health Authority to keep the
wages bill inside the govern-
ment-imposed cash limits.

Because thousands of nurses
have handed in appeals our mana-
gers have said 1t could be two
years before they are all heard.

At many hospitals in the North
West nurses have decided to work
to grade and only carry out duties
they have been graded for.

However, nurses at Springfield
and Prestwick believe that strike
action is the best way to force
management Lo concede higher
grades.

It will also show the public that
while 15 per cent may be the
average pay rise the majority of
nurses are below the average and
the lowest paid nurses have been
given the lowest increases.

While at work providing
minimum cover on the wards we
are carrying out normal duties and
demanding we be given grades
that recognise these duties.

All nursing assistants at
Prestwick have been given the
lowest grade. According to this
they work under direct super-
vision at all times.

But when nursing assistants on
nights regularly left in charge of
wards said they would not work
without qualified supervision on
the ward, they were threatened
with discipline.

According to the grade criteria,
nursing assistants do not
participate in the assessment of
patients and planning their care,
but at Prestwick all nursing
assistants do this and should
therefore have been graded C.
Nursing assistants have received

MAKE THE AVERAGE THE MINIMUM

an 8 per cent rise.

The majority of sisters and char-
ge nurses have been graded F
because they are not considered to
have continuing responsibility for
their wards. Their pay rise is only
4.3 per cent.

On many wards both sisters or
charge nurses have got F grades,
which would suggest that no one
takes continuing responsibility.
Enrolled nurses and staff nurses
who are regularly in charge of
wards have not had this recog-

nised in their grades.

Health Minister Kenneth Clarke
keeps telling the press that the
grading provides a new career
structure. This is a joke to nurses
who have years of experience but
have been given the lowest grades
possible.

The nurses in Manchester were
hoping that following their lead
strike action would spread throu-
ghout the country and expose the
government's lies that it is looking
after the health service.

The real face of
Labour on Ireland

| BY SIMON PIRANI ]

THERE have been 20
wasted years’ and ‘almost
3,000 thousand dead’since
British troops went into the
north of Ireland, says the
‘Time to Go’ charter
launched by the Labour
Committee on Ireland
(LCI).

‘And yet we are no nearer a
solution’, says the charter. ‘Suc-
cessive British policies have fai-
led.’

But what have these policies
‘failed’ to do? They have failed 10
crush the Irish working class.
They have failed to silence the
centuries-old demand for Irish
national self-determination.

The interests of the working
class, and of Ireland, can only be
served by a struggle for this
principle in the British workers’
movement; it has to be supported
without conditions - any
weakening on this principle is a
concession to imperialism and its
agents in the Labour Party
leadership. And yet this is the
demand which is missed out of the
charter.

‘Let’s develop the debate about
how British withdrawal is to be
accomplished’, says the charter.
And the pro-imperialist Labour
leaders will agree. In fact they
have such a debate at the Labour
Party conference ever year, and
approve a policy of ‘Irish unity’...
with the ‘consent’ of loyalist
voters in the six counties and the
‘consent’ of imperialism.

To ‘debate’ with these leaders
the future of Ireland - without,
first of all, a recognition of the
Irish nation’s right to determine
its own future free of imperialist
domination - is a concession to
chauvinism.

Rather than declaring itself for
the principle of Irish self-

determination, the ‘Time To Go’
charter declares its starting-point
to be ‘that there will never be
Feace while Britain remains in
reland”.

Here is its most deceitful phrase.
For there can be no peace as long
as the profiteering imperialist
system remains, not only in Bri-
tain but throughout the capitalist
world.

Specifically, there can be no
peace in Ireland without the
defeat of British imperialism and
its allies in the Dublin gover-
nment - and their defeat can be
achieved not by peaceful means,
but by the struggle of the working
class.

While the ‘Time To Go’ charter
talks of peace, British imperialism
and the Labour leaders who sup-
port it go on with war. And yet
the charter is addressed to these
same Labour leaders!

The WRP is in favour of
directing demands to these
leaders, including the demand
that they pledge themselves to
unconditional recognition of
Ireland’s self-determination.

And where workers place
demands on them to oppose
strip-searching, the PTA, frame-
up trials and other barbarities
which arise from imperialist
occupation, we support these
demands too.

We do this with the aim of
clarifying before the working class
the true nature of this Labour
leadership - a pro-imperialist
cancer, which must be burned out
of the labour movement; a
leadership against which us
Trotskyists aim to build a new,
revolutionary leadership.

The leaders of the LCI,
including supporters of ‘Socialist
Action’, also call themselves
Trotskyists.

But their behaviour over the
charter is a rejection of the funda-
mental conceptions of working-
class leadership on which

Trotskyism is based: instead of
fighting to demonstrate the
inherently pro-imperialist nature
of the Labour burecaucracy,
fighting for its defeat - they try to
Eu!l Irish and British workers ali-

e behind that leadership's left
wing.

This group continues to plug
the ‘Time To Go' charter - and in-
deed provide the main foot-
soldiers campaigning for it - even
though it has been rejected by the
Irish in Britain Representation
Group, the Troops Out Movement,
and others in Britain’s Irish
community who see it as a conces-
sion to chauvinism,

The British labour movement
must solidarise itself with the
Irish struggle by working-class
action, not appeals to the imper-
ialist state. Every effort must be
made to expose and defeat those
pro-imperialist Labour leaders
and the anti-Irish racism which
lives in the Labour Party as a
result of their actions.

* Win support for Irish
self-determination, without
conditions, from Labour Party and
trade union branches.

* Drive those Labour leaders who
stood and cheered the Gibraltar
murders, out of the labour move-
ment. Demand the re-expulsion of
Sam Campbell, who was expelled
from Lothian Labour Party for ma-
king a bigoted anti-catholic
speech when sitting as a Labour
councillor, but was re-instated on
the Labour NEC’s orders.

* Bring to book the Camden and
Brent Labour councillors who
have adopted anti-Irish housing
policies.

» Censure the Camden councillors
who walked out of a council mee-
ting addressed by Jim McCabe of
Belfast whose wife was killed by a
plastic bullet.

* Bring to book the Labour coun-
cillors in Scotland who, in line
with Thatcher’s policy of dest-
roying free speech on Ireland,



revolutionary attempt . It is a titanic stru-
ggle which rehabilitates the truth, Trotsky
and Trotskyism in the history of the Soviet
Union and of the world working-class mo-
vement.’

In case Savas Michael might be misun-
derstood, he went out of his way to be even
more explicit in his paper ("Socialist Cha-
nge”) of October 22:

*Stalinism is dying under the blows of
perestroika, which is the form taken by the
political revolution.’

This is the bankruptcy of revisionists
such as Healy, now mouthing the very
Pabloite revisionism which they opposed in
1953.

Two years ago, in an introduction to
Trotsky’s pamphlet ‘The Class Nature of
the Soviet State’, Savas Michael denounced
Gorbachev as the ‘right-wing, capitalist
restorationist’ section of the Stalinist
bureaucracy.

That was before Healy, at a summer
school in Greece, informed him that
Gorbachev was in fact leading the political
revolution.

For us, as for Trotsky, the political revo-
lution is the overthrow of the bureaucracy
by the Soviet working class, in unity with
the proletarian socialist revolution in the
capitalist countries.

32 years ago, the Trotskyist movement
had to stand firm on this against those who
had illusions in Khrushchev and Mikoyan,
with his admissions such as, ‘For some 20
years we actually had no collective lead-
ership and the cult of the individual pre-
vailed.’

Today, Gorbachev is making the same
noises. He has no explanation in place of
the burcaucracy’s fig-leaf ‘cult of the
individual’, and he cannot explain why after
1956 came ‘stagnation’.

The reality is that ‘socialism in one
country’ has reached an impossible
dead-end, and the limited ‘glasnost’ which
Gorbachev hoped would act as a safety-
valve under the bureaucracy’s control
serves only to stimulate the massive and
vital forces of the Soviet working class.

Their demands for the truth and for the
restoration of the rule of the working class
will take shape in the political revolution
to overthrow the bureaucracy.

Only the programme of the Fourth
International declares and fights for the
integral place of this political revolution in
the world socialist revolution.

I cannot do better, on this question, than
refer readers to the recently published
pamphlet of comrade Nagy (Varga) on the
Political Revolution, where it is explained
in detail.

One quotation from it will serve as
conclusion: ‘The burecaucrats, even the
most ‘progressive’, want their programme
accomplished by the burecaucracy itself,
renewed and purified of course, with a
purged state apparatus - in other words,
accomplished from above.

‘Even if they are forced to take account of
the movements of the masses, which they
regard as adjuncts.

‘Whereas the Fourth International en-
visages and employs the programme as a
means of mobilising the working class so
that in their independent activity they
themselves give expression to this prog-
ramme through their organs of struggle
which have grown up in the mobilisation
itself.

‘This is more than a difference
with the bureaucracy; it is a
conflict.’

_ﬁ
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This article is re-printed from
‘Combat International’ June-October
1988, Bulletin of the Group of
Opposition and Continuity of the
Fourth International.

WE EXPRESS our deep solidarity with
the just struggle of the Palestinian people,
whom we support completely and uncondi-
tionally.

See how all the enemies of freedom
collaborate against them. The same who -
for forty years! - have ‘legally’ organised
and carried out the infamous division of
Palestine. Their false friends are also the
same: those who accept and extol the acce-
ptance of the ‘faits accomplis’ imposed by
world imperialism and the Soviet bureauc-
racy.

Last year’s meeting of the representatives
of these two forces, had as its sole aim the
strangling and crushing of the growing
people’s struggle. We said of Reagan and
Gorbachev's meeting (December 1987
‘Combat International’): ‘The only ones
that Reagan and Gorbachev really wish 1o
disarm are the oppressed peoples fighting
for liberty.

They anguish over the ‘hot spots’ of the
world which they propose to ‘pacify’. The
workers and oppressed peoples of the
whole world see in the EVCST. Bank and
Gaza what this ‘pacification’ means -
disarming of the people by bandits in
uniform armed to the teeth.. On these
matters there is an agreement whose con-
tours are perfectly defined, even if the
bourgeoisie and the bureaucrats are careful
not to unveil its exact terms.

The speed of subsequent events has fully
confirmed this characterisation, and has
underlined even more the dangers, from
Poland to Southern Africa, and of course,
in the Near and Far East, in particular
Palestine. A formidable international mec-
hanism has been set going to persuade, to
push and to pressurise the Palestinians,
through their organisation the PLO, 1o
recognise Israel. Nothing and nobody is
missing from this unholy counterrevolu-
tionary alliance. The first link in the chain
is the Stalinist bureaucracy.

Gorbachev himself has taken the matter
in hand. He called upon a visiting Arafat to
bow to ‘reality’ and to recognise Israel.
Such haste, whose brutality might surprise
some naive people, is explained by the
Stalinist bureaucracy’s inordinate fear of
the driving force of the Palestinian struggle
for general revolution in the Near and
Middle East, on the doorstep of the USSR.

Following in their footsteps, the so-called
‘communist’ parties of the entire world
have again betrayed the Palestinian people
by criminal passivity - made more obvious
by some ‘alibi’ actions - in the face of the
huge scale of reprisals carried out against a
whole people by the Zionist army. This
abandonment itself is enough to unmask
the Stalinist apparatus as primarily respon-
sible for the lack of a powerful mobi-
lisation of the international workers’ move-
ment to support the Palestinian people. On
the contrary, the Stalinist regimes compete
to assist Israel, and the Hungarian gover-
nment has ostensibly proposed to its guest.
Shamir the terrorist in person, to re-es-
tablish diplomatic relations - thus stabbing
the Palestinian uprising in the back.

The world bourgeiosie busies itself with
the same enthusiasm. One of its local
representatives, King Hussain has abruptly
withdrawn from the territories under his
care.He thus forces the Palestinians, left
without administration, to form a slum state
there which signifies the recognition of the
fact of Israel.

In the deafening international chorus
demanding the PLO make this recognition,
amongst the loudest are the so-called ‘so-
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cialist’ parties, despite their Zionist prope-
nsities. Mitterand, despite some Zionist
groans in the ranks, has come to the aid of
Gorbachev to pressure for the recognition
of Israel.

Now the initial aim of the Palestinians, the
destruction of the Zionist state, remains the
necessary condition of any just system -
for the creation of a free Palestine in the
whole country.

No compromise is possible which implies
the recognition of Israel and, therefore,
takes away from the Palestinians the right
to claim back their country. A slum state
set up in the occupied territories, uninhabi-
table and utopian, excluding the majority of
Palestinians, is nothing but a scarcely
disguised form of the recognition of the
Zionist state. This is unacceptable.

Decades of struggle of the Palestinian
people show that victory lies in the sprea-
ding of the revolution to all the countrics
of the Near and Middle East.

Only a generalised revolution ,which is
already partially and confusedly engaged in
Libya and in Kurdistan, would be able to
destroy Isracl along with other artificial
states and, giving back to all peoples their
countrics, would set up the united socialist
states of the Near-and -Middle-East,

The liberation of Palestine will be found
in permanent revolution. Permanent becau-
se, establishing itself on an international
scale, it will realise the unity of the oppre-
ssed. Permanent because such an inter-
national unity, aimed not only against the
principal enemy, Israel, but also against all
the open and clandestine supporters of
world imperialism, can only be by nature
proletarian.

Alongside this perspective, it is more and
more apparent that the PLO, conforming to
its bourgeois nature, is preparing 1o
capitulate on the basis of acceptance of the
international status quo. It looks with hope
towards the same United Nations, which, 40
years ago, organised the division of
Palestine, instead of working for an alliance
with the struggling masses, like the Kurds,
who find themselves sometimes in a similar
situation.

After handing over the fighters to Hus-
sein’s killers (Jordan), after abandoning
Lebanon following deals with American
imperialism, they are ready to make a
Ei_ualilalivc leap on the path of betrayal.

hey follow the road trodden long ago by
the Chinese Kuo-mintang.

[t is in the interest of Palestinian
militants, fighters, workers, peasants and
youth to study the terrible experiences of
the Chinese revolutions in the years 1920
and 1930. They will conclude that only a
proletarian leadership is able to grasp a real
and realistic perspective in the permanent
revolution and, in consequence, to cons-
truct the Palestinian section of the Fourth
International.

The first task of reconstruction of the

Fourth International in Palestine remains
the clear recognition - on the basis of an
unconditional support for the struggle wa-
ged by the Palestinian people - of the
nature of that struggle, of the nature of its
present leadership and effective and gene-
rous assistance in building the proletarian
vanguard of the Fourth International in
Palestine.
We must admit that we still fall far short
of this, including what is needed on the
level of analysis and characterisation of the
class struggle, of leadership and of the
tasks posed in relation to the Palestinian
revolution. The contamination of Stalinism
through the medium of the revisionists has
profoundly affected the Fourth Interna-
tional. Tt will certainly break frec of this,
but with great difficulty,

In preparing the International Conference,
the Preparatory Committee has resolutely
taken the road of rebuilding the Fourth
International by re-establishing in its enti-
rety its programme of the permanent revo-
lution.
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The political

line of

Gorbachev

PART IV Continued from Workers Press 12 November 1988

GORBACHEV'S report to the Special Ninth Conference of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union did not only deal with questions of
foreign policy, relations with the capitalist world, etc. He referred also to
the political system in the Soviet Union and the Stalinist distortions of

history and theory.

‘Why, then, is the task of radically
reforming the political system being put
forward today? First and foremost, com-
rades, it is a fact - and we have to admit
.«this today - that at a certain stage the
political system established as a result of
the October Revolution underwent serious
deformations.

‘This made possible the omnipotence of
Stalin and his entourage (?), and the wave
of repressive measures and lawlessness..."

Gorbach2v and his faction in the bureau-
cracy gel to the water but they cannot
drink.

They do not and cannot explain these ‘se-
rious deformations’ because such expla-
nation means exposing their own counter-
revolutionary character as the bureaucracy
which usurped workers' power in the

JSSR. They rest on the defeat and physical
liquidation of Trotsky and the Left Oppo-
sition, which fought these ‘deformations’at
every tum.

Sce how Gorbachev squirms when the
problem of explaining these ‘deformations’
comes up: ‘Why did the CPSU, which had
been formed as a truly democratic or-
ganisation, one bone and one flesh with the
working people, fail to block the de-
formation of socialism, the processes
associated with the cult of Stalin’s
personality?

‘Why then having exposed and denounced
the departures from the principles of
Leninism, did it confine itsclf to superficial
changes which made possible the grave
phenomena of stagnation in the country’s
development?’

Very good questions! Gorbachev is asking
not only why the Party was unable to stop
the Stalinist degeneration, but also why,
after the 20th Congress(1956) had ‘ex-
posed’ Stalin’s crimes, were only ‘super-
ficial' changes made. We can be sure that
these are burning questions for millions in
the USSR. But where are the answers?

Giving his own answer, Gorbachev only
repeats the question in another form, as
follows: ‘The answer is above all in the
fact that definite deformations had
occurred in the Party itself, in its activities
and ties with the working people, which
brought about the loss of many democratic
Bolshevist traditions inherent in, traditions
founded through the efforts exerted by
Lenin and his associates for many years.’

And again, ‘answering’ the question by
simply repeating it in another form:‘The
matter is, in the first place, that the
principle of democratic centralism, which
underlies the structure and activity of the
CPSU, was at a certain stage largely
replaced by bureaucratic centralism.’
es, this destruction of democratic

e ]
Speaking to the assembled Soviet

and Party leadership after the an-
nual Red Square parade to com-
memorate the October Revolution,
Gorbachev declared that ‘only by
following the path of socialism’
would the USSR be able to take on
the 21st century. Two days earlier,
Nicolai Sliounkov for the Politburo
had said the same thing, adding
that socialism was ‘definite and
irreversible’ (a phrase invented by
Stalin in explaining that ‘socialism
in one country’ had been acheived,
and, incidentally, echoed only last
year by ex-General Secretary of
the WRP Michael Banda.)

The letter of a 16-year-old
schoolgirl to Komsomolskaya Pra-
vda gave a stinging response to
this kind of official bluster:

‘Show me somebody | can believe
in. Everywhere you can hear peo-
ple shouting ‘perestroika’. It is
frightening because they are the
same people who ten years ago
were worshipping Brezhnev. Does
that mean that all this is a sham?
Does it mean that it was in vain
that for 70 years people gave their
lives to soviet power?’(from a re-
port in the French daily ‘Libera-
tion’, 8 November 1988.)

And on the eve of the anniversry
of October, ‘Moskovskaya Pravda’
published four articles on the
repressions of the Stalin era.

centralism in the Bolshevik Party was of
enormous importance. But democratic cen-
tralism is not just a ‘principle’ which
‘underlies the structure and activity’ of the
Marxist party. What ‘underlies’ democratic
centralism itself?

Democratic centralism is the form of
organisation and work of a revolutionary
party based on Marxist theory, and on the
conquests of this theory in the struggle to
lead the proletarian revolution.

What Gorbachev cannot say is that
democratic centralism was destroyed in the
CPSU as part of the attack on this Marxist
foundation of the party.

It was the programme and ‘theory’ of
‘socialism in a single country’ which

Cliff Slaughter
comments on
Gorbachev’s report
to the Ninth Special
Conference of the
Communist Party

conquered, through the faction of Stalin,
resting on the defeats of the proletarian
revolution in the west, the isolation of the
workers’ state in a backward country, and
the subsequent pressure of the bureaucracy
and the middle classes on the exhausted
proletariat.

He is no more able to go to these roots
than were Mikoyan or Khrushchev at the
20th Congress 32 years ago.

Mikoyan told that Congress: ‘Scientific
work in the sphere of the history of the
Party and of Soviet society is, perhaps, the
moskl backward sector of our ideological
work...

‘We are still without a real Marxist
work covering the period of the civil war. A
number of books that have been published
suffer from major shortcomings, are of no
scientific value, and some are even harmful.

‘Some of the complicated and contra-
dictory events of the Civil War or 1918-20
are exilaincd by certain historians, not by
the changes that took place in the
relationship of class forces at definite
periods, but by the alleged subversive
activity of individual party leaders at the
time, who many years after these events
were incorrectly proclaimed enemies of the
people.’

Now see what Gorbachev says about the
years following that 20th Congress:

‘Following the 20th Congress of the
CPSU there was, as is known, a noticeable
increase in activity in the social sciences.
New scientifc trends and a new generation
of scholars appeared, capable of doing
things in a new way.

‘But soon there was a resurgence of the
voluntaristic aﬁproach to formulating
problems in the social sciences, of
dogmatic methods of solving them.”

In the economy and in the political
system, there was, similarly, no progress as
a result of the exposures olpthc 20th
Congress.The Stalinist bureaucracy persi-
sted, and produced what Gorbachev likes to
call ‘the period of stagnation”.

Revisionists falsely claiming to be Trots-
kyists will still present to us the prospect
of the Stalinist bureaucracy’s ‘self-reform’,
this time through the leadership of Gorba-
chev,

A good example is the group in Greece
led by Savas Michael, a political follower
of Gerry Healy. In a recent radio interview,
he performed as follows:

‘Interviewer: ‘Concerning Gorbachev, do
you consider him pro-Trotskyist, as your
enemies say?’

Savas Michael: *“We don't apply labels, as
they have done to us for so many years.
Gorbachev is neither Trotskyist nor anti-
Trotskyist.

‘Gorbachev is the leader of perestroika,
with a leading role, but he is not pere-
stroika itself.

‘Perestroika is a broad process which goes
beyond the individuals who are leading this

__'__——
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Column

Profits
first,
safety last

OVER the past 18 months, in Britain and
around its shores, almost 400 pcople have
perished in disasters caused by greed.

In the Zeebrugge disaster 190 ferry passen-
gers died. In the Piper Alpha oil rig explos-
ion 167 workers died. And in the Eings
Cross escalator fire 31, or possibly 32,
people died and another 50 were injured,
many of them terribly and permanently.

These three disasters share a common
factor. All were caused by incompetent and
complacent management that gave profit-
making top priority and put the safety of
human beings right down at the very
bottom of the list.

But the blame for the Kings Cross disaster,
whose horror still haunts, or should haunt,
everyone who passes through that station,
doesn't rest solely on the two top managers
who resigned just before the publication of
the Fennell report.

Yes, they suffered from ‘dangerous,
blinkered self-sufficiency’. Yes, they had
‘a blind spot over the hazards of fire on
escalators’. Yes, they thought that fires
were ‘inevitable’ on the sysiem they ran,
and forbade their staff to call a fire a fire,
insisting that fire should be referred to
always as ‘smouldering”.

But it was the Thatcher government
which insisted, when London Regional
Transport was set up in 1984, that its public
subsidy be reduced from £190,000,000 1o

£90,000,000 over three years. And this
target was over-achieved.

It was® Nicholas Ridley who on 20 July
1984, as Thatcher’s transport secretary,
wrote a letter of instructions to the new
body’s chairman requiring him to ‘reduce
the present excessive call on ratepayers and
taxpayers’. In that two-and-a-half-page
letter the word *safety’ did not appear once.

‘You have told me’, wrote Nicholas
Ridley, ‘that you can achieve a reduction in
unit costs of 2.5 per cent in real terms over
the next few years. I look to you, if
possible, to do better than that..

So there were immediate cuts in staffing
and maintenance work. Management was
actively discouraged from applying for
funds 1o ensure proper safety standards.
Safety provisions were hit hard, over and
over again.

Only three weeks before the Kings Cross
disaster the finance director of London
Underground circulated to his colleagues
details of an obligatory package of cuts -
the word used was ‘mandatory’ - including
savings on police radios, savings on train
radios, and savings totalling no less than
£1,000,000 on lifts and escalators.

The finance director’s private memor-
andum, dated 30 October 1987, admitted
that operational manpower savings totalling
£570,000 would mean that some barriers
would be unattended, ‘with consequent
risk of increased congestion’,

This memorandum admitted that the
closed circuit television link to line
controllers’ offices was ‘very unreliable’.
Nevertheless the budget for this was
slashed by £50,000.

Cameras were accordingly taken out of
service, so that on the night of the Kings
Cross fire the closed-circuit system was
simply not functioning properly.

Now all this is shocking enough. But what
needs to be clearly understood by everyone
outside London Underground - the workers
there already understand it perfectly well,
but no one listens to them - is that the
same government-imposed philosophy of
profits first, safety last, reigned at LRT
aftc:lr the Kings Cross fire and reigns there
still.

When the London Fire Brigade inspected
six stations, including Kings Cross, in
March of this year, it found more than 50
fire risks. To travel by tube in London is to
take your life in your hands.

In some ways hazards to passengers are
being increased, not decreased. Thus four
extremely busy, extremely congested lines
(Piccadilly, Jubilee, Northern, and Central)
are 1o have driver-only, no-guard trains.
The 4ft-high barriers that are pan of the
new automatic ticket system are potential
death-traps.

A draft five-ycar business plan circulated
on 18 August of this year laid it down that
£110,000,000 earmarked for  safety
improvements would not be spent unless
the Fennell report insisted on a fire
certificate for each individual station. In
fact the report has failed to recommend
this; so this money will presumably not be
spent.

It’s all well and good to demand that Sir
Keith Bright and Dr Tony Ridley be
charged with manslaughter, and no doubt
they should be. But they were merely the
willing tools of successive transport
ministers, and were carrying out a
cost-cutting anti-safety policy decreed
from the very top.

The main burden of guilt rests squarely on
Margaret Thatcher and her gang. These are

the criminals who should stand trial for
manslaughter.

AS | SEE IT

BY TOM OWEN
RS SR S e e

The
Patriot’s
Game

I HAD not realised how far
Taylorism had penetrated into
American life until | began to
take more than a casual interest
in the mysteries of American
football.

it is the razzamatazz and
brash style of the game that
first attracts you, then you are
confronted with an incom-
prehensible jargon and impene-
trable rules system which
initiates assert make up a
physical (non cerebral) game of
chess.

It is an elaborate territorial

ame, a form of Taylorist rugby
in which every uence is
presented as a set of complex
game plans which are analysed,
quantified and recorded.

it is not only the 'points’ that
are counted but time and space
are divided into seconds and
yards, set against each other
and then become, amongst
other things, the endless source
of statistics.

The appropriateness of this
ame as a symbol of American
ife struck me when watching
the last hours of that two-year
contest, the US Presidential
elections.

The increasing lack of public
political life and debate which is
characteristic of US politics, and
leads to intrigues and scandals,
also means a focus on pure
style, razzamatazz and dramatic
foul play. It was not really
surprising that the television
commentaries were full of the
extended metaphors of Amer-
ican football.

The NBC broadcasters began
their analysis for British screens
by claiming that the last eight
months of the campaign had
been high on ‘bodily contact’.

| assume this was a sporting
euphemism for 'dirty tricks'. The
game plan behind these tactics

had been to force Dukakis out
onto his blind side as a ‘liberal’
who lets murderers out of
prison.

Dukakis ‘lost a lot of ground
because he did not immediately
‘pick up' this challenge and
block the Bush run for line.

But we were informed that
there had been a late Dukakis
‘surge’ and that the game would
‘run to four quarters’.

Then we were treated to the
real subleties of the election
game, the statistical complex-
ities of press predictions and
sampling.

In the midst of the TV

'spectaculars concentrated on

the arcane mathematics of the
electoral college system one
‘celebrity’ journalist wrote that
he was proud to be an American
because a ﬁregnant 38 year old
woman with two small children
had turned up to vote.

Not to be upstaged by this
example of Southern charm, the
hard bitten New York 'precinct
man’ mused that he had seen a
woman and a large dog enter
the polling booth and was not
sure which had voted.

Nevertheless these were
patriotic moments and patriot-
ism was the yardstick of political
honesty.

Caspar Weinberger in the

studio defined the yardstick of

gatriotism as the ‘defence’
udget - the greater the arms

et, the greater the
patriotism.

For the Boston liberals and
academic ‘experts’ this had all
the finesse and elegance of the
Chicago Bears game play
involving ‘The Refrigerator’.

As we reached-the final
quarter the liberals rallied,
convinced that a combination of
foul pla; and the late Dukakis
rush ad offended some
influential Democrats so much
that they would be very
obstructive to Bush's promises
on taxes and economic policies
to reduce the budget deficit.

At that point Dukakis con-
ceded victo?r to the other team
and urged full support for the
next President. He was quickly
followed by the Stalinist
bureaucracy who welcomed the
‘continuity’ Bush represented,

And now for some more
statistics. Barely 50 per cent of
eligible electors registered, the
turnout amongst these were
around 70 per cent. Bush got
roughly 18 per cent of the US
vote.

It is clear that the US working
class has not yet had its say,
and its %amg plan won't be
restricted by time-outs.
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Ireland 1968-1988

TWENTY years ago, 1968, was
a watershed in Irish politics, a
year in which a fightback
began against discrimination
and oppression which rocked
the whole rotten edifice of the
gerrymandered northern state
and left it to rely on the life
support system of the British
army.

Set up in 1921, the illegitimate
six-county state was based on a
crude head-count designed to
keep Catholic nationalists in the
minority and protestant unionists
in the majority.

It was sectarian by design.

No Catholic had held a cabinet
post for over half a century. A
study based on the 1971 census
concluded ‘there is a marked
tendency for protestants to dom-
inate the upper occupation classes
while Catholics are found
predominantly in the lower
classes’.

Sir Basil Brooke, Northern
Ireland’s longest serving prime
minister, spelled it out:

‘I recommend those people who
are Loyalists not to employ Roman
Catholics, 99 per cent of whom are
disloyal...If you don't act properly
now, before we know wEere we
are we shall find ourselves in the
minority instead of the majority.

Unionist local authorities failed
to house Catholic families. Dis-
crimination became a way of life.

Against this background the
Northern Ireland Civil Rights
Association was formed. It was
purely reformist, its constitution
modelled on the British National
Council for Civil Liberties.

It included middle class Catho-
lic reformers, trade unionists,
Stalinists, Liberal Protestants and
some representatives of radical
students at Queens University.
NICRA adopted the following
demands:

a. One man one vote in local elec-
tions; b. the removal of gerry-
mandered boundaries; c. laws
against discrimination in local

_ Nationalism

%%Wcst Scotland WRP'S descri-
tion of the Scottish Nationalist
arty as ‘petty-bourgeois’
(Workers Press, 5 November), is
iz ‘highly misleading. As I pointed
ﬁg;%‘;out in a letter you kindly pub-
iiiilished in your issue of 17 Janu-

Twenty Years On. Edited by Michael Farrell.
Brandon, £4.95

government and the provision of
machinery to deal with comp-
laints; d. allocation of public
housing on a private system; e.
repeal of the Special Powers Act;
f. disbandment of the B Specials.

These were reformist demands
which failed to challenge the basis
of this discrimination, the
existence of the six-county state
itself.

For the Stalinists of the
Communist Party of Ireland this
was not surprising as they had
long abandoned the national
struggle and had opportunistically
organised themselves on partit-
ionist lines creating separate
parties for the six and %6 counties.

The civil rights movement in the
United States provided inspir-
ation. As Sean %AacSliofain was
later to comment:

‘Little did the handful of people
who sponsored it or the Repub-
lican leadership who supported it
imagine where that first civil
rights march was to lead the entire
nation”.

The first civil rights march in
August 1968 was to protest against
the eviction of a Catholic family
by Dungannon District Council,
who planned to re- allocate the
house to a 19-year old protestant.

The Dungannon-based Camp-
aign for Social Justice attracted
4,000 people to 2 march from
Coalisland to the Market Square
in Dungannon. The march encoun-
tered the joint opposition of
Paisley's UPV and the B Specials.

The march organisers ordered
the protesters home. Instead they
sat in the middle of the road
singing until midnight.

Marches consistently encount-
ered the combined resistance of
Loyalist gangs and the Royal
Ulster Constabulary which culm-
inated in a gangster-like attack on
the Belfast to Derry march of 1969.
This march, frequently diverted

from Scottish soil, the closure
of nuclear power stations, an
end to the dumping of nuclear
waste and the public ownership
of the land. As one who desires
1o see a Scottish Workers
Republic as advocated by the
ﬁcat MarxistLeninist, John

acLean, I always vote SNP, as
they are the only party wholly
committed to independence for
Scotland.

A vote for Labour is a wasted

rebe

by the RUC, was stoned and
attacked by Loyalist thugs.

At Burntollet Bridge near Derry
the marchers were led into the
ambush by senior police officers
and received a terrible beating.
Some of those doing the beating
were off duty members of the B
Specials.

It was in August, following the
‘Battle of the Bogside' in Derry
where the state forces were beaten
back by working class Catholics,
the northern state became
completely unstabilised and
British troops intervened.

The developments in Ireland
that year were part of a huge
world- wide movement of the
working class - the Tet offensive
in Vietnam, the Prague spring in
Czechoslovakia followed by the
Soviet invasion, the murder of 300
students in Mexico on the eve of
the Olympic Games, the revolt of
the French working class culmin-
ating in the general strike of that
year.

Michael Farrell makes the
connection in his introduction to
the nine essays in this book. Ile
recalls:

Sl couple of car-loads of
Young Socialists and students
joined the march from Belfast
where we had just held our own
march early in the day in protest
at the Soviet invasion of Czecho-
slovakia. For us it was symbolic
fusinF of the international student

lion with the smouldering
revolt against specific grievances
of Northern Ireland, but when we
arrived at Coalisland we had an
immediate clash with the stewards
of the civil rights march, who
objected to our red banner and the
flag of the Vietnamese National
Liberation Front, left over from
our regular Saturday afternoon
B.rmcst against the war in

ietnam’.

‘Most accounts in the book are
similarly more anecdotal than

academic, described by one re-
viewer as "a series of literary
home movies’.

Gerry Adams recollects his carly
involvement in the civil rights
movement and the breakdown in
republican isolation that resulted;
he explains how the struggle for
civil rights developed into a
struggle for national rights and the
subsequent division between
those ‘“intent on exposing the
irreformable nature of the Six
Counties State’ and those ‘follow-
ing a gradualist approach to
reform the state’.

The book contains contributions
from Geoff Bell, Carol Coulter,
Michael Farrell, Bernadette
(Devlin) McAliskey, Incz
McCormack, Ellis McDermott, Ed
Moloney and Margaret Ward.

In the issue of the ‘Irish Worker’
dated 14 March 1914, at the first
intimation of partition, James
Connolly wrote:

*‘Such a scheme as that agreed to
by Devlin and Redmond, the
betrayal of the national democracy
of industrial Ulster would mean a
carnival of reaction both North
and South, would set back the
wheels of progress, would destroy
the oncoming unity of the Irish
Labour Movement, and paralyse
all advance movements while it
endured.

‘To it, Labour should give its
bitterest opposition, against it
Labour in Ulster should fight even
to the death if necessary, as our
fathers fought before us.’

History has confirmed Conn-
olly’s prognosis. Twenty years on,
the British state is more brutal and
barbaric than ever, imprisoning
thousands of republicans,
operating a shoot-to-kill policy,
abolishing the right to silence,
falsely imprisoning the Birming-
ham Six and the Guildford Four
and imposing South African-style
censorship on the media.

Twenty years after the civil
rights marches, Connolly’s
‘carnival of reaction” has become
an everyday reality.

Roger McGough
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GOVAN - TWO FINGERS
TO THE LABOUR PARTY

| _WEST SCOTLAND WRP |

‘WHEN I got into that polling
booth I just couldn’t put my X
down for Labour” said an anti-poll
tax campaigner and lifelong
Labourvoter. -

Along with 14,676 others, the
Scottish Nationalist Party’s Jim
Sillars in the Govan by-election
helped destroy Labour’s
apparently impregnable 19,500
majority. It was a swing of 33 per
cent.

Neil Kinnock pronounced
idiotically that the crushing defeat
of his candidate, print union
official Bob Gillespie was a
‘protest vote against Mrs Thate-
her’.

The Govan electorate has always
hated Thatcher, producing
enormous Labour majorities
through-out her reign.

This vote was a protest all right -

against the Labour Party’s
crawling submission to the poll
tax and other Tory policies.

Govan voters’ thinking was
clearly expressed at a public
meeting to which all candidates
were invited, called by
errox-Cessnock Against the Poll

ax.

Angry questions were directed
at Ayrshire Labour MP George
Foulkes, deputising for Gillespie.

Only electing a Labour
government could defeat the poll
tax, said Foulkes - opposition by
other means was worthless.

He did not answer a question
about whether he personally
would refuse to pay.

Trying to recover credibility in
his summing up, Foulkes remin-
ded the audience that his party
had supported the miners.

*What kind of support was that?'
demanded furious hecklers.
‘Kinnock supported the police’
they yelled, and ‘The Labour
leaders sold out the miners”.

This is why Labour lost!
Yesterday they betrayed the
miners, today they betray the poll
tax fight, rejecting a non-payment
tactic and inplementing the tax in
councils they control.

The middle class SNP, whose
majority group councillors in
Angus implement the tax as
vigourously as the Labourites,
sensed the issuc was a winner.

Sillars was identified on the
ballot paper as ‘SNP- no poll tax ’,

His victory certainly didn't
signify an upsurge cfgcotlish
nationalism and an exit poll
conducted at voting stations
indicated that only one fifth of
voters backed the SNP's
‘independent Scotland”.

Sillars led the Scottish Labour
Party, which split from Labour in
the mid 1970s, and is not shy to
talk about *socialism®.

Traditionally-Labour voters who
backed him , interviewed on TV
said they were ‘voting for a
Labour man' and did not think
they were betraying their class.

The SNP has proposed a
Labour-Democrat-SNP electoral

alliance to turn Scotland into a
‘Tory-free zone’.

The right wing Paisley Labour
MP Allan Adams responded by
speculating that, if the SNP stood
down in Ayr (defence Minister
George Younger's constituency)
and Labour stood down in Tory
Nicholas Fairbairn’s seat, the same
could be acheived.

There were recriminations from
‘left’ MPs against Kinnock. If the
by-election has thrown the Labour
leaders into deep crisis, this is no
thanks 1o their ‘opponents’ (?1) in
Stalinist and even so-called
‘Trotskyist’ groups .

The British Communist Party
called for a Gillespie vote, and its
members asked anti-poll tax
campaigners not to lobby those

[ BY BRONWEN HANDYSIDE |

THE UNIVERSITY of Bradford
announces ti:s week that it will
be awarding honorary degrees in
social sciences to two upstandi-
ng citizens.

One is going to Kenneth Morri-
son - ‘for his contribution to the
development of William Mo-
rrison’s into a leading UK
supermarket chain.' The other
goes to Colin Sampson - ‘for his
work as Chief Constable of
West Yorkshire since 1983 and
in particular in recognition of his
services for the City of Brad-
ford.”

When asked to comment on
the awards, a Bradford academic
said ‘It is difficult to see exactly
what contribution Kenneth Mor-
rison has made to the social
sciences. To my knowledge
there has been no discussion
amongst staff or students at the
university as to what the
positive results of building a
chain of supermarkets is.

What about the contribution of
the people who work there, and
what about the small shops he
has driven out of business? The
real question is, of course, how
much cash he is going to give
the university.

‘*When you add to this the
government’s new policy of
making students take out loans
to pay for their education, why
don’t the university authoritics
make a proper job of it and hang
out a sign in front of the buil-
ding saying ‘Degrees for sale?’

what about a deo

Labour councils who are impl-
ementing the tax, for fear of
high-lighting Labour’s treachery
during the campaign.

The Militant group has long
made it clear that they will
subordinate the anti-poll tax ca-
mpaign to electoral politics.

The Labour Committee on
Ireland made its contribution.
They pleaded with Sinn Fein who
had considered standing to
highlight the new censorship laws
not to do so in case it cost Gilles-
pie the seat.

In the event all this didn’t help.
The crisis of working class
leadership is staring us in the face.

The WRP bases itself on the
fight to resolve that crisis.

It can’t buy love - but

ree?

‘I find it even more of a
struggle to see what Constable
Colin Sampson has contributed
to social sciences. Nobody in
the faculty, and no academics
have been asked to assess his
‘contributions’.

‘ His major pieces of work have

been to preside over West Yor-
kshire during the period of the
miners’ strike, with all the
attendant police thuggery, and
Lo sel up agents provocateurs to
frame innocent football fans,
including Patrick Slaughter.’

In a document leaked a
fortnight ago, Robert Jackson,
the Minister for Higher
Education reveals his belief in
a ‘more market- oriented sys-

tem’ of financing universities .

and polytechnics. He advises
industrialists to acquire the
right to control the nature of
courses in institutes of higher
education through their
financial contributions

Tory plans for the privatisation
of education are identical with
those for all other public ser-
vices - local government, trans-
port, water, electricity, gas, Brit-
1sh Airways - etc etcelc.

But - when the development
of human culture is subordi-
nated to the British shopkee-
per's search for the most
profitable kind of soap powder,
you have a society which
turning on even the cultural
gains it has made in the past.

The British grocer’s daughter
demands that everybody think
like a British grocer.
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NO CHANGE
ON LONDON
UNDER-
GROUND

[ BYROYTHOMAS |

SIR KEITH Bright,
Chairman of London
Regional Transport,
(appeinted by Ken Livin-
gstone, ex-leader of the
GLC) has reluctantly
resigned following the
report on the Kings Cross
massacre.

He has been replaced by
another member of LRT’s
board, Sir Niel Shields, a for-
mer boss of the New Towns
C?rporation before it was sold
off.

He is a member of ‘Aims of
Industry’, of the right-wing
Carlton Club, and 3 former
Conservative candidate.

Shields has taken over the job
of ensuring that the cost- cutti-
ng philosophy of London
Underground and London Bu-
ses which created the conditio-
ns for the death of 31 (or was it
32 or 337 - there are still pans
of bodies unaccounted for) at
Kings Cross does not change.

He has the support of Michael
Marsh, the new chairman and
managing director of London
Underground who has replaced
Dr Tony Ridley.

Mr Marsh has no transport
background. He is a chartered
accountant whose background
is House of Fraser, John Mow-
lems, and Bank of America. He
was appointed to the LRT
board only eight months ago by
Paul Channon, Secretary of
State for Transport.

Shortly after he was appoi-
nted, Judy Snell, a senior cor-
porate planner for LRT was
writing to Underground and
Bus senior managers saying
they ‘should maintain a dyna-
mic approach to seeking out
unit cost reductions”.

So while the two top
directors have changed, the
policy laid out by the Secretary
of State for Transport has not.

National Union of Railwa-
ymen officials say any changes
at Kings Cross are cosmetic -
and the introduction of new
exit gates, designed to do away
with ticket collectors is still to
go ahead. Had they been in
operation last November the
dead would have numbered in
the 100s rather than tens.

It is not possible to run a
safe public transport system in
any major city at a profit.

Since the plan is to sell off
London Underground and
London Buses in the next few
years, it must be made
profitable, whatever the cost in
lives.

The change of chairmanship
will not make London’s buses
and trains safer.

The only way to do that is to
put the control of the industry
into the hands of those who use
it and work in it.
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