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FIGHT THE ALTON BILL!

Women must always be vigilant about
attacks upon their limited rights to
reproductive freedom. Barely hes one
attack such as the Gillick case been
fought off (thanks to the benevolent
intervention of the ageing Law Lords) ,
than along comes the Powell Bill which

luckily did not succeed before Parlia-
ment.

Now we are faced with the Alton Bill,
and its calls to protect the "innocent"”
unborn child against the "selfish" woman
who chooses to have an abortion. Nobody
at all "enjoys" abortions, particularly
not late ones, whether that be the woman
whose body 1is at the <centre of the
trauma, or the medical personnel who
perform the procedures.

The arguments against the Alton Bill,
however, are clesar. Less than 50 abort-
ions every year are carried out over 24
weeks (the current medical point of
fetsl wviebility). The majority are
carried out because the foetus is diag-
nosed as disabled, and the woman feels
that she cannot in those circumstances
carry it to term. In most cases of late
abortion, the women involved consulted
their doctor before 12 weeks, and the
lateness of the abortion is due either
to obstructiveness and delay in the NHS
or to the fact that the most effective

test of foetal abnormality, amnioccen-

tisis, cannot be carried out before 16
weeks, with the results available at 19
weeks. In cases where women consult

their doctor later, this is generally
because they are in some way isolated
and alienated by the intimidating med-
ical structures, or because they do not
realise they are pregnant either usually
because they are relstively old or rel-
atively young.

LABOUR— TAKE THE POWER!

Reducing the time limit to 18 weeks will
solve no problems. It will not make the
NHS more responsive to women’s needs and
ensure that safe early abortion is avai-
lable. It will not improve contracept-
ion or sccess to contraception. It will
change none of the discrimination a?d
oppression faced by disabled people 1in
society. It will simply cause a lot of
suffering, and women will inevitably be
the main sufferers.

But the Alton Bill should not be seen in
isolation. It is simply & frightening
illustration of how women’s bodies and
through these, their sexualities are
viewed in general as objects freely at
the disposal of and in the control of a
patriarchal society. There are numerous
examples: Gillick and Powell have al-
ready been mentioned. Others include
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11y handicapped young woman
without her consent; the
e of restricting fertility treat-
nt and resources such as AID to stable
terosexual couples (preferably married
es) . What is astonishing about many
these cases is the financial resour-
€s which organisations such ass Life and
SPUC have been in a position to devote
to these campaigns. Contrast the piti-
ful state of the Express and Echo’s
Lifeline campaign for money to fund =a
recall system for cervical cancer
screening. 0f course that facility
should be publicly funded. But it is a
revesling dindictment of attitudes to
women’s health rights that so little
financial support has been forthcoming.
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All of this reinforces once  more how
perilous are the few gains which women
have been able to make. Women are
fighting back. A local demonstration
was held on October 27 and 28 and a
petition is circulating which is receiv-
ing wide support and will be sent to
John Hannam. A grouping of women meet-
ing on an ad hoc basis to campaign ag-
ainst the Bill can be contact c/o The
Women’s Centre, 94, Sidwell St. A nat-
ional group, Fight Alton’s Bill can be
contacted c¢c/o London Women’s Centre,
Wesley House, 4, Wild Court, London WC2.
Tel. 01-405-4801.

However, the organised attempts to re-
strict women’s freedom make it all the
more urgent that the PLP take heed of
the overwhelming wish of Party Confer-
ence in 1985 (Composite 40 passed by
over & million votes to 600,000 votes)
and abandon conscience votes on this
matter. As socialists, Labour MPs
should consider the plight and rights of
the women affected in real 1ife situast-
ions, not whether they (as mainly men)
in the inevitable abstract feel strongly
about the "right to life" of the "unborn
child". Their choice removes choice for
others, a profoundly unsocialist action.

Jo Bhaw,
Exeter CLP.

GHESTERFIELD

The weekend 24th and 25th of October
1987 saw over two thousand represent-
atives of the socialist left of the
Labour Party and other socialists met in
Chesterfield to discuss the re-—
establishment of spocialism on the
British political agendsa.

Eric Heffer summed up the situation in
his address when he said that .socialism
had been on the defensive in Britain
since the arrival of the Thatcher gov-
ernment; and had been on the defensive
in the Labour Party since the election
of the so-called "dream ticket"” leader-
ship of Hattersley and Kinnock.

The complete bankrupcy of the the Labour
Party leadership was revealed in their
remark that the discussions at Chester-
field would have zero influence on the

"policy review”. Even after all the
attempted democratisation of the Labour
Party in the early 1980s, Kinnocks idea
of @& policy review is fifteen men in a
smoke-filled room, ditching socialist
policies in order to satify the apitite
of Fleet Street. Kinnock must regret
that he cannot sack the Party membership
and appoint another.

It was clear from the size of the con-
ference with delegates from the constit-
uency parties, with socialist MPs
present and speaking and with the
leasdership of the NUM on the platform
that there 1is extensive opposition
within the Labour Party to Kinnock’s
"new realism” and revisionism. The fact
that many socialist groups not inside
the Labour Party answered the invitation
to come to Chesterfield illustrasted the
growing awareness of the need for
socialist wunity in the fight against
Thatcherism and the struggle against
revisionism in the Labour Movement.

The three main themes of the conference
were:

1= If we are serious in our desire. to
end imperialism, to combat racism, fight
for peace and to provide the space for
socialist transformation in Britain,
there must be a break in the military
alliance with US imperialism. In partic-
ular that means an active prioritisation
of the struggle to get Britein out of
NATO.

2. The organising base of the British
economy is advanced capitalism, which
leads to mass exploitation, poverty and
crisis both inside and outside Britain.
Socialism 1is, therefore, meaningless
unless it socialises and democratises
these massive centres of capitalist
power.

3. Progress cannot be made unless the
state is transformed and democratised.
That means injecting popular power into
every institution of the state; the

civil service, the judicisary, the mil-
itary, the organs of popular planning
etc. Democracy means not just choice

and accountability, but ridding society
of all all forms of sexual and racia
oppression.

These themes were seen as axioms for a
socialist movement. There was an under-

standing, also, that the existing lead-
ership of the Labour Party could not and
would not realise these objectives. It

was thus wvital that people organise
themselves on the ground to fight in
campaigns as well and struggle against
the Labour Party bureaucracy. The con-
ference decided to establish a
"socialist network" to put socialist and
progrssive groups in contact with each
other.

The conference gave a massive practical
and psychological boost to the socialist
left. Chesterfield challenged t6 the
grey tide of Kinnockite revisionism and
provided the basis for a sustained
Struggle against Thatcherism.

Peter Bowing,
Exeter CLP




WHAT FUTURE
FOR LABOUR?

DAYSCHOOL
SAT. 31st OCT ¢

WORKSHOPS
on Ireland,
Education,
South Africa,
Sexual Politics,
the Working Class.

THE AGENDA

11.00 General Introduction
THE LEFT IN THE CURBRENT PERIOD
by Graham Bash

11.45 Workshop
THE VALIDITY OF CLASS POLITICS
led by John Wilton and~ Geoff
Barr

11.48 Workshop
SOCIALISM AND EDUCATION led by
Tim Price

12.485 LUNCH

13.45 Workshop
SEXUAL POLITICS led by Ros Young

and Jo Shaw

13.45 Workshop
THE LEFT AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT
led by Keith Veness and Chris
Churchward

15.00 Workshop
IRISH POLITICS led by Stuart
Richardson and Fran Jenkin

15.00 Workshop
SOUTH AFRICAN POLITICS led by a
South African revolutionary and
Steve Reicher.

16.060 Plenary Session
An open discussion on the way
forward for the socialist left.

18.00 Meal at Gaia Restaurant (2 mins
from Barts Tavern)
£3.50 waged/£1.50 unwaged.
Hummus or Veg Soup
Cauliflower and Nut Crumble or
Cottage Pie
Fruit Crumble or Treacle Tart.

19.00 Sociasl and gig at Barts Tavern
Featuring Jerry Cahill

THE WORKSHOPS

The following contributions indicate
some of the outlines of the debate to be
taken up in the Workshops at the Brief-
ing Day School on October 31st. They
are also intended to provoke further
debate on these important issues.

WORKSHOP ON IRISH POLITICS

The partition of Ireland in 1920 by
Britain, directly flouting the results
of the 1918 Irisfh general election,
represented a fundamental violation of
Irish self-determination. This wviplat-
ion formalised Britsin’s colonial poli-
tics in Ireland over the previous 800
years, endorsing in law, discrimination
against the native Irish and the suprem-
acy of the Unionist/Loyalist ideology.

The creation of s gerrymandered artific-
ial statelet, Ulster, has perpetuated
intense oppression and discrimination
and the political and socio-economic
crises which together are the cause of
the continuing civil war.

At its 1920 Conference, the British
Labour Party for the first and last time

gave unconditional support to Irish
self-determination. Since then its
policy has been conditional. One con-—

sistent condition has been that articul-
ated by George Bernard Shaw in an offic-
ial Labour pamphlet issued in the same

year: "It is impossible to treat Ireland
8s a separate country from Great Britein
for military purposes. An invasion of

Ireland would be an invasion of Britain
that the two islands should form a
single unit for militery purposes.”

@

While the military/strategic condition

is no longer made explicit, conditions
are still imposed. In 1983, the condit-
ion was consent. The British Labour

Party grants respect and support for the
right of Ulster to remain within the
United Kingdom, but argues that this
does not mean Unionist leaders having a
veto on political progress to a United

Ireland. The latter must be on the
basis of consent. So & United Ireland
is conditional on Unionist consent.

That position only serves to underwrite
the ideoclogical and material supremacy
of Unionism and to deepen the crisis.




ritish Lsabour Party needs to move

repidly to a policy commitment to Brit-
2in’s withdrawal from Ireland within the
contex of a United Ireland. For this
to Happen positively, there needs to be
open and wide-ranging discussion
throughout the Labour movement. The
discussions should 1) be non—-exclusive
and democratic, with no censoring or

exclusion of Sinn Fein; 2) be directed
towards unconditional renunciation of
all claims to sovereignty and jurisdict-
ion over Northern Ireland; 3) not lay

down prescriptions as to the future
government of Ireland.
The time for the debate is now: people

are dying every day.

Fran Jenkin,
Exeter CLP.

WORKSHOP ON SOUTH AFRICA

Despite the media clampdown, it is clear
that there is a massive growth in the
challenge to Apartheid in South Africa.
Support grows for the UDF, the ANC 1is
able to operate ever more openly, but
perhaps most significant is the growth
of radical, non-racial trades wunionism.
The emergence of COSATU marks a new
stage in the libersation struggle and the
recent miners’ strike - in which 300,000
workers held out for two weeks - shows
an ability to organise under the most
adverse circumstances.

This situation places a double responsi-
bility upon the British labour movement.
First, how, at & time when orgasnisations
are constantly springing up, can we
respond to their appeals -for training
and resources while compromising neither
the safety of individuals nor the secur-
ity of the movement? With things chang-
ing so rapidly, we must be flexible in
our tactics: old dogmas must be replaced
by & willingness to indulge in open
discussion.

Secondly, how can we undermine the deep-
ening support given by British capital
and the British government to the Apar-
theid regime? It is clear that we can
neither wait five years in the hope of a
Labour Government, nor rely on Thatcher:
we must act ourselves. Everybody should
boycott Apartheid, but Trades Unionists
are in a8 particularly strong position to
cut the economic lifeline thrown from
Britain to South Africa.

We face exciting new opportunities and
we must be creative in order to seize
our chances. There is much to debate
but all that we do must be guided by two
criteria:

Maximum solidarity for all elements of
the liberation struggle!

Maximum action against British
for Apartheid!

support

Steve Reicher,
Exeter CLP.
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EDUCATION WORKSHOP

The Baker Education Bill offers the most
enormous change to the education system
in this country since the 1944 Education
Act. Its somewhat confused fanfare has
led to & rising tide of opposition from
a8 variety of quarters. But how as soc-
ialists should we respond? The present
system contains, arguably, many gains
but these are patchy and uneven. The
failure of previous Labour governments
and the Tories more recent onslaughts
hardly make it a system worth defending.
How can we take the offensive ? What
should our programme be?

The debate will focus on Baker’s pro-
posals and raise questions about the
nature of a socialist education
programme . The contradictions faced by
socialists involved in the education
system will be examined. Baker has said
that educetion is about behaviour rather
than academics. Is this in fact not
correct 7 What part could education play
in bringing about positive change? Is
it a forlorn hope that education can be
used to advance the cause of socialism
in 8 capitelist society ? Does the wide-
spread opposition to the Baker proposals
offer the possibility of mobilising an
anti-Tory campeign of sufficient magnit-
ude to bring them down ?

Tim Price
Exeter CLP
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CAN LABOUR MEET THE NEEDS OF WOMEN?
(or any other oppressed group
for that matter....)

A controversial question, and one which
has tended in the past to cause division
and difficulty within the Women’s Move-
ment. A whole generation of women have
come into a Women’s Movement where the
mention of the words "socialist femin-
ism” provokes a reaction either of
laughter about the capacity of the La-
bour Party to <change its profoundly
oppressive structures, or of anger, that
women could be so treacherous as to
collaborate and work within men’s struc-
tures.

This year a number of developments have
taken place which attempt to rehabili-
tate the idea of socialist feminism as »
powerful political force.

First, a number of books have been pub-
lished, by socialist feminist authors
such as Lynne Segal, which examine the
challenge of radicel feminism and the
options and strategies for change which
it offers, and have found them wanting.
Second, a conference organised by Labour
Women for Ireland and the SWAPO Women’s
Solidarity Campaign was held in London
before the summer, which considered in
some depth the challenge of building an
anti-racist, anti-imperialist women’s
labour movement.

Finally, and most recently, at the Soc-
ialist Conference in Chesterfield, a new
organisation was launched: "Women for
Socialism”. This aims to be a broad
based grouping which provides structures
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through which socialist women can organ-
ise collectively in order to build their

campaigns and to intervene in struggles
a2s an asutonomous force.

Perhaps the most important part of this
development was the involvement of Women
against Pit Closures in the launch of
the organisation. Although not part of
the original initiative, these women had
themselves been seriously debating their
future, and had been thinking along many
of the same lines about the need for a
broad-based grouping to represent soc-
ialist women, possibly a women’s wunion
affiliated to the TUC. At the Confer-
ence, they came together with the Labour
Women (themselves a broad and diverse
grouping) who sponsored the launch.
With the breadth of .experience and in-
terests represented at the meeting to
launch "Women for Socialism”, and given
the political will to cooperate and
campaign together, this could be an
exciting new development.

So, socialist feminism is back on the
agenda with a vengeance. It bhas 1lis-
tened, we hope, to the demands of Black
women, lesbians, working class women and
others. But if it is to survive as a
force it must have learnt that a move-
ment that for many years reflected, by
neglect of others, the idinterests of
white, middle class women, cannot hope
simply to "incorporate” other demands,
but must re-examine and restructure
itself anew. This 1is the <challenge
which faces us, and this is what we hope
to begin to leook at in the workshop on
sexual politics.

Jo Shaw,
Exeter CLP.




OMEN for
O0CIALISM

Women interested in joining the "Women
for Socialism”™ grouping, and, in partic-
ular, in being part of the planning and
development of the organisation should
write to it

c/o Mandy Moore, B89, Woodside Gardens,
London, N17 6UN.

A donation of £5 waged/£2 unwaged 1is
requested to cover the costs of adminis-
tration.

THE LEFT AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Essential to Thatcher’s plans to bring

about an irreversible shift of power
away from ordinary working class people
and their institutions, such as the

trades unions, has been the centralisat-
ion of state power.

To retain its independence, and to main-
tain its services, local government
needs secure and adequate sources of
finance. The source has been the rate
levied (on a notional rateable value)
upon buildings whether in domestic occ-
upation or used for commercial purposes,
together with "rate support grant” Ffrom
central government taxation. The latter
could be regarded as being for the nat-
ional services, e.g. education, police
and fire brigades, which the central
government requires local authorities to
provide. Beyond that local authorities
should be free - in responding to the
expressed wishes of their inhabitants as
reflected in the electoral support given
to the various political parties - to
levy a rate at whatever level is requir-
ed to provide the 1level of services
preferred and demanded.

In recent years the level of rate supp-
ort grant - and so the proportion of
local government expenditure financed by
the cnetral state - has been progressiv-
ely reduced and action to limit local
rates hes been taken. Intimidatory pen-
alties have been imposed upon those
"loony left" local asuthorities who have
tried to maintain jobs and services.

So it is by finance that central govern-
ment will control, defeat and frustrate
local government and as a further step
towards authoritarianism, it is proposed
that rates be sbolished and a "community
charge” be introduced, which is in all
but name a poll tax; that is a tax on
human heads.

You are to register to pay this tax and
it places a8 price on the head of every

person 1in the land over the age of 18.
It is indiscriminate and treats all
alike regardless of ability to pay;

rich and poor, young and old, rich land-
owner or homeless person; all will pay
the same amount which will vary between
one locality and another, but can be _in
the region of £700 in Thigh-spending
socialist local authorities." £350 is
estimated to be the common average. It
is a vindictive measure that will punish
the poor, the sick and the old whenever
8 local authority seeks to help them.

There are alsoc the sinister implicdtions
of "registration” and you must re-
register as you change your place of
residence. Tabs will be placed on all
of us, and ocur freedom of movement thus
controlled and restricted. Officials,
if they doubt the returns for the ’"reg-
ister, will be able to enter premises to
establish who resides there. Those who
will not or cannot pay the poll tax will
keep themselves off the electoral regis-
tration roll because of the probability
of cross-reference of the two registers.
Scon .the guestion will be "can you
afford to vote?"”

There must be a fight back and this must
take the parties of the left to organise
non-registration campaigns. Councils
should instruct local government offic-
ers not to compile the poll tax regis-
ters and there must be no cooperation
with Whitehall Civil Servants.

Chris Churchward.

WORKING CLASS WORKSHOP

Society has changed. The working class
is dead. Today, the labour movement has
to live in the real world of mass share
ownership, computer technology and the
decay of traditional industries.

The new workers own their own 'homes and
work in modern non-union sun-rise in-
dustries. Today’s world needs old
fashioned socialism like a whole in the
head.

The labour movement cannot win anything
without getting the share owning new man
and women onto its side. A policy review
must junk Clause IV, ditch nationalis-
ation and soften up the "hard left"”. The
media and the opinion pollsters have it
right.

The modern lebour movement must see that
class exploitation is over. The resl
problems are race and gender, not shak-
ing Karl Marx’s bones st modern reality.

If you don’t agree with the sbove, but
doubt that the left can beat it, the
workshop on "the wvalidity of «class
politics”™ will thrash the issues out.

Geoff Berr




FREE MOSES MAYEKISO

Moses Mayekiso, Genersl Secretary of the

National Union of Metalworkers of South
Africa ("NUMSA"), the second largest
union in COSATU and Chair of the Alex-

andra Action Committee ("AAC") is on
trial for treason along with four other

activists of the AAC. If found guilty,
they will face the death penalty. A
campaign for Moses’ redease, the
"Friends of Moses Mayekiso” was set up

on his request by British trades union-
ists, after his visit to Britasin and
Europe in 1986; Moses had realised that
with the declaration of the State of
Emergency, it was inevitable that he
would be detained on his return to Scuth
Africa.

The cempaign has raised the issue of

Moses”’ detention within the British
trades wunion and labour movement, and
has raised funds which have been

chann—
eled through NUMSA for disbursement
through the union’s relief fund. Money

sent most recently was used to help
support the five families involved in
the case. A "Friends of Moses" full
page advertisement in the Guardianm re-
ceived support from several hundred
trades union branches, about 70 MPs and
MEPs, including Left wingers like Dennis
Skinner through to Right wingers 1like
Dennis Healey, and several other organ-
isations and local AA Groups.

Yet the campaign, as reported in the
Observer on Sept. 13, does not receive
the support of SACTU and the Anti-
Apartheid Movement leadership, although
as reported in the Observer on Sept. 20,
the AAM Chair, Robert Hughes MP, did
raise the case with Mrs. Lynda Chalker,
the Foreign Office Minister of State on
Sept. 9. Hardly a mass campaign!

SACTU have made it clear in a statement
circulated to union branches that "there
should beﬁéff1liat10n to the Friends of
Moses Mayekiso campaign”. It seems that
to organise support for Moses Mayekiso
is somehow to help the forces against
the ANC and the South African revolut-
ion! We must surely ask ourselves, "how
can this be?"” To answer-this, it is
useful to look at the activities of
Moses on the one hand and the politics
of the SACP on the other.

Moses Mayekiso, having worked in the
metal industry for several years and
having organised, as a shop steward,
many strikes for union recognition,
became a full time organiser of the
Metal and Allied Workers’ Union ("MAWU")
in 1979. MAWU was involved in some of
South Africa’s-most militant struggles
in some of South. Africa’s biggest metal
working factories, and throughout this
period, Moses played a leading role in
the battle to establish COSATU. Moses
had become General Secretary of MAWU
before his visit to Europe and was
elected, whilst in detention, General
Secretary of NUMSA which formed from the
merger of MAWU and other smaller unions.

On its formation,
following resoclution:

NUMBA adopted the
"Noting:

1. that the vast majority of the working
masses of our country recognise the
Freedom Charter as containing the basic
minimum demands for a free and democra-
tic South Africa.

2. that the Freedom Charter enjoys mass
support amongst orgsnised metalworkers
nationally.

3. that the Freedom Charter has ma jor-
ity support amongst the natural, ©and
most reliable, allies of the working
class - the women, the unemployed, the
youth and the students.

Believing:

1. that only the working class masses,
under the leadership of organised indus-
trial workers, can truly liberate our
country from the chains of capitalist
exploitation and apartheid oppression.

2. that organised workers and their
allies have a common interest in the
creation of a worker-controlled, social-
ist society where there will be no ex-
ploitation, oppression or discrimination
of any form. ’
3. that the national democratic
struggle against apartheid oppression
and the socislist strggle against capi-
talist exploitation are complementary
parts of the uninterrupted struggle’ of
organised workers for control over the

industry and government of a liberated
South Africa. V
4, that only under the leadership of

organised workers over the mass demo-
cratic struggle of today ahd the govern-—
ment of tomorrow, will the demands of
the Freedom Charter be fully and comple-
tely exercised in the lives of the work-
ing masses of our country.

We therefore resolve:

1 to adopt the Freedom Charter as
containing the minimum political demands
that reflect the view of the majority of
the metal workers’ vision of a free and

democratic, non-discriminatory South
Africa.

2. to develop amongst metal workers in
particular, and the organised working

class and its allies in general, a coh-
erent understanding that the demands of
the Freedom Charter, and all other dem-
ands of organised workers, can only be

realised in the lives of phe _working
class masses through the practical
leadership fo the industrial ~ working

class in the struggle for the establish-
ment of a socialist society where- ‘work—
ers’ control of government and industry
will be enforced in the practice  of a
liberated South Africa. :

3. to struggle to uphold: and -advance
the leadership of the working class in
81l spheres of society. ‘

This resolution clearly differs from the
politics of the SACP and the ANC. They
see the liberation struggle as. being ‘a
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This becomes all the more clear when we
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community, linked to the workers’

struggle in industry. It is hardly

surprising that the South African
government has clamped down on the AAC

| Educati
Moses Mayekiso is only one of 13 Alex- uca Ion

andra activists who are facing treason
charges. We can organise in defence of

all of them by supporting the Friends of For Exe er
Moses Mayekiso!

Get your trades union branch, or other

organisation to affiliate to the

Friends. Or join them yourself. PUBLI‘ MEETING
Friends of Moses Mayekiso, c/o Acorn Thur

House, 3140320, Grays Inn Rd., London Sday lzth November
WC1P 8DP. 7.30pm St.Georges Hall

Market Street

Dave Parks,
Exeter CLP.

1 SPEAKERS

FRED JARVIS
(N.U.T.)

RICHARD PRING

Professor of Education, Exeter University
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