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Letters may have been
shortened because of space. storm of booing when someone dared
Some names may have been to criticise the ‘beloved leader’, Galloway
changed .
- not to mention of course SWP mem-
bers voting down, parrot fashion, any

u
HH amendment that wasn't endorsed by the
Respecting programimegrea
Comrade Manny Neira’s reporting of the  This didn’t surprise me, however, as |

January 25 Respect convention makeecall being told by a prominent member
» . . interesting reading in terms of a chronief my local SWP, when | was a member,
hat sort of political formation is RespectZame argument from SWP activists - they at least shouldc|e of the events that took place. | ddhat | had to go to the first conference of

Before its January 25 launch Rob Hovemainow better. _ _ have reservations about some aspedtse SA following the 2001 election to
Socialist Alliance secretary and trusted So- In fact the Bolsheviks took the greatest care in formulat- of its implicit thrust, however. boost the numbers of SWP comrades

cialist Workers Party functionary, insistedng and developing their programme: unlike the SWP, of  He writes with regard to the organisathere, in order to outvote the sectarians!
that, despite the skeletal and altogether vague platforoyrse, whose membership have nothing authoritative totion of the convention that RespecDbviously | didn't do this, as | believe
Respect is “absolutely socialist”. Ditto SA chair, Niclguide them, or test their leaders’ latest get-rich-quick “promises to exceed” the grotesquelyn socialism and democracy.
Wrack: Respect is “implicitly socialist”. Alan Thornett,hunches against, apart from the insubstantial ‘What we gnti-democratic internal life of the Social- Your coverage over recent weeks
leader of the International Socialist Group, enthusiasticatitand for' box which appears in each editiorsotialist ist Labour Party under Arthur Scargill.about the Respect coalition and the
agreed: Respect is “essentially socialist’. _Worker : _ . While of course it cannot be ruled outwists and turns of the SWP has been
And yet, faced with a detailed alternative platform which Far from relying on populist slogans, banal declarations 5t Respect will indeed result in that, Eexcellent, and | hope you can continue
would have truly committed Respect to consistent demditched from above and three-minute democracy, the Bol-haye to say that | saw precious littleo help open the eyes of more and more
racy and working class power, all of the comrades mesfreviks went into battle armed with concrete positions on evidence of this at the convention itselfordinary SWP members to the actual
tioned above unhesitatingly voted against what they ealt-vital issues: the nature of capitalism; replacing tsarism opportunism from the Socialist Workersrealities of the SWP's sectarianism and
nestly profess to believe. The same was true when it canith a democratic republic; uninterrupted revolution; land party was of course there in plentifubpportunism.
to our amendments: ie, republicanism, free movementraftionalisation and gaining working class hegemony over sypply, but actually there was very litieJames York
people and elected representative taking a worker’s watye. peasant masses; opposition to separatism and SUPPGH terms of procedure that was formallyemail
In the pinched debate SWP members took the lefad national self-determination; a people’s militia; combat- ;ndemocratic.
against us - unfortunately the time allotted for each miag bureaucracy with measures such as the recallability of | may be frustrating to be outvoted
tion was three minutes on either side. Their basic argul-elected representatives and limiting their pay to that of by the SWP’s whipped vote, and e\,e,FOIOI'“
ment amounted to this: Respectnist a socialist an average skilled worker; women's equality; etc, etc. Natu- more galling in that the issues on whiclMarcus Strém, in his article on Respect,
organisation and therefore it would be mistaken to includglly there were majorities and minorities at congresses ancthe smaller left tendencies were outsays that the Socialist Alliance is now a
socialist principles in its declaration. Lindsey German evennferences, but no party member was asked to leave anyyoted were qualitatively worse politically corpse. The following and final para-
said that if people “wanted more socialism” they wouithing behind at the door: all viewpoints were rigorously dis- than the things we were similarly out-graph suggests that CPGB members will
by now already have joined the Socialist Alliance. ~ cussed. _ voted on in the Socialist Alliance, butnow put more time into Respect and try-
Undoubtedly the SWP's red professors still intend to “Every step of the real movement,” Marx famously said there was no need for the organisers fog to win arguments there (‘John Rees
piously preach socialism to the select circles gathereditohis May 1875 letter to Wilhelm Bracke, “is more important engage in vote-rigging - for the simpleairbrushes out history’, January 29).
gether at their Marxist forums andSwocialistWorkefs  than a dozen programmes” (K Marx and F Eng&ié\ol reason that they had an overwhelming Isn't this a rather forlorn perspective?
turgid columns; but ipracticesocialism is increasingly 24, London 1989, p78). Time and time again this remark is majority anyway. Nor were there any ofif the more left elements could not win a
seen as a problem. Socialism and the basic principleiéd by SWP comrades. It is profoundly wrong, however, the exclusions of oppositionists from themajority in the SWP-dominated Social-
Marxism repels allies, such as George Galloway, Geotgeinfer, as they do, that Marx or Engels, or any Marxist for conference itself that marked the SLP'&t Alliance, they have even less chance
Monbiot, Salma Yagoob and Mohammed Naseen of Bihat matter, should treat their programme with anything other996 founding gathering from day oneof winning anything in Respect, where
mlngham'S Centl‘a| mosque, and Stal"ldS Condemnedtfﬂin the utmost seriousness. On the Contrary, people Overtly hostllahe balance Of forces iS far more unfa_
Supposedly falllng to attract enough voters. The SWPMarx was ertlng in the context of the “altogether deplor- to the entire project’ most notab|y Seamourable and include people who are not
also used its majority to ensure that the “mistakes” of thble™ unity-mongering being pursued by his German com- \jatgamna, were allowed to register andéven potentially winnable - indeed, peo-
SA were not repeated - the critical voices of Declan O'Neithdes. August Bebel, Wilhelm Liebknecht and co wanted got their chance to have their say, eveple who are actively hostile to socialism.
and Marcus Strom were kept off the steering committee.fuse with their Lassallean rivals. In his subseqGeit though his intervention met with great The SWP's Respect project has no
So no socialism and no inclusivity. tique of the Gotha programnidarx took off the diplomatic  hostility and heckling from SWPers onfuture, certainly none as any kind of
Déja vu In the 1980s Neil Kinnock and tivarxism gloves. Their policy of compromise was savaged. Given thethe floor. socialist party - not even potentially. As
Todaywing of the ‘official’ CPGB advocated exactly thechoice between maintaining the existing Eisenach pro-  The non-inclusion of our comrades orthe CPGB has pointed out, the SLP had
same slippery slope. Stop banging on about socialisgramme of 1869 and disunity, Marx definitely preferred the the recommended slate certainly signimnore potential. And look what happened
purge the extremists and start saying what you think ésrmer. He steadfastly defended the ideas oCiamu- fies an anti-inclusivepirit, but again | there!
dinary people want to hear. That way alone can you getist manifest@nd the theoretical knowledge the real work- think itis a misconception to expect thos@hilip Ferguson,
prime minister elected and thereby make a difference. Blairs’ movement had accumulated, especially since the Parigyho seek to lead this project in exactijNew Zealand
ism stands like the grown man to this ‘new realist’ childCommune of 1871. the opposite direction to the one we
Quite clearly under John Rees the SWP is galloping taNot that communists oppose change. On the contrarywould wish for to bend over backwardsss= =
the right. Heading as he does, though, a small sect wah-overhaul can sometimes be essential. Our programme iy include those they politically opposes_l’|55|ng
out any significant social roots, comrade Rees is hardlyoad map outlining aims and main strategic routes; it is notTheir original proposal, demanding thaReports of the new Respect Unity Coa-
likely to awake one fine day as the occupant of Notly script. . , , all slates gain the explicit consent of evelition have not made comfortable read-
Downing Street. In all probability the SWP faces crisis Following the February 1917 revolution Lenin tenaciously ryone appearing on them, was certainling. The cringing hypocrisy of the SWP
after crisis. It would be cowardly and irresponsible to shifeught at one hotly contested meeting after another to pro-gnti-democratic, but appears to haves astounding, but not surprising. The
such a challenge. Indeed we communists are pledgedrammatically reorientate the Bolsheviks. The overthrow of thankfully proven a dead letter in praceonstant desire to appeal to the middle
engage with the SWP as closely as possible in Respsafism had happened as predicted, but had produced afice. This exclusive sectarianism can onlglasses, and the watering down of so-
so as to help ensure a positive outcome. The last themgirely unexpected and unique situation. Not a workers’ pe overcome politically, by changing thecialist policies is exactly what the same
our movement needs is another scattering of demoralised peasants’ government: rather dual power and a Menviews of those on the left who practisdeft forces criticised New Labour for.
cadre to the four winds. shevik-Socialist Revolutionary majority in the soviets, which it jn particular in terms of the SWP mem- | remember the Independent Working
Equally, there are those, especially the young, who &vas intent on handing power to the capitalist class. In otherbership_ But not by seeming to complairClass Association always came in for
moving to the left. We shall energetically engage with thewords their minimum programme had half been fulfilled, but 4t being outvoted is undemocratic. lheavy criticism for deliberately disre-
too. In 2003 thousands upon thousands came into political also been left half unfulfilled. The suggestion that the gjn't. garding orthodox socialism, despite the
for the first time, propelled by the unprecedented anti-wBblsheviks united behind “simple” slogans is a complete  gome of the swipes at George Gallofact it still manages to concentrate on,
upsurge. As yet they have not found political representatiddle. They united behind the sophisticated transitional ay also fail to hit the mark: “If the me- and win credible support from, the work-
tion, let alone a political home. Attendance at regional meptogramme first sketched out by Lenin in the notes now dig ever get a hint that this ‘far left’ ing class. If they can do it, why can't the
ings, which have averaged between 300 and 400, shéwswn as the ‘April thesis’. _ coalition may be successful ... clips ofeft set out to explicitly win over the
that many are seriously thinking about Respect. Bolshevik slogans altered constantly with the ebb and pjg speech to Saddam Hussein will rivalvorking class, rather than the liberal mid-
Then there is the muslim population. The Muslim Adlow of events. Slogans are the crystallisation of the pro- snooker for television time.” Maybe sodle class? | suspect it's because the po-
sociation of Britain is a sign of the times. For such a weffamme, a way of propagating key demands, or calls to actyt sometimes being demonised in thititically-correct vanguard of the left, with
established body - with origins in late 1920s Egypt - tmn serving to advance programmatic aims. Slogans Withoutway can also lead to such an individuaGorgeous George at the helm, is overtly
align itself, albeit loosely, with Respect, which includethe programme have no more significance than cheap adheing seen as perversely principledniddie class in its outlook, values and
not only the SWP but other godless communists suchvastising jingles. Slogans certainly cannot substitute for the which, | guess, is why Galioway shareterests.
Mark Serwotka and Ken Loach, shows that nowadayspibgramme. with Scargill the absence of much in the |fear, once again, the leftis pissing into
is inhabited by two souls: a reactionary lament for the Take ‘Land, bread and peace’. Each word for the Bolshe-ay of a middle ground - people tend ta hurricane.
certainties of Muhammad and terar; a radical anger viks, and their audience in Russia, had an expressly unamgither love him or hate him, with little in Ricky Smith

at the harsh realities of 21st century capitalism and thiguous, fully theorised and weighty content. They were penveen. London
demonisation of islam. not empty catch-phrases. ‘Land’ signalled the immediate jan Donovan
George Galloway too is moving left. He envisages Briseizure of the big estates by the peasants; ‘bread’ signalleq ongon -
ain undergoing some kind of democratic revolution irworkers’ control over production and distribution; ‘peace’ Mlddle CIaSS
volving socialists, liberals and even conservatives. Agnalled opposing the so-called revolutionary defencism g = Jon Owen asks: “l am a member of the
the leading figure in the anti-war movement he tirelessty the Right SRs and Plekhanov's Mensheviks and trans-DISgusted middle class ... does my social status

exposed the cynical lies of both Tony Blair and Georderming the imperialist war into a workers', peasants’ and As a former member of the SWP, | wagrevent me from joining the Communist
Bush and bravely urged British troops to disobey illegabldiers’ revolution. absolutely disgusted when listening t®Party?” (Letters, January 29).
orders. Because of this unpatriotic ‘crime’ he was callouslyln the absence of the organised working class and in theneijr agenda at the Respect conferenceOf course not! Who do you imagine
witch-hunted and then expelled from the Labour Party ejpsence of a programme of working class socialism Respechyer the internet. runs the British ‘left? As for the work-
a kangaroo court. Nonetheless, with his mind still mirezin only be an unstable populist coalition. To achieve this A5 someone who became politicallying class, have you ever wondered why
in Stalinism, left reformism and third worldism, it is hardlystep forward’ the SA has been liquidated programmatically active at the last general election wheso many of us see the ‘left as a complete
surprising that Galloway suffers from confusion and adnd to all intents and purposes organisationally. An “alto- the Socialist Alliance seemed to offer thérrelevance and avoid it like the plague?
vocates lowest-common-denominator get-togethers.gether deplorable” price to pay for such unity. Respect's creation of a broad socialist alternativdtennie Monroe

Eg, writing in theMorning Star, Galloway blithely de- declaration rightly lambastes New Labour’s “authoritarian o New Labour, to hear SWP membersmail
clares that by uniting “as the Bolsheviks once did behiisdcial policies and profit-centred neoliberal economic strat- now arguing against motions calling for
the simple slogan, ‘Peace, bread and land™, Respect egy”. Yet apart from platitudes it aspires to little more than yepyplicanism, open borders and a worl =
turn the June 10 European and London assembly elparishing Tony Blair and replacing one set of career politi- er's wage for elected representatives Wleakl ng
tions into a “referendum” on “Bush and Blair, privatisaeians with another set of career politicians appalling, as was the complete intolerMick O'Conaill clarifies that he has had

tion and war” (January 24). Revealingly we often hear the Jack Conrad ance towards any dissent, such as th® association with the CPGB apart from

Letters, BCM Box 928, London WC1N 3XX e Tel: 020 8965 0659 o Fax: 020 8961 9193 ¢ weeklyworker@cpgh.org.uk ® www.cpgb.org.uk
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his “frequent” reading of our press (Lettingly hostile to the CPGB and see thelice in his show. ETIUN

ters, January 29). Therefore his pro€PGB as the enemy (Letters, January 29). So calling Kilroy a racist is a mistake

fessed adherence to the IWCA is not Now if Will was aWeekly Worker from start to finish. People need to know London Communist Forum

symptomatic of the Communist Partyreader he would have known that mosvhat the word means and not just call gynday February 8, 5pm: ‘Imperialism’s mission to mars’. Speaker: Jack Conrad.
leaking support - the original foolish claimof the criticisms of the CPGB made byeveryone a racist because they hold dif- pigrama Arts Centre, 34 Osnaburgh Street, London NW1 (nearest tubes: Re-

of Richard Harris (Letters, January 15).myself and John Pearson have alreadgrent views to themselves. gents Park, Great Portland Street). See page 4 for more details.
However, Mick does more than cleabeen published by thé&/eekly Worker Ashleah Skinner
this mistake up. He writes that he is naind were submitted and received in amail Wales Communist Forum
'”Vt?)lveﬁ WIFEI “?* b?fcaus_?t“yc;ur Org."’m"tsrf"”ft (t)f On%ﬂ'gg’sfmrgdtﬁ'y gebate on Wednesday February 11, 7.30pm: Is there a Welsh road to socialism? Speakers:
sation has little to offer militant, working the future of the SA and the democrac i ; :
olass activists’, given that members oplatform. Death penalty Leanne Wood, Plaid Cymru AM and Mark Fischer, Communist Party of Great

said category are apparently defined by As the chair of the meeting | invitedJohn Mann writes: “Why is so much of Britain. Sandringham Hotel, 21 St. Mary Street, Cardif
not being interested in “paper sales anthe only CPGB member or supportethe left opposed to the death penalty? | amEmbassy picket
lengthy ideological debates, but effecpresent to put the CPGB point of viewa communist and believe in the sanctity of |q.~a out of the occupied territories. Free the refuseniks. For a Palestinian state
tive activity amongst the class”. on Respect. This comrade declined theuman life. Therefore those who, beyond | it the same rights as Israel. 5 30bm to 7pm, Monday i:ebruary ENE=R i -
The comrade and his co-thinkers haviavitation. He preferred to put his owndoubt, commit premeditated murder bassy, Kensington High Stréethensington éourt (nearest tube: I'-|igh Street
a lot of explaining to do if this is their realpersonal position. Therefore | am noshould have the privilege of their own lives Kensiﬁgton) ’
position. Is it seriously being suggestedesponsible for the lack of balance in théaken away” (Letters, January 15). Committee fér Two States. PO Box 28124. London SE6 4WS: 07748 185553:
that the problem with the 20th century debate as far as the CPGB is concerned.In a time of socialist revolution | would outnow@actionforsolidari’ty org.uk ’ ’ ’
a period of horror and defeat for the proAs for praise for organisations, let me puadvocate the use of the death penalty e
letariat internationally - was that the revosome praise the CPGB'’s way. The recefitecause enemies of the revolution No to sharia law
lutionary left did not organised enouglcriticisms of Respect in thé/eekly would not be deterred by threat of im-
“activity” amongst the class? Would weWorkerand ‘Party notes’ in particular prisonment, as they would not expect us
have had more of a result here in Britaihave been excellent. to remain in power for that long. But
if we had stood on just a few more picket For those comrades who are active ibarring its transitional use during that
lines, knocked on a couple of thousanthe Socialist Alliance it is important that'excess of history’, people are not ani-

Meeting in support of a secular constitution in Iraq, Wednesday February 11,
6.30pm, Grimmond room, Portcullis House, Bridge Street, London SW1 (nearest
tube: Westminster). Speakers: Alice Mahon MP, Nadia Mahmoud, Organisa-
tion of Women’s Freedom in Iraq (OWFI), Houzan Mahmoud (edigual

h Rights Now}
extra doors, perhaps launched more redifferences are not exaggerated. mals (though they may sometimes act : . .
strikes, sit-ins against closures or petiBarry Biddulph that way), and thus the barbaric death Organised by OWFI: 07856 833001; houzan73@yahoo.co.uk
tions for speed humps? Chair, Stockport SA penalty has no place within a codified Peace, not war
Mark Fischer set of civilian laws. R
London - Michael Little Musical festival, Thursday February 12 to Sunday February 15 2004, to mark
Mistrust Seattle anniversary of 2003 global anti-war protests. The Hackney Ocean, Mare Street,
- - London E8 (opposite Hackney town hall). Two stages, visuals, films and work-
Penny dropping A few comments on Marcus Stroms shops. Dozens of top performers confirmed.
letter (January 29) in reply to my artcheSt"n 7em u Thursday Eeb 12' rock K indie Friday Feb 13 hio h db
Atthe last Exeter Socialist Alliance meet:A modest proposal’\(eekly Worker g P Dlisniey) Fe iy Joz e PRLLS (bl Aoty ins iy deh WD WOl | g

reggae; Saturday February 14: dance; Sunday February 15: acoustic, folk, jazz.
£17.50 per night, plus booking fee. All proceeds to peace campaigns. Wheel-
chair access.

Peace Not War, PO Box 44212, London E3 4WB; 020 7515 4702; http://
WWW.peace-not-war.org

ing the main discussion was on localanuary 15): John Mann is exactly correct. Come the
elections. We had already narrowlyl. His objections that my proposals wereevolution, when the working class has
agreed to back Respect - although e&anarchist” and would “prevent the leadthe power, then juries of workers will
sentially 50% of the active membershigership from acting” were indeed said irhang lan Huntley, etc.
arehostileand have stated they will nota pub, but also repeated in group-wide In the here and now, they say, com-
be involved in it. emails. munists, anarchists, Trotskyites, etc

The SWP opposed standing SA car2. I've never called him a Stalinist. Hehave to make an unholy alliance with Re'membgr walter Kendall . .
didates in the local elections, but theyefers to an SMS message he receivedshy-washy liberals because if the capi- S0Cialist and historian, 1926-2003. Memorial meeting, Saturday February 14,
didn't rule out the possibility of stand-from a mutual friend reading: “Manny talist state has that power who will they 2-30Pm, Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, London WC1.
ing Respect candidates. The impressicsays you're too young to be a Stalinist’hang? Murdering perverts or trade un-
| got was that their view was along thd was loyallydefendinghim against the ionists? Actually, in the here and now, I'abo.ur democracy .
lines of If you insist on standing candi-charge. The grounds of my defence, I'ive are quite safe in advocating hanging. €@mpaign for Labour Party Democracy annual general meeting, Saturday Feb-
dates [and the SWP seem to be agairesimit, were perhaps unsophisticatedie ain't dangerous enough to the state.fuary 21, 11am-4pm, Conway Hall. Speakers include Billy Hayes, general secre-
it], then they should be Respect candibutit was my birthday, and we'd all beerUnionists are the nearest thing to a dan-2ry €WU, and Alice Mahon MP.

dates.’ at the vodka. ger. They will hang first. =

As far as | can tell, we are to organis@. “What a bastard | must be.” Marcuspafydd ap Thomas St°p the War Coalition o
a meeting to launch Respect and thergou mustn't be so hard on yourself. Caerdydd anu(:;tl C(t)nfelr_en%e, S?turdatheigruwyC28, 106;":, (re)glstratlon from 9am), Cam-
after the SA has no point in existing ort. | am not asking the aggregate to ap- en Lentre, London (opposite Kings Cross station).
a local level. SA meenbers are thgn tprove the PCC mi%utes “zgsga t?ue recorp d rfb Up to four delegates from each local group, two from affiliates. National indi-
apply on an individual basis to become how indeed could we? | am asking therf 1€ AUSCA an vidual members may attend as observers. Register with STWC office no later

members of Respect in order to do th approve the actions documented. Without intending any offence to indi- than Saturday February 14. £10 per delegate/observer.

donkey work for it. Whether or not the5. My proposal specifically excludes theviduals, | must say quite frankly that | =

SA continues to function, the classminuting of information harmful to the am disgusted with yc?u. So too am | with St‘_’p depgrhtlons : : : .

struggle socialists in Exeter will continueparty or identifiable individuals, so ob-the rest of the leftist groups who joined National Coalition of Anti-Deportation Campaigns national meeting, Saturday

to meet and organise despite these mgttions on security grounds are unnederces with political islamists on the re- February 28, 12 noon to 5pm, Hinde Street Methodist Church, 19 Thayer Street,

antics from the SWP. essary. cent demonstration against the proposed-ondon W1U 2QJ (nearest tube: Oxford Circus or Marble Arch). Lunch pro-
At the Exeter meeting the penny6. As Marcus says, comrades may aban on headscarves in French schoolsYided, creche available. Reasonable transport costs for anti-deportation cam-

dropped for one of the few independenteady raise any issue they wish at ag- However problematic some of the im- Paigns reimbursed by NCADC.

who had voted in favour of Respect agiregate. My proposed addition to theplications of the ban may be, there is no CPGB hi

the previous meeting - to paraphrasaggregate agenda is merelseminder excuse for the disgraceful activity of so- IStOl'y

him, he hadn't realised he had voted tthat they have the right to do so. If theyalled ‘progressives’ on this issue. You Exhibition: The story of the Communist Party of Great Britain. Open until Sun-

close down the SA. can be trusted not to waste the time dbrmed a block with a gang of misogy- day April 25, Tuesday-Sunday, 11am to 4.30pm,. Entrance: £1; children and con-
Dave Parks the aggregate with trivialities now, whynists who believe in sexual segregation cessions: free. First Friday of the month: ‘Bluffer’s guide to CPGB’ tour.
Exeter should we fear that they will in the fu-and cover ‘their women from head to 0161-839 6061; karenm@peopleshistorymuseum.org.uk
ture? The idea that we should not rattie in the oppressive dress known as theRDG
Split shock the members’ cage with a reminder of thaijab. Manny Neira in his report admit- ' ' '
right (indeed, responsibility) to raise criti-ted that the male stewards would not To contact the Revolutionary Democratic Group, email rdgroup@yahoo.com

Marcus Strom describes me as a supisms in case we wake them into doingven let your male comrades speak with
porter ofResistancé'John Rees air- so is, at best, very dodgy. the women who they regard as their . _gm -
brushes out history’, January 29jvas 7. Marcus complains that | am provokproperty. Women who were bullied by Socialist Alliance
a supporter at the time of our conversang “organised mistrust”. Interestingly, their partners to attend the demonstra-
tion reported in that article outsidein One step forward, two steps backion and secretly sympathised with the Creative House, 82-90 Queensland Road, London N7 7AS; 020-7609 2999;
Friends’ House on January 25. | hadlenin specificallydefendghe notion of opposing view (I have no doubt such qffice@socialistalliance.net

ceased to be one by the time the pap&rganised mistrust”, provided it is ap-women exist) can expect no salvation

went to press, and had very deliberatelglied by the whole of the organisatiorfrom you and your ilk. Democracy Platform

informed Peter Manson of this fact in &o any part of it, as in my proposal. The fact that it has been left to Chirac Next meeting: Saturday February 21, 11.30am, United Services Club, Gough
telephone call on the morning of TuesManny Neira to defend French muslim girls from reli- gyreet Birmingham.

day January 27, very shortly after | haémail gious and sexual oppression shows the '

spoken to Alan Thornett, indicating the redundancy of the male-dominated left Convention of the Trade Union Left

incompatibility of my refusal to join, let = when it comes to women'’s issues, issue! ; ; : _
annepbuiId,tBI/:{espgct, with th(Je centraRaCIsm? that you brush aside and deem as se(fS aturday February 7 2004, L1am to Spm (fegistration from 10am), Friends Meet

ing House, Euston, London (nearest tubes: Euston, Euston Road).

project ofResistancsupporters in the Don Preston writes, in reference tmndary to class oppression. The i”SightSOrganised by Socialist Alliance, tu-convention@yahoo.co.uk

current period: namely, to build RespecKilroy-Silk, that “We should always of Engels, however flawed and incomplete
Either Comrades Manson and Stronthink at least twice before crying ‘racism’they were, inThe origin of the family =~ National conference

are not in regular communication withand we need to put clear red water beyppear to have been totally lost on you. Saturday March 13, 10.30am to 4pm (registration from 10am). South Camden

each other (is this the beginning of aween our anti-racism and theirs” (Let- Little wonder then that some of your Community School. CHarrington Street. London NW1 (10-miﬁute o

split?) or, far more probably, thgeekly ters, January 29). leading members dismiss with contempt Euston station) ’ ’

Workerteam did not want the facts to This is quite true, because in the artiall forms of feminism as being ‘bour- e two.items only: (a) Socialist Alliance and Respect; (b) method of

get in the way of a good story. cle Kilroy was only exercising his free-geois’, a cheap shot aimed at peopleelecting SA national executive. Deadline: Friday February 13. Submit to

Toby Abse dom of speech, which should always bahose views they neither have studied qgoe @socialistalliance.net as attachment (limit for preamble to motions - 250
email allowed in a democracy. His article wasor express any wish to. Ignorance maywords) Deadline for amendments: Monday March 1

. . r!oﬁl t||ra0|Et att t%”: Re I‘[’)" as talking ?1”'tebgtrbgfghfor-nmsi?nvgr}grmsgr tgtr?éfsgév'? Registration fee: £13 (£6 unwaged). Pooled fare contribution for London com-
Mischievous rightly about the Arab regimes and nopatriarchy | D€ I rades: £10 (unwaged: £5 less own fare). Travelling expenses capped at discre-

the Arab people. Following thgecret capitalist or ‘socialist’, but for muslim
In a mischievous little letter, Will Cross policemandocumentary on BBC1 aboutwomen who have suffered years of male
attempts to give the impression that tha number of racist police officers Kilroy oppression it is bliss no longer.

Manchester Democracy Platform in gendid a programme on racism in a BritainLiz Hoskings www b k ct-
eral and myself in particular are unremitHe showed no signs of racism or prejuemail -cp -or -u a |0n

tion of conference arrangements committee.
Creche (book by March 1) and catering available.
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Mars exploration sites S P on th e raCk

[ E
ressure is mounting on thewell as Labour lefts. ganda coup’ for management, say the

Socialist Party-dominated At the January 31 conference a moSP leaders, who would have dubbed us

leadership of the Public andtion proposed by SP delegates, whiclstrike-happy’ if we had gone ahead with
Commercial Services Union congratulated the DWP leadership fothe action without putting the new offer
following the decision of the departmenits running of the pay campaign, was catto the members. Some of them warn of

of work and pensions (DWP) executiveied by 23 votes to 22. Only the SP anthe difficulty of pursuing the action in
to suspend strike action last week. its close supporters voted in favour. Ahe face of a treasury pay cap: ‘You can't
The DWP group executive voted bymotion proposed by Socialist Caucusiefeat the government'.
21 to four to call off the two-day strike, the left opposition within Left Unity, was However, management has only of-
after being offered a paltry increase oflefeated by 26 votes to 18. It read: “Thigered to negotiate on the appraisal sys-
n extra £6@er year together with new conference condemns the decision dém - the latest pay increase, which most
alks on management’s proposed aghe GEC [group executive] to suspenanembers rightly think is an insult, is pre-
hel h d t dried reality h d di raisal scheme. This left PCSU membeiiadustrial action for two weeks to allowsented as a case of ‘take it or leave it'.
Nonetheless the more mun Ell.';‘e gedeLilE hrea ity asl notf entef IS MY four smaller civil service departmentsurther talks on PDS [appraisement] andfet, according tarhe Socialistit was
tique. Questions concerning life, water and the possibility of terraformingy . and dry in what had been intendegiay. We believe this has left four smallethese puffed up “concessions” - ie, £60
have sustained more recent literary explorations of the planet and inform the<", oo rdinated action over pay. Undepartments to fight on their own. Weon top of management's “derisory” pay
ideologies upon which current space programmes feed. : : : ; : :
. . ._jon members employed in the prisordemand that management are immedaffer, plus an offer simply to talk about
The European Space Agency’'s Mars Express page (http://www.esa.in

expor/SPECIALS/Mars, expressfindex htmi) is a nice-looking website thaatkervlce, department of constitutional afately notified of our intention to call a appraisal - that led to the suspension of

torian Britain in their war machines, and laying waste to the popula-

tion and the environment. As a thinly-veiled indictment of colonialism,
it is peerless in science fiction. However, as a speculative work, Wells's tale
Martian imperialists has thankfully proved to have been wide of the mark.

HG Wells’s classidhe war of the worldeas Martians bestriding Vic-

frumpets the success of s orbital probe. Prominently featured are the bre airs (DCA), home office and the tiny two-day strike and a work-to-rule.”  the strike (January 31). But surely with a
thrOLf) h spectrometer photoara hg that' conclusively rove the existence qEasurY solicitors office went ahead with  Socialist Workers Party comradesbold campaign, exposing the ‘offer’ for

- g It) e p t’ 9 tﬂ T }[’hp o he planned action in furtherance of theiwho also send delegates to Left Unityhe insult it is, it would have been easy
frozen water at the planets South poie. 1NIS fINKS 1o e 1alest NEWS CONCErly, 1, hay claims. The DCA group execubut are not part of Socialist Caucus, pub rally the members behind the strike.
ing Mars Express. Unsurprisingly this involves some lay technical languagey, e has now suspended action after aldorward a rather bland motion, which atGeneral secretary Mark Serwotka is said
as the page explains specifications, which in turn is peppered with phrases oy ing a marginally improved offer. tempted to steer ato be very unhappy with the suspen-
such as “unprecedented accuracy” and "stunning information”. For once "0 gay after the 48-hour action middle sion, especialy after having so publicly
the superlatives live up to expectations, as the images contained in its Multiae Sp jeadership came in for se- course associated himself with the action. But
media pages are breathtaking. vere criticism at a conference b e - the conduct of the campaign is the re-

Unfortunately for professor Colin Pilinger and his team, the main story from . fie -
Mars has been the failure of the British-built Beagle 2 lander. However, its fat(%)nf D\é\ﬁ#g&;n;%f? %%?stfs :r\:\ée@g tsr?é) ?gg)blllétgdcgrtshh?pgroup executive, not

seems to have passed the ESA by. Their dedicated page carries a coupl coalition of socialists dia - As well as feeling the heat from within
promotional photos, discusses the onboard technology in detail and outyic 1ts up slates of ca metri- the Left Unity coalition it leads, the SP is
lines mission objectives. But it fails to mention how it currently is as much US&jidates for the PCSU n cally coming under pressure from branches
to Mars exploration as the dustbin lid it resembles. Thankfully this gap istional and opposed and individual members, many of whom
filled by & link to the Beagle 2 homepage (http://wvwv.beagle2.com/|ndex.html).leadershipsl Its bigges positions. have sent in their protests. It is felt that

This updates the latest attemplts to contact the probe, and the ambitious pla&ﬁnponem is the Socialis This mo- some elements of the DWP leadership
to try and image the landing site from orbit. The science page offers Marg,, v 1y 1 it also contains tion would might be prepared to recommend the pay
enthusiasts a teasing account of the mission, allowing a bit of specuIatloeomr‘,meS from a range merely have offer if there is movement from manage-

about what scientific treasures Beagle 2 might have uncovered ... Py . :
. . . . of socialist organi- 8¢ noted the ment on appraisal. If that happens, there
Setting out to prove.that being American means bigger and better, th ations, as r _l" position of the i no doubt that it will be regarded as a
Nasa Mars page (http://www.nasa.gov/externalflash/m2k4/frameset.html GEC, butitwas major sellout. Hopefully the genuine an-

inevitably could not resist adding something flashy. It takes a while to load — withdrawn by ger below will cause the leadership to
on a dial-up connection, but is worth the wait. The navigation panel is set = the non-SWP ma- think twice

off against a revolving Martian terrain. Very pretty. Each of the links leads jority of their delega-  We have come so close to actually tak-
to extremely polished pages with plenty of nice features to play with. How- tion in favour of the ing industrial action, that a certain level

ever, one does get the impression that it is aimed at a young audience, per- 4 Caucus motion of enthusiasm has been generated, only
haps explaining why it does not feature as much data as its ESA counterpart. 7 i While the SP is. for the to be dashed by the suspension How-

UFS ZEEIEL B | BT GRELITE 1SS, (57 1 EMS (7S [5 12 20 1 e G i f' I , moment at least, sayingever, if we are called out again, the coor-
r J’
L i

-

Mars programme website (http://www.mars.jpl.nasa.gov/) which lists nine that the offer from DWP_ dination with other departments, whose

links. The Mars rovers page seems a good place to start (http:// management is insuf- members feel sorely let down after the

www.marsrovers.jpl.nasa.gov/home/index.html). Sensibly Nasa begins the ficient, it claims that DWP pulled out, may now prove more

page with the current status of the Spirit and Opportunity vehicles. It appears = Y 1 e
that the software problems that plagued the former rover last week have been | | ' & [:r);c;%rgs;nr(;atshg(tetiatndﬂ%ug result of its militant approach
fixed, and technicians are looking forward to a bit of rock grinding. Opportu- : W 3 y

| really had no Socialist Caucus has increased its rep-
il | choice but to resentation on the Left Unity slate for
suspend the the elections to the executive, due in
action. It May, from three to five

nity, on the other hand, is still busy flexing its robotic arm. There follow a few

press releases about the naming of Martian hills viewed by Spirit in honour
of the Colombia crew, and some close-ups of the crater rim Opportunity landed | 1 i'
in. But will it be able to struggle out of its resting place? So far Nasa is keeping !

mum = L would Lee Rock
It is all very well sending probes to Mars, but what is the point? The Mark Serwotka: ‘very unﬁah \ ' ga\‘/p?r(t))sg-n London regional orgar:(s;:j

Mars Society (http://www.marsso-ciety.org.uk) attempts to provide an
answer. The home page begins with the common refrain, “Humans are ex-
plorers”. We should go to Mars because ‘it calls on us once again to exer-
cise our human virtues of curiosity, creativity, heroism and foresight, to
create new possibilities for our posterity.” An article linked from the home
page on British space policy puts more flesh on the bones. Bo Maxwe - - ¥
criticises the government's traditional lack of ambition in this area, arguing Im g’lallsm S
that a strong commitment to human missions would capture the imaging

tion of the public, and bring long-term benefits to the UK economy. The

founding declaration of the society opines about the knowledge we ca — —
gain, the challenge it poses, for humanity and “for a people who are yet
be. We must do it for the Martians.”

Fine words. These projects are very exciting and ultimately the future of

our species depends on escaping the confines of the Earth. But for com
nists the immediate interests of humanity do not lie in colonising Mars. It lieg
in making this world a red planet

Millions of people worldwide are fascinated by the idea of space travel and the exploration of the cosmos.
Phil Hamilton Millions logged on to Nasa’s website to follow the progress of the Mars Mission. Yet - Jack Conrad argues -
Nasa and the whole US space industry is a branch of the military-industrial complex. Satellites, computer-
enhanced imaging, Satum rockets, the space shuttle and other technical innovations owe far more to
military requirements than to human curiosity about the

universe we live in.

Jack Conrad suggests that, whatever we do in the Sunday’ February 8’ 5pm

future, “now, the main subject of humanity must be Diorama Arts Centre,

humanity - as we find it, on earth. Our mission is 34 Osnaburgh Street
7

transforming earth”. London NW1

(nearest tubes: Regents Park, Great
Portland Street).

Speaker: Jack Conrad
All welcome. Lots of time for debate.
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EUROPEAN SOCIAL FORUM

he first meeting of the UK organ- groups should be dealing with certai
ising committee to prepare for thetasks”.
European Social Forumtobe held By a strange coincidence, the GL.
in London later in the year took seems to be involved in all these tasks.
place on Thursday January 29. The meeAs comrade Gordon ran through the i
ing very quickly confirmed what many of items to be discussed (venues, welp-
people had feared: that this year's ESBite, accommodation, translation, etc
is in great danger of being totally takerRedmond came in on almost every o
over by Ken Livingstone - with the full to announce that the GLA would tak
support of his little helpers in the Social-care of them. Was there any other gro
ist Workers Party. that would like to help? Anybody apa
Controversy ensued well before thérom the CPGB or Workers Power, th
meeting, because invitations were serig. “You represent a party, so the minut
out rather selectively. At our UK assemiaker will not be able to take your name
bly the previous weekend, it was andown,” Alex Gordon declared when we
nounced that all those who signed ufried to getinvolved. Jeremy Dewar fron
to the statement ‘For a UK OrganisingVP unsuccessfully tried to convincg
Committee to host the European Socigleople that he only represented a newg-
Forum in London’ would be invited (seepaper, not a party.
Weekly Workedanuary 29). However, But the rather harmless NGO, Friend
despite signing the document, the CPGBf the Earth, was shunned too. Whef
was just one of many organisationds representative, Hannah Griffiths, sai
which did not receive such an invite. that she would like to get involved in the
This was no accident. We were toldyroup that would invite organisations td
by Dave Holland (Livingstone’s su-the ESF, the call for additional help was
premo for European and internationa&ll of a sudden dropped: “Oh, well, wg
affairs) that we were not invited, becauswiill all just send out invitations for
we are not a “a national or regional orgroups to join; So you can use you
ganisation, but a political party”. Wedatabase and we will use ours,” Red
were allowed to stay in the meetingmond said.
though our attempts to clarify the inter- That might have been to do with th

Bureaucratic fist tightens

It looks as if we have to refight a battle
line that has dominated many of the in-
ternational ESF assemblies over the last
two years. So time for some clarification.

The disputed sentence in the WSF
‘Charter of principles’ reads: “Neither
i party representations nor military organi-
T sations shall participate in the forum.
| Government leaders and members of leg-
I | '] islatures who accept the commitments
of this charter may be invited to partici-
Hu pate in a personal capacity.”

| Even before our first ESF in Florence
1l many groups and political parties across
! Europe challenged the interpretation
that this would mean parties would have
| to hide behind some kind of front. Then,
| our friends in the SWP took a principled
stand: at meeting after meeting, Alex
Callinicos and Chris Nineham argued
alongside comrades in the CPGB against
the banning of parties (see, for example,
Weekly WorkeDecember 12 2002). But
now that they have a finger in the pie of
this year’s ESF, there is no need to fight
for principles, it seems.

Anyway, two years ago, our Italian
comrades were delegated to reach an
agreement with the WSF on the ques-
tion. They reported to the ESF European
preparatory assembly in Vienna on May

nationally agreed position on the particifact that Hannah has been quite criticdtedmond O’Neill: carry on lying 11-12 2002 that they had in fact come up
pation of political parties (see below)of the secret nature of the process and with a compromise: According to this,
was referred to the next meeting of thbad previously acutely embarrassed thee can achieve a purposeful event, netumber of previous occasions and rational ESF mobilisations could if they
committee, due to take place on ThurgsLA and Globalise Resistance: She arjust a glorified rally. guess what - the sum mentioned wasanted opt to allow parties to openly take
day February 5. It is still unclear whynounced at a meeting that Friends of the On a positive note, both the programmg&250,000. part in the process. The next ESF assem-
other organisations did not receive inEarth had in fact not signed up to the ES&nd the culture group are planning to According to Redmond, no other or-bly on July 13-14 2002, which took place
vitations. bid, despite being listed as a supportingarry on meeting despite having officiallyganisation has yet committed any moneip Thessaloniki, further clarified this by
Fifty-five people attended the meetingprganisation. She has definitely beebeen abolished. And some people in-though Steve Bell of the Communica-agreeing that political parties would also
representing quite a wide range of orpushed into the ‘enemy camp’, which isvolved in local social forums across theion Workers Union said his union wasbe allowed to organise workshops. At
ganisations (though | did recognise aincreasingly well staffed with membersUK are planning to meet in London on‘discussing our affiliation in two week’s the ESF event itself, speakers who were
least 15 members of the SWP, attendingf the CPGB, Workers Power, the Greelfrebruary 7-8 to discuss the way forwardime and we will also discuss a donatiomembers of parties would not be adver-

on behalf of this or that front). As hasParty, World Development Forum, a of £500". tised as such in the programme. How-
unfortunately been the norm, the atmosaumber of local social forumRed Pep- Money troubles ever, they were free to state any affiliation
phere was decidedly hostile and unper, Just Peace etc. Whenever one ¢tedmond O’Neill presented a ‘Draft in-Party troubles in their speeches (s&®eekly Worker

friendly. This was not helped by the facthose people spoke, they were shoutetication of possible expenditure’, ac-At a number of meetings, quite a fewJuly 18 2002).
that chair Alex Gordon was beingdown by SWP hacks - or shut up bycording to which the whole event wouldpeople have mentioned almost in pass- Since this agreement has not been
‘guided’ by Redmond O'Neill (Living- comrade Gordon. costexactly £1,488,546. Thisincludes thing that the ESF is a “party-free space’overturned or even challenged, it is still
stone’s appointed policy director on Quite clearly, it is becoming increas-hire of Alexandra Palace (£218,675), &hese have included Alex Gordon (RMTvalid. The Italian committee decided to
public affairs and transport), who kepingly difficult to influence the way the seven-hectare marquee village on thexecutive), Kate Hudson (chair of Camallow parties. Dishonestly, the French
whispering instructions into his ear. ESF is being organised. As a result, grounds of Ally Pally (including site paign for Nuclear Disarmament andbanned them, despite the fact that most
Most seriously perhaps, Alex Gordomumber of people have unfortunatelyental of £497,909), the professional runmember of thélorning Stals Commu- leading participants on the French or-
announced that our four ESF workinglecided to turn their backs on the proaing of a website (£10,000), free accomnist Party of Britain) and Redmondganising committee were members of the
groups were abolished forthwith. Theess, after having experienced the urmodation and expenses for theéD)'Neill himself. Livingstone’s policy di- Communist Party of France, the Ligue
ESF preparatory assembly on Decembeiemocratic nature of the official structuretranslators and volunteer transcribergector on public affairs and transport i€ommuniste Révolutionnaire or the So-
13-14, which was attended by many inHowever, this is exactly what the GLA(total of £170,940) and £127,500 for siof course a long-standing member of theialist Party.
ternational participants and which is thend GR are hoping for. Without a demopeople who would be employed full-timesectarian and highly secretive Socialist It would be a big step back if the Brit-
highest body of the ESF process, hadratic opposition, they could just run thefrom April 1 to December 31 2004 to over-Action, which operates not only in theish ESF mobilisation decided to follow
set up working groups to deal with prowhole ESF like another ‘Respect’ jambosee the organisation. GLA and the Labour Party, but is alsadhe French road. Such a ban would be
gramme, practicalities, culture and enree. Redmond did not volunteer any infor-influential within CND and the National highly hypocritical on a number of lev-
largement. While the enlargement group We must fight hard to make the ESHmnation as to how this could be coveredJnion of Students. els - not least because the organisational
never met, the practicalities group wathe property of all the interested group$o CPGB comrades asked him how While SWP comrades have notprocess is being led by a recently read-
sabotaged by members of the SWPand organisations in Britain and Europemany organisations had already promnjeined in the witch-hunt against partiesmitted member of the Labour Party (and
they used the undemocratic ‘consensuihe event has already been increasingiged any funds. “Well, I'm afraid | can- they certainly have not raised any obstaffed by members of Socialist Action
principle’ to block the group from tak- sanitised since the first forum took placeot give you any information on this, sgections. They are safe, of course, band the SWP). A ban only leads to party
ing any decisions. in Florence in 2002. While our first ESFyou’ll have to carry on lying in the appearing as anythirgut members of members concealing their political affili-
However, the programme grouphad the flair of a massive anti-capitalisiVeekly Worket he sneered, to cheer-the SWP: Globalise Resistance (Guytion, thereby making the whole proc-
(which contained a number of SWPersestival, the second forum in Paris aling from some of the SWP comrades. H&aylor, Jonathan Neale), Unite againstss even less transparent and less
has been meeting regularly since Deready felt like a rather uninspired conferwas referring to my article in last week'sFascism (Weyman Bennett), Stop thelemocratic. Supporters of the ban fool-
cember and is quite far advanced in dravence. We cannot allow the ESF in Britairpaper, which reported that the GLA wadVar Coalition (Chris Nineham, Lindseyishly seem to believe that somehow de-
ing up methods on how to put togetheto be remembered for being a boring, bueommitted to giving £250,000. German) or even Project K (Alex Callini-claring our event a party-free zone will
seminars and plenary sessions for oweaucratic non-event. Only when a representative of thecos). No doubt, they will think of more attract more people to it. Surely, the ques-
ESF later in the year. Dave Timms from Tens of thousands of anti-capitalist acMuslim Parliament of Britain repeated myfronts soon, as only one representativi&n is - what kind of parties take part?
the World Development Forum unsuctivists will come to London. They should question did Redmond feel obliged tger organisation is allowed to attend thénd would a ban really keep any of them
cessfully tried to deliver a report of theform the core of the ESF, not Ken Liv-give a proper answer. “The GLA will haveOC. out? Hardly.
programme group to our UK organisingngstone. While we must carry on arguio go through all our budgets to see if Currently, the CPGB is the only politi- In Scotland, comrades are not quite so
committee, but was prevented by coming for more democracy in the official they are relevantto the ESF,” he explainedal party that does appear under its redolish. In fact, comrade Jill Hubbard from
rade Gordon, who refused to add the iterstructures, we should also attempt téi can, for example, think of the interna-name. Workers Power comrades presetfte Socialist Worker platform of the Scot-
to the agenda. Members of the culturbreak out of any straightjacket. Wetional budget or the consultation budgethemselves as “supporters\brkers tish Socialist Party reported at a previ-
group were equally dismayed at appaishould fight to make sure that the ESfand | should imagine that three of fouPowernewspaper”. Members of theous meeting that the SSP and the Green
ently having been abolished. provides space for all groups; that theonferences during the ESF will meet ouAlliance for Workers' Liberty never Party had joined the Scottish ESF mobi-
Redmond O'Neill explained that only workshops will take place close to theeriteria.” So how much money are youspeak, so the question of their affiliatiorlisation. Are we supposed to throw them
the organising committee could decidenain centre; that European and Britaintalking about, Redmond? “| really can-never arises. And the Socialist Party doesut again?

which groups should exist from now onwide networks will emerge - in short, thathot give a figure.” Well, he did at anot turn up anyway. Jeremy Dewar cheekily challenged
“How about the four working groups we Redmond O'Neill tried to shed someRedmond O’Neill's authority to effec-
already have?” somebody suggestege & mas light on the problem during our assemtively take over the running of the ESF,
Afraid not. According to Redmond,erhe CPGB is th_e only pOIItIcal party that does bly - but failed miserably. He said: “Theas he was a member of a government
working groups will be established af@ppear under its real name. Workers Power ESF is part of the Worid Social Forumbody - also banned under the WSF char-

some later stage in the process. “But onigomrades present themselves as “supporters of andtherefore parties are not officially alter. “Well, if you throw me out, I'll have
seven organisations have officially af lowed to participate. That does not meato throw you out of my building,”

filiated to the ESF so far, so we cannc;wquers Power “ewsPa_per”- Members of the if you are a member of a party, you canRedmond snapped. Surely, the point is
set up those structures yet”, he exAlliance for Workers’ Liberty never speak, so the not participate. It simply means you canrot to throw out either Redmond or WP

plained, supported by his comrades-ing = N =pE 0 not take part as a member of the Labowr the CPGB, but to allow all interested
arms in the SWP. Until the structures ar uestion of their affiliation never arises. And the Party, but you can attend as a membe@rganisations to openly participaie

satisfactory to Redmond, “certain ialist Party does not turn up anyway of the CND.” Tina Becker
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HUTTON REPORT

Blair’s stitch-up backfires

which the working class has no interesias appeals to the monarch herself. In
On the contrary, there are quite seriougality the law lords are simply special-
dangers of a chilling of political discus-ised representatives of the monarch
sion and attacks on press and journalig¢ho carry out these functions on a
tic freedom posed in this affair. Itis in theday-to-day basis.
interest of the working class movement And, of course, what is particularly
to actively defend every element ofgrotesque about this recent example of
democratic space that exists under thjsdicial-governmental shenanigans is
system, and oppose all attacks on demtie fact that the key decisions about the
cratic rights, even if such attacks begitenor of the report into this governmen-
with what appears to be a quarrel withittial intelligence scandal were made by
the establishment. one unelected, unaccountable indi-
Workers do have a side, and an interddual - Hutton.
"1l est, in seeing such attacks (which are pal- That is why oubraft programmede-
pable in the government’s aggressivenands that all judges “be subject to elec-
i o demands for blood and sackings at theon and recall.” Moreover, all
¥ ' BBC, threats to interfere in the procesgvestigations into government-state
of renewal of the BBC's charter, etc) dewrongdoing should “carried out in com-
feated and the Hutton whitewash complete openness” and be judged by ju-
prehensively shattered. Hence thdes made up of ordinary working people.
actions of BBC workers in protestingJudges should be there only to advise
these attacks, and indeed of officials liken technical-legal matters, not to decide
Greg Dyke in taking on Blair and Huttonthe verdict. This is certainly how the
over these Orwellian lies and in defencaider inquiry into WMDs and the whole
of some measure of press and broadcabtq war that the majority of the popula-
ing freedom, deserve our critical solidartion now supports, according to opin-
ity. ion polls, ought to be carried out. And if
Indeed, this in large measure is whyhe government persists in rejecting
many bourgeais figures are worrying ousuch a basic democratic demand the
loud that Hutton will prove counterpro- Stop the War Coalition is well placed to
ductive. It may bring discredit on thetake the initiative and establish a peo-
judiciary and the judicial system, theyple’s enquiry of its own.

he long-awaited report from
James Brian Edward Hutton,
former chief justice of Northern
Ireland, recently retired law lord,
and chair of the public enquiry into th
death of government weapons expert
David Kelly, has produced incredulity
across the length and breadth of t
country - indeed around the world. Th
virtually complete exoneration of the
Blair government of any wrongdoing,
the avalanche of criticisms directed g
the BBC's reports on the ‘sexing up’ o;l
the September 2002 ‘dodgy dossier’ -
have given rise to a feeling not of ‘clo
sure’ and ‘drawing a line’ under the is-
sue, as the government no doubt hopdgs,
but of massive popular revulsion at thi
Orwellian whitewash.

Opinion polls commissioned by sev-
eral newspapers consistently show th;
a majority of the public thinks that Hut-
ton was a whitewash, that the BBC wap
treated unfairly, that the government wag
to blame for the death of Kelly and lied
about it. As Blair blatantly did on the
plane home from his laudatory sojour
in Washington when the news of Kel
ly’s suicide broke, denying he had au
thorised the naming of Kelly - it

subsequently emerged in the Hutto
hearings that he chaired the Downing

Street meeting where the strategy fo muse. Well they might! With Hutton, the massive democratic
naming Kelly to the media was actuallyLord Hutton: denounced The fact that the government is ableleficit in British society has once again
decided. The bald assertion that no one to appoint a judge, a supposedly inbeen thrust centre-stage. In this regard,

in government was to blame for this, thahfterwards. This being the same Colitic domain that many eminent figures idependent arbitrator, to investigatet is doubly unfortunate that the princi-
it was all the fault of BBC officials and Powell who earlier accused Iraq of stockthe ruling class believed that serious andself is blatantly anti-democratic. ple of republicanism - abolition of the
reporters for making ‘unfounded’ allega-piling these weapons as part of thelamaging criticism of the governmentiudges of course are drawn mainlynonarchy, privy council, the House of
place, is so outrageous and at variandeations backing for their planned inva-visibly and obviously rubbing his handsthey are selected for their loyalty totargets the anti-democratic institutions
with reality that Hutton became in popu-sion and occupation of Irag. And ofwith glee at the prime minister’s likely the established order and their gerthat underpin the British state, was voted
lar terms a laughing stock as soon as tlurse, Hans Blix, the UN chief weap-embarrassment - until, fairly late in theeral social conservatism. They are alsdown by the Socialist Workers Party
news broke of his ‘findings’. ons inspector, whose work was a keglay, he was obviously tipped the winkofficial representatives of the crown.majority at the Respect founding con-
The immediate result of Hutton was thestates his belief that Irag's western-supwash. Too late for the Tory leader, whdords - judicial appeals to the Housghere was one
resignation of the chairman of the boarglied WMDs were destroyed underfaced the bizarre situation of a supposef Lords are designated in legal terms lan Donovan
of governors, Gavyn Davies. The venythreat of further attack shortly after theedly exonerated government demanding
next day Greg Dyke, the director-generaknd of the 1991 Kuwait war. he apologise for his entirely justified (if
[ ] ]

later by Andrew Gilligan, the BBC Ra- not great revelations at all. Even on thisnent wrongdoing and lying. BI al r I Ied
dio Four journalist whose material,level, Blix, Kay, Powell, etc are simply Indeed, the spectrum of those de ’
gleaned from an off-the-record interviewadjusting their stated views to agree witmouncing Hutton included not just theg -
with Kelly last summer shortly after BushScott Ritter, anti-war campaigner andisual suspects on the Labour left al '
prematurely declared an end to ‘majoanother former UN chief weapons inthe anti-war movement, but extended § ousan s Ie -
ness off. After Dyke’s ‘resignation’, war preparations were getting underHastings, the former high Tory abdily
which was subsequently revealed tevay, that the imperialists’ accusations offelegraph editor. The Daily Mail
have been effectively a sacking broughitaq's possession of WMDs were falseseemed to read like thgaily Mirror
about by a terrified board of governorsAll these facts, even remaining withinover this issue. Pretty much only thg
various sites to protest in his defencemade by ‘respectable’ figures like Ritterfo the government - for obvious reason
many thousands of them later contribshow conclusively that what was in-given Murdoch’s hatred of the BBC and
uted to the publishing of a full-page advolved in the war preparations was notlesire for a Berlusconi-type monopol
vertisement iriThe Daily Telegraph ‘intelligence failures’, which is the latestof the British and international media.
conclusions. And on Saturday lunch-on the defensive now it becomes clear@stablishment - its wide reputation fo
time, about 200 demonstrators gathereshd clearer than no WMDs existed irlindependence’, ‘impartiality’ and ‘pro-
opposite the gates of Downing Street tiraq, but rather conscious, systematiessionalism’ in no way contradicts that|
protest against this fraudulent reportlying on a massive scale. Such a public image - which, of coursg
supported by Media Workers againsproduct of a naked political fix by Blair in erable amount of journalistic freedo
the War, the crowd heard anti-war speakappointing this ultra-conservative judgeand relatively honest reporting on mat
ers denounce Blair and Hutton, aftea veteran of Northern Ireland’s frame-ugiers considered not fundamental to t
which a copy of the report was publiclysystem of juryless Diplock courts - is jusivell-being of British capitalism - make it

Of course, overarching the whole afarrogant, deeply anti-democratic angighted sections of the ruling class. A
fair is the much more significant issue othoroughly imperialist and predatorycertain amount of such leeway is esse
the war in Iraq itself, the undisputableBlair regime (Blair of course also gave théial to allow the BBC to maintain its cred-
fact that the government claims that Iragudge a particularly narrow remit to in-ibility as a more subtle, and thereby mor
piles of chemical and biological weaponsin his conclusions, that may not havehe interests of capital. But such leewa %rge Galloway: interesting
supposedly able to be launched at 45een necessary). carries with it the risk of periodic clashes
minutes’ notice, has been shown to be However, given the show of open-with the more flagrantly anti-democrati bout 200 people came out on Saturday, January 31 to join the Stop
utterly false. ness that pervaded the procedure, wittomponents of the political system an the War Coalition picket of Downing Street called to protest against
the Iraq Survey Group, saying therevidence on Hutton's website, the conmaintaining the conditions for capitalNt TR e R T C R e LR A D e A LR
were no WMDs in Irag, and probablyclusions are too much at variance witfand in particular its depredations in th@ET e 1 LR i T e A Ny
had not been for at least a decade. Kal this material in the public domain towider world. _ Most interesting was George Galloway. He told us that the recent
was the head of this US team of selfbe believed by anyone who is not per- Something along these lines appea| vote on tuition fees starkly illustrated that there “are too few Jeremy
place by the invaders to comb Iraq lookligence. Hence the almost universahence the divisions and disquiet in th u3 nolitical auestion we must address”. We can no longer “limit our boli
ing for evidence to back up the rationalelisbelief. ruling class over this whole messy busii p q e” em “e - \ve can no fonge ” PO
for the war - his resignation statement  In fact, such was the weight of evi-ness. But we should not thereby makilsdbathutdesd ettt okl
was more guardedly echoed by Colinlence against the government that ththe mistake of concluding that this is sim JRiCUERUURUEE Lo LIS S U DR Ce S L LU R SR

tions of government lying in the first Bush-Blair attempt to get official United was inevitable. Michael Howard wasfrom the most privileged social layers;Lords, law lords, etc - which concretely
But the BBC is not laughing about it. part of the build-up for war, now publicly about the nature of the upcoming whiteThis is particularly true of the law vention last week. An own goal if ever
also resigned, followed a couple of days For opponents of the war, these weratterly hypocritical) attacks on govern
combat’ in Iraq, started the whole busispector, who testified at length, as théar to the right as tHeaily Mail and Max
thousands of BBC staff walked out athe framework of the pronouncementdurdoch press remained sycophanti
denouncing the injustice of the Huttorpathetic refrain of Bushites and Blairites Indeed the BBC is itself a pillar of the|
Called by the Stop the War Coalition, The report produced by Hutton - thehas to be earned by allowing a consig
burned. the latest manifestation of the incrediblyan asset, not a liability for the more far
had in its possession enormous stockestigate, although, judging by the biagffective, propagandist and defender ¢
Recently, David Kay resigned fromthe publication of large swathes of thestate machine, which are also vital fof R I R R LR L R e e e e,
appointed weapons inspectors, put igonally corrupt, or lacking normal intel-to be behind the Hutton/Kelly affair - Corbyns, Alice Mahons or John McDonnells left” in Labour. This posed
Powell, US secretary of state, shortlenquiry’s proceedings put into the pubply a quarrel within the establishment il iICE UaERE LT
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Media manipulation

he day the police found DavidCommons: “The allegation that | or any-the Hutton inquiry itself. Thanks to its
Kelly’s corpse slumped againstone else lied to this house or deliberatelgeliberations, we know that betwee
a tree - his bloodstream riddlednisled the country by falsifying intelli- September 10 and 16 2002, the thrept

ghimiy (PR

with around 30 coproxamol tab-gence on WMD s itself the real lie.” from Iraqi WMDs went from being sim-

lets, his left wrist slashed open by th&orry, Tony. What is in “itself the real lie” ply potentiako “current and serious”.
four-inch lock knife found nearby - | hadis any suggestion that New Labour toldThe first phrase was written by an intel
been due to meet Andrew Gilligan tche truth at any point in its extendedigence officer. The second was writte
discuss a potential story. A series ofampaign to sell war to the general pubby Alastair CampbellAgain, the first
emails exchanged earlier that week cotiie. draft described post-1991 production g
cluded with Gilligan writing: “See you A first dossier on Iraqi WMDs lost WMDs as only a probability. Once
there. Will call if any last Alastair Camp-whatever credibility it might have started Campbell had sub-edited the piece, it hgd
bell-related backwash makes it difficult.”life with after the discovery that sizeablesomehow become “established beyor|d

In the event, “Alastair Campbell-re-chunks were ripped off from an ancientdoubt”.
lated backwash” - the knock-on effect®hD thesis. Then a document purport- Hey, judge! Remember all that stufi
of the spin doctor’s determination to beaihg to prove that Saddam tried to buythey taught you in law school about thé
up on the BBC after it broadcast an indranium from Niger was shown up as alifference between ‘balance of probabili
convenient truth - cost a man his lifecrude forgery. ties’ and ‘beyond reasonable doubt’
Kelly’s suicide was a consequence of And it wasn't even third time lucky. Hmm, seems not. But then such nuanc 5 : o
Campbell’s hardball tactics. An unin-Gilligan’s story totally took the second probably did not count for much in the - —
tended and indirect result, maybe, but dossier apart. Yes, that document waBiplock courts. Andrew Gilligan: game, set and match
consequence for all that. “sexed up” - however Hutton under- And there is more. The statement that

Oh, how hilarious Whitehall press of-stands or misunderstands the term. Ye§addam was prepared to use WMDs And more. Dr Brian Jones, of the deecessors as Radio Four defence corre-
ficers must have found the grotesquthe 45-minute claim was false. And yespnly “if he believes his regime is undeffence intelligence staff - self-describedspondent spent their working time con-
children’s-party guessing game they dehe intelligence services were unhappyhreat” was mysteriously dropped, fol-as “the most senior and experienced irstructing Airfix replicas of fighter aircraft,

vised to humiliate Kelly, with hand- about what was written. lowing an email from top Blair aide Jon-telligence community official working on when not rehashing MoD press re-
picked hacks given unlimited chances to Ironically, conclusive proof for all athan Powell, who described thisSVMD” - was so concerned about thdeases. Gilligan did what journalists are
suggest the name of the mole until theghese propositions was thrown up bywording as “a bit of a problem”. “over-egging” of the dossier that hesupposed to do, and got out of the of-
finally lucked out. Pin the tail on the don- made a formal protest. His staff sharefice and found sensational stories. News
key. | spy, with my little eye, a his concern. is what someone does not want pub-
whistleblower beginning with K. And Final corroboration comes from Davidlished, remember. All the rest is adver-
just for an added laugh, after the guy was LO r O t e WM DS Kay, America’s top weapons inspectortising.
discovered dead, the Ministry of Truth who recently stated: “There is no doubt Yet as of the time of writing, | have not
went to town on his memory, branding . ) . . . that the phrase ‘within 45 minutes’ in-seen one ungualified defence of Gilligan
him a latter-day Walter Mitty. ast year's3ig readfirmly established fantasy as the nation’s favourite pubgjuded in the British report is incorrect.”in the mainstream press. Even the man
Rarely can one man’s self-inflicted lishing genre, tales of unreal worlds suchasi of the ringsaking four of  \xMDs could not have been launchedimself has partially bottled out, mum-
death have had such an immediate pothe five top places. in 45 minutes. Not in 45 hours. Not in 45ling perfunctory, half-hearted apolo-

litical impact. Faced with public revulsion  New Labour was quick to jump on the bandwagon. Two releases last yeghays. Kay now believes there were ngies, presumably while keeping his
on a grand scale, the Hutton inquiry was Irad, its infrastructure of concealmefftebruary 2003), aridags weapons of \WMDs to begin with. Around 1,400 fingers firmly crossed. Why, Andrew?
purpose-built to take the heat off. And, mass destructio(September 2003) - were savaged by the critics, who fourgkperts have been looking for them. AndYou are vindicated. Don't grovel now.
like a pack of frozen peas applied as atheir plots unconvincing, gratuitously “sexed up” and derivative to the point Abw many have turned up? Zero. Nada. His work on the Kelly claims has been
makeshift compact to a sprained ankle, Plagiarism. ; o ) ; ; Zilch. Jack. They simply are not therewidely slated as a ‘one-source story’. So
it managed just that. Hutton spent six  They were set in a world similar to ours, but in which Iraq is a superpowsp even the dossier’s original draft wasvhat? For starters, Gilligan made it ab-
months - not to mention millions of Posing a direct military threat to the west through its ‘weapons of mass destigggely an exercise in wish-fulfilment fan-solutely clear from the outset that this
pounds of public money - and finally tion’ - not unlike Tolkien's ‘one ring’. As a result, the free world stands on th@sy. Game, set and match to Giligan. was so, and invited listeners to make
delivered a report the government might €dge of destruction at the hands of the evil dictator, Saddam. _ Thelastofthe Hutton inquiry killer facts their minds up on that basis. But what is
just as well have written itself. Sensitive to criticisms of implausibility, New Labour brought in a new writefs the revelation that Tony Blair personunusual about one-source stories any-
No wonder it had to be leakedThe ~ for the third titie,Hutton report This takes up the story after Irag has been degly approved the outing of David Kelly. way? Pick up any national newspaper,
Sun A serious newspaper might have feated, and (nice twist, this) has failed to use any of its WMDs in its defengginistry of defence official Sir Kevin any day of the week, and you can see
twigged the fairy story. Extra, extra! Read Indeed, through some wizardry, the dreaded weapons have become invisitd@pit revealed that Blair chaired theplenty of one-source stories, written on
all about it! New Labour did nothing ~Uunlike Saddam himself who turns up living in a hobbit-hole. Though I'm givingheetings to decide on what becamthe sole basis of a brief, non-attributable
wrong! BBC entirely to blame! [PS: away the ending, it has been widely trailed: it all proves to be the fault of a rexgown as the ‘naming strategy’. Thephone call from a special adviser. The
Thank you kindly, Mr Murdoch. Yet lutionary, underground group - the BBC. ~ prime minister has insisted all along thakelly revelations were a one-source
again we owe you big time.] It's no good: some things are beyond parody, and even Tony Blair seefas<emphatically” did not leak Kelly’s story of substance, not a piece of
Scrutinise the entire report and you Uneasily conscious that the Hutton report whitewash of his behaviour over Irggine. This is dissemblance of a very highverspun, second-hand tittle-tattle on
find not one substantial criticism of the Was too blatant for public taste. Hutton justified his findings partly on the bagigger. Technically, he is right. He did nothe latest hissy fit between Gordon and
government. If Hutton had been just that Of his limited remit: to investigate the death of government advisor David Kellyo so himself. But then he did not havdony.
teeny bit more savvy, he would have Until recently, though, Blair refused any suggestion of an inquiry directly ing_That is what Campbell got paid for. ~ Granted, there is one aspect of this
thrown in a few token words of censure, the grounds for the war as “unnecessary”, despite the fact that the Iragi WMD$he only proper conclusion from thesorry business where Gilligan comes in
if only to lessen the appearance of a snowused to justify the invasion have not been found. evidence presented to Hutton is that thier some legitimate stick. After Kelly’s
job bigger than the one undertaken by Then came David Kay's resignation as head of the Iraq Survey Group a”%zemment lied and lied again to covename had already been made pubiic by
Britain’s road-gritting crews on the day Public admission that he had been wasting his time. This compelled presidgacks, with all the inherent plausibil-the government, Gilligan sent an email
of publication. But no, not even that.  Bush to announce an enquiry into the question of WMD ‘intelligence’, and iy of my three-year-old daughter deny+o a Liberal Democrat MP sitting on the
As the opinion polls show, the major- turn forced Blair's hand. : , : _ing illicit raids on the supply of chocolateforeign affairs select committee, reveal-
ity of the population is not taken in. Not Blair has therefore appointed Lord Butler to chair a committee of five priviyttons kept in our larder. Yet we ardng that Kelly was the source of a similar
that it matters much. The genuine angercouncillors, including two MPs: Labour chair of the intelligence and securisked to swallow the claim that “anystory by aNewsnighjournalist.
of last July has largely dissipated. David committee Ann Taylor, and Conservative Michael Mates. It will meet in secrgl,ggestion that there was any pressureKelly was questioned by the commit-
Kelly's suicide is, like, so last year. and publish its report in the summer. Its will investigate the accuracy of pre-wgiintervention from Downing Street istee shortly afterwards, and was clearly
Hutton was notably keen to demon- intelligence of WMDs, but not the use made of it by the government. Robitirely false”. The BBC story wastaken aback when the accusations were
strate his most unjudgelike familiarity €00k, who resigned from the cabinet over the decision to invade Irag, has critpoos wrong”, we are told. Blair himself put to him. At a stroke, he was made to
with contemporary argot. In one of the Cised this narrow remit, and the Liberal Democrats have refused to join the c@Raintains that any allegation that the 45appear a serial briefer against the gov-
more unintentionally hilarious passages Mittee on the same grounds. : : - _minute claim provoked disquiet amongernment, thereby undermining his posi-
in the report, we are told: “The term _ The report may scapegoat the security services for providing poor intelligengg intelligence services is “completelytion. Gilligan may plead in mitigation that
‘sexed-up’ is a slang expression, the Put, given the risk that annoyed spies might brief against the government, it segftotally untrue”. Campbell chips inDowning Street was briefing tame La-
meaning of which lacks clarity in the more likely that another whitewash is being prepared. Freshly confident affgfh the position that there are “no erbour MPs on the committee to his detri-
context of the discussion of the docu- Hutton, Blair has been particularly blatant on this point: “We can do that withoiys of fact in the September dossier'ment, and that he was only attempting
ment.” casting aspersions on people’s good faith or honesty.” _ All these assertions stand compreherte redress the balance. But for journal-
Not for most of us it doesn't. What It seems it is left to others to cast these aspersions. Most ordinary pe@pl@ly trashed, even as New Labouists, the 11th commandment is that you
Giligan was openly trying to say is that remain perfectly aware that they were lied to by Blair. War on Iraq was justified @&ims exoneration. never reveal your sources. Revealing
a second government dossier on weapihe basis that the country was in breach of the terms of UN resolutions imposinget such is the government's reservoisomeone else’s is even worse.
ons of mass destruction - central to therestrictions on its armaments after the invasion of Kuwait, and it had to be @issupport among the press that, instead But that is essentially a nuance.
New Labour case for war on Iraq - was armed of WMDs. These WMDs were never found, and the dishonesty of #eyeing acclaimed as Britain's newesClearly the public had the ight to know
buitt on fimflam. His biggest mistake was government's attempts to prove that they ever existed has already been dpgiestigative journalism superstarabout the concerns Kelly raised. Clearly
being far too polite. To put it in the lan- Mented, week after week, not least in our paper. , , Gilligan's professionalism has been untoo, the BBC was absolutely correct to
guage used in parliament and courts of At first sight, the specious justification of the war might seem unimportarfer prutal assault. OK, 'm biased. | knowreport them. Any half-decent news or-
law, the dossier was tendentious to theCommunists, who begin with an understanding of the reality of capitalism aggy like the bloke. | could not tell youganisation would have done the same.
point of mendacity. Or in plain English, it international extension, imperialism, would never have been troubled by pligrat his politics are, and he seems tiet, thanks to an administration that
rubbish from start to finish. All of the ~Ney arguments of ‘international law’ even if they were nominally consistent. have friends on both the right and thelearly regards parliament and public with
central allegations in Gilligan's now im- . However, we must fight to expose the hypocrisy of our government, even|git. But my guess is that Andrew is acontempt, the Kelly affair fills the nos-
mortal 6.07 broadcast on tliedaypro-  its Own grounds, and precisely to highlight its true nature. The governmen{stural-born boat-rocker, who wouldtrils with the stench of media manipula-
gramme last May have been proven Most senior lawyer, attorney general Lord Goldsmith, wrote that the war was tgre delight in upsetting whichever partytion.
completely true. Conversely, the govern- 9al” only in as far as it was necessary to disarm Irag, and explicitly not for “regingen power. And mingled faintly with that stench
ment's denials are ... well, completely not change”. Without WMDs, the entire war was therefore ‘illegal’, and Blair is a war After working on a couple of storiesis the distant odour of dead bodies - from
true. criminal not by any rhetorical stretch, but by his own lawyer's defiréion ith him, | am certain he is a bloody terthe woodlands of Oxfordshire to the
Who knows from where in his soul Manny Neira ific reporter. There is an apocryphal storpadlands of Ira®
Blair mustered the chutzpah to tell the knocking round that some of his pred- Dave Osler
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20th anniversary of the miners’ Great Strike

Class war and damned lies

m Janice SutherlarSitrike: when Britain

onminers’ picket lines; Neil Greatrex, leadiot. How was that possible? The strikety to go on strike again. So had the min-
ing scab and founder of the Union ofvas called in Yorkshire: Scargill was noters been so completely defeated? Why

went to war Chan nel 4 Satu rday January zénocratic Miners (who interestingly there. When after consultation at masisring in enquiry and research at this
! tells

m Steven Condi®he miners’ strike
BBC2, Tuesday January 27

hroughout the strike ‘the

media’, as we called them,

were branded the enemy. A

TV camera often produced}

as much rage as a scab or

police riot shield. Camera

crews were frequently attacked.

The ‘bosses’ press’, ‘Thatcher’s bu

boys’. Our writers penned songs slag

ging them off (not least the veteran co

munist, Ewan McColl), and we sang i

celebration of the ‘smooth-faced pundit

on the box'. They had earned it all righ

- most of them anyway: the daily pres:

was a sickly diet of lies and misinforma:

tion. TV news channels not only set al

anti-strike, anti-union agenda; they en

gaged in an outright propaganda wa

against us. Facts were not allowed t . B s a2

interfere, as the terrorist boot boys un%mrgill. was it his strike?
leashed by Arthur Scargill went on the

us his dad was a life-long uniorpithead meetings the national conferstage? Why introduce facts at the end
miner and went to his grave never spealence was convened to discuss whethef the programme when they have not
ing to his son, even refusing to look ato call a national ballot, Arthur did notinterested you all through it?
him again, for crossing picket lines). Theexpress a view. He was in the chair and Did the programme explore the miners’
cops talking of their alienation from thein those days respected its objectivitytactics? Did it seek to find out if the strike
working class north, but how muchHe did not have a vote and did not speakad ever come close to victory, and if so
money they raked in: “The ConservativeDid anyone even ask anyone about thisow and when? Did it ask how we were
government had looked after us for foucentral allegation? Did they hell. defeated tactically? Nope, a long, long
years and now it was pay-back time.” Scargill walked away from the nego-documentary about the miners’ strike
Boris Johnston, Oxford graduate, uppetiations and a deal in September 84and it does not even raise the question
class twit and Tory; Tim Bell, the National What was the deal? What was the stunof how we could have won, or if we had
Coal Board's chief admin officer; Bernardbling block? What was the union’s view?come close to it. Not bothered. It ended
Ingham, Peter Walker, Neil Kinnock.  They do not even ask, let along answewith an assertion which drove the pro-

In the middle or on their side - hard toArthur tells it differently (though not on gramme from its start: “Old, unprofitable

say - Brenda Dean. Predictably she is tthis programme, since he was not askedidustry like coal had no place in Thatch-
sensible lass, the ‘get what you can an®l deal was in view - we virtually had theer’s Britain.” had this conclusion been
come out smiling’ negotiator, never mindwhole shooting match - but NCB chairreached after testing whether Britain's
what your members think. Barbardan MacGregor went off and phonedcoal industry was old in the sense of out
Bloomfield, another Oxford grad who Thatcher and when he came back evef date, or was it modern? Was it unprof-
once helped edit an oral history collecrything agreed hitherto had been takeitable or was it the most efficient coal
tion on the strike, but said nothing of thaback. mining industry in the world? Well, that
on screen. Instead she gives us the mem-Peter Walker: “There was never dssue may well have been at the centre
oirs of her Oxford days and her bit ofchance of the lights going out.” In factof this dispute, but it did not get any
rough stuff from the pit, ignorant andpower cuts had taken place - January I6otage on this programme. It was remi-
drunk clumping to her dorm for a quick1985, Barnet, five and a half hoursniscent of the newspapers at the time that
shag and a cup of tea. John O'Farrell, Holborn, two hours. January 20, Welwyrinsisted on telling their readers the strik-
student from Exeter during the strikeGarden, two hours. January 22, Hacknegrs were trying to keep open pits that
who gives us another impression ofour hours - the sixth in four weeks. Orwere worked out: in other words had no
what the miners were in middle classlanuary 18 the Central Electricity Genereoal in them. More than one paper on

rampage. We fumed in living rooms, barss stirring, the scene almost literallyeyes - alBoys' Ownheroes and aren’t ating Board boasted it had met a demanudore than one occasion said that. The
and welfare halls - crowds of familieschanges to black and white and thegbey strong? - and how unfair the copsf 42,000mw. The truth was thatfootnote on this 2004 presentation ech-
huddled together to catch the progresannoying working class folk, all muck were. Phil Woolass (who?), president ofi2,800mw were available with all sourcesed the same lie.
of the strike jeered and booed TV screerand complaint, force themselves into théhe National Union of Student in 1984 going full blast to meet demand, includ- To call this programme a ‘documen-
all over Britain, impotent to get our sideotherwise idyllic world. who tells us how he supported the mining the final back-up system of emertary’ would be a travesty of the English
on the screens. The myths, grasping and old, are thears, but was young and didn’t knowgency jet engines secured to the flootanguage. It is, however, a fairly good
That was the truth, near as damn itgt loose. Unions are holding the counwhat he was doing, as if he was six at tho when O’Farrell makes fun of the anrepresentation of the kind of lies, half-
about the news coverage on press amy to ransom - nay, th8uneditor tells time, not 26 - just as well because warchists who told him to join the ‘turn truths and bias we got for 12 months by
TV. It was not, however, the truth as faus, unions wereunningthe country; at never noticed him anyway. He goes osomething on at 6pm’ campaign, it washe bulk of the press and TV news chan-
as TV documentaries were concernedhe same time ‘the country’ was sick oto tell us, as the strike collapsed: “| feltnot stupid at all: the whole thing wasnels. Future researchers looking to un-
All of them that spent more than fiveunions - Thatcher had been elected tivolish and used.” Well, on behalf of theactually on the thinnest of knifes edgeglerstand the miners’ strike of 84-85 will
minutes looking at the strike - its causesort them out. Contrast: the new, shinyminers and our families who spent 12VMalker is just lying now as he did thenturn up this on tape and use it to pro-
the respective arguments - came out fanoney-earning, house-buying yuppieitter months on strike, let me apologise Six months into the strike public inter-duce whatever is the future equivalent
the miners and their families. It was cleaBritain; then shots to the valleys, the slafpr giving you such a gruelling time.  est had switched away from the minersf Star trek It will be useless in terms of
that a quick soundbite or barking headheaps, the raggy-arsed miners’ kids, the Midge Ure of Ultra \lox: all itwas about because of the birth of prince Harry. Theffiacts, evidence or historical record -
line could get away with gross distortionnorth and a dictatorial Scargill - a Marx-was working class men beating up othgtwas starvation in Africa, and how badlyother than recording how bad sections
but a researched and serious attempt it revolutionary, commanding his obesworking class men ... ugh. Then, shockff were the miners by comparison? Aof the media were in both 1984 and 2004.
examine the facts always came out on oglient troops into battle, responding jusbf all shocks, Alexei Sayle - why did | new politics was developing - celebrity- .
side. Channel 4 in those days, at least &@cause he had said so: “Fifty-six thouthink he ever understood what the cladsased, not class-based; not old-fasiSearching for facts
far as documentary was concerned, wagnd Yorkshire miners were called out owar was about? - tells us a tale: we booddned workers and strikes, but internat tried all last year to get a TV sponsor to
the miners’ champion. strike.” Wham off stage, who were trying totional, third world and environmentalallow me to make the 20th anniversary
With that in mind, we all expected both  Of course facts do not come into anygupport us in a charity concert becauseoncerns, focused on stars. strike film. | wanted to revisit the strike
last week’s documentaries to be more a@f this. It is just a tale: nobody is askedhey had bonny hair with highlights and Death and one-eyed sadness. The taxd test the legends. Was there a plan
less sympathetic to the miners. We imto comment on the assumptions, navore shorts. Never heard of that one. Didriver taking a solitary scab to work into decimate the coal industry? Or was it
agined this to be the case, not least sinstriker is asked if any of the assertionanybody ever ask anybody about angouth Wales, (not “working miners”, asa plan to decimate instead the NUM and
the last 20 years of media studies up andatch their reality. Scargill, we are told,of this ? Not in this film or anywhere else stated in the programme, but one blokejut the trade union movement? Had
down the country have ruthlessly exinvented flying pickets! My old union as far as I've seen. is a big centre of attention. Our two comThatcher set out her stall and prepared
posed the bare-faced bias and lies afelegate, Tom Mullanny, once said: On our side Ann Scargill and Bettyrades killed on picket lines do not evera battle plan to take us on? To what ex-
1984, and no one would ever imaginéWell, | don't know if Arthur is as old as Cook; Carol Jackson, Notts striker'sget mentioned, never mind talked abougnt at the end of the strike had it suc-
anyone with a brain cell to share wouldne, but | remember the flying picketswife; Ron Henson, rank and file printer;or reflected on. ceeded? To what extent was the character
wish to repeat it all again, not while wecoming to Hatfield in 1919 - they came inTony Benn, obviously his political over-  Figures. The programme starts by tellef Arthur Scargill influential in there be-
were watching this time. Want to bet? a steam bus and they run over Bell'siew cut out; Glyndwr Roberts, Arthur ing us there were 180,000 miners in Briting a strike, or would it have happened
Channel 4's programntgtrike: when dog.” Flying pickets are as old as uniondackson, Russell Broomhead and Keviain at the start of the strike. At the end afinyway with or without him? What
Britain went to waris probably the and probably older. Scargill “closedWilliams, the only four miners in the the programme they tell us by Februargbout the ballot issue - how much was it
worse ‘documentary’ ever madeTlfie down the Saltley coke works”, which will whole programme who must have spal985 - ie, six weeks before the end of than excuse for gutless scabs and anti-
Sundid a documentary this is what itbe news to the thousands of striking Birken volumes but were left with bit lines;strike - 80,000 miners were at work. “Halfstrike tabloids and to what extent a tac-
would look like. What we had was just amingham engineers and foundry workand Daljh Singh Shergill from the Bir- the miners”. This of course is the samécal error? Whose error was it? Would
collection of every myth and falsehooders who downed tools and marched tmingham sikh temple. hype and misuse of figures used right have made any difference in material
ever put out against the miners, roundedlock the scab fuel depot, along with It must be said of those folk | havethrough the strike. Twenty thousanderms to the two sides? How political
up and repackaged as fact. None of thefgousands of miners from all over Brit-described as being in the middle, we dminers never went on strike in the firstvas the strike from our end? Was there
myths were ever challenged, no fact evetin, not least south Wales and Kent, whoot know what else they said, what waplace. That means 160,000 miners did. § plan to overthrow the Thatcher gov-
tested, no stone disturbed, never minkhew nowt about Arthur Scargill. not used in the programme. It is clear thire deduct the 20,000 who never struckrnment and impel a revolutionary work-
unturned, in the search for truth. This The old, old story: this was Arthur producer had a goal he was driving tofrom the 80,000 at work six weeks fromers’ movement forward? How close did
was TV slander at itdews of the World Scargill's strike. He arranged it, led it,wards and doubtless if anyone said tothe end, it means 60,000 had gone baake strike come to victory, and how near
gutter press worst. ‘called people out’, presumably keptmuch to distract from or distort the im-but 100,000 must still have been out afwas Thatcher to collapse? Was there a
The scene is a happy hamlet callethem out through terror, and “threeage he was trying to present they woultér 10 and a half months of bitter strikekey failing in our strategy and the re-
London in 1984, like a pantomime semonths into the strike still had the min-be severely cut. It is possible several ofhis is not the collapse the programmeponse of our fellow workers? Might we
before the baddy appears. Jolly folk arers eating out of his hand”. Offensivethe folk in the middle were spitting thetalks of. Neither is it most or even halfhave won? What was the post-strike
colourfully dressed, and listening toand obscene lies, which rob 140,000 mirblood of fury when they got to see thehe men going back. The core of tha&ituation and how was that played out?
modern rock bands. Clean-cut kids, urers of their place in this history. Our hisfinished product. strike held solid to the end. Could the miners have counterattacked
concerned with politics or other darktory! The programme makes assertions - no Mardy was the only place where theyin 19867 Answering those questions
things, are enjoying the freedom The programme is top-heavy withevidence, no details: just states them asarched back together - the strength afould have paid a real tribute to 1984-
Margaret Thatcher has given them. TheJory and establishment figures - bitterlyfact without challenge. They werethe working class was broken every85, as well as being a useful political and
are buying expensive clothes, they aranti-union, anti-working class and pro-Scargill's pickets. How? How were theywhere except there. Hmm. Mardy wasocio-historic exercise.
earning wads of money, they are fredree marketSuneditor Kelvin Macken- organised, how funded, what were thelosed and the miners dispersed. Inci- | did not get to make that programme.
Britain was a new society, a society ofie: “Funnily enough, | didn’t get on with picket structures? Who cares - we jusientally 100,000 miners plus were still innstead BBC2 approached me to coop-
change, a bright, designer-led, everythe printers.” Actually his commentsmake it up as we go along and repede industry supplying 89% of all fuel erate in the making of a miners’ strike film.
thing with a label, very successful placeteveal that he quite literally hated themwhat the press said in 84. power to power stations by 1986 wherPerhaps | would get the chance to do a
Then off-stage something from the 1930Richard EllisSurinfiltrator and informer ~ Scargill held the strike without a bal-the miners balloted by a two third majorpolitical overview, and explore some of
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Miners battle police: just cause

those key questions through this mevote of Nacods, the supervisors’ uniona large section of the class are not here.| claim a short, indulgent responsecould have been balanced by an expla-
dium? Despite miles of film footage,to join the strike. Two votes, both ofindeed we could fill this review with the here for the reason that certain unscruration from me as to what the idea was
hours and days of exploring some of thevhich returned two-thirds majority votesreal politics - racial questions, internationpulous groups on the left (and one ifrom my point of view. Perhaps they felt
guestions on film, in the end it did notin favour. The Nacods action would shuglism, class-consciousness, etc - whigbarticular) may already have filed thisit was covered by my own strong com-
appear. Maybe it was never intended tevery pit in Britain. It would end the scab-infused villages such as Hatfield but aretory for future use against me, when theents on the death of the taxi driver a
appear. TV producers, even progressivaing, end the excuse to burn scab fuelnot here. A new sense of class beingeed comes up for the kind of politicalittle later.
ones, are not democrats. We are ndhere would have been no new scab fuddpilt upon an already highly politicisedslander they often engage in. So, for the The contrast between the two films
consulted on how the film is made andho scab trucks hauling it, no Notts scabgorkforce with a long history of left poli- record, | never suggested the policeould not be more stark. BBC2 showed
what will be in it, let alone allowed to seeto distract us. It would have released dics - we see none of that. would not attack because you were sithe close-up nuts and bolts of the action:
it and amend it before it goes out. least 15,000 of our pickets, freed them The camera focus s larger than life, buing down! | cut my teeth in the Tynesidethe bedrock of the strike, the strikers
The producer, a Glasgow lad, mustrom risk of injury and arrest and addedightly focused at the same time. If thisCommittee of 100 and numerous sucthemselves. Not foot-soldiers mind-
have been mighty impressed wittain  perhaps another 5,000 Nacods membesthe lens through which the film will be sit-downs at nuclear bases, and thiessly obeying orders, but intelligent,
spotters since he nicks their openinginto the picket ranks. It would have si-made, you could not have found fivebumps on my head by the time | was 16ensitive members of the working class
shots and has the feet and legs of mifenced the propaganda of the press afitter representatives of the Doncastérad led me to believe they would hit yowith a high degree of class conscious-
ers running desperately, pursued byV. So the decision not to carry out theminers than these. Hard, down-to-eartlvith as much glee if you were sittingness, acting in their class interests. This
cops instead of addicts. He was keerstrike vote was crucial. Taken by whom2ommon sense; intelligent and articulatedlown as if you were standing up. So Was their strike - it belonged to them. The
for some reason, on reconstructiong;or what reason? At what cost? They are the antithesis of the automaiad no illusions on that score and neiilm will be a monument to class war and
which have their place if done well. Sadly Another example. Neil Kinnock tells tons presented in the Channel 4 praher had anyone else. the struggle for a better world. For Chan-
these were not, by and large, done walls that he and Stan Orme came up witiramme. These are the real lives behind No, what usually happened whennel 4 the old myth - Scargill, the Marxist
and come over as cheap and tacky. Whyplan which would have saved the bulkhe strike, the fabric of its existence. Lisever we went to the pit gates in any numwith his own agenda, gerrymandered a
use off-the-peg actors, in a distant, unaf the British coal industry and allowedtening to these men will perhaps allowbers was the police would find somestrike, and Thatcher used the opportu-
related place, when the real charactedevelopment of all ‘beneficial reserves’this new generation, two decades on, texcuse to charge us and then a fighmity to take him on and smash a crack
were actually available to play their ownThe NCB accepted the plan. Scargill, wéruly appreciate how the ordinary rankvould happen while the scabs on theegiment of the working class. It was all
parts in the real locations? are told, turned it down flat. Untrue. Dayand file striker saw and experiencedus quietly slipped out of the gate alabout individuals and manipulation. A
Sadly, despite all the evidence preby day we watched the negotiationshese monumental events. Feelings, imost without sight or sound of the pickfprogramme unworthy of the title ‘docu-
sented to them, the makersTéfe min- until disagreement centred on a singleofar as it is possible to capture them osts and the battles further up the pit lan@eentary’, it was instead a collageSufn
ers’ strike still repeated the classicword, ‘beneficial’, and how to resolve screen, are vividly projected here. In this The idea of the sit-down, just as théneadlines and TV news bias.
mistakes. “On the ballot the union leadeonflict over its meaning. It was sense the programme will remain a cladus was setting off, was to force it to Ironically today’s Hatfield miners
ers said no.” | had explained to this teariMlacGregor who walked away whensic for years to come. stop. The cops could not pick you upvatched the BBC2 programme in a Lon-
how the question of whether to have &rthur swears everything was all but The question of class violence land carry you while they were grippingdon hotel room, the night before their
ballot or not was put to mass pitheadigned and sealed. The programmthought was well presented and exriot shields, so it was also planned tdobby of parliament in support of the
meetings all over the coalfield. Men inchooses not to chase this crucial perioglained, as far as the lads were corferce them to lose some of their armouadjournment debate calling for Hatfield
their thousands voted on whether or ndor hard facts, despite its central imporeerned, in a matter-of-fact mannerThe idea was to hold the scab bus awlliery to be saved. Hatfield is now in
we should have a ballot. When | put théance in answering the guestion, howithout glory or machismo. From thelong as possible while they got somedministration, and the miners are still
question to 1,200 men at Hatfield thelose did we come to winning that strikeBrighton IRA bomb to the death of thehumpty for a change instead of the copfighting for its survival, 20 years and two
nearly hung me off the welfare roof. They It is clear the producer had decidedcab-herding taxi driver, this was our side Of course, a combination to twoclosures since the Great Strike of 1984-
thought we were trying to sell them outfrom the outset that this would be a deagainst theirs. things happened. The riot cops wer85. Their current journalhe Hatfield
The film shows thousands upon thouscriptive film, not an analytical one. It However, one item which went out withstill tooled up in the wings, and for someCollier highlights two issues: one, the
sands of swaying miners in the throngvould present through the eyes of fivéhe programme cannot go unchallengeghickets bricking the cops was a hardtruggle to save their pit and the remain-
greeting the result of the conference naickets what happened, rather than exhis is the legend deriving from Harry, ahabit to lose. When a few bricks wentler of the industry; and, two, the fight
to hold a ballot. This was the democracylore why and what if. former Hatfield branch treasurer, accordever, as the cops moved in to shift udpr working class democracy within the
we were used to. A mass assembly of That said, this film is of an altogethering to which | undertook some sort ofthat was the cue for the snatch squadsmion against bureaucracy.
their brothers, face to face. Stand odifferent quality than Channel 4's effort. pacifist deviation in the form of a mass sitto charge into the crowd, many of whom Though now a microcosm of their
your hind legs, have your say, then votdt seeks not to thinly cover the wholedown at the top of the pit lane. Activistswere still sitting down. So, whatever elséormer strength, the Hatfield miners
where everyone can see you. Then stidanvas of events, but to make a tighihcluding Harry, will know well my atti- happened that day, | had an attack ndiave lost none of their visian

by the decision, whichever way it goesfocus on the lives and aspirations of fiveude to physical resistance during théher of pacifism nor naivety. One would Dave Douglass
Not whispering behind your hand, vot-of the Hatfield miners. It follows the strike, so | need not labour that one (adrave hoped in an otherwise excellent branch secretary
ing in private and stabbing your marravents of the strike through their eyestually the producer chose not to includ@rogramme such a strong criticism Hatfield NUM

in the back. That's the way the men saWZontemporary film brings home the in-the most violent parts of our resistance -

it. They told the “union leaders” no bal-tensity of the conflict - the body-and-maybe to protect us from prosecution).

lot, not the other way round. The pro-soul commitment of ordinary folk to a justHarry, to be right, has always taken the = =

gramme makers had full knowledge ofause. It is intensely moving. That thergiss out of me and the sit-down tactic, 20th anniversary Miners Gala

this fact, so why not use it? Is the balloare other stories not told by this film isaccusing me of ‘peace, man’ hippyism -

guestion so deeply ingrained in the follobvious. The women'’s support groupsalthough it has usually been tongue in Saturday May J:’ 10.30am, Bamnsley. .

myth of TV producers that they are inthe women'’s flying pickets, the platformcheek. Unfortunately the way BBC2 shot We. urge all sections of the labour and trade union movement

capable of hearing an alternative view ospeakers, the fundraisers - their storiehe resulting police charge and riot, to join us. We urge Weekly Worker readers and our comrades

the subject? It would seem so. are not here. The fight for politics -straight after Harry's statement, made it on the far left to march with the Hatfield miners and their
Other key strategic issues are toucheajainst sexism, against sexist slogandook like | had somehow caused the as- panner and band on that day.

on, but not pursued. The overwhelminghose discussions and joint learning bgault on the miners and their families.
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CANNABIS

Send the right message -
legalise all drugs!

rom last week the UK state’s|F
‘war on drugs’ took a new turn. '
Cannabis is no longer treateq 2
by the authorities as a ‘class B
drug - like amphetamines/speed - but
rather as a ‘class C’ one, a catego
which also covers substances like an
bolic steroids and tranquillisers such
valium. This is the first significant revi-
sion to the 1971 Misuse of Drugs Act
which broke down drugs into three cat
egories, with ‘class A containing things
like cocaine, heroin, ecstasy and mag
mushrooms (dried, fried or stewed).

So, spliff away?

Well, not exactly. Cannabis still re-
mains illegal - it is just now a little less Communists call unequivocally for the
illegal, so to speak. It remains a crimina immediate legalisation of cannabis - not
offence to pass marijuana among friends its “decriminalisation”, as recommended
or to allow people to consume cannabisannabis laws, the home office launcheds far as to ask a question about “cake&abinet minutes, would embody thedy The Observe(January 25) and oth-
in your home. You must not smoke a joint £1 million-pound advertising campaigrin parliament. With its £1 million-pound view that “a sharp distinction betweerers. There should be absolutely no stigma
near a school or children - this is definediesigned to promote the “one simpledvertising campaign, the governmerthe penalties for possession of cannattached to the taking of cannabis. But
as ‘aggravated circumstances’ andhessage” - cannabis is harmful and réeas managed a brilliant self-parody - antis and heroin would discourage usergre also call for the legalisation afi
could lead you into hot water. The acmains illegal (s@lmostjust say no’ revealed its utter vacuity into the bar-of cannabis experimenting with the morelrugs - ‘soft’, ‘hard’ and all ports of call
tual cultivation and growing of canna-then?). This campaign has involved thgain. dangerous drug”. However, the planén between. This is thesal ‘right-on’
bis plants is prohibited. Unsurprisingly,distribution of 2.5 million leaflets and David Blunkett has his supporters ofvere leaked tdhe Guardiarand, col- and non-confused, non-mixed message
possession with intent to supply (‘deallarge adverts in the national press preeourse The Guardianproposed that a lapsing under the weight of establishto send out.
ing’) is illegal and continues to carry aclaiming: “Cannabis is still illegal - the good policy would be “to allow expertsment and press fury, Wilson gave his In this respect, the post-Purple Haze
14-year maximum sentence plus an urpolice can arrest you”; and emphasis- medics, pharmacologists, treatmerilessing instead to a maximum five-yeaaifair comments by comrade Kevin Wil-
limited fine. ing: “You will be arrested if you are agedspecialists - to place drugs into the thresentence for cannabis possession afidmson - the SSP’s drugs spokesperson

What is new is that the penalty for sim-17 or under”. categories of harmfulness that the Misan unlimited fine - draconian sanctionsind  self-appointed expert on
ple possession is changing - the maxi- In addition to the literature and the adsyise of Drug#\ct of 1971 set out. This is which remained unaltered until last weekbiogenetics, anthropology and gender
mum prison sentence has being reducébde government has produced radithe road which, to his credit, the home In other words, the battles that ragedtudies - were disappointing. Far from
from five years to two. Also, police adverts targeted specially at “the kids” secretary is following” (January 24). around drugs in this period were a deealling for the legalisation of all drugs,
guidelines are to be ‘streamlined’ in or-and, if the content of the ads are any- Presumably then a self-appointedbate about the degreesacial control SSP policy is for the ‘hard’ variety to
der to iron out all the ‘discrepancies’thing to go by, the home office doyensxpertocracy should preside over thevhich the UK state and its multifariousremain illegal in an ‘independent social-
which have arisen over the years corglearly think that this section of the popuUK’s drugs laws - not very reassuringagents can and should exert over itist Scotland’. This side of independence,
cerning how all the various regionallation suffer from retarded developmentseeing the complete hash they made sfibjects. What was true in 1970-71 rethe SSP, in the words of comrade Wil-
police forces deal with those caught irin fact, the general tone of these ads weitgn 1971. Interestingly, the current chairmains true in 2004. liamson, is “calling on the executive, the
possession of cannabis. From now oso patronising that they ended up beman of the Advisory Council on the Clearly, the recent hullabaloo over canpolice forces and the local authorities to
theoretically those over 18 caught iring comical - indeed, you could be for-Misuse of Drugs, Sir Michael Rawlins -nabis reclassification has served pecreate Scottish-wide cannabis-tolerant
possession will have it confiscated angiven for thinking that you were also a professor of pharmacology afectly to expose the fundamentallyzones until our parliament has the pow-
get a flea in their ear from their friendlylistening an extract from an episode oNewcastle University - has admitted thairrational nature of this ‘war’ - indeed, it ers to change the lawTle Scotsman
local bobby, while those under that ag€hris Morris’s great surreal-flavouredthe “experts” are not always to beillustrates how the whole debate aroundanuary 29). In other words, the all-UK
will be arrested, taken to a police statioTV seriesBrass eye trusted. Commenting on the original 197Hrugs in general more often than nobourgeois state should be more lenient
and given a stern warning or reprimand Foolishly attempting to speak toreclassification decision, he said: “Thegenerates a sound and fury that normallyp Scottish users/takers than English
- and if it is your second offence you will‘yoof' on their own terms, the govern-basis on which it did it nobody knows.signifies ignorance and prejudice. ones.
either receive a final warning or actuallyment got obviously hard-up actors toThe records do not explain why. The Take cannabis specifically. Here is a As any serious examination of the
be charged, with the added pleasure dftone a series of supposed slang nambasis on which any of the things weralrug thatmillions of people take on a subject quickly reveals, criminalising
being referred to the local youth offendfor cannabis. Calling on young adults taelassified is obscure from reading theegular basis - it is estimated that someérugs and hence drug-users only exag-
ing team. visit the government’s “Frank” educa-minutes. They won't tell you.” 50% of young adults enjoy the recreagerates any potential problems tenfold -

All'in all, these new measures hardition website on drug misuse/abuse, a In other words, the ‘war on drugs’ wastional smoking of cannabis. Are all thesgushing users to the margins of society
radiate laid-back, ‘do your own thing,woman actor intones: “Marijuana, ashesjot launched on the basis of science aqgkople plunged into @rainspotting and into the hands of usually less than
man’ libertarianism. African, bazooka, blonde, blue sagerationalism, but was a political decisiortype hell when they light up? Yet in thescrupulous professional criminals (or

For all that, there were howls of out-bud, broccoli, brown, buddha, bullyon,shaped by the interests and concerns pfocess of policing the absurd and antperhaps even worse, desperate ama-
rage about the cannabis reclassificatiocheeba, Colombian, Don Juan, hash, the British ruling class. Not very far social drugs laws, each year there ateurs). Self-evidently, it is thedultera-
policy from the usual suspects - the Biritjive stick, jolly green, kiff, killer, Panama away in the United States, a whole gerB00,000 stop-and-searches and sontien of drugs by so many profit-hungry
ish Medical Association, opportunistgold, parsley, roach, straw, wheat, Texagration had been traumatised, and sim®0,000 people are arrested - and effegpushers’ which is one of the biggest
Tory MPs, tabloid newspapers, etcT, locoweed. Call it what you like; just taneously radicalised, by the horrors dfively turned into criminals. Their of- causes of severe ill-health, damage and
Naturally, for them this ‘sends out thedon't call it legal.” Then we get a malethe imperialist war in Vietnam and thefence? The heinous act ehjoying death. Legalisation would bring with it
wrong message’ - that drugs are reallyoice which solemnly reminds us thatontinuing - sometimes heroic - fight forthemselves andot getting into a lager- quality control, while at the same type
not that bad, when the only ‘right mescannabis is “still illegal, still harmful, and civil rights. Rebellion was in the air, revo-fuelled fight on a Friday night. The dou-putting the drug gangs out of business
sage’ is thasll drugs are evilll of the you can still get a criminal record that mayutionary sentiment in the wings. Inevi-ble irony of course is that if alcohol andovernight.
time: just say no, as Ronald Reagan araffect your future career or holidaytably, this emerging ‘counter-culture’ tobacco were made illegal from midnight  Alternatively the state could continue
the cast ofsrange Hillonce notoriously plans”. spread even to stodgy old imperial Brittonight and reclassified accordingly, therto herd users into overcrowded prisons
said. Indeed, for these hard-core reac- Excuse me - “jive sticks”? “Don ain with its monarchical pomp-and-cir-they could well find themselves falling- true drugs free-for-all zones if ever there
tionaries, the reclassification of cannaduan™? “Bazooka"?Broccol?” Aren't cumstances andCarry on films. into ‘class A (imagine the number of were any, where you could be taking al-
bis is yet another sign of the creepingoaches the small bit of rolled cardboard\larmed, ‘official’ Britain needed a crack- police and prisons you would need). mostanything(though probably not
‘permissive society’ agenda that is beplaced at the smoking end of the splifflown on the ‘children of 68'. However, far from reducing, if not ac-delicious Mexican wild cap mushrooms.
ing imposed on the long-suffering Brit-to prevent you from swallowing tobacco, Recently released official governmentually resolving, the contradictions andtied in a light garlic sauce). An open,
ish people by bureaucrats and liberalsiot the actual drug itself? Even worse papers show how this desire by estalbensions that underpin the UK’s drugdionest, non-punitive culture and soci-
In this vein, the slightly potty ex-leftist or more hilariously, depending uponlishment forces to launch a ‘war onlaws, Blunkett's ‘rationalisation’ has ety will produce a genuinely scientific
Melanie Phillips thundered all last weekyour point of view - each word has beerrugs’ impacted on the modern-talkingonly helped teexacerbatehem. The and humanistic ‘hierarchy of harm’
in the Daily Mail about how successive dramatically clipped, so that the next onélarold Wilson government - which, wePolice Federation, for instance, has higtwhen it comes to education about drugs
UK governments have succumbed tbegins just before its predecessor endsjust not forget, was regarded in somlighted one of the most obvious absurdi- as opposed to the bogus science,
“defeatism” - the ‘war against drugs’creating a juddery alien effect - almostircles as a dangerously subversive adies of the new law - why is cannabigpseudo-education and hysterical moral-
should be intensified, not diminished! exactly like the famous drug episode ofministration with distinctly communist using still an arrestable offence, unlikésm we have to endure at the moment.

Daftly, but somewhat predictably, theBrass eygwhere Morris’'s over-the-top leanings (certainly the view taken by thevirtually all the other ‘class C’ drugs? Drug misuse is a social problem that
latest leader of the Tory Party, Michaektyle of delivery is used to used to demiikes of Lord Mountbatten, so belovedWhen was the last time you heard of theeeds social answers. We have been
Howard - who of course has never lit upnstrate how appalling ignorant thosdy his nephew, Prince Charles). police raiding a ‘valium den’, or arrest-swallowing, eating, smoking, snorting,

a spliff in his life - has pledged to reversavho agitate loudest for a ‘war on drugs’ These state papers confirm that theieg an over-zealous body-builder wheetc psychoactive drugs since the dawn
the policy. Obviously, Howard can feelactually are. Morris even managed to gavas a fierce tussle between the ‘studad indulged in too many anabolic steref humanity and there is absolutely no
the warm glow of disapproval from ‘Mid- David Amess, the Conservative MP fodents’ and non-students in the cabinetids? reason to believe that this will change in
dle England’ over the new cannabis law§outhend West, to film an elaboratever cannabis and drugs classification On January 30 there was a stand-ofhe foreseeable future - if ever. We need
- and the allure of potential votes. Wevideo warning against the dangers of B general. The outcome was that tha Leith, Edinburgh, between the policeto humanise and socialise drug taking/
shall see in due course whether this wdictional eastern European drug called@scendant ‘student’ faction was on thand drugs campaigners/users - includising, just as we need to humanise and
a wise assessment. “cake” - which purportedly affects anverge of getting the then home secretaring leading comrades from the Scottisisocialiseall aspects of human and soci-

In order to dispel the “confusion” sur-area of the brain called the “Shatner’dim Callaghan, to introduce Blunkett-Socialist Party - outside the Purple Hazetal relationshipe

rounding last week’s changes to théassoon”. Unbelievably, Amess wenstyle reforms which, in the words of thecafe, a self-declared ‘non-smoking’ pri- Eddie Ford

vate cannabis club. Three police offic-
ers stood outside the cafe doors hand-
ing out letters which ‘clarified’ the new
law to those eager to sign up for mem-
bership (including comrade Tommy
Sheridan). By the end of the day three
people had been arrested, two of them
on the grounds that they had been “seen
smoking cannabis on the premises”.
Afterwards, the cafe’s owner, Paul
Stewart, declared that his intention had
not been to sell cannabis - only to high-
light what he claimed to be the different
ways the new drugs laws were being
implemented on different sides of the
border.

rom ‘class B’ to ‘class C’: enjoy!



w"i)““yrkear 513 January 29 2004 11

LAaeour LEFT What we

fight for
Walk on two legs g.g..m

tionary socialists, anti-capitalists and all politically advanced
workers into a Communist Party. Without organisation the

Mark Fischer reports on a debate that concerns the whole left By ing. & ith the highestform of organisar

u The Provisional Central Committee organises members

orkers Action - asmall, critically- for the reconstitution of working class poli-the stance of local SWPers. These comrade<2f the Communists Party, but there exists no real Commu-

minded Trotskyist group thattics, should revolutionaries effectively boy-were prepared to vote against Campaign :Lif:?eya:gat;;m:::;emf a“i‘:, :I“"edl ﬁ;‘fe;“x:
currently works in the Labour cott the tens of thousands of new activist&roup MP Diane Abbott (anfdr a local di withth y ibed fine’ . to
Party - hosted an important dedrawn into struggle by the anti-war move-Green!) simply on the basis that she was a ISI:gl'ee T el?irtﬂh o ";: a'ee"pl.::'ted gagthem
bate on Sunday February 1. Titled ‘Which waynent? Surely the task was to intersect wittmember of “bomber Blair's” party. This sort :ecozfn"::;h'z e'am:';i t::ep" ri::::?.m of demo-
forward for the Labour left and the trade unthese new fighters, to equip them with an ebf guilt by association method has no place atic centrali "e'a.l.hte h gt dpb at P K t
ions?’, the meeting brought together arourtictive programme and orientate them to thia serious working class politics. or h.'c centrafism. e rougl 4 ongoing de l‘:lw:tlse‘:(. A:
20 comrades from a variety of backgroundaorkers’ movement. We had to “walk on two legs”, | suggested Iac wve;lnrty ih a r't°" anda '::!“m"" w°rbe° h°° th
to listen to platform speakers Graham Bash There was much to agree with in com- both insideand outside Labour. Thdtad ?"g:;’ ey :uppo ag':‘::a t':"s’ members have n‘:
(editorial boardLabour Left Briefing, Pete rade Thomas' contribution, particularlyto include the tactical possibility of direct elec-  HEnt to speak openly and form temporary or permane
Firmin (WA) and Martin Thomas (Alliance for his comments on the experiences of theral challenges to Labour, not simply work
Workers’ Liberty). left outside Labour. He pointed to the elecin the trade unions or in what comrade Firmin
Comrade Bash was perhaps a little harghral successes of Lutte Ouvriére and thealled “united fronts” like campaigns to de-
when he described the line-up as a “Trot vetigue Communiste Révolutionnaire infend asylum-seekers or against privatisation,
sion ofLast of the summer wifidut the prob- France. He cited the limited breakthroughstc.
lem he pointed to was real enough. Newf the Scottish Socialist Party. The prob- The dilemma of comrades who argue
Labour’s crisis has thrown into relief the cridem in England and Wales was “theli- againstany electoral challenge to Labour
sis of the left, he suggested. This manifestdits of the revolutionary left”. The Socialist was illustrated by a light-hearted exchange
itself both inside and outside the party.  Alliance had been “criminally misman- between comrade Bash and myself. During
Internally, the left remained small, frag-aged” by the Socialist Workers Party, héiis summing up, | heckled him. A recent front
mented and its inert nature unchallenged ksaid. Exactly. page and editorial Briefinghad dubbed Blair
last year's mass anti-war movement. Externally Much of the debate that followed reflectech “war criminal” - what would the comrade
the situation was largely the same, with thie high level of formal agreement the maido if the prime minister was opposed by an
added problem that this extra-Labour left crimispeakers had displayed. However, the kegnti-war candidate at the next general elec-
nally wasted its not inconsiderable energigzoblem for most LP comrades was the quetien? Would he vote for the official Labour
and talents in a project that was “doomedion of electoralchallenges to Labour. Com- candidate - avar criminal?
because of the intrinsic “nature of the Labourade Firmin suggested that challenging Comrade Bash good-naturedly brushed o
Party itself”. It was “futile”, comrade Bash Labour in the ballot box effectively consti-my interjection with the comment: “Like what
stated bluntly, to attempt “to build an electoraiuted worthy initiatives like the SA as “a bar-l do in the privacy of my bedroom, what | do
alternative to New Labour”- a project that wasier”, not a “link” for activists in the party. in the privacy of ballot box is my own affair.”
for him a "key error”. Comrade Bash underlined this idea in hislo argument about the bedroom of course
Instead, the task must be ‘ftealise not summing up - it was “ngiossibleto build a  but revolutionariebiaveto make very public
destroy, the trade union and working classass electoral alternative to Labour”, as thathat they intend to do in the ballot box and
base of the Labour party”. In this struggle, thhistorical ‘space’ simply did not exist. Thuswhat they call on others to do. So the ques-
key allies were to be found on the left - interwe had to be “outside’ in one sense, hot  tion for Graham is not so much what he would
nally and externally. In particular, the comraden the electoral level”, the comrade stressedo if Blair wereto be challenged - despite his
identified the need to find “conduits” that | backed up many of the points made bjoking, the comrade made that abundantly
could channel the energy, anger and elemertemrade Thomas in my contribution, but exelear - butshouldhe be confronted in the
tal force of developments like the anti-wapanded on a critical aspect of the SWP’s ‘midallot box?
movement into the party. management’ of the SA. Its attitude to If yes, what about all the other cravenly pro-
Pete Firmin did not add that much to théabour was a crippling weakness. Since itwar wretches on Labour benches? Then
central points made by comrade Bash - botarch towards electoralism, the SWP hadvhat tactics should we have to the marshy
seemed quite surprised at their level of agreshifted from auto-Labourism (‘Vote Labour, middle ground, the vacillators? Should we just
ment. He did correctly point to the fact thabut ...") to an almost punk auto-anti-Labour-advocate an automatic vote for these spine-
much of the left - or the “ultra-left”, as he redism. | reminded comrades that the CPGB hddss wonders simply by dint of the fact that
ferred to comrades outside the Labour Partyfeught in the SA for a tactically nuanced orithey are Labour candidates - or should sup-
“underestimated” the levels of passivity an@ntation to Labour candidates. Such an apert have strings attached? And ditto the left
the low levels of consciousness amongst wigoach could be as varied as critical suppoaf the party, of course. Contributions in the
sections of the class. on an agreed minimum platform, support fomeeting which cited the distinctly dodgy re-
From this, he drew a similar conclusion tather working class candidates, standing oaent voting record of Campaign Group MPs
Graham Bash'’s - that much of this left had awn or even - inconceivable given the curunderlined that these are - at best - inconsist-
cramped vision of building an alternative taent configuration of forces in Labour, ofent allies.
Blair's party. The “narrow concentration” of course - blanket support. Clearly, there is huge confusion inside the
the Socialist Alliance and the new Respect Comrades were wrong to equate buildingiabour Party and outside about how to fight
formation on an electoral challenge to Labowan “electoral alternative” with block-headedNew Labour, what are principled tactics for
is a no-hoper and distorts the true picture afpposition to every Labour candidate - leftrevolutionaries in relation to Blair's party. This
political alignment on the left. For example, irright or centre - on the basis of some prissyey debate must be had, however. We need
the unions, comrade Firmin said, “the ultramoralism. | cited the example of Hackney SAmore meetings like this useful discussion

![ﬁfésgci)r?sthréotl_ Qggﬁrsiaaryny’?tand to the left dflere CPers had fought a long battle againstaged by Workers Actios Itis the rule of the working class. Socialism s either demo-

In his opening, Martin Thomas usefully re- eraticor,astShlin'sSoviet el
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disengagement from Labour was not the ex- FI g In g u n " Socialism lsmeﬁrsts:;g;o::hewor::‘wudeh‘ansm:m;
clusive preserve of what comrades had rather io;n:mumsm;lasysteml " ! ::s“e c erwars_,e o
glibly referred to as the “ultra-left”. The RMT’s »money, casses, fornatons. munism is ger-

2 : : : eral freedom and the real beginning of human history.
position was instructive, he suggested. This A .

is a real workers’ organisation, not a small sect. a en e ;:;:;:::;‘m B e e
And the summer conference of the firefight- .

m Communists oppose the neo-conservative war plans of
the Project for the New American Century and all imperial-
ist wars but constantly strive to bring to the fore the funda-
mental question - ending war is bound up with ending capi-
talism.
m Communists are internationalists. Everywhere we strive
for the closest unity and agreement of working class and
progressive parties of all countries. We oppose every mani-
festation of national sectionalism. It is an internationalist
duty to uphold the principle, ‘One state, one party’. To the
extent that the European Union becomes a state then that
necessitates EU-wide trade unions and a Communist Party
of the EU.
uThe working class must be organised globally. Without a
global Communist Party, a Communist International, the
ff struggle against capital is weakened and lacks coordina-
tion.
m Communists have no interest apart from the working class
as a whole. They differ only in recognising the importance
of Marxism as a guide to practice. That theory is no dogma,
" but must be constantly added to and enriched.
m Capitalism in its ceaseless search for profit puts the fu-
ture of humanity atrisk. Capitalism is synonymous with war,
pollution, exploitation and crisis. As a global system capi-
talism can only be superseded globally. All forms of na-
tionalist socialism are reactionary and anti-working class.
mThe capitalist class will never willingly allow their wealth
and power to be taken away by a parliamentary vote. They
will resist using every means at their disposal. Communists
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

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 sbrug-
gle for peace and ecological sustainability are just as 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.
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) . the lastWeekly Worketwrites  would be an enormous help. Last week we B
Things have clearly changed and "history - comrade NB, “I have increased the standvad 10,541 hits. | would be more than happy : eCOI I Ie a

cannot be rewound”. The channels of demo-  jng order which | currently pay as a subwith £1 from each one of them!

| |
cratic debate in the party had been “clogged grintion to the paper.” The comrade has A challenge then. Are there 20 readers | c t P
up’, he said. This is slightly less final than the - 4o, pjeq his contribution to £12 a quareut there in cyberspace prepared to offer | ommu n Is ar

“concreted over” analogy | have heard ter pajd in monthly instalments of £4. £5 per month? Either donate through our I Su pporter
AWLers use to justify their extra-LP work in “I'know it's not a huge increase,” hePayPal facility or email me and | will send
the past, but Martin was still keen to stress  ¢onfinyes, “ but I am still a member of theyou a standing order form. And of course | N
that fundamental things about Labdd SWP with all the financial obligations those who take the printed version are not | "~ ame.
changed. Its open, federal structures had yhat entails. Nevertheless | have foundarred from taking up the challenge either. | address
gone. The situation where even a small group  {he \Weekly Workea valuable source of  Last month ended with a surplus of £85,
like the AWL could force a conference debate  jnformation and | welcome its polemicalthanks to gifts from KP (E25), MN and FT I
every year had disappeared: now the RMT  cnaracter, whether or not | agree with i¢E20 each). This month has started slowly |
cannot even get a discussion on vital ques- g)|» with justthree donations: £30 from JG, plus | Town/city
tions such as the war. o And we welcome both your kind an extra tenner from both SW and JH, who I

Leftlife in the unions was reviving, butvery:  yyords and the increased donation. Yesgdded it to their annual subs. Thanks a lot, | Postcode
slowly and unevenly, he correctly noted. g extra £2 a month is not a vast amoungomrades. We start February with £50 to-
Therefore, comrades should be mindful of - pt if 4l those with standing orders didwards our targes
what the last year or so of British poliics had e same it would make a tremendous Robbie Rix
taught us - “there are different paces and tem- jfterence to our £500 monthly fund. And,
pos to different strands of the movement”. g keep saying, if just a few of the thou-  Ask for a bankers order form, or send

While the fight to get the unions to reassert <;nds who read us each week gratis on . .
themselves within Labour remains a key task g cheques, payable to Weekly Worker | Return to: Membership, CPGB, BCM Box 928, London WC1N 3XX
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Don’t break the link

he Rail, Maritime and Transportbrings dramatic opportunities, without the left and Labour’s mass base, the S
union is facing summary expul- foundation of a serious working class al-and ISG are increasingly treating the La
sion from the Labour Party. Un- ternative it can also pull the labour move-bour left assimplypart of the problem,
less its Scottish region dropsment towards dangerous waters. Comradeot part of the solution too. Even be
support for the Scottish Socialist Party th€row has previously endorsed non-work-fore the days of Respect, an unsigng
Blairite axe will come down. On Friday Feb-ing class candidates, from Plaid Cymru toeditorial inResistancgresumably writ-
ruary 6, RMT representatives meet inhe Greens. It remains unclear what theéen by comrade Alan Thornett) said
Glasgow to decide their response. TheRMT stance will be regarding the left “The [Socialist] Aliance needs to prove]
are not expected to climb down. So it igopulist Respect coalition. itself and to develop a credible preseng
quite likely that this union - which helped Many in the Socialist Alliance have pro- if it is to make the gains that it should
found the Labour Party in 1900 - will beposed a campaign for union disaffiliation and to play the role it should in open
thrown out in 2004 for daring to endorserom Labour - a position previously held ing the way to a new working clasg
socialist candidates who support itdy the Socialist Workers Party before it party. There is competition: alread
policy on safety and public ownership ofagreed to go along with the correct tacticthere are signs that the huge [anti-wa
the railways. of demanding the democratisation of un-movement that began on the streets
Clearly, the debate around trade unioion political funds. The left nationalists of having an impact on layers of the La
affiliation to Labour and the question ofthe SSP argue for breaking the link, asbour Party: the Campaign Group of le
working class representation is no mergoes Peter Taaffe’s Socialist Party. NickMPs, until now little seen or heard un
invention of the Marxist left. Not just Wrack, SA chair, has said he would notder pressure from the Blairite maching
RMT, but just about every major unionhave opposed disaffiliation of the Fire have called for Blair’s removal as leade
has been debating the link with LabourBrigades Union had Andy Gilchrist sum- and for pro-war MPs to be deselected
The aim of the February 7 Conventiormoned the courage to hold an annuaind even urged people to join the La
of the Trade Union Lett, initiated by the conference last year. They are all wrongbour Party to promote this campaign!
Socialist Alliance, ought to be about pro- Here lies the danger. Over the past decfResistancé\pril 2003).
viding some clarity around the issueside, the left has failed to form a coherent In short the comrade views the
raised by the delabourisation of Labourand united organisation that is able to dayrowth of the Labour left asampeti-
Yet the event is likely to be no more tharong, patient and consistent work in thetive pressurdor Marxists organised
a rally with very little by way of serious unions, in working class communities andoutside the Labour Party rather than g
discussion. The highlight of the day isin the Labour Party. The SA was deliber-an encouraging sign. The SWP sing
billed as a debate between Mark Sermately held back as an electoral front androm the same hymn sheet. Struggle i
wotka, general secretary of the PCS civiprevented from fulfilling that role. Now the the Labour Party is a diversion. On Ke
servants union and prominent supportesWP looks set on killing off the alliance Livingstone’s readmission to Labour,
of Respect, and Billy Hayes, general seand attempting a short cut to electoralAlex Callinicos said: “he is swimming
retary of the Communication Workerssuccess that will most likely be a dead endagainst the political stream, as larger a
Union, a keen advocate of ‘reclaiming’ In these circumstances calling for dis-larger elements of the left regroup ouf]
Labour. However, | understand thatffiliation is tactically foolish. Worse, itis side the Labour Party”Spcialist
brother Hayes will not be turning up. Vari-another desperate attempbiypasghe  WorkerJanuary 24).
ous unsatisfactory explanations - from_abour Party. It does not engage with one This is fantasy politics. Respect con
pressure within his union to forgetting hisof the central struggles facing the work-tains the SWP and its new allies bujggp, crow: endorsed non-working class candidates
son’s birthday - have been mentioned.ing class - the overcoming of Labourism:hardly counts as a new mass force.
The opening session will consist of keyie, bourgeois ideology in the workers’ Even if it were, it would be a profoundity of them working people whose fami-Labour’s fold. Nevertheless he is right
note speeches (ie, a rally), then, after whatovement. mistake to boycott or stand aloof fromlies have often supported this party foto insist that a mass movemauit find
now looks like being a rather one-sided The trade union convention comes atthe internal struggles in the Laboumgenerations. So, an acerbic, sectarian afeflection in the strengthening of the
debate, a final rallying session in the aftefan interesting time. The decline of Blair- Party. In this week’s plebiscite on Liv-proach to Labour and its supporters ikabour left. Instead of bemoaning that
noon. Not an inspired agenda. Discussiogm is well underway. Teflon Tone is no ingstone’s candidacy as mayor, 94% afiot only wrong: it is counterproductive fact and issuing empty appeals to jump
will be pinched. Despite this, the fact thatnore. Backbench MPs do not see thd.ondon Labour members voted to sup-.. We should not allow a false di-ship, we need a strategy to defeat not
the convention is taking place at all hagremier as an absolute necessity in keegeort him. Not something to ignore.  chotomy to be created. If outside Laboujust New Labour, butabourism The
caused difficulty for some union bureauing their seats. Indeed many view him as  Compare Callinicos's approach witha progressive, mass left burgeons an8WP does not even recognise that need.
crats. Dave Prentis, general secretary efliability. Alongside this there is discon- the more considered thoughts oftarts to score successes, that can orlfyie central point here is that struggle in
Unison, the public sector union, has issue@nt in the unions. Not only in the RMT, George Galloway. He said: “No have the effect of strengthening the lefthe Labour Party and the unions and
threats against branches and regions serglit also in the FBU, CWU, TGWU, Ami- progress on the left is going to be posnside the party. It will encourage peo-struggle outside the Labour Party is not
ing delegates to the convention, notablgus and Unison. The rank and file andsible that does not win the hearts angle to pull the plug on Blair and the Newa counterposed dichotomy. The Social-
the London regional committee. sections of the bureaucracy are deeplyninds of Labour’s members and - mostabour clique” (Veekly WorkeDecem- st Alliance majority have never grasped
Divisions in RMT are particularly sharp. disaffected with the deal they are gettingimportantly - its voters. Labour retainsber 4 2003). this point and that hardly bodes well for
Thereis aleft versus left and right split. Nonfrom New Labour. the electoral alliance of perhaps 10 mil- Clearly he wants to leave open th&Respec®
Labourites face a united bloc of Labour- It is unfortunate that the Socialist Alli- lion or more British people - the major-possibility of triumphantly returning to Marcus Strom
ites. The standing orders committee wasnce majority has plumped for a populist
due to meet on Thursday February 5 telectoral coalition at this stage. SUCh a fgr-mm e mm mm = ————————— — ——— — — o — ————— ————

dramatic backdrop to the convention omary politics. Formerly auto-Labourited,
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conference will be misplaced. While the So we now have Respect. Rather than Return to: Weekly Worker, BCM Box 928, London WC1N 3XX, United Kingdom
expulsion of unions from the Labour Partya positive engagement with the Labcl)-Er

decide the final agenda for its Glasgownation is unlikely to develop into a wor |
conference the following day. It is still noting class political party, though thi - Name,
clear whether motions will be taken fromcannot be ruled out completely. Had this su bscrl be! |
branches, since the executive has not, @nvention taken place with the Socid)- Address |
the time of writing, published its propos-ist Alliance united around a platform f L |
als. However, Camden Nol branch, hom@dependent working class represerﬁ%— Subscription £ €
of Pat Sikorski, deputy general secretaryion, our case would be far stronger. Evén Town/city I
has submitted a motion insisting that, whilgo, our arguments would not simply de Donation £ € |
the RMT does not wish to leave the La:Come and join us’. Ours must be a many- Postcode |
bour Party, it should not reverse its decifaceted struggle: in the unions, in te Cheques and postal orders should
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