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Respect and opportunis

unday January 25 sees thdruth is that, as presently constitutedand gay rights, but, as shown by the
national Convention of the Respect unites little more than whaSA's January 17 national council, a
Left and the formal launch of the Socialist Alliance achieved at itsworkers’ representative on a worker’s
Respect (a rather tortured acrather modest best. The interim comwage, opposition to immigration con-

January 22 20@12 worker

ronym standing for ‘respect’, ‘equal- mittee is the rump Socialist Alliancetrols, republican opposition to the
ity’, ‘socialism’, ‘peace’, ‘environmen- plus George Galloway, plus GeorgdJK's monarchical constitution, prole-

talism’, ‘community’ and ‘trade Monbiot, plus Salma Yagoob. Nottarian socialism, etc).

unionisn’). Naturally communists not only is the trade union awkward squad The foolish notion is that Respect
only wish Respect well, but seek acnoticeably absent; so too are reprezan be all things to all people. In other
tive involvement at all levels. Respecisentatives of the Labour left. No CLPswords only by moving further and

says it is determined to overcome thé&lo Labour councillors. Even the further to the right can the left get votes

“crisis of representation” and tackleMorning Stars Communist Party of

- a caricature of what the SWP used

the “democratic deficit” which exists Britain finally balked at the prospect. to say about the sorry course plied by

“at the heart of politics in Britain”. And in order to take this “momen-

Such ends - if they are to betous step forward” the SWP has bee
achieved - necessitate definite meangrepared to pay a price: seemingly an:
We shall therefore argue for demo+price. The Socialist Alliance’s pro-
cratic structures, transparency, inclugramme has been watered down to
sivity and replacing vague minimalist, essentially petty bour-
formulations with concrete political geois wish list. Many points are un-

successive generations of Labourites.
Hlistorically this is false: eg, the Bol-

gheviks stayed true to their principles
and still won election after election.

lsloreover such an attitude treats the
electorate - ie, the working class - with
utter contempt. Elections become not

demands. For example, having lamebjectionable, a few eminently sup-about making propaganda and en-

basted Britain’s “democratic deficit’, portable. Nevertheless, there appea

t&ncing class combativity, but rather

we are surely obliged to unite aroundo be a ruling belief that platitudes aresaying what you think people want to
the only coherent alternative - the ‘r’ preferable to principles and that les§iear in a desperate bid to get elected -
in Respect should stand for republi-always equals more: ie, the less Realmost for its own sake.

canism: ie, abolition of the monarchyspect has to say, the more it will attract Unless we equip ourselves with a
and the House of Lords, and for a fedpartners and in due course votedully rounded programme - one firmly

eral republic of England, Scotland andViarxism has a term for this - oppor-|
Wales and a united Ireland. tunism.
Respect also requires a culture of Though often transparently sin-

based upon the Marxist world outlook
- the chances of success are slim in-
deed. If Respect is viewed as any kind

civilised debate. Allowing the floor cere, opportunism is a well trod roacbf a threat to the existing order the pro-
just a few pinched hours to decideto disaster, and has recently hadapitalist parties, media, educational

upon the array of motions and amendSWPers mournfully citing the Muslim
ments that have been submitted is Association of Britain and its unwill-

establishment and think tanks, will
interrogate not only what it says, but

worrying sign. Those who hold minor-ingness to join us (reportedly it will whatitleaves unsaid. Every diplomatic

ity viewpoints must be given their duelend support from the sidelines). Ap-silence, every gaping hole, every con-

respect - that means sufficient time tgarently the paper you are now readradictory statement, every shortcom-

explain themselves, argue and reply.ing is to blame.
Equally worrying is the underhand MAB vehemently objects to Re-

ing will be minutely probed, dissected
and pored over and mercilessly high-

determination of the Socialist Work- spect’s pledge to uphold the “right tolighted by their well oiled publicity

ers Party to exclude the Socialist Partgelf-determination of every individual
in England and Wales and all criticalin relation to their ... sexual choices”.

machines. Under such circumstances
lack of a programme becomes a fatal

voices to its left: Alex Callinicos spe- And, of course, this formulation wasweakness.

cifically targeted the CPGB and theintroduced in the aftermath of our

Hence we have to ask ourselves

“poisonous”WeeklyWorker Fortu- polemical broadsides against Lindseyvhether or not Respect is really an
nately an approach not necessarilGerman. She notoriously announceddvance on the SA. For all its faults

shared by Galloway - he finally agreedat Marxism 2003, the SWP’s annua

bnd limitationsPeople before profit

to meet SPEW'’s reps on January 23educational event, that women'’s andepresented at least two steps forward.
So far all discussions, negotiationgyay right should not be treated agirstly, by accepting it as the basis of

and deals have been done in secréshibboleths” WeeklyWorkerJuly 10

common action we achieved a virtu-

almost conspiratorially. No minutes2003). A clause four moment. At theally unprecedented degree of organi-
have been issued. Decisions havtime, the motivating idea of comradessational and programmatic unity.
been taken by a self-selected elite German and Rees was to cement aecondly, in practice most of the SAs

consisting of George Galloway, theelectoral pact with Birmingham'’s cen-

principal supporting organisations

dissident MP; Ken Loach, the leftwing tral mosque ... and naturally that mearghifted significantly to the left - from

filmmaker; Guardian columnist ‘respecting’ islam’s traditional attitude

auto-Labourism or passive absten-

George Monbiot; Salma Yagoob oftowards women and homosexualstionism to actually presenting their
Birmingham Stop the War Coalition; Women are viewed as inherently infeown alternative.
SWP leader John Rees; Nick Wrackrior and homosexual acts are deemed Had the SWP encouraged “all its

chair of the Socialist Alliance; Linda an abomination in the sight of god.

members and supporters to throw

Smith of London FBU; Mark Ser- Our protests against this blatanthemselves into building” the SA,

wotka, PCS general secretary; anattempt to lay the ground for trad-

rather than waiting till Respect before

Bob Crow, general secretary of RMT.ing away elementary democraticmaking such a bold call, then surely
Disappointingly comrades Serwotkaprinciples were answered by SWRve would have been well placed to
and Crow have subsequently backedational secretary Chris Bamberyengage with and recruit many of those
away from fullinvolvement. Hence theHe unleashed his goons. CPGBvho were mobilised by the anti-war
trade union input is much diminished.members leafleting outside Marxismmovement - crucially leading sections

Where does that leave Respect2003 were not only harangued bu

of the organised working class. In-

Frankly, it all depends on who you askphysically assaulted - somethingstead, before, during and after the Iraq

Understandably George Galloway hasvhich still to this day has not re-
no desire to ruin his chances of triumsulted in any calls for disciplinary

invasion, the SWP ensured that the
SA was kept as an on-off united front.

phantly following Ken Livingstone action inside the SA nor even anMostly off. The result - demoralisation,

back to the bosom of the Labour Partyapology from a contrite SWP cen-
George Monbiot too views Respectral committee.
as a short-term project - one designed Not surprisingly though, there wasl

decline in members, derisory votes and
now virtual death. What might have
been can surely be glimpsed from the

to punish Tony Blair and bring the La-much consternation amongst hones$cottish Socialist Party’s altogether

bour Party to its senses. As a left musSWPers. And thankfully there are

better record - left nationalist and pa-

lim, Salma Yaqoob presumablymany of them. Doubtless to calm theirochial though the organisation is.

considers Respect some kind of confears and assuage outraged leftwin

g People tend to join and vote for par-

tribution towards the universal cali- allies the SWP grudgingly agreed tdies which over a sustained period of
phate. Meanwhile the SWP talks ininclude a few words on women’s andime have established a known pres-
terms of working class representatiorgay rights. Remember, initiative in theence and record of activity and stand

and envisages Respect having a lifSWP emanates solely from above, s

on a comprehensive and testable pro-

after the June 10 ‘super Thursdayit is revealing that SWP cadre nowgramme. Put another way, despite the
elections for the European parliamensorrowfully refer to this as mistaken.failure of the SA the party question has

and Greater London Assembly. The implication is crystal clear: princi-

not gone away: it is simply posed

Yet, though heralded as a uniqueples are a burden; anything can banew in the more difficult subjective

opportunity to harness the anti-warsacrificed in the interests of “building
movement and “reshape politics”, thethe movement” (not only women’s

conditions of Respeat
Jack Conrad

Letters may have been
shortened because of space. According to Terry, by proposing a
Some names may have been state crackdown on what school stu-

changed dents are allowed to wear, the current

citizen number one, Chirac, is placing

himself “in the French republican tradi-

eadscarves tion” - even if, regrettably, he is “no
aving heard of Lutte Ouvriére’s posi-Robespierre”. Inspired by France, it

tion on the wearing of the islamic scarfeems, comrade Liddle fervently looks
by schoolgirls, | was not entirely sur-forward to the day when “the hijab, the
prised by the facts described in Pete¥kullcap and the cross, and all symbols
Manson’s article - though I'm grateful Of religious oppression, are consigned
to him for bringing out the details of theto the flames” and all the great religious
Lévy sisters’ case, and the nasty implitexts and scriptures are “consigned to
cations of supporting Chirac’s legislatiorthe attentions of worms and mice”.
(Weekly Workedanuary 8). ~ This is not the right approach. Leav-
For the French imperialist state to laynd aside the lurking philistinism and re-
down the law on what pupils can wearductionist atheology of such comments,
and teachers should enforce, and this f@mrade Liddle displays a woeful mis-
be greeted as a step to “freedom”, ignderstanding of secularism. Yet from
surely Orwellian! If Lutte Ouvriere mem- the standpoint of Marxism this is a rela-
bers in the teaching profession are rdively straightforward issue - at least from
a"y Welcoming and implementing Suchthe general theoretlca|-phl|OSOphlca|

bans, then calling them Chirac’s “policePoint of view.
men” is no more than fair comment. Secularism, for democrats, means the

But what's this? Lutte Ouvriére Say§_trict separation of church and state - that
it has been misrepresented, that the artf the state and itstitutionsmust not
cle’s “tone” is “insulting”, and that it is e permitted to promote, privilege or fa-
full of “factual mistakes” (Letters, Janu-Vour any religious faith or doctrine - thus,
ary 15). Well, not taking everything | Obviously, any form of religious worship
read in theNeekly Workeas holy writ OF instruction is prohibited, and school
(1), I'd have been grateful for thema_nd college_ b_uﬂdlngs are not allowed to
putting the record straight. But appardisplay religious symbols, “ostenta-
ently they ‘have not got time’, becausdious” or otherwise (though it goes with-
they are preparing for elections. (I hop&Uut saying that the overall question of
they will find time to answer questionsreligion - its historical origins, cultural
from voters in théanlieus or will they ~ Significance, etc - will, and indeed must
leave it to their left partners?) What'sbe, rigorously examined and discussed,
more - it seems their UK franchise, WorkWithout fear of censure, pedagogical
ers Fight, has not got time either. Rathefisapproval or offending ‘multicultural’
than take the opportunity to discus$ensibilities). However, what the indi-
what attitude socialists should take ofyiduals who attend these institutions
this issue, Anna Hunt says we shoul§hoose to wear, for whatever reason, is
not concern ourselves with event&ntirely up to them - or should be.
abroad, when the Socialist Workers For me this s just ‘classical’ or ‘ortho-
Party is trying to pursue ties with upo_dox’ Marxism - hardly rocket science. But
litical islam”. This is the old discredited for comrade Liddle, and presumably the
game of avoiding a serious issue bgomrades from Lutte Ouvriere (and the
pointing at something else. igue Communiste Révolutionnaire?), it

The issue of what attitude socialistdS “spurious libertarianism” and must be
should take to religion and the state is §0mbated. , _
bit bigger, and rightly interests far more S0 What is Terry’s non-spurious ap-
people, than what this or that IeftvvinngaCh? WeII_, like any vigilant state bu-
group is up to. It concerns us in Britairfeaucrat, or high priest, Terry knows what
or Ireland as much as in Israel, France ¢ best for you - and what is really, really
Irag. And, believe it or not, we are quitd?ad Hence the hijab, skullcap and cross
capable of opposing islamic, or any otheiikh turban? buddhist robe?) are “sym-
variety of reaction, without trusting ‘lib- Pols of oppression” - pure and simple.
eration’ to the bourgeois state, or abarfNo hamby-pamby stuff from Terry about
doning the defence of minorities andhe complexities of human nature, with
against state repression and racism. all its conflicting and overlapping cul-

It is ridiculous for the SWP to tail be- tural identities and mediations. Comrade
hind the Muslim Association of Britain, Liddle will forceyou to be free. There-
even reputedly urging its own memberdore, “Anythingwhich weakens the in-
to don the headscarf; but it would be #uence of religion in society and the
shame if the defence of minority rightsPower of the clergy over their flocks is
and youngsters like the Lévy sisterd0 be welcomed” (my emphasis).
was left to religious leaders, who want Given Terry's opening remarks, we
to use the issue to defend not freedorfave to assume that “anything” includes
but their own authority. For ‘revolution- the banning of the hijab, etc, by a right-
aries’ to accept, let alone uphold, repreving and corrupt monarchical French
Sive bans can only hand young muslimgres|dent, Wh|Ch WOUId turn a” FrenCh
(and other communities affected) backeéachers into part-time gendarmes
to religious leaders - and it also raise¥hose function is to police the class-
suspicions about the lefts own accomt@om and decide which pupil is wearing
modation to prejudices. | imagine a ostentatious” religious clothing/arte-
young woman looking in anguish fromfacts and which is not - and what hap-
religious tyranny to state oppressionPens to those who have the cheek to
and asking, ‘Is that all there is?" Surehactuallyvoice“ostentatious” religious
socialism must be able to offer an alterPeliefs and values? Watch this space.
native - one of truly human freedom. In this context, it is informative that

We should oppose the French go\,comrade Liddle singles out the Society
emment’s ban and the adoption of shari®’ League) of Militant Godless,
law in Irag. There’s no contradictionfounded in April 1925 in the Soviet Un-
there: only consistency. Some womefPn, for special praise - on the grounds,
comrades have recalled a past and s@f Terry puts it, that it “sought to free
valid slogan, ‘Not the church and not théhe minds of the Soviet masses from the
state! Women must decide their fate!’ feudal ideological grip of orthodox chris-

Charlie Pottins tianity”. Oh yes? In his comprehensive
email study of the League of Militant Godless
(or Atheists), Daniel Peris notes that the

- u League ultimately became little more than
Authorlta"an an ancillary weapon in the broader bat-

In his fire-and-brimstone artickupport-  tle for enforced collectivisation and in-
ing Jacques Chirac’s proposed ban ofustrialisation, a bureaucratic channel
the wearing of “ostentatious” religious/or the Stalinite dictatorship, with the
symbols, comrade Terry Liddle mani-result that *by the mid-1930s there was,
fests a disquietingly “authoritarianin effect, little that was atheistic in So-

irreligiosity (‘Secular support for ban’ viet anti-religion” (D PerisStorming the
Weekly Workedanuary 15). heavens: the Soviet League of the Mili-
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tant Godles®ew York 1998, p115). John expelled. There was no right of So, effectively, Roger supports the A‘ S I Ii iN

Is Terry really serious in looking to- appeal to this decision. expulsion. Good. In this, he is fully in line .
wards the League of Militant Godless, When John and | were voided bywith the vast majority of CPGB comrades. London Communist Forum
maybe even the Soviet Union itself, as &cargill in the Socialist Labour Party with-lan Mahoney Sunday January 25 - no forum
‘secular’ role model for socialists andout the right to appeal, the CPGB dekondon Sunday February 1, 5pm: ‘Marx-Engels versus de Tocqueville’, part two, using
communists in the 21st century? Or perscribed this as undemocratic. Demo- August Nimtz'sMarx and Engels - their contribution to the democratic break-
haps he would prefer an Enver Hoxhaeratic centralism should require aQuestioning throughas a study guide.
style atheocracy - which saw thedisciplinary committee composed of Diorama Arts Centre, 34 Osnaburgh Street, London NW1 (nearest tubes: Re-

Albanian masses ‘officially’ liberated comrades not on the PCC and the rigt&t the January 20 ‘British politics at the gents Park, Great Portland Street).
from the influence of religion. Luckily, of appeal should be built into the rulescrossroads’ meeting in Cardiff, | had the

comrade Liddle can still avail himself ofBarry Biddulph pleasure of questioning John Rees. ~ Europe-wide action for migrants

the opportunity to visit North Korea, Chair, Stockport SA | asked him why the chairperson had Against detention and for migrant rights, called by European Social Forum.
where | am sure that Fhel’e is not a hljab, failed to introduce him as a member of Public meeting Tuesday January 27, 630pm - ‘Oppose Asy|um and |mmigra_
skullcap or cross in sight and all SUpe[Be eated the SWP. Furthermore, all reference 10 tion Bill. Grand Committee Room, House of Commons. Speakers include Neil
stition is surely banished - so the mass p the revolutionary politics the working = Gerrard MP.

there must be happy and free, if we ardohn Pearson has used this forum (Letlass needs in order to transform soci- Protest outside parliament Friday January 30, 11am, St Stephens Gate. Release

to follow Terry’s idealised logic. ters, January 15) to take issue with mgty was absent from his opening re- || detainees. For an unconditional ‘Blunkett amnesty’ for all asylum-seekers
In his polemics against Bakunin on theefence of the CPGB's decision to expaharks. | was disturbed by his response.and migrants without status.

peasantry, Marx warned against treatingim from the party (Letters, DecembeiQuite openly, he informed the audience Organised by Save Our Souls Immigration Discrimination: 07949 282445:
“atheism as dogma”. Unfortunately,18). He accuses me of “inventing previthat he had withheld this information be- dikeka@onetel.com
comrade Liddle has not heeded this adus form” when | described his “re-cause he wanted people to join Respeci\oise demonstrationClose down Lindholme - Saturday January 31, Lindholme
vice - you get the impression that he is peated refusal” to accept the legitimacynd not be put off. removal/detention centre. Meet 12 noon, Tyrham Hall Hotel, South Yorkshire
materialist because he is an atheist, nof party decisions and said that he had There are a humber of concerns here,(on the A614, south of Hatfield Woodhouse).
an atheist because he is a materialist.“repeatedly let down his comrades™. Not only are his remarks both patronis- Sumac Centre: 0845 458 9595; lindholme@veggies.org.uk

Means determine ends and ends de-The Collins concise dictionargle- ing and fundamentally dishonest, but
termine means, as Marx consistentljines the word ‘repeat’ as: “to do or ex-they reveal little understanding of the role Stop the BNP

stressed throughout his political life. Itperience (something) again, once oparties play in engaging with the new gpen discussion meeting to develop a strategy to counter anti-working class
can never be said too often: socialism iseveral times”. As comrade Pearsonoalition. Presumably, comrade Rees pojitics of BNP. Open University Conference Centre, 344-354 Grays Inn Road

the winning of the battle for democracybroke party discipline by voting againstplans to introduce revolutionary politics  (next to Lloyds bank), Kings Cross, London, Thursday February 5, 7pm. Speak-
not how many ‘atheist drives’ you canour agreed line on three separate occltile by little to the wider movementand ers include Mark Metcalf (Revolutions Per Minute).
launch or the passing of anti-democratisions at the inaugural conference of theopes to see the SWP grow as a resultorganised by London Corresponding Committee, BCM 3514, London WC1N 3XX.

pseudo-secular laws. Democracy Platform of the Socialist Al-However, is it not the case, comrade
Eddie Ford liance, it seems to me that my use of thiRees, that in order to change society thePeace, not war
Cornwall term Is accurate. prevailing ideas must be challenged? -y sical festival, Thursday February 12 to Sunday February 15 2004, to mark

Moreover, during the month between All transformation starts with a pole anniversary of 2003 global anti-war protests. The Hackney Ocean, Mare Street,

these incidents and the party aggregat# opposition. If it does not, then you | E ite Hacki hall). T isuals. il K-
JOhn the martyr on December 8, John was asked marwill find that you have not changed so- Sﬁgggthié%F;pgf Ittgp pag:rfgrgn);et?;/v Qon%r%e\év‘o stages, visuals, films and wor

Manny Neira makes a compelling caséimes by various comrades if he woulciety, but it has changed you. Thursday February 12: rock, punk, indie; Friday February 13: hip hop, r and b
for the democratic aspects of democratiendertake to abide by the rules of th&than Grech reggae; Saturday February 14 da’nce; S:unday February 15: acoustic: folk, jaz’z.
centralism (eekly Workedanuary 15). party. During numerous email exchangeSardiff £17.50 per night, plus booking fee. All proceeds to peace campaigns. Wheel-
But he does not apply his valid pointdhe refused to give such an undertaking, chair access

to the expulsion of John Pearson frona stance heepeatedverbally at the ag- P Not War. PO Box 44212. L E3 4WB: 020 7515 4702 http:
the CPGB. The political context was thegregate itself, much to the disappoint-Respec‘t eace Not War, PO Box o LEILI S 5 (D TS Sz Iy

A i . WWW.peace-not-war.ort
development of the ‘peace and justicehent of all who were present. | attended the first launch meeting of the P g

Respect unity coalition by the Socialist If the comrade does not have accedespect unity coalition in Liverpool - CPGB history
Workers Party and the CPGB attitudeo a dictionary at home, | suggest he triesiore out of interest than any genuine People’s History Museum, Pump House, 1 Bridge Street, Manchester M3

towards it. using one of the many excellent onlinenthusiasm for the project. As custom Conference: The CPGB and its history, Saturday February 2

What should have happened accoraeference resources. dictates, a veritable feast of lefty paper- gynibition: The story of the Communist Party of Great Britain. Open until Sun-
ing to Manny’s stress on the democratiSteve Cooke sellers flanked the entrance to the meet-day April 25 Tuesday-Sunday, 11am to 4.30pm Entrance" £1- children and
pole is this. The CPGB Provisional CenStockton-on-Tees ing - held at the Gladstone Hotel. e e, B Friday olihemoni i Bliters guide’.tou;
tra: Corlnmitt%e nﬁeets to discuss the new Miclhael Iﬁavalette, the (l:lountry’s sole )161-839 6061 kérenm@peopleshistorymtiseum org.uk '
political turn by the SWP. It's a new, sig-Not selective Socialist Alliance councillor, oversaw ' e

nificant development which has no pre® proceedings. Journalist Yvonne Ridley Labour democracy

vious membership mandate, so the PCComrade Roger Harper suggests thand director Alex Cox (d8id and Nancy : . )
as the political leadership, discusseghe expulsion of John Pearson exposdéame and supporter of the woollier-than- Ejgmp;igg{(;rml__ibcr)#rgglnanzrgﬁcrsacgaig?su ﬂgfgg rBaliIIImﬁgtlgg, S:r::rrg?gei?g-
debates the issues and publishes itlse CPGB's discipline as “selective” (Let-thou Green Party) were the first to lend i ryCW'U - AFI)icé MahonyMP -=P Y Rayes. g

political deliberations or minutes to theters, January 15). their support to the coalition. Y ’ ’

membership. It makes a recommendation As evidence, he cites the decision of However, John Rees, to his credit, stop The War Coalition

or shows a political lead by asking fora Party aggregate in early 2003 to sendmaentioned the working class at least four
approval of a course of action. The menletter to members who did not attend ther five times in his speech. Unfortunately
bership is then able to look at the leadnassive February 15 anti-war demo imost of his audience was middle class -
ers’ views and their differences ofLondon. He asserts that this was nevemd there’s nothing worse than middle
shading and emphasis. done. Therefore, comrades who failed tolass do-gooders telling the working

Now, since the membership of theshow on this “biggest class action forclass what's best for them. Comrade Ree!
CPGB is small and mainly based in Lonever 20 years” were never confrontedregurgitated the same abstract ideas thaNo more WMD
don, it can be easily called together for This is incorrect. Subsequent to thithe Socialist Alliance failed to win over
an aggregate of the full membership. Thaggregate decision, comrades who dithe class with, but he did get the middle
aggregate can agree or vote for an altenot get themselves to such key masdass radicals in the hall quite excited.
native position, or go for an amendedctionswerewritten to and asked for an The star attraction was the Great
line. The minor differences between thexplanation. This resulted in us eventukeader Galloway, his oratory as stirring
leaders can be noted and a view takeally parting ways with four comrades,as ever. Galloway’s motivations behind
on those so the leaders are not blindiywith varying degrees of amicability. Respect were clear. He informed us that ; : ,
trusted but accountable to the memberRoger was not a member during thisie didn’t want his 40 years of political Called by Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament, Aldermaston \Women's Peace
We would then have a majority collecperiod, so his take on these events isattivism to have been in vain. In other Camp and other local groups.
tive view after full or maximum opportu- little imprecise. | can assure him, howevegyvords, now he could no longer make a RDG
nity for debate and dissent. that both the aggregate and the leadaname for himself in the Labour Party, he . . .

Any fresh, significant developmentship of the Party regarded it an extremelwould make do with his budding new 10 contact the Revolutionary Democratic Group, email rdgroup@yahoo.com
would bring the same democratic censerious matter that a mass upsurge coutéind of acolytes. - - -
tralist response. Minutes of the PCC angropel the likes of Kylie Minogue onto The RUC represents no great im-
the aggrggate would clearly record thdg]epstreets, but not g/omradesg who clagrovement on rﬂevious effortg. Maybe SOC|aI|St Alllance
reasons for majority decisions and thsified themselves asembers the Independent Working Class Asso-
argument of any minority or dissenter. Roger’s last point concerning the exciation is the way forward, as other read- Creative House, 82-90 Queensland Road, London N7 7AS; 020-7609 2999;
Members would be able to reassess thmilsion of comrade Pearson himself doesrs have suggested. Maybe we need affice@socialistalliance.net
politics after been kept fully informed. not make sense. He calls the expulsioBonvention of the Working Class, free - -

But what actually happened was thata mistake”. But then he suggests thatom dogma and delusions of grandeur. COnvention of the Trade Union Left
there were no aggregates called for sorfimore in line” with the nature of comradeEither way, I've swallowed as much of Saturday February 7 2004, 11am to 5pm (registration from 10am), Friends Meet-

Annual conference, Saturday February 28, 10am (registration from 9am), Cam-
den Centre, London (opposite Kings Cross station).

Up to four delegates from each local group, two from affiliates. National indi-
vidual members may attend as observers. Register with STWC office no later
Sthan Saturday February 14. £10 per delegate/observer.

London to Aldermaston march, Easter 2004. Starts with rally, Trafalgar Square,
Friday April 9; march via Southall, Slough and Reading; ends bank holiday
Monday, April 12 with demonstration at Aldermaston atomic weapons estab-
lishment, Berkshire.

Aldermaston 2004, c/o AWPC, 18 Greenway Road, Bristol BS6 6SG;
www.aldermaston2004.net; info@aldermaston2004.net

weeks as the initiative unfolded. Nor wa$earson’s ‘crime’ would have been “ahis stuff as | can take. ing House, Euston, London (nearest tubes: Euston, Euston Road). Union spon-
there any record or minutes of the politireturn to candidate membership or sugoe Brunton sors include: London region Unison; London region FBU; London Transport
cal discussion among the trusted leagborter status”. Yet John Pearson madeédmail region RMT; London region GMB; Essex committee FBU; Cambridge and Dis-
ers of the PCC, according to Manny. Iplain throughout the aggregate that he trict Trade Union Council; Natfhe Western Region; Yorkshire and District Nat-
was all top-down centralism. There waad no intention of voluntarily relinm o association fhe. Speakers include Bob Crow, general secretary RMT; Mark Serwotka, general
no consistent attitude from the leaderquishing Party membership and becomt secretary PCSU; Billy Hayes, general secretary CWU; Paul Mackney, general
and it was difficult to know who repre-ing a supporter. | was intrigued by comrade Harris's as- secretary Natfhe.

sented the collective view of the PCC, An aggregate can hardiypposesup- sertion (January 15) that the letter from Organised by Socialist Alliance, tu-convention@yahoo.co.uk

let alone the membership. porter status on a comrade who does nbtick O’Conaill (January 8), in which he

John Pearson was expelled in an agvant it. It can only deprive a comrade onnounces his intention to join the National conference
gregate called to retrospectively authomembership - it is up to that individuallWCA, shows that the CPGB “is now Saturday March 13, London. Details to be announced.
ise the CPGB leaders’ course of actioto decide their future relationship withlosing even its close supporters”. — . e -
by a membership which was not activelghe organisation. Comrade Pearson hasWhois Mick O’Conaill? As far as | am Bulldmg a socialist alternative
involved in the SA or a dialogue with themade it clear in practice since he left ouaware, this person has had no associaSA pamphlet by Alan Thornett, £2 each; discounts for bulk orders.
leaders in an open and transparent pro@nks that he has no intention of beingon with the CPGB whatsoever.

ess. The motion for expulsion was putegarded as a supporter of the CommMark Fischer b k ct-
by Jack Conrad, the leader who wantedist Party. London www-cp -or -u a |0n
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RESPECT

Labour Start -
http:/Mmww.labourstart.org

Web
breakfast

thome, breakfast telly has become as an essential part of my
A morning routine, alongside my cup of tea and bowl of cereal.

Usually I tend to go for the BBC o, if | am feeling particularly
masochistic, Murdoch’s Orwellian channel, Fox ‘News’.

Both offer variations on a theme. Fox and the BBC only feature
news items that they define as important, such as mainstream party
politics, international issues, economic news, etc. Such mouthpieces of
the ruling class exist to produce news for themselves; therefore itis
pretty uncontroversial to say that Marxists should view the bourgeois
media through a critical lens. Thatiis, not only do the media distort
what s reported, but also leave a lot of things unsaid. Out of sight, out
of mind.

Therefore the comrades responsible for the Labour Start website
are to be congratulated for putting together a genuinely useful tool.
Whereas most left groups use the internet in a strictly instrumental
fashion (ie, just sticking up a website carrying their party’s partisan
positions and contact details), Labour Start brings together hundreds
of stories every week culled from little-circulated union releases, as
well as obscure corners of the bourgeois media. Itis pretty similartoa
cyberspace version of Socialist Worker's ‘News and reports’ feature,
with a bit more detail and the occasional imprimatur of ‘respectable’
news organisations.

These items occupy the main field under the heading, ‘This week’s
top stories’, and link to reports by the media outlets concemed. For
example, leaders at the time of writing concern the three-month-old
Californian grocery worker’s strike (LA Times), more Enron-style
disclosures from unions representing Parmalat’s workforce (New
York Times), and the formation of Bahrain’s federation of unions (Gulf
News). This is followed by a special section on the Sars virus (which
appears to be broken), before a (very large) round-up of today’s news
from the international frontline of the class struggle. There is no
mistaking its impressive scope, but no items from the left press geta
look in. Do Labour Start comrades believe such reports to be crude
position pieces, or are the left’s questionable journalistic standards to
blame?

Aniinvestigation of the navigation panel turns up a lot of interest-
ing additional material. tis headed with January’s ‘Job of the month’ -
an organiser vacancy for Teamsters for a Democratic Union in Detroit,
USA. This is followed by the site search engine, which covers recently
featured stories plus an archive stretching back five years. Next
follows a number of urgent stories asking the viewer to act - usually
by sending a standard email of protest helpfully provided by these
pages. Following yet another search engine (allowing for a search of
the archives for stories particular to individual countries) we have the
option to vote for the labour website of 2003. Naturally the Labour
Start web team fancy the accolade, but unfortunately the voting link
does not work! Still, at least you can take a look at the previous
winners.

The option to show appreciation financially is available via its
donation pages. This can be done online through PayPal or by snail
mail, care of aLondon address. The jobs page rounds up some union
vacancies ranging from regional organiser for the PCSU to a part-time
clerical position at Usdaw. As might be expected, the overwhelming
majority of vacancies are concentrated in the US-UK-Australia axis.
The newswire page is aimed at those with their own websites and
contains the techie info needed to set up a Labour Startfeed (itwas so
simple, even | could follow it). The ‘About’ page offers a quick guide to
the project, including links to its network of volunteers, mailing list,
and frequently asked questions. The forums link offers a variety of
boards of varying degrees of participation on anumber of topics.
Most seem union-specific (even down to branch level), and therefore
strictly on-topic, and appear well behaved. The war on terror forums
describe themselves as “a place to exchange news and information -
not to shout at each other”. Itis a pity that too few internet-using
socialists take heed of this advice.

There is alot more to Labour Start that this brief overview has
covered, and is well worth exploring in more depth. Comrades visiting
the site should take the home page legend seriously. it reads: “Where
trade unionists start their day on the net”. A pity Labour Start does not
do breakfast TV. t would be just the tonic to relieve my BBC-induced

indigestion ®

al

Fight for a party

he Convention of the Left prom-for the convention declaration. The
ises to found an alternative toRevolutionary Democratic Group,
New Labour this Sunday atbacked by the SA Democracy Platfor
Friends Meeting House in cen-is moving one: ‘Britain at the crossroads
tral London. In an attempt to unite thosésee p9). Workers Power is moving al
mobilised by the anti-war movementother. Both are improvements on thg
with trade unionists, socialists, environdraft. | have been told these will be take
mentalists and “faith communities”, itfirst, with the successful substantive
promises to be all things to all left-mindednotion then open to the amendment
people. received.
Communists will work within it to | do not know what amendments will
shape it into something of value to ouemerge on the day. But | do know thos
class. If the Respect coalition can cohergeing supported by the Democracy Pla
into a socialist organisation, supersedorm (SADP) and they all deserve com
ing the modest gains of the Socialistunist support. On the day, the SWi
Alliance, and sink roots throughout Brit-and its ISG ally will act as political po-
ish society, then it can play a central roléceman. They will speak left, vote right.
in the fight for the main political task fac-We were told at the SA national counci
ing our movement - the formation of athat these amendments were acceptal
working class party prepared to chal- in the right circumstances, but not this
lenge for political power. To this end, Sunday. Nick Wrack, SA chair and mem| :
communists critically engage with itsber of the Unity Coalition interim com- Galloway: blows
formation, coming as it does out of armittee, has said that he may support
anti-war movement that produced asome of these, come the autumn recoissociation of Britain has said it will
upsurge of anti-imperialist sentimentvening of the Unity Coalition, but now support the coalition in a similar way.
among wide sections of the populationis not the right time. It seems that there may be less organi-
It is, however, a contradictory devel- Motions supported by the SADPsational support for the coalition than
opment. Highly positive in the attempt(most of which are drawn directly fromcurrently exists for the Socialist Alliance
to channel the anti-war upsurge into &eople before projiinclude: for work- - it is certainly a blow to Galloway that
democratic movement for politicaling class representation on a workerghe Communist Party of Britain is stay-
change. However, it also reflects the failwage; for open borders and oppositioing out, along with, less unpredictably,
ure of the Socialist Alliance to emergeto immigration controls; what we meanthe Green Party. So just who will be in
from the mass protests as the considby socialism; for democratic selection othe coalition? How viable is it? Will it just
ent democratic and socialist voice capaeandidates; for republicanism. | underbe the SA plus a few more?
ble of carrying this through. Its birth is astand there is also a motion amending The SWP has been very exercised
recognition that the SA failed the test obpposition to the euro and calling for arand excited about the size of the ‘Britain
the war. active boycott to any referendum on itat the crossroads’ meetings held around
In order to keep a disparate politicallhe Communist Party will be moving anEngland and Wales. It is true they have
alliance together, the Socialist Workeramendment for the 'r' in Respect to stantheen excellent. But we ought to keep
Party, which will surely make up the bulkfor republicanism. things in perspective. There was much
of the convention, and its allies are The SA itself is moving three amend-wider interest and enthusiasm around
junking principle after principle to ments in one to the draft: for a minimumnhe launch of the Socialist Labour Party
launch Respect. Open borders and oprage of £7.40 an hour, for taxing the riclthan we are now witnessing. The meet-
position to immigration controls? Noand freedom for Palestine. While all aréngs featuring Scargill were generally
thanks. “Too advanced,” says Alarsupportable, they would not alter thebigger than what the current road show
Thornett of the International Socialistessentially left populist character of thés attracting.
Group, an SWP ally. Our elected repredeclaration. There are no guarantees in politics.
sentatives taking a worker's wage? Not Workers Power is also putting for-No predetermined outcomes. Those
for us. Might scare Campaign Groupwvard a motion calling for the formationwho are adopting an ‘I couldn't possi-
MPs away, says Rob Hoveman, thefa working class party. | see no harm ily join Respect’ pose are not engaging
SWP secretary of the Socialist Alliancevoting for it, although it is the concretewith reality as it develops. Communists
Democratic and transparent selection afuccess or otherwise of the coalition thatould not have proposed this coalition,
candidates? Not today, says the SWRill place this on the political agendabut, given its appearance, we will engage
Let's try to get the Muslim Association rather than such a motion at this stagevith it to continue the fight for the re-
of Britain on board instead. Its likely defeat could well see WP walkforged Communist Party our class
The SWP is definitely taking stepsout, as it did from the SA. needs. Respect is obviously not the only
backwards, as it gambles on highly risky The Socialist Party in England andsite where we carry out that struggle.
and unlikely organisational gains for it-Wales will be attending on Sunday;Those who take their eyes off develop-
self. The optimist in me wishes the conthough | am told it will not move any ments in the trade unions and foolishly
vention the best of luck, but | fear that ifamendments. Cut out from the initial ordismiss the Labour left as merelyin
the Respect ship sinks, the small adyanisation of the convention, SP represtaclewill be making a big mistake
vance that the Socialist Alliance representatives were due to attend an Marcus Strom
sents may be dashed against thElth-hour meeting with the Unity Coali-
opportunist rocks. tion interim committee in Coventry onConvention of the left
As we go to print, there is no agenddanuary 23. My soundings suggest th&unday January 25, 10am,
available. From what | know there are ghe SP will critically support the RespecFriends Meeting House,
handful of ‘delete all and insert’ motionscoalition from the outside. The Muslim Euston Road, London
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Europe: meeting
the challenge of
continental unity

Draft programme
of the CPGB

In 1981 the Leninists of the
'official' CPGB announced their
open, disciplined and principled
struggle to reforge the
Communist Party.

In this book of essays Jack
Conrad argues against those who
view the European Union and the
single currency with trepidation.
The unity of capitalist Europe is

draft

our opportunity to unite the This draft programme
European working class into a represents a milestone in this
single combat party - a defining task.

Communist Party of the EU. An
important step in that direction
would be a European Socialist Alliance.

ppl29, £5 or €8

Now republished in pamphlet
form. £1.50 or €2.00 (including
postage).
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SA NATIONAL COUNCIL

Left facing both ways

espite the previous insistenceums” were just “disruptive”, he said. on profit. It has socialism and trade un-
that the Socialist Alliance Comrade Thornett did not satisfactoions in its title ... We've got the majority C d b d
would only enter an electoral rily explain why his own motion - to in- of People before profihere.” OI I l ra e rel I Iel I l e re
alliance that was “open, demo-clude in the Unity Coalition statement Declan O’Neill, a supporter of the 5 L.
cratic and, of course, socialist’, and thalemands for taxing the rich, raising thédemocracy Platform, wondered why we In @ moving moment at the beginning of na-
it would fight for any new coalition to minimum wage to £7.40 an hour and freesould not propose “workers’ representa- tional council, comrades paid tribute to
adopt a socialist and working class plailom for Palestine - were neither “ultimatives on a worker’s wage” to the coali- Cecilia Prosper, who died on January 8. SWP
form, the SA national council, meetingtums” nor “disruptive”. This motion tion. “Are people worried we might member and SA candidate in local, Greater
on January 17, rejected attempts to makeas carried with no votes against.  actually win it?” At this, while SWPers  London and general elections, Cecilia was,
these promises a reality when it comes According to Simon Joyce, what wassnorted in derision, comrade Thornett gajd John Rees, somebody who was “admired
to next weekend's national conventiomeeded was not only the “right politics”was nodding vigorously. and envied”. There was “no-one more con-
of Respect. (which, needless to say, Respect already That was the point, comrade Thornett vincing wher-l talking to ordinary people”
The council voted overwhelmingly to had), but a “big organisation”. He wadater told the meeting: “We don’t want Th e p hry people”.
engage with the unity coalition, andconfident that large numbers of “youngto put amendments that would rupture at conviction came from her own experi- .
“seek to influence the development ofters” from the anti-war movementthe process. They would probably win €nc€ as a single mother, militant trade unionist and committed
Respect along the lines of the decisionsould flood into the coalition. But would and do damage - that would be ultra- fighter for her class ®
of the AGM and subsequent EC and NGhey “like what we say”? Would they left.” That was why he also opposed the
meetings”. But comrades then prothink, “I'll have bloody more of that’? inclusion of the demand for open borfebuke from Matthew Caygill: “Your You were scaremongering.” He made
ceeded to vote down by a margin ofNot if we go beyond platitudes, it seemsders: “That's one of the most contenenthusiasm sounds more like revivalgreat play of the fact that it was a prac-
around three to one a series of motions, The next SWPer wanted to know, whytious issues. For example, the Socialigsm,” he remarked. He pointed to theising muslim, Salma Yagoob, who wrote
put forward by the Democracy Platformall the fuss about programme and poiiParty wouldn't back it.” ‘real problems” ahead. Would it be posthat section of the declaration.
of the Socialist Alliance, which weretics? After all, ‘Land, bread and peace’ Comrade Thornett's idea was to “worksible to keep SA branches going at the | must say, | found this less than con-
aimed at strengthening the coalition’svas enough for the Bolsheviks. Briaron a long-term basis. We'll be voting to-same time as running Respect? He sugncing. As Steve Godward pointed out,
draft declaration along working class an@utterworth agreed. These amendmentiay not tosupport things we actively pected that the alliance would once agaibwas comrade Rees'’s partner, Lindsey
socialist lines. It seems that such “influalling for socialism were just “nit-pick- agree with”, such as workers’ MPs on &e put in the “deep freezer”. German, who had declared at the SWP's
ence” is for the indeterminate future. ing”. What mattered most was achievworker’s wage, which he “absolutely” Comrade Strom commented that thélarxism summer school that gay and
There were 70 or so delegates anithg a “breakthrough” - politics are supported. At least comrade Thornett igenunciation of everybody who waswvomen’s rights should not be regarded
executive members at Friends Hous&econdary, obviously. honest about his opportunism - in coninsufficiently enthusiastic and whoas “shibboleths”. And, as comrade
London for the national council. This Another SWP comrade reported thalrast to the SWP, whose line is comtaised constructive criticisms wasStrom pointed out, if the SWP was pre-
attendance, bigger than for recent N@eople from her union who would “neverpletely incoherent as a result of tryingdeeply anti-democratic. This is not apared to drop issues like open borders
meetings, largely resulted from increasedome to the Socialist Alliance” wereto face both ways. rally. It is a serious decision-makingand a worker's wage in order to pull in
mobilisation by the Socialist Workers“very enthusiastic” about Respect. The CPGB’s Marcus Strém was ondody.” Pete McLaren said he had beefroad support’, then why not “gender
Party. In a circular to SWP members RobDon't scare people by being sectarianf several comrades to deny that the Désaddened” by the level of debate andghts” too?
Hoveman referred to the January 3 meefie, pursuing class politics), she imploredmocracy Platform was in the business dfaction to Democracy Platform motions, The main contribution of Martin Tho-
ing of the SA national executive, whereYet another thought we should “getputting ultimatums. But he remindedwhen all we had been trying to do wasnas of the Alliance for Workers' Liberty
the SWP and allies “almost lost thre@mong the people first, then build thecomrades of the wording of the resolukeep the socialist strand going”. Dec+was to move a motion calling on the coa-
vital votes”, and stressed the need natrgument”. tion we had agreed at annual conferendén O'Neill referred to the SWP's “sin- lition to “break its links with George Gal-
to “take our eye off the ball” (January 9). The SWP comrades were forced to réFhe SA would “insist” (an ultimatum?) gle transferable speech”. loway MP". It won four votes. However,
Comrade Hoveman urged SWPers tsort to sophistry and demagogy in thenly that any new coalition was “open, It is certainly easy to become dethis did show that accusations about the
ensure that, one way or another, “goodbsence of any convincing argumentlemocratic and, of course, socialist’pressed when faced with SWHRnoving of motions aimed at disrupting
delegates” were at Friends House in oAs | pointed out, on the one hand thegince neither George Galloway, nophilistinism. Butitisimportant not to lose Respect were not entirely without foun-
der to avoid what he termed “sectariatell us that the Respect declaration i§eorge Monbiot, nor the Muslim Asso-sight of the bigger picture. Despite thatlation.
accidents” - ie, votes in favour of work-socialist to the core, while on the otheciation of Britain (invited to join by com- organisation’s tendency to gush (at the After the main debate, national coun-
ing class principle. arguing that we must not put forwardades Galloway and Rees) thinks thexpense of both honest analysis andl briefly discussed methods of election
And so it turned out. The SWP andsocialist arguments within it. declaration is socialist, Democracy PlatPrinciple), Respect does indeed preseti the executive. A motion proposed by
co voted down motions that sought to For example, Sarah Cox, was sure thérm comrades were simply aiming tous with an opportunity of engaging withcomrade Thornett and supported by the
commit coalition election candidates tamow “we are mainstream. Now we exspell out what comrade Wrack said wabroader forces, including those drawrSWP, calling for the continuation of the
be “workers’ representatives on a workpress the feelings of millions”. Leavingimplicit - make itexplicit, in other words. into politics by last year's anti-war up-slate system, but with nominations pub-
er's wage”; to make freedom of move-aside the wishful thinking, the implica-He urged council not to “keep our owrsurge. The opportunity will be wasted ifiished in advance, was adopted as a rec-
ment and open borders coalition policytion was that the posing of a clear workpolitics under wraps. Let's not be scarese do not use it to fight for what isommendation to be put to the March 13
to define socialism according Reople ~ing class alternative would reduce us tof our own shadows.” needed - crucially a working class partyspecial conference. An amendment from
before profif the SA's 2001 general elec-the margins once again. John Rees, by Dave Church said that it was simply a Comrade Wrack reported that he wasomrade Strom was accepted by the
tion manifesto; and to accept republicaneontrast, pretended that Respect's drafjuestion of putting our socialism to thedue to meet Socialist Party comrades tmover and will also go forward as a rec-
ism - again defined as People before declaration already posed that alternasote. If we were the majority we woulddiscuss their attitude to the new coaliommendation. This called for the con-
profit - as an aim. tive. He declared in his usual bombastiwvin. If not, we would lose. But of coursetion. He further stated that the Muslimference to elect an elections preparation
Delegates even rejected a motion calbtyle that we had “all stood on this prothe SWP knows full well that it will in all Association of Britain had declined thecommittee to oversee balloting and en-
ing for next weekend's convention to begramme” already: “It is identicatienti-  probability be able to win the vote. Un-nvitation to become involved. Although sure proportionality in accordance with
organised in an “open, democratic andal, to material the Socialist Alliance hadike comrade Thornett, however, it canit agreed with much of the declaration’she SA constitution.
transparent” way, with “space for de-put out”. not admit that itvantsthe coalition to contents, it could not support its “com- A motion from Mandy Baker and Will
bate” for “different views, declarations Funny, that - especially since theadopt some woolly platform that ismitment to gender rights”. NeverthelessMcMahon, calling for the replacement
and amendments”; and another whichreens also want to claim the declaratiomroadly leftwing - but definitely not according to comrade Wrack, the MABof the council tax by an income-based
proposed that coalition candidates bsent to them by comrade Wrack, as thebased on working class socialism. Sincgould support the coalition service tax was withdrawn for re-
similarly selected according to an “openpwn. According to Hugo Chariton, Greerthe left reformist politics upon which the“from the outside” (like drafting after some of its de-
democratic and transparent” process.Party chair in England and WalesSA contested elections have nothey supported the tails were queried.
Speaker after speaker from the SWFClearly the policy statement distributedbrought the desired results, perhapsberal Democrats at Finally, motions
and its allies condemned these proposy the ‘unity coalition’ is very close to moving to the right will do the trick. Elec- the Brent East by- from Martin Tho-
als as “ultimatums”, despite the fact thaGreen Party policies - the policies that wéoralism, anyone? election?). mas (solidarity
Democracy Platform supporters made ihave campaigned on in the past and As | say, the SWP cannot admit this, Comrade with former in-
clear that they were putting them forwardhose that we will take into next year’sSo it hides behind absurd claims sucRees taunted habitants of Di-
as policies to be supported by the allielections. While part of the statement isis Sean Doherty’s. Respect's statemerijose who ego Garcia) and
ance within Respect. There was no que the very long tradition of social jus-he said, was “radical and socialisthad claimed § John Pearson
tion of walking away from the coalition tice policies, to which the Greens alsd@while at the same time itwould “ratyi  the SWP (defence of refu-
if they were rejected on January 25.  subscribe, much of it is clearly based othose opposed to New Labour”). Awas pre- gees and asy-

SA chair Nick Wrack, in making the existing Green Party policies. good vote for Respect would apparentipared  to lum-seekers)
case for the executive majority, claimed “This has prompted us to wonderhelp break the grip of reformism on theditch - gay were passed
that none of the Democracy Platfornwhy people who evidently support ourworking class”. and wom- unopposead
motions were aimed at engaging pospolicies didn't simply decide to support SWPers continually accused Democen's rightsin Peter
tively with the coalition. Rather they the Green Party, which already hasacy Platform supporters of not being suforder to at- Manson

were aimed at stopping it. Comrade HoveMEPs, MPs, London assembly memberficiently enthusiasti@bout Respect. A tract  the
man alleged that their proponents hadand councillors with a proven trackcomrade from Birmingham said that thdV/AB to a
dismissive attitude to broader forces ancecord in terms of the policies the organnational council meeting was not at allpeace and
were only interested in “putting condi-isers of Respect want to promote’inspiring. As a 22-year-old, she wagustice’ coali-
tions”. (‘Why the greens won't be joining’ speaking for young people, who wantetion:  “You
Alan Thornett of the International Morning StarJanuary 20). to be “going out on the streets, not awere wrong.
Socialist Group said that the SA major- Compare this to what comrade Wraclguing this, that or the other.” Engaging
ity wanted to “engage with Respect anthad to say on January 17: “The declarand shaping was much more important.
take it where we want to go”, whereagion is extremely good - every socialist'If | thought this meeting was what
the minority was “trying to obstruct” the can and should support it. It is implicitly socialism was about, | wouldn’t
process. It was important only to pusocialist, expressing opposition to impebe in it.” Long debates
amendments “within the general framerialism and neoliberalism. Its demands argust put everybody
work” of the declaration, not those thain essence a précis, or pared down veoff’, she said to
seek to “change it into something differsion, ofPeople before profitand a lot loud applause from Alan Thornett: vote
ent” (ie, more explicit and clear). In thatfurther to the left than people anticipatedher comrades. against what you support
sense the Democracy Platform’s “ultimait calls for a ‘world based on need, not This brought a
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SECULARISM

Hijab: the protests ...

On Saturday January 17, a bewilwearing the hammer and sickle on m

dering series of political contra-school uniform and asserting my view:
dictions were played out outsideagainst the opposition and catholicis
the French embassy in London. of both my family and my school, bris-
The setting was chosen by the Musled at the idea that | would have bee
lim Association of Britain, which had or- forced to remove such a symbol undsg
ganised a protest against the proposdiae French law.
French ban on students displaying sym- The main speaker was George Gallg
bols of religious or political affiliation way. In a short address, he called upg

=3

>

while at school. Nominally, the ban ispeople to oppose the ban, “whatevegr N

designed to defend the principle of secttheir religion, whatever their political 010 NO 16

lar education, and applies equally to theiews”. He made no call on the Labou Sharin Palitical
kipa (or yarmulka or skullcap) worn bymovement, or even for political organi- -, MG
jews, the christian cross, and all othesation through Respect, but simply | =u 1y lshiun!
ideologically distinguishing clothing. stood in solidarity with “the muslims of

The greatest immediate effect, thougBritain, of France, and around the world’ It ;ml'_

will be felt by the large French muslim However just their nominal cause
population: and the French governmenthere was no question that the methodls
seems content that the suppression ahd aims of the MAB were deeply reas
the hijab, or veil worn by muslim women,tionary. They began by segregating thejr
is seen as their main target. Presideptotestors by sex. | and other CPGB conji-
Chirac’s aim is simple populism: gatherrades had to argue with male MAB ste
ing support through the demonisatiorrds who attempted to prevent us
of a minority, and all in the name of free-approaching female protestors. Slogarho’s ‘left’, and who’s right?
dom. like “protect our modesty” chanted by

From 11am, therefore, perhaps 1,00@omen covered so completely that onlghould we not also defend the freedoracknowledged that the subject was imtion, they also despised socialists and
protestors assembled across the rodakeir eyes were visible eloguently testi-of young people to make up their owrportant, but asked us to focus on thbuman freedom. This thought was ech-
from the French tricolour. The Commu-fied to a dark and unhealthy attitude taminds? “Even now, you can't just weamuestion of the imposition of sharia lawoed by a number of other speakers.
nist Party of Great Britain was one of avomen and femininity. We were there tovhat you want at school. You couldn’tand the oppression of women, in Iraq. It became clear that the attitude of
handful of left groups represented, alongrotest against an undemocratic law, angb in dressed, for instance, in a bikini: They explained that with the complic-some to the ‘left’ was actually a response
with the International Socialist Group,to talk with individual muslims, but the there have to be rules. We are talkingy of the US occupiers, political islam-to the politics of the Socialist Workers
the Socialist Workers Party, and the AIMAB was afraid. about children: we must protect thenists had been quick to seize théarty. Given the relative size of the SWP
liance for Workers’ Liberty (though the At 2pm a march organised by Hizb utfrom propaganda.” Should this protecopportunity afforded by the defeat ofwithin the left, this was perhaps under-
AWL leaflet did not take a position for Tahrir from Marble Arch reached thetion extend to banning political symbols,Saddam Hussein, and his dictatorial bugtandable, but only Houzan made the
or against the ban being protestedgmbassy. This group describes itselfke my old communist badges? “Yes. Otargely secular regime, to drag the courdistinction between them and other so-
However, MAB banners dominated explicitly as a political party based on theconservative ones, or liberal. Adults cartry into fundamentalism. Women werecialists, saying: “The SWP is a different
and their speakers and slogans charadeology of islam, and campaigns towvear what they like, but these things havalready being denied access to schoafsatter. They are gone, out of control.
terised the event. abolish democracy and secular societsio place in school.” and universities if they did not wear theThey are not on the left any more.”

The justice of the protest seemed tand re-establish the caliphate. Banners The theme of the protection of childrerhijab. The rape of women who were ei- The SWP leadership has certainly
me then, as it does now, clear. Commuearrying the slogan ‘Secularism hasvas continued at a press conferendber ex-Ba'athists or seen as collabordbeen unprincipled in its attempts to ac-
nists are secularists: we believe that nailed’ represented the politics beingcalled by the OFWI later that afternoontors with the US occupiers wascommodate the politics of the MAB,
state, bourgeois or socialist, should prasffered to those young muslims the lefSpeaking were Nadia Mahmood andavidespread: male collaborators, saidhoth in the abortive ‘peace and justice’
mote religion or have connections witHails to reach. Houzan Mahmoud. | asked if school stuNadia, rarely faced sanctions. Mosproject, and through Respect. Their call
any church. We consider religious be- In fact, some of our friends and com-dents should not enjoy the right to dresdreadfully of all, women raped in this waynot to treat the rights of women and gays
lief a matter for the individual, and de-rades were across the road, stagingas they wished. Nadia replied: “Religionthen faced the danger of being murdereab “shibboleths”, but rather to allow them
fend the right to hold or practise a faithcounter-demonstration. The Organisais a private matter. We think peopleby their own families in ‘honour killings’, to be glossed over in order to permit alli-
providing it does not infringe the rightstion of Women’s Liberation for Iran and should be free to practise their religionas suffering the crime committed againsance with political islam, warrants the sus-
of others. the Organisation of Women’s FreedonBut political islam is not just a religion. them was taken as a sign of shame. picion with which they are now viewed.

We also defend the rights of then Iraq had assembled a small group (infFrance has been a secular state for 100The brutality of the war being foughtMy own feeling is that the SWP contains
young, who face particular oppressiorluding members of the Worker-commu-years and political islam is trying to im-for the future of Iraq was never clearermany sincere socialists who will also be
by both their families and the state. Pranist Party of Iraq), of perhaps 50, in whapose itself against secularism. The Frencbecular and democratic forces face a vextremely uncomfortable with their lead-
gression from helpless infancy to adultthey saw as a defence of secularism. are talking about the schools, but we argious, daily battle with political islam, not ership’s opportunist manoeuvres, and
hood is a classic dialectical process, of | crossed the road to speak with thermot: we are against the veil being imposednly to shape the country in the futurewith whom we must therefore engage
quantitative change punctuated bynd talked to Sohaila Sharifi. She wasn girls anywhere. It stops them livingbut to defend human righteow. The through Respect. But our aim must be
qualitative leaps, but ab point in their keen to emphasise the true nature of theeely. It stops them having a normal lifepassion with which Nadia and Houzareriticism, not complicity.
lives is a human being without rightshijab: “The headscarf is not just an iteniThey are being abused by their familiespoke was clear and understandable. In fact, both the OFWI and the SWP
The proper desire to protect the youngf clothing; it is a religious and political who force them to wear the veil.” They were not soft on the occupationmay be falling into the same trap: believ-
must not become an excuse for oppresymbol of the oppression of women. Though the OFWI demonstrationbut they believed that by blindly chant-ing that their enemy’s enemy is their
sion, and indeed the best protectioPolitical islam is already oppressinghad been prompted by that of the MABIng ‘anti-imperialism’ the British left was friend.
they can acquire is a confidence in theivomen in the Middle East, and is nowthe comrades were keen that the pregeing soft on political islam. We were Rather than being a blow against po-
own minds and the ownership of theiseeking to do so in Europe.” conference should not be dominated byarned not to forget that while the islamiitical islam, the ban on the hijab is a gift
own lives and bodies. My teenage self, But, while we opposed political islam, discussion of the French ban. Houzaists might oppose the US and the occupge groups like the MAB and Hizb ut-

In their own words

cally against it and undoubtedly gather
some support in the process. However,
Why are you here today?
Banning the hijab is a blatant breach d

even if it has angered some islamist pa-
triarchs, that does not mean we should
support it. Freedom is not won through

The French govemment saysiit state bans on ideologies we find reac-
wants to defend secularism. tionary, but through struggle and soli-

Doaa Al-Rani (19) took
aleading role in the
protests. Though not an
MAB member, she led the
chanting, rallying a group
of women around her

our human rights. Everybody in the
world should be allowed to wear wha
they like. Especially a civilised country]
should be able to accept differencey. .
Where is our freedom of choice? | do ngg~—L&
ask of them to ban miniskirts, so why caf: .4
I not wear what | chose?

Many people see the hijab of a
symbol of women’s oppression, a
signthat sheis worthless thana
man. I
The hijab for me is not just a symbol: it is
an obligation. It is not a sign of women’s

oppression: it is a sign of liberation. It is .
my choice to wear it. My whole family Saema Javaid (24) was

wears it, but we have all decided to d@yjith g group of women

so through our own free will. . !
Whatif your little sister decidednot  SOMeE NOt wearing the scarf.
to wear the hijab?

| would see to it that she is convinced t(;r hey all pUShe_d her forward
want to wear the scarf. | am sure sht0 speak. She is also not a
would do it in the end. Of course | can-,
not force her in that sense, but | wouldrnember of the MAB
try everything to persuade reer

This ban is of course not just against darity. The French student who wears
islam, but against all other religions, her veil because she is forced to by her

and political symbols as well. Itis not family does not become free when she
really about secularism in my opin- emoves it because she is forced to by

out of the issue of religion. Itis telling ~ &ither compulsion.. .

bols that are based on beliefs, be theythe British left, largely through the poli-
religious or political. That is not secu- ~ tics of the SWP and George Galloway,
larism. | think itis a tactic to divide the IS falling into the same trap. \We are en-
people of France. | am in favour of a €mies of US imperialism, and so are the
real secular state, where the govern- Political islamists. However, that does
think or what not to think. not lead us into political alliance and
What does the hijab mean toyou? compromise with them ]

It shows my identity as a muslim per- _ Though we are critical, the OFWI still
son. | have worn it since | chose to do deserves the support of all socialists for
s0 10 years ago. Nobody else in my fam- itS political opposition to the oppression
ily wears it, because none of them is re- of women through the imposition of
ligious. They do relate to islam as a Sharia law in Ira®

religion, as our foundation in life, but
they do not feel it as strongly as | do.
And my family simply accepts that |
wear this symbab

Manny Neira

mOrganisation of Women'’s Free-
dominlraq: 020 7263 1027,
www.equalityinirag.com
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- and the debate

he contentious subject of ‘Head-in the open, where we can best figh
scarves, secularism and the bathem, said comrade Manson. Our ide
tle of democracy’ produced aof democracy and the strength of th
lively debate at the first CPGB working class are more powerful than th
London forum of 2004. The forum wasideas of religious leaders and other rg
held the day after the protests organiseattionaries. Nor are we afraid of funda:
by the Muslim Association of Britain mentalists. If we can speak to their ranf]
and the Muslim Women Associationand file followers, we can win them to our
against the hijab ban in France, and theolitics. We cannot wait for people to
counterdemonstration called by the Orshed reactionary illusions before we
ganisation of Women’s Liberation-Iranwork with them - they overcome back-
and the Organisation of Women's Freeward ideas in the course of struggle.
dom in Iraq. Comrade Manson looked at Chirac’s
It was a well attended meeting and amotives for the new law. Itis not, as Chirag
important subject for communists. Intro-claims, a matter of defending secularisnj
ducing the speakers, Mark Fischer saidnd promoting women'’s rights. The pur
for too long democratic questions hav@ose of the ban is to rally patriotic France In her reply to the debate, comrade
been undervalued by the left. In ouby scapegoating the muslim minority Houzan said it was unrealistic to call on
view the working class becomes a classnd posing as the defender of Frenc Terry Liddle and Houza - people to argue with the oppressors. In
for itself by winning the battle of democ-values against interlopers who seek t Iraq political islam murders its opponents,
racy. challenge them. He is claiming once and it seeks to impose sharia law in Eu-
Opening for the CPGB, Peter Mansoragain to speak for the 80% who voteavomen. It is an islamic uniform imposedthe property of men, and being forcedope and elsewhere. Already it terrorises
editor of theWeekly Workerspoke for himin last year's presidential electionon all girls from the age of three or fouto cover themselves. He should havihe migrant community, with the passive
about three interlinked themes raised by Terry Liddle of the Socialist Secularyears, which separates them from themphasised more that we are against tiellusion of the French and other states.
the ban proposed by president Jacquéssociation spoke in favour of the barrest of society and symbolises their inban and also against the veil, and ndthe Organisation of Women's Freedom
Chirac: secularism, women'’s rights, androm the point of view of an intransigentferior status. The veil is emotional andtrivialised” the issue by equating thehas reports of cases in which women in
freedom of expression. It is a mistake tanilitant socialist atheist, using the samghysical violence against girls anchijab with religious dietary laws. BecauseBangladesh, India, Iraq and even Europe
think the ban promotes secularism. Targuments as put forward in Megeekly women, controlling their sexuality andso many women and girls are compelletiave been killed for rebelling against is-
us secularism means the complete sepaforkerarticle (January 15). He called formarking them as the property of theito wear this symbol of oppression, théam. She called on the British left to join
ration of religion and state. It does nothe ban on ostentatious religious symhusbands rather than as persons. hijab is a complex question which hashe campaign against violations of mi-
mean trying to ban religion. An exampléebols in schools to be understood in the She said she was not interested icaused great confusion among thgrant women'’s rights.
of this misunderstanding of secularisntontext of French history. He describedChirac’s motives - only in the objectiveFrench left. CPGB comrades put forward several
by sections of the left was the Socialissocialism as materialist science whichiesult. The ban will save children from Comrade John Bridge denied that dearguments in response to these points.
Workers Party’s opposition to the mo-demands an intransigent and unyieldinghysical and emotional abuse, and giveiding our position on Chirac’s ban onComrade Marcus Strdm and others ac-
tion jointly sponsored by the CPGB call-struggle against superstition, obscuranthem the chance to experience a diffethe hijab was in any way a complicatecepted the criticism that the British left
ing for the Stop the War Coalition toism and idealism. Socialists should supent way of life, as equal to other childrerguestion. As democrats we stand fouhas been unable to establish a socialist
support “secularism everywhere”. Theport anything which weakens therather than segregated and marked aguare with any oppressed groupole independently of islam. But the
SWP stated that this might deter chrisinfluence of religion in society as somednferior. Islamists who claim the ban in-whose rights are threatened by a stat€ PGB would never be soft on political
tians and muslims from joining! thing to be welcomed, not opposed ofringes their personal freedom or humaagainst that state. He disagreed witislam. We were actually barred from the
But, said comrade Manson, secularthe basis of a “spurious libertarianism”rights are hypocrites, since islamic statesomrade Manson on Chirac’s motivessteering committee of the Stop the War
ism aims forequalitybetween believers  CPGB comrades taking part in the dehave the worst record on human right$he people he is appealing to are not goalition for upholding secularism and
and non-believers, not the setting of onbate characterised the position of conin the world, especially in the way theymuch the majority who voted for him, butrefusing to kowtow to the Muslim As-
against the other. We want believers teade Liddle, a supporter of thetreat women. the 20% who voted against him. He critisociation of Britain, as the SWP did.
speak and demonstrate alongside us Revolutionary Democratic Group, as While agreeing with the French gov-cised WCPI comrades for being blind taComrade Manny Neira said the CPGB
equals, but certainly not to have angBlanquist. His vision of a socialist stateernment’s proposed ban on hijabs arithe fact that the far right is a rather bigdoes not hold the view that every en-
special role in the movement. Secularisis one which would ban minority cus-other religious and political symbols inger threat to the working class in westemy of imperialism deserves our sup-
involves protecting individuals from toms. We advocate banning only thosschools, she criticised the French anern Europe than political islam - and theport. Several CPGBers felt that WCPI
having religion imposed on them by theeligious practices which are harmful other European states for funding pdhijab ban they support can only but lecomrades were actually arguing against
state, but it also means defending thearuel or infringe the rights of others: stonditical islam and for not doing enough togitimise the agenda of groups like thehe SWP position “by proxy”, putting
right to religious freedom. He quotedings, forced marriages, female circumciprotect migrant women and childrenFront National. their case to the CPGB because the SWP
Mehdi Kia, co-editor ofran Bulletin- sion and the like. Comrades alsdMost women forced to wear veils on the There were also a few speakers natself refuses to talk to them.
Middle East Forumwho stated that the described Liddle’s views as disastrousiytreet are unhappy about it, but the stagdigned with either group. A practising More importantly, CPGB comrades ar-
enforced wearing of the hijab in coun-mistaken. The history of the 20th cengives them no support because it saysuslim who had moved from France tayued that the hijab ban will have exactly
tries like Iran and enforced ‘de-hijabing’tury proves that attacks on religion acthat is their culture. The same multiculBritain made the point that since Septerthe opposite effect to what the WCPI
are “two sides of the same reactionartually strengthen it. Those who conducturalist excuse is used to ignore violencber 11 2001 people are afraid of islam, andopes, strengthening reactionary reli-
and undemocratic coirfWeekly Worker a war on religion not only do not suc-against women, the sending of youngp ban the hijab will impede dialoguegious leaders by handing them the

sides in this fight but should seek to
become a third force in the world, a pro-
gressive point of attraction in opposition
to the two reactionary poles. Political
islam is the greatest enemy our move-
ment faces, and the hijab is its symbol.
WCPI comrades said that instead of
concentrating on a few thousand young
women who choose to wear the veil and
face expulsion from school if they do not
take it off, the left should throw its en-
ergy into defending the many millions
of women in islamic countries who are
forced to wear it against their will and risk
being stoned to death if they dare take it
off.

January 15). ceed: they change themselves, inevitairls to the Middle East to be mutilatecbetween muslims and others. She madkemocratic mantle. In comrade Tina
On freedom of expression, comradély becoming the tyrants of a newand married against their will or everit clear that the decision to wear a headBecker’s words, the ban drives people
Manson said communists are in favousecular religion. killed for bringing ‘dishonour’ on their scarf was hers alone and, far from havnto the arms of those who we want to

of the right of individuals, including Comrade Steve Freeman of the RD@mily for entering into relationships ofing it imposed by male members of hewin them away from: the fundamental-
school students, to express their reliagreed that religion cannot be defeatedhich they disapprove. Political islamfamily, her brother is a member of Lutteists who secretly welcome the ban be-
gious and other views. He emphasiseay bans: it will wither away naturally imposes its brutal and bloody practice©uvriére who wants her to abandon itcause it lets them pose as opponents of
the distinction between the state imposwhen the working class overcomes theherever it gets into power, and seeks She said secularism should mean thihe oppressive state. Anything becomes
ing symbols of religion, which we op- conditions which constantly regeneratéo spread its influence in the world, in+ight to wear or not to wear what youmore attractive and glamorous when it
pose, and the right of individuals toit - that is, class society. Comrade Liddleluding by brainwashing youngsterschose. She said that those who propoggbanned, especially to the young. Lib-
express their ideas. The ban is impractiwants to get rid of god in order to changgho want to fight imperialism. bans only expose their own weaknesgration cannot be imposed, comrade
cal, as well as being unjust. How farsociety: in fact we have to change soci- Her most severe criticism was directedo the WCPI comrades she said shilark Fischer pointed out: it must result
should it go? Should food preferencesty to get rid of god. at the European left for failing to provideexpected them to have more faith in thefrom the people’s own self-activity.
based on religion also be banned, or the Comrade John Bridge of the CPGBan alternative anti-imperialist focus. Theown ideas than their support for the baifhrowing off the veil and the oppression
wearing of polo jumpers concealing thesaid that as well as being a means ¢ft gives support to islamic groups berevealed. She also asked comrades itorepresents has to be a self-liberatory
neck? oppression religion is a heart in a hearsause they have anti-imperialist sloganslistinguish between islam itself and theact, it cannot be imposed by a socialist

Arguments about women’s andless world. We communists should nevefhey fail to see that political islam is aoppressive traditions that reactionariestate, let alone a capitalist one.
young people’s rights show the ban iseek to ban religion, nor its manifestareactionary pole menacing the earth. Wy to pass off as central to islam, such On a more fundamental level, CPGB
also counterproductive. We are not irions in terms of traditional dress, diemust fight it and wipe it out. She warnedhs forced marriages, which are actuallgomrades disputed the WCPI position
favour of women being veiled, but wantand other such customs. All we demandomrades that, as soon as the islamidtgeign to it. that political islam is the worst threat to
to make it clear to them that the right tds the right to put forward our materialistgain power, the first people they kill will  Speakers from the WCPI argued thathe working class. Comrade lan Dono-
wear the hijab is a right that can be takeexplanation of the world. The key, how-be the communists. since our main point should be to focusan said the WCPI has analysed the role
up or not. It should be their choice. Theaver, is unity of believers and non-be- There were 20 contributions from theon the right of the person, religionof political islam in the world, and pro-
French Trotskyist group, Lutte Ouvriérejievers in the class struggle. Comradéoor, with roughly equal numbers of Iragishould have no rights over human beduces excellent polemics. But its failure
says the law will be a “point of support’Liddle rejected this idea. He invitedcomrades who supported and develngs. They did not agree with comradéo look at the whole picture and recog-
for young women who want to resistCPGB comrades to put themselves in theped comrade Houzan’s position, and/lanson’s argument that forcing peoplenise imperialism as the main enemy leads
family pressure to wear the hijab. Thigposition of Bolsheviks confronted with CPGB members who opposed the bato discard the headscarf is as bad as foritto some erroneous positions. One is
may be so in some cases, conceded comuslims conducting a protracted guerAs always there were among the CPGIiBig them to wear it. If it is just an item ofthe belief that the French or any other
rade Manson. But in many more casestilla war against Soviet power in centracontributions a number of disagreeelothing, why is compelling women to imperialist state could ever deliver a so-
is more likely to drive them into the armsAsia 80 years ago, and asked: “Whamnents with details of the speech givemear the hijab the first act of political is-lution to the problem of women'’s oppres-
of the islamic fundamentalists. Firstly, itwould you have done - handed them hy the CPGB representative on the platam wherever it gains power? Itis a goodion; another is the WCPI view of the
would probably provoke the wearing ofleaflet? Hopefully you would have shotform. Comrade Anne Mc Shane said shiding for any government to deny fami-potentially progressive role of the
the headscarf as an act of solidarity anthem.” does not agree with the ban becauseliies the right to oppress their childrenUnited Nations in Iraq.
secondly, girls would be removed from The third speaker was Houzan Maheloes not solve the problem of women'§Ve accept that the state has the right to Comrade Manson summed up the
state schools and segregated in religiousoud of the Worker-communist Party ofoppression. It will not undermine theimpose many things on people, why iSCPGB view in his final remarks. We want
institutions, where they are closed offrag and the Organisation of Women'shold of the family over young women,this not a good thing? women to join with the working class in
from contact with forces which might Freedom in Irag. She began by descritlut could make it worse by increasing The headscarf ban is part of the fighbrder to freehemselvedf you try to
encourage them to overcome backwaritig what the hijab means to women irtheir isolation. But she criticised comradébetween imperialism and political islamimpose ‘emancipation’, you are making
ideas. the Middle East. It is not an item of dresdManson for not stressing enough ouand, somewhat contradictorily, the coma terrible mistake

Even reactionary ideas should be odike any other, but a form of control overrevulsion against women being madeades argued that the left should not take Mary Godwin
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Socialism, reform and

political form this compromise took. The

tr;otggl 1503);&|?§r§?§edgéiggﬁét Chris Jones Of the ReVO|Uti0nary Democratlc GrOUp IOOkS at welfare state was also the product of

Workers Party’s theoretical jour- ars of struggle within the working
N

nal, John Rees, the editor, and e he I’O|e Of CIaSS Stl’ugg|e in Shaplng the pOI|t|CS Of the 21St Cenile develop a viable form of politi-

ecutive committee member of the cal expression. It marked the ascendancy
Socialist Alliance, wrote a key- of Labourism, a particular and local form
note article, ‘Socialism in the 21st cen- of social democracy. The welfare state
tury’ (all quotes unless otherwise statedemoved and a republic established btary forms. In Ralph Miliband’s famous developed in his argument is the placeas not simplallowed by economic
are fromlSJ100, autumn 2003). This is revolutions. But in establishing social-summary: “Of political parties claiming of political struggle between classes andonditions: it wasvon by the working
both an intervention in an ongoing deism we change organic relationshipssocialism to be their aim, the Labour Partyvithin classes. In John Rees’s portrayatlass anatoncededy the ruling class
bate between the SWP and the Scottistot superficial forms of government”has always been one of the most dog homogenised working class has a penr what became an historic compromise.
Socialist Party within the UK and a sum{quoted in B Barker [edRamsay Mac- matic - not about socialism, but about thenanent schizophrenia - a contradictory These distinctions are not minor ques-
mary of the current thinking of the SWPDonald’s political writingsLondon parliamentary system” (R Milibarithe consciousness. The role of revolutiontions, as John Rees analyses the
with regard to some of the central issue$972, p158). state in capitalist societyondon 1964, aries must then be to build the confidencehanges in the welfare state as a back-
of class politics, argued in relation to the In this formulation MacDonald sepa-p13). of the class and emphasise one aspagbund to making comments about cur-
guestion of reform or revolution (seerates social and economic reform from Reform then has two forms that areof this contradiction in order to release aent political questions. Here his
John Rees, Murray Smith and NicK'superficial forms of government”. Re- loosely linked: reformist socialism thatlatent revolutionary potential: arguments are part of a response to the
McKerrel ISJ97, winter 2002; and Johnformist socialism is thus both aboutargues for gradual reform to introduce “The knack of advancing the strug-SSP’s Murray Smith and they concern
Rees and Murray SmitsJ100). gradualism, in so far as it concerns sasocialism; and reformist politics of a lib-gle for socialism, and of understandinghe political space left by the failure of
This short article takes issue with Johieial and economic change, and perhasal and radical tradition that argues fothe balance of the argument between réabour to deliver reforms. In the 1970s
Rees'’s analysis from the perspective gfist as importantly a separation betweechange within existing political and in-form and revolution, lies in defining ex- Rees argues that the favourable eco-
the Democratic Platform of the Socialispolitical forms and social change. Macstitutional arrangements. These twactly what proportions good sense andomic conditions that produced the
Alliance, and in particular the viewpointDonald was a reformist in terms of bothypes of reform were fused in classic Lacommon sense are combined in the comvelfare state were reversed and this led
of the Revolutionary Democratic Group,politics and society and claimed that théourism, but are analytically distinct andsciousness of workers at any given timdo political as well as social and economic
and only deals with Murray Smith’s ar-state was not an instrument of class rulat times uneasy bedfellows. Do we live in a time of storm and stresghanges: “The adaptation of the British
guments in passing. rather it was an organ of society in gen- A second and related issue arisear of passivity and quietude? If we carstate to the work of promoting a
John Rees begins by setting out wharal. early in John Rees'’s argument. He arguetetermine the balance of this contradicderegulated economy required a consid-
he takes to be the Labour and social . that the divide between reform and revation, then we can see how best to act frable alteration in its structures” (p20).
democratic tradition. His claim is thatState and society lution arises directly out of a fundamenstrengthen good sense and marginaliseRees correctly points out that the state
socialism, for many in this tradition, In John Rees’s formulations the possital aspect of working class experience ithose notions that will ultimately recon-has centralised and restricted its already
means ‘reformed capitalism’ and thability of a separation between the apeapitalism: “Working for an employer cile workers with the system.” (p7).  limited democratic aspects, summarising
“The institutions of existing society mustproach to socialism and the form of theyives workers a dual consciousness. This abstract and idealist formulatiorthe change as “this transformation in the
be the means by which such reforms atate is missing. This blurring of the disFirstly there is an unavoidable subordiignores the foundation of reformism instate’s inner constitution” (p21). The
achieved” (p3). tinction between state and society hasation to a hierarchy that begins with thetrugglewithin the working class and question for him is that, if the develop-
Rees then associates this view with anportant practical consequences. Isupervisor and the manager and runs tbroughits organised forms - in tradement of neoliberalism required the trans-
history stretching back to the Chartistshe 1930s a series of writers - famouslithe top of society. Secondly there is thenions and political parties, in social andormation of the inner constitution of the
and their distinction between physicaRichard Tawney, but also Stafford Crippsense that the people who do the wornpolitical struggle. Workers are not self-state, what were the origins and forms
and moral force. He puts his particular retained a reformist socialism alongsidbave the right to control that work andprganising in John's view: they have taf the political state that accompanied
view on the split between reformist so-an increasing radicalism in relation to thet least potentially, the numbers to enbe called into battle by more experiencethe welfare reforms of the 40s and 50s?
cialism and revolution into an either-orstate. They were not convinced that sderce their views” (p4). and theoretically equipped generals whihe description of the post-1945 state
polarity found in all times and acrosscialism could be achieved through exist- Rees simplifies and blurs some key didiave the “knack” of reading the signsas a social monarchy captures the po-
every continent. The general questioing parliamentary mechanisms. Reformtinctions in relation to class in this ac-of the imes and manipulating the mooditical form that accompanied the welfare
is then reformulated in this way: “Shouldist social and economic change can bepunt of working class experience. Whe like the SWP no doubt. state: the popularised image of a new
we merely work to pressurise the existassociated with radical and even revaare these managers and supervisors inFor Rees the key to reformismis that iElizabethan age. In current conditions
ing state, to reform it, and eventually takdutionary approaches to the state.  this system and to what class do thegeeks to continue within the existing systhe degeneration of the social monarchy
positions within it? Or should we seek Despite some exceptions Labourisnibelong? This is a central issue in late capgiem: “Reformism raises the prospect ohas been accompanied by crises of gov-
to overthrow it with institutions, often was generally characterised by a varietialism, as these sections of society havabetter life for working class people withernment and a series of crises in the
workers’ councils, arising directly out of of approaches to socialism - both irgrown in absolute size and social weighbut the necessity of transforming thenonarchy.
the struggle itself?” (p4). terms of what it might entail and how itand are described both as a new middighole system” (p7). By narrowing and blurring his defini-
Atfirst sight this may seem an entirelymight be achieved - but a near unanintlass and as a new working class. For As noted earlier, this formulation ig-tion of reformism, John Rees has ex-
conventional setting out of the positionity in relation to the state and parliamendohn Rees the working class is not difrores the tradition of reformist socialismcluded the possibility that political reform
of revolutionary socialists with regard to ferentiated, yet to get to grips with La-that aims to replace capitalism and carcouldlead social and economic change
reform, but | want to point out some bourism and social democracy it isnot conceive of a vigorous mass reformrather than simply following it. A full un-
slippery elements to this formula- necessary to understand not just buism seeking fundamental change. Thderstanding of class struggle as encom-
tion, as they come to assume reaucracy in general, but how this sosocialism of the Fabians and Ramsagassing all spheres of society would
greater significance later. cial layer affects the working class inMacDonald was as fully expounded asiote that democracy and the form of the
Firstly John Rees narrows the form of a distinct caste of labourmany revolutionary conceptions. Thestate has become the political focus
the definition of reform to bureaucrats. Reformism does noivay John Rees summarises the emepeth for ruling class attacks and for
an extreme point, reduc- simply reflect a dual aspect of work-gence of the welfare state illustrates theorking class resistance. This is why the
ing the reformist posi- ing class experience: it is articu-underestimation of reformism: “... eco-Democracy Platform is not simply con-
tion to that of political lated and mobilised throughnomic expansion allowed a welfare stateerned with the inner democracy of the
reform. Reformist social- definite social layers that have aconsensus to emerge among the vasocialist Alliance. It is a platform based
ism is not always re- changing weight in society andous parties after the Second World Warbn the full version oPeople before
formed capitalism: its form a specific layer within the or- (p27). profit, a republican and democratic pro-
origins lie in an alterna- ganised working class. In the UK For John the expansion of the welfargramme for change in the UK state.
tive gradualist path to Labour is the party of this layer - thestate and economic growth from 1945 For John Rees the loss of the welfare
socialism rather than a trade union and labour bureaucracyuntil the mid-1970s were causally linkedstate, just like its origin, depends only
clear difference in aims. It could be argued that | am plac-There are some simple historical probupon economic change, not class strug-
John Rees’s reduc- i ing too much weight on introduc- lems with this. The welfare state begagle mediated through political and social
tion does nothelpusto | = § tory statements intended to providewith Liberal reforms in the early 1900saction. Just as the development of the
confront actual reformists | 1 a simple and clear basis for the arand the expansion of welfare state prawelfare state signalled a compromise by
who have always had gument. However, | contend thatdates the economic boom and emerg#ise various political parties and the state,
much more subtle argu-% = the failure to make some basic disas a political outcome of World War II. so the withdrawal of this compromise
ments. Take, for example, Ram-=, tinctions leads to deep and fundaThe measures that produced the exvas a result of political struggle in the
say MacDonald, the classic™ mental problems with overall panded welfare state were part of atate 1970s and 1980s. The struggle over
formulator of reformist socialism: approach. For example, John undeemergent consensus. The Tory, Rathe ownership of the mines signalled the
“Socialist change must be estimates the role of class struggl®utler, designed the educational reformgolitical rise and fall of Labour with na-
gradual and must proceed jg beyond the workplace. He is happythe Liberal, William Beveridge, the wel- tionalisation in 1948 and the defeat of
stages, just as the evol to talk about the limits of capital- fare reforms and the socialist, Nyethe miners’ strike and privatisation in the
tion of an organism doe; ist control over the work Bevan, the NHS. The welfare state waperiod after the mid-1980s.
Society will resist too process and argues thain this sense both the product of the The changes in the state and the loss
violent readjust- working class con- power of the working class and a recogsf the political and social space con-
ment. Kings sciousness is nevernition of this in terms of a political com- ceded to Labour were not automatic.
can be wholly pro-capi- promise by the bourgeois parties. Th&hey were marked by sharp struggles
talist or wholly ruling class accepted the welfare stateithin the Labour Party, between the
anti-capitalist as a price to be paid for the acceptang®vernment and several major unions -
as a result. by workers of the strictures of the war.notably in the steel and coal industry -
What is The welfare state was an historic comand by struggles in the wider political
under- promise between the different sociabnd social arena. Examples were London
classes, as they were representeudth the Greater London Council, Liver-
through the political parties. For this reapool with the Militant-led city council
o i i son we prefer to call this period theand on the streets and in the courts over
John Rees: simplifies social monarchy, indicating thethe poll tax. Simply listing these strug-




WOHKet 512 January 22 2004

revolution

gles points to the central role of politicalvide between reform and revolution is
leadership and class organisation. Thes®t as John Rees portrays it, for in his
different battles were not spontaneoubands reformism loses all content and
outbursts of class anger: they were prodiecomes simply liberal capitalism. How-
ucts of leadership and organisation. ever, we remain convinced that the di-
In this way my argument coincidesvide between reform and revolution
with Murray Smith who notes: “ ... we remains central to the building of a mass
are no longer in a period of reformismworkers party.
without reforms. We are more than 25 This has led some to take the line that
years into an offensive of the capitalisthe Socialist Alliance must transform it-
class internationally. The aim of this of-self into a revolutionary party. The RDG
fensive is to take back everything thabelieves this is a mistake. We have ad-
was gained by the working class aftevanced the position that the broad party
1945 (p67). advocated by Murray Smith would be
Reformism, whilst restricted by eco-a communist-Labour alliance. We have
nomic constraints, is by no means incaargued that these two historic political
pable of delivering reform at times oftrends can unite in a principled manner
recession. Murray Smith has noted cotin a republican socialist party. Republi-
rectly that in those circumstances reeanism can provide the political focus
forms can still be conceded in the facéor joint action and the growth of a
of mass movements. More than that, theommon political culture. We agree
claim made by Rees that economic corwith Murray Smith that such a party
ditions militate against concessions tanust be pluralist, allowing factional
the working class fails to note that rerights and tendencies. However, we
forms are political events and that thegliffer with him, in that we argue for a
do not start and end with economics. clear and open revolutionary wing in
His argument would imply that goodsuch a party - one which may well be-
economic conditions would allow for come the dominant trend.
deep reforms. This is not borne out by The line that John Rees has elabo-
the recent history of the UK. The wel-rated leads directly to the Respect unity
fare state was born in the austerity of wagoalition. The key is to find the “knack”
and its aftermath, whereas the affluencef connecting to the discontent with
of the long boom saw Labour governiNew Labour. Political struggle and open

Britain at the
crossroads

The Democracy Platform of the Socialist Alliance has
issued an alternative declaration for Respect

A crisis of representation Equality to worship, or not, as we choose.

The mass opposition to the war in Irad’he second question concerns the i Self-determination to Scotland and

was a watershed in British politics. Theequalities and discrimination that keep thgVales.

Labour government took the countrypeople of England, Ireland, Scotland ane Self determination for the people of

into an illegal war on false pretencesWales divided by nationality, race, sex]reland.

The real cost of this ill-considered adsexuality, or religion. The struggle for de-® Abolish the lord chancellor’s office -

venture continues to mount up. Notmocracy and equality is about overcomall judges to be elected and account-

only has there been a tragic loss ahg these divisions and creating greatable. For a free national legal service to

human life on all sides, and a massivanity and solidarity among the people oénsure equal and effective access to

waste of tax revenues, but the goverrBritain. A new democratic constitution will justice for everyone. Establish the right

ment has put the British people in thénelp to secure our democratic freedomi® sue any official before a jury.

front line as a terrorist target. and civil liberties and establish full equal® Disband special branch, the secret
One of the casualties of this war hagy for all citizens and the right of nationsservices and all surveillance agencies

been the credibility of parliament. Brit-to self-determination. and operations.

ain’'s long-standing alliance with US im-

perialism, and Blair's secret commitmenEurope For social change

to Bush’s plans for regime change inThe third major issue is the question o# Stop privatisation - renationalise the

ments signally ineffective. The Labourdisagreement are to be avoided, as thethe Middle East, meant that war wasritain’s relationship with Europe andrailways.

governments of the 1960s and 70syeathermen of the SWP discern which
viewed in retrospect, are marked not byay the wind is blowing. The role of the
their economic reforms, but by socialparty is simply to act on decisions ar-
measures, such as legislation on rageved at by the leadership.

and women'’s rights. This may also account for one of the

New Labour gloss in relation to the war and the left. He
More recently still, the New Labour poli- claims to identify three positions: a pro-
tics of the 1990s were marked by politiwar left: a left that supported the Stop
cal reforms that had only a marginathe War Coalition; and a third position,
economic cost, such as the devolutioientified with “a small number of left

of powers to Scotland and Wales andects and individuals, some of whom
the ending of hereditary peers. These amere in the Socialist Alliance,” who took

not centrally class issues, but they alro “active part” in or actually “opposed

lowed the New Labour administrationsthe founding” of the STWC. The odd-
to gloss their politics with an appearanceess of this claim lies in this alleged third

inevitable long before it began. ParliaAmerica, made transparent by the wa® Tax the rich and big business to re-
ment failed to represent the majorityBritain is dominated by US foreign policy, build the welfare state.

opposed to war, and failed to exposés security and military interests and it® For the right to work - 35-hour week
Blair's deception and manipulation ofmultinational corporations. The presenhow.

public opinion. European Union bureaucracy does na End discrimination - against racism,

more bizarre claims that John Rees makes  The opposition to the war led to gprovide an altemative. A demaocratic fusexism and homophobia.

crisis for the government and the resture for Britain is connected to the nee@® Repeal the anti-union laws.

ignation of cabinet ministers. The big-to end the ‘special relationship’ with USe Stop the sell-off of council homes -
gest mass demonstration in our historynperialism and unite with the peoples oend homelessness.

reflected the fact that a majority wereEurope to create a fully democratic an@ Raise pensions and restore the link
opposed to war. Yet this majority wasfederal state. with earnings.

unable to exercise any effective demo- @ For a fully funded NHS - end privati-
cratic accountability or democratic con-Social justice sation and cuts.

trol over the government, civil service,The fourth major issue concerns the s@ Fully funded comprehensive educa-
security and armed forces. This has deial conditions in which people live theirtion - no selection.

stroyed the illusions that many peopldives. A redistribution of wealth is neces-® Raise the minimum wage to £7.40 an

of reform. Reformism without reforms iscamp. There may indeed be such sectshad that Britain has a democratic syssary to tackle the issues of poverty, hougour - the European decency thresh-

a consequence of political action and thend individuals, but John Rees knows
hegemony of New Labour and the thirconly too well that the serious opposition
way was not an inevitable outcome ofvithin the Socialist Alliance has come
economics. from the groups and individuals now

Murray Smith and John Rees disagreerganised in the Democracy Platform.

tem of government. ing, pensions, education and health. Ald.
There is a crisis of representation atnore democratic system of governmen® Scrap student tuition fees.
the heart of politics in Britain. The lastan expanded public sector, along with the Free abortion and contraception on
general election saw the lowest turnstrengthening of trade union organisademand.
out since universal suffrage was introtion, will greatly assist working people ine@ Stop the onslaught on civil rights.

over the type of political party neededlhese groups supported the Stop the duced. The war served to highlight thigackling these problems.

by the working class. Murray Smith ar-War Coalition and have no objection to
gues against a revolutionary party angorking with muslims. Indeed they have
for a broad party of a new type, exemplia strong track record of working with
fied by the SSP and Rifondazione Comuboth religious muslims and communists
nista. Fundamentally Rees and Smithriginating from islamic societies.
disagree on the political space left by the The identification of only a select
demise of traditional Labour and sociagroup of acknowledged supporters of
democratic politics. John Rees claims tthe Stop the War Coalition is in fact an
stand in the tradition of revolutionaryattempt to justify the SWP’s line of iden-
politics, preserving the SWP as the revdifying those it wishes to work with and
lutionary party, whilst engaged in a seexcluding others. It seems that the new

by drawing attention to the growing For internationalism

chasm between ordinary working peoTowards socialism Save the planet - for tough action on

ple and the political establishment. AAs members of the Socialist Alliance wepollution and food safety.

continuation of this situation providesbelieve that the problems of war, peaca Cancel Third world debt.

opportunities for the far right andpoverty and injustice require the abolitior® Defend asylum-seekers and oppose

brings the danger of a more authoritaef global capitalism by socialism. Theall immigration controls.

ian state and a threat to civil liberties.struggle for democracy is an integral pa® British troops out of the Balkans, the
of the struggle for socialism. The defenc&ulf and Ireland.

A new direction for Britain and extension of democracy is therefore For workers’ and socialist unity across

We will continue down the same dis-of fundamental importance in advancindzurope.

astrous path unless and until the pedhe interests of the working class. @ For a democratic and federal Europe

ries of united fronts that aim to fill a Respect coalition is only to be addressed ple take matters into their own hands. In the 2001 general election our candibased on working class solidarity and
vacuum on the left. In contrast Murrayby the SWP and its allies and that those A failed parliamentary system anddates stood on the manifeseople cooperation.

Smith calls for a broad socialist party withgroups that have different ideas are to
the aim of occupying the whole paliticalbe ignored and besmirched by insinua-
territory abandoned by New Labour. tion and rumour.

failed politicians offer no solution. The before Profifor election as workers’ MPs @ We neither advocate the euro nor de-
people themselves must decide thenaworker's wage. This programme confend the pound.
future direction of the country. This bines demands for a democratic republic, In order to build a society in which

The issue is posed by John Rees asThe SWP has set up a false di- requires the kind of mass movemenfor social change and internationalismneed comes before greed, we believe
whether to build a revolutionary partychotomy that pitches reform against  that was mobilised against the war, buivhilst we do not think this programmeour economy must be reorganised on
or a broad party. Murray Smith in con-revolution in simplistic terms, justifying  which addresses the major democratianswers all the problems, we believe that radically democratic basis. By social-

trast claims to retain the strategic aim of crude practice that downplays the rea- and social questions.

a revolutionary party whilst rejecting thelignment of the left. The Democracy Plat-

methods and tactics of the SWP: “Buildform agrees that we need to engage with Democracy

ing a broad socialist party today may irthe new coalition and any supporters
fact be the best way to advance towardbat it draws, but begins from the stand-
a mass revolutionary party tomorrow”point of an open struggle for political
(p73). Smith rejects relying on a left spliideas. Revolutionary politics will be cen-
from Labour or the linear growth of thetral to the building of a broad socialist
SWP and argues for a party with a maggarty out of the ashes of Labourism and
character. ‘official communism’.

In general | believe that the Democ- However, anti-capitalism and broad
racy Platform agrees with Murray Smithcoalitions are not enough. The place for
that a broad party with a mass charactéhis struggle is not in a united front or a
is necessary. He argues that the main difoad coalition with indeterminate aims.
vide is between anti-capitalists and prok lies in the building of a broad republi-
capitalists, not between reform andan socialist party with a powerful revo-
revolution. We would agree that the didutionary winge

any genuine debate and decision-makirigm we mean nothing like the old Sta-
to establish the Respect Unity Coalitiorlinist Soviet Union, with its repression
must address all the demands of this prand bureaucracy. For us, socialism is
The first major question is whether thegramme. about making solidarity the guiding
present weak and failing democracy principle of society. WWe mean the work-
will continue or whether the country For a democratic republic ing class organising to liberate itself
can take a new, progressive, democrate Abolish the monarchy, the House ofrom the rule of profit and create its own
direction. This would require us to es-Lords, the privy council and crown pow-democracy, abolishing the privileges of
tablish a democratic, secular and reers. managers and officials. Every major
publican system of government, in® Establish fixed-term, democratic elecindustry should be reorganised on the
which power is in the hands of thetions, based on proportional representdines of social provision for need - pub-
people, and government is elected, ation, and accountability of all electedlicly owned, and democratically con-
countable and subject to recall. officials and all MPs to their constituentstrolled by workers and the community.
@ Disestablish the churches of Englantilo rich and no poor, no profits and no
and Scotland - for the complete separavage-slavery, no palaces and no home-
tion of church and state, and the freedoress, no jobless and no overworleed!
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ESF 2004
Bureaucratic grip tightens

The London Mayor is in control of preparations for the European Social FtinanBecker reports

ayor Ken Livingstone and teers group has not met. Instead, whe

his political appointees in “The ESF must be nore and more people posted ang
the Greater London Au- emails on the ESF UK list, Dave Holland
thority have firmed up their about the broad (GLA manager for European and inter
grip on the European Social Forum“.|ass of national affairs) simply sent out a sho
which is due to take place in Britain in notice on January 16, informing peopl¢

2004. Via his policy director for public London’s that the UK assembly would take plact
i d t rt, Redmond O'Neill, i i , i t
Eif\f/?éss?gne rhaa?sS FL)Jﬁfértu‘iartgﬁ/nbeen :E)I lation” Ir?etr(]a?lc%g/ L|J_| atlzllotijr:J t ?r?; ?nc:/\/i\{irT WaHsetQ?s
ne has L sipopulation p doing the inviting,
to keep information about preparation announced that the meeting would onl i‘ .

for the ESF restricted to a charmed cir- last four hours - nowhere near enoug
cle, including a few trusted NGOs andbosed of “as many trade union repreto sort out all the problems. But maybg
trade union officials. Sadly, but not ex-sentatives, NGOs and groups like théhat is exactly the point.
actly surprisingly, the Socialist WorkersMuslim Association of Britain as pos- More light was shed on this by a fol{"
Party has allowed itself to be used asible”, others have emphasised the neéuolv-up email posted by Kenny Bell a da:
Ken’s obedient foot soldiers. for aworkinggroup, which would bring later. He disingenuously stated that, “A:
The SWP has simply ignored instructogether those organisations and indihe body which was to plan the meetin@
tions from the last ESF European assemiduals actually prepared to put in theon January 24 has not been able to me
bly, apparently following ‘requests’ necessary work - rather than sport thihe GLA was asked to provide meeting
made by the GLA. The result: the officialcorrect name tag. rooms, which it has done.” His email alsq
structures of the ESF have been para-Last but not least, the volunteersontained a proposed agenda. Howevg
lysed for the last four weeks. group was asked to make sure that disdid not mention either who put the,
Readers of théveekly Workewill be  many organisations and individuals asgenda together or who it was tha
aware of the numerous other problemsgpossible were informed that the ESF willasked the GLA to provide meeting
For months reps of the SWP, fern-  be coming to Britain. As RMT repre- rooms”.
ing Stars Communist Party of Britain sentative Alex Gordon put it, we were Apparently, Claire and Kenny have
and certain GLA officials (some of whomsupposed “to launch an active cambeen “given to understand” that thd
belong or used to belong to Socialispaign to spread the word”. This was ofGLA would prefer that the volunteers
Action) have been meeting in privatecrucial importance, as things have so fagroup should not meet, which explain:
Requests to open up the process amaken place mainly in secret and manwhy they have been sitting on the co
involve others have gone unanswerearganisations are still not even awar¢act details. To be fair, it has also bee
Proposals for democratic structures haviéat the ESF will be coming to Britain. reported that both were “very unhappy’
likewise been brushed aside. However, About 40 people wanted to help prewith this situation. There is no questiol
things have got even worse since the Epare the UK assembly and left their conthat Claire would have received her in : =
ropean assembly in December. tact details with the chair of the laststructions from SWP centre. Wh { & r
This weekend will see our first UK as-session, Claire Wiliams (Unison/SWP)Kenny did not rebel against this ungTeey Fl 2 AR eRweri ey £ e
sembly to prepare for the ESF. The interiMlost people expected that the first meeiemocratic manoeuvre is another que -
tion had been for this gathering to decidig of the volunteers group would taketion. ) )
on a structure for the preparatory procplace before Christmas, and, when no Some people around the London So- For example, we do not know if anyhuge European-wide event to substan-
ess: how often we meet, the role of thenformation was forthcoming, it was thencial Forum have mused that what we wertfade union branches have been sutially boost his leftwing credentials and
working groups, the venues for the ESRssumed that it would convene at theeeing followed on from Livingstone's cessfully approached for funds (the volallow him to promote himself as the La-
assembilies, etc. Also, we were supposésbginning of January. Unfortunately, siteadmission into the Labour Party. He didinteers  group was supposed tbour alternative to Tony Blair and New
to decide on the role and composition dence was all we got from Claire. Numernot need the ESF any more, theprganise this), although we have only.abour. =
a facilitating committee/organisingous people emailed her and lefthought, and the silence and absence B¥e weeks left to meet the GLA-imposed The CPGB will again be critically sup-
group, the important question of affilia-messages, while | offered to take the jobrganisation meant that the GLA (withdeadline of March 1 to find a sum in theporting the ‘Proposals for a democratic
tion fees (should poorer organisationsff her hands if she was too busy. Buthe SWP in tow) have dropped the ESFegion of one million pounds (seeESF preparatory process’, despite its
be exempt?) and there were to have beeo response from her, or any other SWBall. But that is certainly not the case. Weekly WorkeDecember 18). Appar- unfortunate insistence on the consen-
report-backs from the various workingmember, was forthcoming. A few further incidents shed moreently though, the London regionalsus principle and the reference to the
groups that have started to meet just Atameeting of the practicalities work-light on what exactly is going on. Ourbranch of Unison will be asked at its nextVorld Social Forum’s ‘Charter of princi-
before Christmas. ing group on January 8, the only SWRracticalities group delegated comradéneeting to support the ESF and donafgies’. We support it because it actually
The European ESF assembly, the higlmember present, Guy Taylor, said he wakohn Street (a member of the Green Par90,000. The international committee ofays down detailed guidelines for role of
est body of the ESF process which meture that Claire is sorting it out”. We although not its representative) to get if/nison will discuss a motion to “match-the ESF assembly, the UK assembly and
on December 13-14 in London, decidethen delegated Natfhe’s presidentouch with Redmond O'Neill's office to fund” whatever the London committeethe working groups. Crucially, it makes
that a ‘volunteers group’ was to comeMaureen O'Mara to contact Claire (viatry and improve communication regardhas pledged. This would be great newthe case for all these structures to “meet
together which would make all the necClaire’s partner, Kenny Bell, who is Uni-ing the various venues that could be f it was officially confirmed. in public, publish their agendas and dis-
essary preparations for our UK assenson branch secretary in Newcastle, butsed during the ESF. At the European It has since transpired that, far frontussion documents” and “make avail-
bly. This group was also supposed tmot a member of the SWP). All Maureerassembly O'Neill had given a lengthyhaving dropped the project, the GLA hasble full minutes”.
help iron out the different ideas on struceould report back was that she undereport in which he outlined that he hadstaged a number of meetings with trade But at the end of the day no one
ture and affiiation fees which have beerstood comrade Williams to be dealingzontacted dozens of venues and haéhion officials over the Christmas periodshould put their trust in guidelines, con-
put forward. For example, while Chriswith the email list “so that the next meetbeen given prices and conditions for thei@nd the beginning of January. Undoubtitutions or charters. The London ESF
Nineham (SWP/Globalise Resistanceihg can be organised”. hire. As no GLA representative attendegdly though, we have not seen the endlill be a success to the degree that it
called for a facilitating committee com-  To cut a long story short, the volunthe two meetings of the practicalitiesof ESF meetings behind closed doors. leeases to be the property of GLA offi-
group, it proved rather difficult to pro- fact, they are set to increase as time goeials, trade union bureaucrats and even
ceed on this particular question. Whicton. A secretive structure, controlled byeftwing activists. The ESF must be
m [ venues had already been contactedhe GLA and defended by the SWP, suitabout the broad mass of London’s
FI ghtl n g fu nd What prices had been given? Surely, théiem far better than the laborious, sempopulation. Hence we look to self-activ-
GLA would have been quoted preferendemocratic structures the ESF has beéy. Trade union branches, shop stew-
tial prices, which we would need to knowoperating under for the last three yearsards committees, constituency and ward

about. In this, the consensus ‘principle’ had_abour parties, borough-wide social fo-

- oy . John got in touch with Dave Hollandactually played into the hands of thoseums, tenant groups, campaigning or-
VISItI n ca rd who referred him to his sidekick, who want to carry on organising in aganisations, school and college stu-
Madeleine Kingston. Only after Johnsecretive manner. As our European aslents, artists, musicians, migrant organi-

repeatedly pressed for an answer did sﬁ@mbl_y could not reach consensus asations, squatters, women's groups, etc,
batch of standing order dona-interet is surely an excellent way to  reply in writing: “Sorry, | am not able to many items, these were referred back tetc, each can be won to plan what they
tions has come to our rescue, ashow your solidarity and apprecia-  respond to your email at present.” Whetthe volunteers group. But this group itwant to do for the ESF. Let there be an

we approach the last week of our £50@0on if you are one of the thousands he phoned her up, she advised him teelf was supposed to be an interim solexplosion of creativity and imagination

monthly fighting fund. who log onto us rather than sub- speak to “other ESF people about this'tion, only existing because people coulérom below. It is to such a London that
Regular gifts from MM, DW, DO, scribing or buying from this or that ~ She had obviously been instructed ndtot agree on a proper structure. By sinwe want to invite thousands upon thou-
KG, PC and our comrades in the Revgarogressive bookshop. to pass on any information and ignoredly sidelining the volunteers group, thesands of anti-capitalists from across the
lutionary Democratic Group have Last week, for example, we had any decisions or requests of the ESPrganisations ‘in the know’ have beerwhole of Europe. We have much to learn
boosted January’s total by £230 and3,010 hits, with 18,670 pages working groups. able to carry on their negotiations behinétom each other, we will surely organise

when you add this to cheques reaccessed. If we are to pick up the  As a result, the practicalities workingclosed doors, while claiming a degree abgether more closely ... and certainly
ceived from LP (£25), BV (£20) and JPextra £100 we need to take us over group has lapsed into inactivity. Sug-egitimacy. After all, things must get or-together we shall celebrate our common
(£2), you can see that we have takethe top for January, we need just a gestions to set up task-orientated emagianised, mustn't they? By the time westriving for a better worlé

a big step towards our target. We havéew more of you web readers to leave lists were dropped, because “this groupctually get a facilitating committee to-

exactly £395 in the kitty. behind your visiting carel does not really have the authority to d@ether, the most important decisions wil
Nothing from our web readers Robbie Rix that”, as Guy Taylor said. Neither did igITOSt certainly have already beer First ESF
again this week though. A pity, be- have the authority to open a bank adaken. _
cause it is actually quick and easy to count or make any other firm arrange- Ar|]| demgcratéc TOVC(;-‘IS leleit pull tot;l UK assembly
make a donation using our PayPal Ask for a bankers order form, ments. In effect, the 50 or so eager peopfether at Saturday's short UK assem .
facility. As | have said over and over  orsend cheques, payable to who have attended meetings of the prag¢o make sure the ESF can be rescued frc 1pm tc'> 5pm, GLA City Hall,
again, making a cash transfer over the Weekly Worker ticalities group at one stage or anotheihe clutches of the GLA and Ken Liv- Queen’s Walk, London SE12

were left in limbo. ingstone. He undoubtedly expects thi
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REVIEW

Face up to the fight

Tarig Mehmood While there is light Manchester, 2003, Comma Press, pp220, £7.95
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What we
fight for

m Our central aimis the organisation of communists, revolu-
tionary socialists, anti-capitalists and all politically advanced
workers into a Communist Party. Without organisation the
working class is nothing; with the highest form of organisa-
T he travails of those who fight imperial-hypocrisies that are but the first cry of affom school who have not forgotten the one tionitis everything.

ism are long and brutal. Families torroppressed mass, misled by a self-interest@édno left - even as they make merry with the mThe Provisional Central Committee organises members
asunder, friendships stretched and bréeadership with thought only for comfort. desire to go themselves. In one sequence th@fthe Communists Party, but there exists no real Commu-

ken, lives crushed against the bars of prisonsSaleem is arrested as a ‘terrorist’. This is @ontract that requires one both to give and takenist Party today. There are many so-called ‘parties’ on the
and the kicks of cops. fictionalised account of what came to bés considered fair trade for the prize of entry t0 |eft. In reality they are confessional sects. Members who

Tariqg Mehmood's novel mixes clarity of re-known as the case of the Bradford 12, wheyglaiti (Britain), despite full knowledge of what  disagree with the prescribed ‘line’ are expected to gag them-
flection with bittersweet agonies and a painedsian youths were charged with conspiracthe prospective migrant will be forced to en- selves in public. Either that or face expulsion.
lament for loss. The loss is not only conseafter the discovery of petrol bombs. Saleenglure. Foreign, Vailaiti poison (cigarettes) is even mCommunists operate according to the principles of demo-
quent upon the cruel conditions of an updatesuit on bail, is flying back to Punjab to se®etter than local lung-rasping pleasures. cratic centralism. Through ongoing debate we seek to
and as yet unfinished Raj - though the waysis mother. A letter he had posted in a The one who inducts Saleem into the sub- achieve unity in action and a common world outiook. As
the legacy of colonialism plays out on thelrunken rage the day before follows hinfleties of communist solidarities - poignantly a long as they support agreed actions, members have the
workings of northern England and north Purthrough the post. He arrives too late to mewthite father who rescues him from a beating at right to speak openly and form temporary or permanent
jab are not simply contemporary - and the lais mother (hospitals full of shit while thethe hands of his fascist son - is clear and in-factions.
ment s not just for the family, but for the stalledjovernment builds atomic bombs). Scenegightful in his analysis of the mill workers and w Communists oppose the neo-conservative war plans of
and failing political movements that would beof lament and a difficult homecoming to avho profits most from those who labour under the Projectforthe New American Century and all imperial-
a possible resistance. place that is no longer home are punctuaté@pital. Payara Singh tells of the heroes of thejst wars but constantly strive to bring to the fore the funda-

Against the several significant historicaby a harrowing account of the arrest scerféunjab: of Uddam Singh and Baghat Singh, mental question - ending war is bound up with ending capi-
backgrounds that shape the (so-called) post-Bradford and the interrogation, with fullwho fought the colonials with no thought for talism.
colonial conditionWhere there is lighte- English police-style beatings, in the lockugheir own gain - a history that Saleem has t0 wCommunists are internationalists. Everywhere we strive
counts the tale of Saleem Choudry returninigefore the trial. struggle to preserve - if you do not understandfor the closest unity and agreement of working class and
to his parental village in north Punjab. The The story works in these multiple placeyour past, how can you have hope for your progressive parties of all countries. We oppose every mani-
novel utilises three texts to tell its multi-sitecand concurrent times, along the way providuture? TheManifestois quoted, thought the  festation of national sectionalism. Itis an internationalist
tale - the first: a letter the disgruntled labouring a meditation - angry, not passive - on @ords are mislaid. duty to uphold the principle, ‘One state, one party’. To the
migrated worker son writes to his mother, butange of difficulties that are the lot of the Solidarities become a major theme. In the endextent that the European Union becomes a state then that
which she cannot read; the second: the cageturnee’ to the site of colonial extractionthose interrogated in the youth movement be- necessitates EU-wide trade unions and a Communist Party
sette tape recording the heart-torn and weaBaleem was sent to England as a boy to edii@y each other under duress, but we know theof the EU.
mother prepares for her son as she faca®ney for the family, from that country wheravider campaign mobilised a larger alliance and = The working class must be organised globally. Without a
death, to which he cannot listen; and the thirthe streets were paved with gold (but theyon the case for the Bradford 12, establishing global Communist Party, a Communist International, the
the police-violence-extracted ‘confessionivere not). Returning to Pakistan, the seSe€lf-defence as a legal defence in law. This iSstruggle against capital is weakened and lacks coordina-
which identifies Saleem as the ringleader afcene in the movi€he sainis censored, the particularly important to remember today, as tion.
the Youth League fighting racist skinheadgassport and customs officers impose theifleged ‘terrorists’ are routinely detained in the wCommunists have nointerest apart from the working class
in Bradford in the early 1980s. delays and extract their percentage cut, théK, profiled again as the enemy by the jihadis, as a whole. They differ only in recognising the importance

In these contexts, characters recount - matéemma that values the life of a fly but not oBush and Blair. By the end of the novel Valaiti of Marxism as a guide to practice. That theory is no dogma,
or less lyrically - various predicaments. Thein relations is matched by the alacrity witthas become England, Saleem is not a Trot bulyut mustbe constantly added to and enriched.
legacy of the partition violence with whichwhich friends, and devout community leadhe reads, the cops know they are not going toms Capitalism in its ceaseless search for profit puts the fu-
England left a parting gift of train-filled bod- ers, pursue the duty-free booty with whichvin the case (but they make the charges in anyture of humanity atrisk. Capitalism is synonymous with war,
ies, hacked to death in sectarian frenzy, is oBaleem returns. A well read tourist might reccase) and the movement continues. _ pollution, exploitation and crisis. As a global system capi-
memory. An unrelated consequence is thegnise this lot, but not likely. Saleem does not know all that yet, but his talism can only be superseded globally. All forms of na-
position of disaffected youth, whose heritage Self-mocking mockery of mock pieties, perpersonal resolution - he plays his mother’s tionalistsocialism are reactionary and anti-working class.
could be the anti-colonial and workers’ movehaps the portrayal of the whisky running busiape, reads the letter, signs the forms - mean asThe capitalist class will never willingly allow their wealth
ment but who, through seduction and distratess scam is the most blatant example ofeglisation: that his history is one that requires and power to be taken away by a parliamentary vote. They
tion, are disconnected from their romantic andostility to religious hypocrisy that must behim to face up to the fight (while there is light). - will resist using every means attheir disposal. Communists

revolutionary roots. In place of the movereplaced by a more organised resistancge Wwill return to struggle agas

ments they try to build are the old religiousThere are positive portrayals: the old mates

John Hutnyk

Galloway’s nationalist gaffe

Cameron Richards reports on the Cardiff meeting

of the unity coalition

bout 200 people from across Wales

attended the meeting of Respect in
Cardiff on January 20. The main speakers
on the platform were George Galloway,
John Rees and John Marek, the independ-
ent assembly member for Wrexham and
leader of Forward Wales.

By recent standards in Wales thiswas a
big meeting. The three main speakers
made generally well received opening
speeches, all emphasising what they had
in common with each other. Indeed to the
untrained eye it would have been difficult
to spot who was the revolutionary social-
iston the platform and who was the former
Kinnock and Smith loyalist on Labour’s
front bench (Marek).

Things only began to go awry when the
debate was opened up to the floor. It
quickly became apparent that the chair
had been told not to accept contributions
from certain organisations. Consequently
the only contribution made by arepresenta-
tive of the non-Socialist Workers Party far
left was from CPGB comrade Ethan Grech
and this was only taken because the chair
seemed to think he was still a member of
the SWP.

Thus, when John Rees whispered in the
chair’s earthatit was time for the platformto
make theirsummationspeeches, itappeared
thatthe stage managementofthe eventhad
been brought off splendidly. Yet he did not
know what was going to happen next.

About to make his closing remarks, Rees
was faced with a young and nervous com-
rade from the Socialist Party in England
and Wales, who said that she wanted to
speak to the audience. Her request was
ignored, but she stayed by his side.

Thus, when Rees completed his speech
(and promptly left to returm to London), the
brave comrade asked again. This time,
supported by sections of the audience, her
request was accepted and she proceeded
to ask whether the coalition saw itself as
being part of the process towards a new
workers’ party. Typical SP fare, but quite
pertinentin the context.

Indeed such a question was especially
relevant, as in his opening Galloway had
seemed to rule out the prospect of Re-
spect ever becoming a movement that
might lead to a new party. He seemed to
think that all the groups treated their pro-
grammes as ‘holy grails’ which would for-
ever preclude themfrom uniting. Yet, if this
is the case, whatis Respect for? Is it sim-
ply a vote-winning exercise for one set of
elections which might just lead to Gallo-
way himself being elected to the Euro-
pean parliament?

However, there was one ‘respectable’
trend of opinion that George admitted
would find no roomin his coalition. No, not
the SP or the CPGB, but Welsh national-
ists. After a fairly sympathetic question
from left nationalist and Plaid Cymru AM
Leanne Wood, who noted that the decla-
ration said nothing about Wales or Scot-
land, Galloway rounded on Plaid-noteven
conceding that Wales should have the
right of self-determination.

Now, of course, if Respect had a coher-
ent political programme, aimed at taking
on the British state and not separating
from it, George would have had a good
point. Yetit precisely does notanditseeks
to unite a motley crew of Trotskyists, Sta-
linists, reformists and greens. Indeed Gal-

loway would still like the Muslim Associa-
tion of Britain to jump on board. So why shun
left nationalists? Indeed what gives him
alone theright to say what the coalition will
stand for anyway?

This soon became clear. Amidst heckling
from some sections of the audience, Gallo-
way then rounded on the Scottish Socialist
Party, because they too were nationalist.
This was a major gaffe, because it now be-
came clear why Respect will not be stand-
ing in Scotland. Not because Galloway
wants the electorate there to vote SSP, as
is sometimes assumed, but because he
does not wantto face electoral annihilation
by the SSP in his own backyard. Otherwise,
why not take on the SSP?

To his credit, George did manage to res-
cue himself by reaching out to othersinthe
audience. In the final few minutes of his
closing speech, recognising the event had
been badly handled, he said he looked for-
ward to his meeting with SP leaders in Cov-
entry this Friday, remarked how much he
enjoyed the Weekly Worker and was not
afraid of the open criticism and honest de-
bate he finds in its pages. Infact, on his re-
cent return to Britain he felt motivated to
read six issues back to back. Later he told
aCPGB member that he looked forward to
various tendencies having platformrights
within Respect.

Afootnote. What was Robert Griffiths, the
beleaguered general secretary of the
Communist Party of Britain, doing at the
meeting? After last weekend’'s CPB special
congress rejected support for the coalition,
is he about to jump ship from the CPB and
give open support for Respect? We shall
seee
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favour using parliament and winning the biggest possible
working class representation. But workers must be read-
ied to make revolution - peacefully if we can, forcibly if we
must

m Communists fight for extreme democracy in all spheres
of society. Democracy must be given a social content.

u We will use the most militant methods objective circum-
stances allow to achieve a federal republic of England,
Scotland and Wales, a united, federal Ireland and a United
States of Europe.

m Communists favour industrial unions. Bureaucracy and
class compromise must be fought and the trade unions
transformed into schools for communism.

m Communists are champions of the oppressed. Women’s
oppression, combating racism and chauvinism, and the strug-
gle for peace and ecological sustainability are justas much
working class questions as pay, trade union rights and de-
mands for high-quality health, housing and education.
mSocialism represents victory in the battle for democracy.
Itis the rule of the working class. Socialism s either demo-
cratic or, as with Stalin’s Soviet Union, it tums into its oppo-
site.

mSocialismis the first stage of the worldwide transition to
communism - a system which knows neither wars, exploita-
tion, money, classes, states nor nations. Communismis gen-
eral freedom and the real beginning of human history.

m All who accept these principles are urged to join the
Communist Party.

—— i — ——
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Party and paper spiit

y 60% to 40% th&orning Stals  still insists on living and working as ahigh profile and the winning of Kate
Communist Party of Britain voted college lecturer - therefore voted almostiudson of the Campaign for Nucleal
at its January 17 special congresas a bloc for the Respect turn. By corBisarmament, things have, if anything
to reject any engagement withtrast Scotland, under John Foster, votetbntinued to go downhill.
the new Respect coalition. So the CPB wilhgainst. Respect held out a straw to the drowr
stick to auto-Labourism and the steril@ Thirdly, Respect is seen as untesteidg man. Haylett's article - tellingly head-
verities of its reformisBritish road to so- and high-risk: at best “a diversion”, if itlined ‘We can't just wish and hope’ -
cialism programme. has a limited shelf life, and at worst posieounterposed the potential of Respe
Narrow though this margin is, the decitively “dangerous”, if it establishes itselfto the traditionalists’ “alternative ... of
sion comes as a major rebuff for the Robesis a more permanent feature of the pseldiering on under a prime minister whd..
Griffiths-John Haylett duumvirate, who litical landscape (Anita HalpiMorning ... actively glories in spurning all labour
have recently fallen for the seductive overStar January 12). movement concepts’Morning Star
tures of George Galloway. Doubtless corme Fourthly, there is fear: fear of beingDecember 20).
rade Galloway will be disappointed, as helowly absorbed by SWP osmosis; or The duumvirate will therefore hit
was hoping that the CPB altbrning Star  fear of being ideologically torn apart byback and hit back hard. They arg
would act as a kind of counterweight to thearniverous predators such as thdriven both by their need to survive
Socialist Workers Party in Respect. WeeklyWorker as office holders and by political am
However, the CPBs traditionalist wing - Comrade Foster, together with thevition. Having overthrown the origi- |- -
composed of the likes of John Foster, thealpins, skilfully wrought this combina- nal leadership of Mike Hicks and Maryf=== s
CPB's international secretary and top mation of history, inertia and apprehensiorRosser, they know how to manoeuvrgsss s =
in Scotland, industrial organiser Kevininto a winning majority. and fight dirty too. Haylett led a suc-f=
Halpin and Anita Halpin, national chair- The Respect crisis will surely increaseessfulMorning Star strike against |+
woman and leading National Union of Jourthe confusion, bunker mentality andhem. After some vicious legal and —
nalists apparatchik - won the day. At leasfrustration amongst the CPB’s increaspolitical battles Hicks, Rosser and
for the time being. ingly elderly membership. Not least betheir supporters were driven out of thg
The rift over Respect is, of course, sympeause here is an organisation characteéZPB and into the wilderness.
tomatic of far deeper fault lines that cleavésed by lack of transparency and a The obvious temptation is to use thq
the CPB from top to bottom. And, far fromcongenital aversion topenpolitical ~Staras a factional bludgeon. This would
easing the factional stresses, the specittuggle. It was established in 1988 obe to rerun the ‘officiall CPGB's last yeard
congress - particularly given the closeneghe basis of running away from the poas farce. The leading ranks of today”
of the vote -exacerbateshe crisis in its litical battles in the ‘officiall CPGB. CPB are composed of those who in t
ranks and threatens to blow it apart. Be- Tellingly the special congress ratedl980s fought against the Eurocommu
tween now and the next, regular, biannualnly the briefest of mentions in thtorn-  ists of theMarxismTodayclique - peo-
congress expect a full-scale factional waring Star (January 19) ... and that as ample like Martin Jacques, Nina Temple an{
The innovators around part-time generaiside in a report of the CPB's executivéavid Aaronovitch - on the terrain of thel
secretary Griffiths now stand thoroughlycommittee meeting. Looming over thaformally independent cooperative thajohn Haylett: rebuffed
discredited in the eyes of many activistansultingly short item was a generouslyowns theMorning Star the Peoples’
Neither he noMorning Star editor John large photo of George Galloway, pushPress Printing Society. communists were kept at bay. They tookistory and a reach in the labour move-
Haylett are trusted any longer. Indeed theiag a Respect rally in Oxford that Morning Stareditor Tony Chater - a their revenge by launching a full-scalement that dwarfs the influence of the at-
has been a nasty email campaign corvening. Coincidence? Perhaps, but iright opportunist and utterly grey bu-purge of oppositionists. Hundreds wereophied CPB sect. Haylett has turned the
ducted against Griffiths: his opponentshe murky world of these Stalinites, it isreaucrat - became alarmed by the aexpelled. finances of the paper around, making it
have dredged up his past associations witliten necessary to interpret nuances ¢émpts of the Eurocommunists to get TheMorning Stars cooperative own- less dependent than ever on ‘outsiders’
the Welsh Republican Socialist Party, hitanguage - or even layout - to get soméheir claws into ‘his’ paper. He rebelledership structure allows this or that estaldo keep it afloat. So the temptation of do-
trial for terrorism and his later diatribeskind of idea of what iseally being said, against them and the elected executivished factional group to turn it into aing another UDI is certainly there.
against thdBritish road to socialisn{see what theyactually think. committee and turned to the centrists bureaucratic fortress. Thus comrade The post-congress CPB is still more
Weekly WorkeMarch 26 1998). We know that Haylett has been bomthe pro-Soviet left in the ‘official CPGB Haylett is in a very powerful position asdeeply fractured. Contradictions that
Privately in email whispers, and therbarded with protests. Not to carry an for support and, crucially, votes at PPP8ditor - like Chater before him - and it ischaracterised it throughout its existence
openly from the speaker’s rostrum at thextensive report of an official congressAGMs. TheMorning Starwas subse- clear that, despite defeat at the speciale becoming ever more impossible to
special congress, both Griffiths and Hayis surely unprecedented. It smacks lesgiently wielded to great effect. congress, he unlikely to resign himseltontain. Blairism and the delabourisation
lett were not only dubbed naive, bubf Joseph Stalin’s USSR and more of The inner-Party battle was thudo just ‘soldiering on’. of Labour threw much of the revolution-
branded revisionists and turncoats. Indeddm Jong-II's North Korea. Of course, fought with the aid of manilorning History does not make carbon copiesary left into crisis. It has taken Blairism
Andrew Murray, a close ally of the rulingHaylett has an interest not only in keepStar readers, Tony Benn and other Lahowever. We are not likely to see the SWilus the addition of the anti-war move-
duumvirate, is criticised for having goneing the truth under wraps (he has, aftdsour Party members included. They toglaying the role of the 1980s centrists anchent, which took to the streets in its
completely soft on the Trots - namely thell, been shamed by the congress désathed everything the Eurocommunistéeft Labourites in the PPPS - although itnillions and which finds some sort of
SWP; and that despite his defensive refefeat), but in goading his factional oppo-stood for. Through a double whammy could certainly numerically swamp any-political expression in Respect to

&

ences to JV Stalin, nostalgic fondness fatents into a precipitative split. force of numbers and shameless manipthing the CPB traditionalists could mobi-achieve a similar effect on the C#B

the 1930s purges and undoubted prestigeThe Gordian knot for these comradetation of the PPPS rule book - the Eurolise. However, th&tar has a presence, a Alan Rees

as national chair of the Stop the War Coawas in 1988 when they broke from the

lition. '()fﬁcial'CPGBbyset[inguptheComr---------------------------------1
Apart from the growing mistrust of thosemunist Campaign Group and then “rg-

in charge, what gave the traditionalists the@stablishing” the CPB. Loyalty to thE m Name

majority over the twinned apparatus ofCPB - despite its laughable attempts osu bscrl be!

Griffiths's Camden Road CPB HQ and Haypresent itself as the uninterrupted poli- Address

lett's Beachy Roaétaroffices were four cal and organisational continuation @f

main factors. the party founded in July-August 192‘) Subscription £ €
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road to socialismprogramme - with auto- the Maoists before them splitting mgy Donation £ €

Labourism at its core. The idea of abandorirecome habitual for some of these pio- Postcode

ing a tradition going back to at least 194ple. Cheques and postal orders should

(especially given the growing number of So with this in mind, where nextfor the pe payable to ‘Weekly Worker’ Email

‘reclaim Labour’ union general secretariesinnovators? When he argued for ep-

has no particular appeal for those in thgagement with Respect, John Haylett United 6m yr Inst. Telephone Date
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union bureaucracy. developments. That the CPB had tg’ne
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personalised and parochial. The organisatit of the doldrums. Following the huge | werid 3 month s for £5
tion is a patchwork of petty fiefdoms,upsurge against the Iraq war in 2003 the
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‘nobles’. Wales - where comrade Griffithsnot get it. Despite Andrew Murray’




