
 

Join the
Labour
Party

Paper of theSocialist Organiser Alliance No.101 SEPTEMBER 23 1982 (Claimants and strikers 10p) 25p

 
THE Newspaper Publishers’ Association —

which organises the Fleet Street bosses —

has announced thatit will not try to get a
court injunction to stop printworkers striking
on September22.

NPAdirector John Le Pagesaid that there
was no point, since Bill Keys, general
secretary of the print union SOGAT 82, had
said he would defy any injunction.

Last month the NPAtook out an injunction
under the Prior Law to stop Fleet Street
workers striking in support of the health
workers during the August 9-13 week of
action, and pursued electricians’ branch
secretary Sean Geraghty for contempt of
court when the EEPTYstruck regardless.

The solidarity for Sean Geraghty — shown
in a demonstration outside the hearing, and
pledges of industrial action if he were jailed
— has evidently frightened off the NPAthis
time.

Solidaritycan beatbackthe bosses and the
Tories’ law. Solidarity action on the scale of

TORIES

Against all bans andproscriptions!

the strikes on September 22 represents a
powerthatcan defeat all the Tories attacks.
It could do so much morequickly and surely
if only the TUC leaders weren't frightened
of the power of working class action — if
only they had madea clearcall for a 24 hour
general strike, instead of a vague ‘day of
action’.

If mass, cross-union, strike action can
make the Prior Law unworkable, then it can
stop the TebbitLaw andit can win the NHS
workers’ 12% pay claim. General strike
action can throw back the Tories’ cuts,
closures, and anti-union laws. It can makeit
impossible for them to maintain their ruling-
class authority — it can drive them out of
office and challenge their whole system.
Already September 22 is not just a demon-
stration of sympathy on a wagesissue. It
is a mass political strike in direct defiance of
Tory anti-union law, and a direct challenge
to governmentcashlimits policy.

It is the Left, the militants, who are the

Lebanon
massacre

 
most active force for this effective fightback
against the Tories. It is the right-wing, the
witch-hunters both in the Labour Party and
the unions, who arethebiggestdrag onit.

Theright wing and‘soft left’ of the Parlia-
mentary Labour Party have campaigned
against ‘extra-parliamentary’action [though
they dare not condemn September 22].
Albert Spanswick, general secretary of
CoHSE,hasbeenhavingsecrettalkswiththe
Tories to seek a get-out formula in the run-up
to September22.

Policies
To fight theTories effectively we also need

to pursue the battle for policies of militant
action against the existing right wing domi-
nated leadership of the labour movement.
This fight to call the leadership to account
[and replaceit] is also necessary in order for
Labourto be able to present a real working-

 
class alternative to theTories.

The immediate next tasks after September
22 will be:
eInside the NHS unions, to redouble the
pressure for DECISIVE action — thatis, an
all-out indefinite strike, with emergency
cover under workers’ control, backed up with
solidarityactionfrom otherworkers.
ein other unions — to continue joint commi-
ttees with the NHS unions established for
the 22nd. To be ready for action if workers
are victimised by employers or by the law
for solidarity with the NHS. workers. [An
AUEWshopstewardin Leicester has already
been sacked for solidarity activity — see
page 3 — and,despite the NPA’s climbdown,
CBI director-general Terence Beckett has
encouraged bossesto use the law. ‘There is
no point in seeking industrial law which has
teeth if you are not going to bite if you have
to’.]
eAt Labour conference in Blackpool — to
beatbackthewitch-hunters.
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We canbeat the block
votes and bureaucrats

post from
MCOTUR,
28 Middle
Lane,—— N8
eee207Roy!

HUNDREDSof thousands
of workers all over the
country and in a host of
industries will take strike
action: theywill show both
the solidarity of the whole
working class with the
health workers and their
hostility to the savage
Thatcher government.

The action will be an
inspiration to many health
workers, now in the fifth
monthof pay struggle, and
will be an antidote to
pessimism and demorali-
sation amongst manyother
workers,who have watched
aghast as Thatcher has’
been allowed to run ram-
pant, axing jobs, public
services and living stand-
ards with no serious oppo-
sition from union leaders.

There are certainly some
©

who will share the view
argued by Tony Benn that-
this year’s TUC Congress
and the militant rhetoric
offered up by union leaders
from the rostrum marks a
real change and offers a
real lead against the
Tories.

Yet in fact precisely
the opposite is the case.
The arm-waving and tub-
thumpingby union leaders
in Brighton focussed
mainly on two issues —

Norman’ Tebbit’s _anti-
union legislation, and the
NHSpaystruggle: on both:
these issues the TUCpolicy
has been, and remains one
of betrayal through cynical
inaction.

Only a couple of weeks.
beforewe saw its parade of
union leaders pledge their:
readiness to go to jail:
in defiance of the Tebbit
legislation, a union officer,
(Fleet _St. electricians’
leader, Sean Geraghty) had
been dragged into court
and actually threatened
with imprisonment for
having held a stoppage in
solidarity with the health
workers: the TUC leaders
did nothingto defend him.

Indeed the very reason
that first the Prior Act and
soon the Tebbit Act have
reached the Statute books
has been the stubborn re-
fusal of TUC leaders to
mobilise action to defeat
the legislation or bring
down the Tory government
which spawned it.

For thissame reason, the
TUC record on the NHS
pay dispute has been an
unmitigated scandal.
Health workers have
watchedin horror as union
leaders have for over 20

 
 
  

Pyyy
Organise
against the
TebbitBill
with the
new
broadsheet
from the
Mobilising
Committee
for Trade
Union
Rights.
10p plus
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‘Health workers lobby CoHSE generalsecretary AlbertSpanswickat the TUCHealth Services Committee meetingon August 26

 
 
   

TUC’S 6-MONTH DIARY OFDELAY
March: Routine protest
lobby of Parliament
called by union leaders,
expecting that RCN
would accept Tory 4%
offer and create condi-
tions for union accep-
tance.

In the event both 4%
and ‘revised’ 6.4%
offer rejected by RCN
and unions.

First strikes begin —

to pressurise TUC
Health Services Commi-
ttee.
April 14: One hour
token stoppages called
by union leaders.

weeks stalled, spluttered,
' dodged and ducked from
the all-out action necessary
to win the full claim.
Most recently the astound-
ingly successful ‘week of
action’ in August was
followed — to the undis-
guised relief of the Tories
— by a month of inaction,
leading up to the Septem-
ber 22 one-daystoppage.

Since the TUC Congress,
the spread of local de-
cisions for supporting
strikers in non-NHS
unions has taken place —

with notable exceptions in
the print and the NUM —

largely in spite of rather

==MITTER =

 

Thousands stop work.
COHSE announces
‘warm-up’ action for
April26.
April 16: NUPE calls
time wasting ballot on
the offer — with no
proposalsfor action.
April 29: 1-day strike
by COHSE Oxford

anembers demands
TUC HS Committee call
all-out stoppage.
May 5: NUPE Executive
lobbiedby Health Work-
ers for the Full Claim.
May 11: TGWU heaith
service delegate con-
ference votes for all-

than because of any clear
directive from the leaders
at thetop.

Theset-piece speechesat
Brighton should not blind
us to the fact that if sus-
tained strike action had
been called in the NHS,
and the early solidarity of
the miners built upon con-
sistently,thestrugglecould
have been resolved long

* before September.
Secret

Even now,in the run-up
to the Day of Action,
secret talks have been
shown to be taking place
with the Tories on the
notion of a 2-year pay deal:
andstillthere is no call for
all-out action, or. any hint
at all as to what is planned
to. follow the strikes on
September 22 when the
Tories, predictably, refuse
.to give furtherground.

Bitter experience of over
3 years of Thatcher’s rule
has now made it inescap-
ably obvious that the TUC
leaders prefer to moan and
groan about life under the
Tories thanto lift a fingerto
build the kind of mass
actionthatcould force them
from office.

From the isolation and
betrayal of the steel strike
in 1980, throughsuccessive
sell-outs in British Leyland,
up to the brutal knifing of
the ASLEF strike, the
record of the TUC bureau-
cracyhas been consistently
to oppose the generalisa-
tion of struggles and any .

outstrike.
May 19: Ignoring NUPE
99% ballot for action
and TGWU vote, TUC
calls 1-day stoppage and
2 hour strikes each
week.
May 20: TUC calls
further 24 hour strikes,
June 4and 8.

South Wales miners
vote for solidarity
stoppage. :

End of May: NUPE
conference votesforall-
out strike — denounced
by GMWU official
Donnet. NUPE leaders
ditch policy, seizing on a 

JOHN
HARRIS

head-on confrontation with
_

thegovernment.
Jobs by the hundreds of

thousands and  much-
needed public services
have been sacrificed with-
out a fight by union leaders
who are totally committed
to a policy of seeking to
reform rather than to over-
turn theTories.

technicality.
June 4: Strong support
for 1-daystrike.
June 8: Biggest-yet
strikes, backed by
miners in Yorks, Lancs,
Kent, and by other
sections.
June 14: COHSE
leaders attack and de-
feat conference motion
for all-out strike.
June 16: South Wales
one day strike, backed
‘py miners. :

Tories make new offer
— 7.5% to nurses, 6%
to ancillaries: 40% of
‘new’ moneyto befinan-

Andnowit is union block
votes and union bureau-
crats who form the cuttingedge of a witch-hunt in
the Labour Party designed
to stamp out those social-
ists who point to the
impossibility of defending
the working class throug!f
the established and im-
potent channels of ‘parlia-

ced throughcuts.
June 23: Even bigger
1-day strike — wide-
spread solidarity stopp-
ages.
June 24: TUC calls
3-day action for July
19-21.
July 18: ASLEF strike
knifed by TUC.
August 9-13: TUC
calls 5 daysof action.

Solidarity from Fleet
Street.electricians in
defiance of injunctions
brings papers to 24-
hour halt. Sean Ger-
aghty brought to court
for ‘contempt’.

mentary’ democracy.
September 22 at least

shows. that these union
leaders are not having
things’all their own way.
TheNHS union chiefs have _

been unable to kill off the
pay struggle; even Frank
Chapple couldn’t prevent
Geraghty and the Fleet
St. electricians flouting

Tory laws; in every section
of the working class there
are militant forces emerg-
ing seeking ways of fight-
ing backagainst Thatcher.

The TUC Day of Action
was called not to advance
the struggle but to contain
it, to keep the union
bureaucracy firmly in the
driving seat — with its foot
on thebrakes.

Meanwhile the rank and
file are fighting back.
The NHS pay battle has
seen the emergence of a
new grouping of militants
— Health Workers for the
Full Claim — expand its
bulletin to newspaper for-
mat and a print-run of
10,000 nationally. In a host
of otherunions Broad Lefts
on a new, fighting basis
have begun to emerge and
fight to mobilise the
membershipon demandsto
defend jobs and wages and
press for union democracy.
In the Labour Party too the
bestmilitantsare preparing
to fight back against Foot’s
witch-hunt, and defend the
recent gains on democracy
and accountability.

Socialist Organiser
actively supports these
campaigns as the concrete
means by which workers
at all levels can take up
the fight to build a new
leadership and a new
programmefor a renewed,
retarmed and reinforced
labour movement. We
need. a movement capable
of confronting and defeat-
ing Thatcher’s government
and pressing home the
fight for a workers govern-
mentwhich will nationalise
without compensation
under workers’ manage-
ment the major industries
and the banks; dismantle
the repressive military
apparatus, the police and
the bureaucracy of the
state, replacing them with
accountable bodies drawn
from the organised working
class; and lay the basis for
a planned socialist econo-
my.

The working class
spirit which will prevail
on September 22 confirms
that such a_perspective
could be achieved: the
spineless spirit of the
leaders in Congress House
and Labour headquarters
confirm that the main
obstacle remains our own
bureaucraticleaders.

Help us break the
logjam! Join with Socialist
Organiser in the struggle
for a new leadership!

 

 
        as        

      
                                  

 
                             

     
 

  
    

   
 
  

 
    

 



TM 7

-
oS Fe ee

a2 Fee
; aeee pbai

.
ee ee RP eae .

: Po AR oe

aeTSER Se Se HaeSeweewee eee eee ee ee ween eee eee ee GL Pe SS To te te * RR meer ae ormr we RON weENE AS OE ONE SUS wr a  
 

tag

26 TUC lobby,

Health Workers for
the Full Claim met
last Saturday to com-
pare experiences and
discuss perspectives

LASTSaturday, 18th, NHS
activists from across the
country met to—discuss
perspectives for September
22 and beyond.

AnnaLunts, editor of the
HealthWorkersfor the Full
Claim bulletin, gave the
opening report.

September 22 is a big
step forward. But it will
not shift Fowler and we
must press for further act-
ion of thesame kind.

Our attitude should not
be that the action is simply
to save the TUC’s face;
despite the TUC leaders it
is a big challenge to the
Tory government and their
anti-union laws. 10,000
have been printed of the
latest HWFC bulletin
(no. 6). HWFC has grown
in influence, as shown by
the success of the August

but we
should still be cautious
about what we represent
and not over-rate our
strength.

Gap
Dave Michelmore

(COHSE Maudesly Hospi-
tal, London) agreed.
There is a gap between the
5,000 copies sold of the last
HWFC

.
bulletin and the

handful of activists at the
meeting.

The TUC’s half-hearted
call means the 22nd will
not be a general strike.

In London, hospitals
have been slow to link up,
but a cross-hospital JSSC
has now begunto operate.

Dominic Johnson (NUPE
convenor, Churchill Hospi-
tal, Oxford) said that in
Oxford NHS action of the
22nd will be as strong as
ever, and solidarity action
will be the biggest yet.

Most UCW memberswill
be out for 4 hours, the Poly
will be shut, Print wor-
kers will be out and so will
the NUJ at theOxford Mail,
the FBU, and_Didcot
Power station (an 8 hour

strike).
The main focus is the

London demo — 4 coaches
from the NHS_unions,
plus NUT, Trades Council
and perhapsothers.

There will be a picket on
one hospital all day.

’ Bickerstaffe
One way forward —

the majority of the TUC
haveno plans whateverfor
the future. The only voice
calling for further action is
Bickerstaffe, and his atti-
tude is to limit NUPE to
whatever the TUC majority .

are preparedto accept.
Overall, the balance of

forces are not in our favour,
and will only change de-
cisively when the wage
claims of other sections,
such as NUM and BL come
up. There is theproblem of
several weeks’ gap after
September22.

The East London reprt
wasthattwo hospitals have
mass meetings on Monday.
Tower Hamlets Council
has decided to call off
council business. Ten
Labour councillors. have
called for strike action.

But there is only token
support from docks and
breweries. Work is being
done by HWFC_ and
unofficially at building
sites, Post Offices,etc.

Solidarity
Anna Lunts spoke about

Manchester. The North
West Area NUM will be ©

out solid. Most buses will
be on strike. Shell Carring-
ton has a one day strike,
also the two biggest GEC
factories, Wilson Brew-
eries, Massey Ferguson,

Oi Rates: £5 for three
§ months,£8.75 for
J six months,and £16
i for a year.
a Bundle offive
a each week: £12 for
a three months.

Bundle of 10: £21

Subscribe!
  
  

JOHN
HARRIS

- After Sept _22nd
PRESS FOR

-OUT
STRIKE!

‘NUPE’s Bickerstaffe calls for more action — but then limits NUPE.to whatotherunionswill
accept
Brown and Polson Trafford
Park, and Cussins soap
factory.

Support from the Civil
Service is patchy but

printworkers are solid.
NUJ are considering one
day strike action unless
management accept NHS
reporting only. Granada

TVhas a one day stoppage.
Manchester confed is

in dissarray due to the
slump and CPinfluences,
but therewill still be mass-
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Health Workers for the
Full Claim bulletin
— no.6 now out. 10p
plus postage from
78 High St, Ather-
ton, Lancs.
Next HWFC meet-
ing: Sunday Octo-
ber3, lpm to 5pm,
at the Laoour

:

Club, Bristol St, _-
Birmingham.  

ive action.
Ron Giles from Sheffield

told the meeting that local
NHS JSSC has been a
major force in organising
for the 22nd, pushing the
bureaucracy aside. It has
made the link with the
steel jobs threat. BSC
River Don and Firth Brown
willbe-outfor theday.

The
a sub-committee organising
with convenors. Confed
havecalled for one day, and
nearly all factories will
support this. Buses have
balloted to stay in, but
there will be a NHS wor-
kers’ picketanyway.

In the hospitals feelings
are higher than ever.
Fourtrains running to Lon-
don and there’ll be a local
demonstration.

Jeremy Corbyn, a NUPE
fulltimer from London,
stressed that we need to
organise to prevent the
TUC doing an ASLEF-+ype
sell-out. There is an im-
portant connection between
this dispute and the
whole public sector.

Jeremy Corbyn reported
|that he had spoken to

theLondonDistrict Commi-
ttee of UCW. 200 delegates
were there, and gave
strong support. FacingVictimised for solidarity

AUEW members at Fox’s
Glacier Mints, Leicester,
have taken strike action in
support of victimised shop
steward Jim Tolton, who
has been sacked for showing
three nurses the way to the
workscanteen.

The AUEW members
have responded to whatis a

_

to support Jim Tolton in his
fight for reinstatement.

A mass picket has been
called for the afternoonshift
of Tuesday.

Bro. Tolton, who has
worked at the factory for 5
years without any disciplin-
ary record, was sacked solely
for his campaign in support

supporting action for Jim
Tolton, It is equally import-
ant that the bulk union in
Rowntree Mackintosh,
USDAW,should support this
fight.

Solidaritywith the health
workers is an official trade
union policy and the policy

 

which cannot be rejected or
abandoned in the face of
managementvictimisation.

It is crucial for this disp-
ute that not only the health
unions but also the other un-
ions in Rowntree Mackin-

- tosh support Jim Tolton.
Messages of support to

11 Bisley St, Leicester.

local .TUC has   
 
 
  
 
  

privatisation and Tebbit
they saw themselves a
having a commonstruggl
withtheNHS workers.

The difference with 7
is that the TUC neve
moved then. We shouk
build links with other trad
union sections. In the fac
of Fowler’s plans, the TUC
one hour stoppage is path
etic.

,The GLC has turned al
facilities at County Hal
over to NHSunions for the
day. Councillors will be or
picket lines throughow
London.

The meeting decided t«
take backto local NHSJoin
Shop Stewards’ Commi:
ttees the idea of a nationa
conference of shop stew-
ards’ committees — we
felt HWFC was not strong
enough to organise this
conference. The Sheffield
comrades felt that the
Sheffield committee might
be willing to makethe ini-
tial call.

HWFCin any case will
continue co-ordinating and
campaigning for all-out
indefiniteactionwithemer-
gency cover under workers’
control.Court
protest

OVER 500 Asian and white
militants attended a meeting
in Leicester on Friday 17th
in support of the Leicester3.

These are three youths‘who were harassed and
arrested on  trumped-up
charges by thelocal police.

At the meeting it was
pointed out by a supporter
of the Bradford 12 campaigni of the TUC.It is somethi

. .

: a for three months. clear provocation by the of the health workers. This
, sic

_ thatin factAsian youth havei ‘ management against a shop clearly demonstrates the way consistently faced a situation
a steward who has played a in which many employers where they have no rights in

leading role in the fight ag- are going to attempt to use relation to thepolice.a ainst the present bonus and

_
the background of the Tebb- The campaign is to be

| . productivity scheme in the it laws against those workers developed along thelines of

BN factory, and also against the who give solidarity to the the Bradford 12 campaign,jame......a seccccesececcese policy of Rowntree Mackin-

_
health workers’ campaign for including mass court picketsa tosh (the parent company) a decent wage. and efforts for maximum

Address... internationally,particularly Already, the membership possible support from the
in South Africa. in Rowntree Mackintosh are local Asian community.a

. .
faced with redundancies. It .

Already the Asian youthGE crrereerer eee eeeeceerteneens At a meeting of thejoint jg apainst this background movement has

_
established

health unions strike commit- that Jim Tolton has been its own network of links toa Venclose £.......
.

tee in Leicester (which has sacked defend other youths whoB To: Socialist Organi- been extended to include It is vitally important might be threatened by sim-
Bs. 28 Middle Lane, industrial unions supporting that the other craft shop ilarpolice attacks.

London N8 8PL the health workers) onMon- stewards’ ~committees in Contact: Leicester 3a . day evening, 20th,the health p campaign, Belgrave Neigh-Rowntree Mackintosh take| d workers agreed unanimously - bourhood Centre, Leicester.
Sueaenekaeaeaweeseeeee Aaor~ vate ,
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 SCHMIDT FINALLYSPLITS
Jenny Fisher looks at
prospects for the West
German workingclass

after the fall of the
_

SDP-FDPcoalition.
ee

LASTFriday (17th), as the
world woke up to news-
Paper headlines predicting‘the imminent collapse of

_ the ruling SDP/FDP
| coalition government in
| West Germany, the four| FDP cabinet ministers
i were resigning and bring-| ing that prediction to

reality.
Events have been

moving quickly in the pastfortnight, but the splithas been on the cards for
thepast year.

At last the world recess-
ion has caught up with the
Federal Republic.

It is expected that
company bankruptcies this
year will total 16,300 (a
40% increase on 1981).
The numberof jobless has
risen to 1,800,000. It seems
certain to rise to 2 million
overthewinter.

(Unemployment has
been keptartificiallylow in
Germany by two reasons:
as in Britain, many women
don’t register, but also the
Republic has been able to
send ‘home’ a_ large
number of its immigrantPopulation, brought in
whenworkers werein short
supply.)

Over the course of 1981,

 
 
 
THE Chinese Communist
Party has just held its 12th
pongress, six years after
thedeathof Mao.

In those six years, the
ang of 4 has been ousted

from power, andall the key
emnant Maoists in the
Politburo have been given
the boot. Thelast to go was
fao’s hand-picked succ-
ssor, ex-Party Chairman
md ex-premier, Hua
puofeng.
 

real wages fell by 1.2%
overall.

Manyfirms are now be-
ginning to ‘trim’ the work-
force as an ‘economy
package’. The most serious
‘economy package’ to be
announced recently comes
from the company AEG,
which plans to sack 30,000
to 40,000 workers nation-
ally.

This is the economic
background to which the
political parties have been
responding, and which has
caused the SDP (Social
Democratic Party — the
right-wing dominated
Labour Party) and the FDP
(Free Democratic Party —

The key posts held byHua went to Deng’sproteges Hu Yaobang andZhao Ziyang in 1980, withHua demoted to 12th vice-chairman. Now Huais outof the Politburo altogether,
andis only a memberof the200-plus Central Commi-
ttee.

Earlier publicity empha-
sised that the congresswould rejuvenate the party .leadership by

_
retiring

les to foreign investment? We'lldeal with them
...

 

Schmidt, like Kohl(right),is a goodallyofReagan. But many SDP rank-and-filersdissent
akin to the British Liberals)
to go theirseparate ways.The parliamentary SDP
has been growing awayfrom the body of the partyfor some time: most
notably on the ‘issue of
NATO nuclear bases in
West Germany and the
level of the upper rates of
income tax and tax onbusiness profits. It has
also been drastically losingelectoral support: even in
traditionally strong Labour
areas.

Although some local
Parties offered a ‘left’
Policy, this hasn’t been
able to soften the attitude
of German workers to theDeng’s changes

Stamp out dissent
veterans, point to policychanges to modernise
China, and repudiate once
and for all the Maoist
excesses of the past 25
years.

Abolished
The post of Party Chair-

man was abolished,as this
Post represents to Deng &Co the Maoist personalitycult. Chairman Hu Yao-bang now becomes Party
secretary Hu Yaobang! 

SDP’s record in govern-
ment. Some union leaders
are conscious of the prob-
lem. Eugen _Loderer,
leader of the IGM (Metal
Workers’ Union), which
has been the traditional
licensed left in the SDP,
told his union’s conference
recently: ‘We don’t want achange in party, but we do
want a changein policy’.

The DGB (German
‘TUC’) has called regional
and a national demonstra-
tion to remind the SDP
whosesideit’s supposed to
beon. This response would
be unusual at any time, but
is especially so against aruling SDP-dominated

’ factory committees.

 
-government.

The initiative is largely
thanksto the agitation of a
group called ‘Initiative
Soziale Sicherheit’, formed
from various left groups
and members of union

They
are putting forward a
workers’ response to the
crisis: calling for a 35 hour
week with no loss in pay,
an endto the forcing-down
of the real value of wages,
and an end to racism and
sacking foreign workers
first.

They are currently busy
building local groups to.
organise local days. of
action.

cannot
Asfor policy pronounce-

ments, the congressin fact
did little more than confir-
ming recent decisions by
Deng and Co., such as
encouraging peasants to
enrich themselves and
stimulating economic
growth in light industries
by methods including in-
vestment from overseas.

And at the end of the
congress, some prominent
70-year olds, far from

‘retiring, came onto the
newly created Advisory
Council. Deng has re-
placed only political
opponents like Hua and the
genuinely senile, and kept
himself and other equally
old co-thinkers on the
seven-strong Politburo
standing committee and
25-strong Politburo.

Deng himself is far from
taking a back seat. He
chairs the Advisory Coun-
cil of elders, is nominally
number3 in the Politburo,
remains head of the Mili-
tary Affairscommittee, and
in factis furtherentrenched
as leading frontline policy-
maker.

All this indicates thatthe
purge of oppositionists is
not yet over. Indeed the
congress decided that all
party cadres will be ‘re-
registered’shortly.

The 39 million strong
CCPis swollen with petty
bureaucrats used to
decades of corruption and
privilege; the Cultural

The Chinese CP congressproduceda reshuffle, but little
more. Chin Yangreports.

Revolution gave a younger
. generationof careerists the
chanceto oustolder cadres,
but most of these old
‘capitalist roaders’ have
beenrestored.

What both groups have
in commonis graft and in-
competence, with no
interest in raising produc-
tivity through modernisa-
tion. The top leaders have
tried to rectify this — but
reforming the Party from
the top while stamping out
dissent outside of the
Party has proved to be a
near impossible task for
Dengand Co.

While they have im-
prisoned dozens of demo-
cratic movement activists,
and removed Huaandother
remaining oppositionists
from the top ranks of the
Party, they cannot reverse
the irretrievable loss of the
prestige and confidence
that the CCP had in the
early 50s.

The seedsof dissent and
disaffection have long been
sown and the ‘Wild Lilies
and Poisonous Weeds’ of
political revolution againstbureaucracywill grow and
flourishin time. ~

FOR an excellent account
of China’s democratic
movement, including key
essays by leading dissi-
dents, read ‘WildLiliesand
‘Poisonous Weeds’, edited
by Greg Benton, Pluto
Press.

This trade union activity,
coupled with a very real
fear as to the SDP’s chan-
ces in the two forthcoming
by-elections (in Hessen,
the local FDP switched
allegiances some time ago,
and decided to run as
partners withtheConserva-
tives),
Schmidt to draw theline.

He challenged Otto
Lambsdorf, FDP Chancell-
or of the Exchequer, to
come clean, and outline
his budget proposals,
stating that the mainten-
ance of the welfare state
‘was crucial to the SDP’s
policy.

Lambsdorf responded bypublishing a document
containing drastic anti-
working class measures.
Includedwere proposals to:
* cut the first three months
unemployment

itfrom 68% to 50% of the
‘claimant’sprevious wages,
and cease paying. benefit
after a year’s unemploy-
ment.
* To scrap the (already
meagre) system of student
grants, and replace it with
loans. This is particularly
important, as the current
means-ested grant is paid
from 16+, and manyworkingclass young peoplerely on this to get not only
academic qualifications,
but also to attend technical
colleges, without which
thereis virtually no hope at
all of getting a job.
* To increase the level
of ‘National Insurance
Contributions’ paid by wor-
kers and the level of con-
tributions paid to the
private health insurance
companiesto such a degree
as to form a severe attack
yet again on the level of
real wages.

These proposals were
acclaimed by the em-
ployers’ organisations: and
branded ‘antisocial’ and ‘a
declaration of war’ by the
unions.

The incompatibility of
these proposals with
Schmidt’s declared. line
brought about. the. split
that everyone had been

forced Chancellor

benefit.

waiting for.
Whatwill happen in the

immediate future. remains
uncertain. Schmidt’s first
response to the resigna-
tions was to ask the other
parties if they wouldtolerate his staying on as
leaderof a minority govern-
ment, if he asked the
President to call elections
in November.

This move is unconstitu-
tional, and anyway not to
the liking of Helmut Kohl,
the leader of the CDU/CSU
(the Conservative parties)
in Parliament. Kohl will
now spend the next few
daysin discussionswiththe
FDP, bargaining with -

Cabinet positions. and
allocations of policy areas,
to try to form a-new coa-
lition government between
the.CDU/CSUand FDP. :

Some form of agreement
is bound tobe reached, and
the likelihood is that Kohl
will thenattempt to spread
some time in office and
establish a clear economic
policy, before going to the
voters.

Whatever the balance
between the FDP and
CDU/CSU in the new
government, the economic
measures they adopt will
be attempting to bolster upthe capitalists at the ex-
pense of the workers.
The FDPhasonly recently
shown its teeth: those of
the CDU/CSU have been
very visible since the last
general election.

The Conservative
alliance was then led by
the infamous Franz-Joseph
Strauss, and lost the
election mainly thanks to
scare-mongering tactics of
Schmidt and the left,
which the avowedly right-
wing Strauss could not
deny. Strauss was. ditched
after this failure, in favour
of Kohl, but plans to make
a comeback. He expects
to hold the number two
position in Kohl’s govern-
ment.

The German Left and
trade union movement
must be ready toface the
challenge. 

Ecuador
IN THEface of a bosses’ on-
slaught on wages and jobs
and the open complicity of
the Hurtadogovernment,the
United Workers’ Front
(FUT) in Ecuador has ann-
ounced a 48 hour national
strike for September 22 and
23. FUT groups the three
leftist trade union conderat-
ions in Ecuador, CEDOC,CTE, and CEOSL, and
accounts for a large majority
of organised labour in the
country,

The claims put forward
by the FUT range very wide- .

ly over the needs of the
workers, the peasants, and
the unemployed and urban
poor, (Industrial workers re-
present a very small part of
the union federations’ mem-
bership. The backbone of
CEDOC, for example,is its
peasant federation, FENOC.

FUT demands the mini-
mum wage be raised from
4,000 to 7,000 sucres a
month (£70), automatic
wage adjustments in line
with price rises, and job —

security, They are also press-ing for a law against the
fraudulent liquidation

—
of

firms, a frequently employed
_

tactic to protect profits and
deal with a well-organised
workforce.

The strike is crucial. In
the period of the constitut-
ional government (since1979), the standard oflivingof the vast majority of Ecua-
dorianshasfallen drastically.Full report next week.

ACCORDING to’ press
reports last Saturday, a gen-eral strike in Bolivia has forc-
ed the country’s military rul-
ers to stand down.

Military chiefs have
agreed to recall the parlia-
ment they dissolved in mid-
1980 after a presidential el-
ection was won bythecandi-'
date of the left-wing UDP,Hernan Siles Zuazo.

According to the Guard-ian, Siles is now likely to be
recognised as president.

This follows a generalstrike called by the union
federation COB on Friday17th. The Guardian, how-
ever, reports: “There is opp-osition to this plan from
hardline Right-wingers

“among the military... Fight-ing or even a civil war cannotbe ruled out”.



  

WARMACHINE!
HARRYSLOANsurveysthefacts behind last
week’s massacreof Palestinian refugeesin
Lebanon -- andcalls for a labour movement
response
THEblood of the innocent
thousands of men, women
andchildrenslaughteredin
Sabra and Chatilacamps in
Beirut was spilled by Leb-
anese fascist militiamen —

but the prime reponsibility
is that of Israel’s Zionist
regime and its imperialist
backers in Washington and
the EEC.

Even while frantic efforts
are made by Monachem
Begin’s government to
concoct a stable cover-up
story it is clear that the
Israeli army, with express
cabinet approval, decided
on Thursday September 16
to unleash the fascist
murder squads on the un-
suspecting civilians in the
camps.

This much has_ been
officially admitted by
spokesman Brigadier-
General Ya’acov Even.
Broadcasts by Israeli
armed forces monitored
thatday by the BBC stated
that Zionist troops con-
trolled ‘all the main cross-
roads and roads in the
city’, and that ‘only houses
inside the various neigh-
bourhoods remain to be
purged.’

Command
The Zionist command

remained in radio contact
withthefascists as theyset
about this grisly work.
By Thursdaynight, accord-
ing to an Israeli television
news reporter, shooting
could be heard within
the camps, and byFriday
morning Israeli soldiers
watching through binocu-
lars from observation posts
were able to watch the
slaughter . taking place

Yes,
fascists!
EVERY Sunday Conor
Cruise O’Brien writes a
rambling column-cum-
editorial in ‘The Observer’.
Last week he was at some
pains to stress that the
Lebanese Phalangists
ought not to be called that -

because Phalange is only
‘the French name for the
brigades loyal to the
Gemayelfamily.

According to Mr. O’-
Brien, the term Phalangist
is a smear used by those
who want to suggest
that there is something
unpleasant about these
militias. A smear that
‘leads away from the
realities’.

Fortunately Mr. O’-
Brien’s_ literary efforts
are confined to the middle
of the paper while others
write thefront page.

In the same issue the
front page reported ‘Wo-
men and Babies Massacred
...

Hundreds Shot Down in
Beirut Bloodbath’. Who
were the perpetraters of
thismassacre? Apparently
those whom we should not
besmirch with the term
Phalange.

andthepilesof bodies.
By this time the news

had been relayed to Israel
itself. According to the:
Israeli daily paper Vediot
Aharonot, thefirst accounts
of the killings reached
ministers and army chiefs
during Thursdaynight-Fri-
day morning.

Friday
By Friday morning the

military .correspondent of
the daily Ha’aretz had
heard of the massacre.
Mordechai Zipori, the
Communications Minister,
that morning informed
Foreign Minister Shamir
of the killings before he
went withDefence Minister
Sharoninto talks with Pres-°
ident Reagan’s
Morris Draper.

Yet it was not until
Friday afternoon that the
Zionists took: any action to
limit the slaughter, even-
tually demanding the

envoy

evacuation of the camp by- .

the fascists they had sent
in — and notuntilSaturday
thatthe news of the mass-
acre was broken by foreign
correspondents who went —

into thecamp.
The Zionist government

and army high command
had therefore taken a cold
and calculated decision to
perpetrate the mass
murders.

Indeed if the accounts
of survivors of themassacre

*prove correct, and if un-
‘confirmed reports from

Beirut are. based on fact,
then it appears that the
Israelis went further —

and airlifted the known
‘butchers of Major Saad
Haddad’s 6,000-strong
Zionist-financed militia
from the South of the coun-
try to Beirut in order to
iendtheminto thecamp.

Haddad

Most of the survivors
appear to cite distinctive
Southern accents and
uniforms as evidence thatit
was Haddad’s forces,
and not gangsters from the
25,000-strong Phalangist
militia of assassinated
President Gemayel who
carried out -the brutal
murders.

.

Israeli spokesmen have
gone out of their way not
only to deny that Haddad
was involved, but also to
point the finger. firmly at
the Phalangists, naming
them on several occasions
as thepeople involved.

It is of course possible
that a combined force of
armed reactionaries was
sent into the camp: but
the Zionist efforts to im-
plicate the Phalangists
would seem to tie in with
other developments — and
point to the fact that the
latest slaughter was
planned as a cynical Is-
raeli move to rekindle
sectarian strife in Lebanon.

The aftermath of the
assassination of Gemayel
has brought, forward

Israeli troops watched the slaughter tl rough binoculars
several theories as to who
carried it out, and for-what
motive. And from early on
it. became obvious that
Palestinian and left wing
forces could virtually be
ruled out as_ suspects.
They would not have had
the necessary access to
Gemayel’s tightly guarded
headquarters, not a strong
enough motive for the
killing. Indeed most of the
forces of the established
Lebanese ‘left’ had already
reached an accommodation
with Gemayel: the Organi-
sation of Communist
Action even joined. the
mourners. at his funeral,
whileleaders of the Muslim
Murabitoun militia
broadcast a eulogy to the
dead Phalangist gunman!

Rival Maronite
.

leader
Suleiman Franjieh certainly
had a motiveto killGemay-
el, and may have had the
necessary contacts for the
operation. But an equally
likely suspect for the
assassination is the Israeli
regime, which had obvious-
ly been perturbed that the
man whom they had
effectively instated in the
Lebanese Presidency at a
cost of a £1 billioninvasion
was acting increasingly
independently of his
puppet-masters in Jerusa-
lem.

Direct
Instead of implementing

Begin’s plan of a Leban-
ese/Israelipeace treaty and
buckling down to a career
as a stooge, Gemayel had
taken advantage of the
crippling of the forces
of the PLO andleft wing in
order to cobble together a
political base and strategy
of his own, and form a
direct relationship with US
imperialism.

A suitable amount of
explosives could easily
remove Gemayel. But for
the Zionists to prevent his
successor moving in a
similardirection required a
fundamental disruption of
the relationship of political
forces Gemayel had begun
to establish. The co-
alescence of Muslim and
Christian political leaders
hadtobe forestalled — and
the most obvious and
advantageous means to
thisend was a massive and
unforgettable provocation
to theMuslims.

This is certainly the way
it is being seen by the
Lebanese left, who increas-
ingly blamd Haddad and
exonerate the Phalangists
for the slaughter in the
camps.

But the response from
the Left wing has been an
opportunist and reactionary
accommodationon thelevel

of Lebanese nationalism
to the forces of the Phalan-
gist right. This has pro-
duced support on almost
all sides for the election
of Bashir Gemayel’s
older brother Amin to the
Presidency.

Whatever the details of
theprocess by whichit has
been reached, the possible
result is the consolidation
of a wide bloc of forces
that can offer somestable

-

central government in
Lebanon. Isn’t this the
objective which both the
Zionists and the imperial-
ists have been pursuing so
ruthlessly in the heavy-
handed military _inter-
ventions that have taken
place?

However we assess the
motives of the Zionists,
there is no doubt that the
slaughter was deliberately
permitted and planned at
the highest level. Res-

International News International News International
BOYCOTTISRAEL’

ponsibility for this must
rest not only on the gang-
ster Begin regime, whose
very rule rests on genera-
tions of terrorism against
the Palestinian people, but
on the warmongerers in
the Pentagon, the White
House, and the EEC, who
even now have not broken
in theslightest from their
Massive economic and
military support for the
Zionist regime.

For the imperialists, the
state of Israel. has been
ruthlessly used as a tool
to intimidate the Arab
masses of the Middle
East. Despite diplomatic
hogwash about concern for
the Palestinians, the im-
perialists have no inten-
tion of supporting the right
of the Palestinian people
to return to their home-
land — which is incom-
patible with the Zionist
state.
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Despite the label ‘peac
keeping’ the new bi
power. force due to |
despatched to Lebanon
Reagan’s proposal will |
no defence for Lebane:
workingpeople against tl
Israeli war machine or tl
sectarian Maronite militia

It is up to theinternatio.
al working class to char
pion thestruggle of the Ps
estinian. and  Lebane:
masses — by the metho
of struggle. open to t
labour movement. Th
means. fighting.with
transport and other unio1
for a full-scale boycott |

trade to and from tl
bloody Begin regim
demanding the immedia
withdrawal of  Zioni
troops from Lebanon.

Already the demandh:
been taken up by tl
Scottish TUC, Greek a
Australian dockers.
must be implementednow

“Whatcan { tell you, theseevilbarbartans were geing to do it te US.”
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hiddenjobless
Gerry Byrne reports ~

on the Women’s
Campaign for Jobs
conference
er

4,000,000: that’stheclosest
thingto an accurate figure
for the number of people
now outofwork.

The General Household
Survey, published last
week, points to the huge
undercounting of the real
extent of unemployment.
17% of the unemployed
are not registered, and for
married women, the pro-
portion rises to 43%.
That’s -a massive gulf
between government
claims andthereality.

And next month a whole
package of measures is
beingbrought in to further
discourage unemployed
women from showing up
in the figures — voluntary
registration, the UB671
forms which questions
women about childcare
arrangements, thus re-
inforcing. the idea that
mothers should not go out
to work.

Last Saturday, Septem-
ber 18, in County Hall,
London, a small step was
taken to reverse this push.
The Women’s Campaign -

for Jobs (formerly the
Action Committee for a
Woman’s Right to Work)
resolved to constitute
itself on a more organised
footing, with affiliations,
local groups, and a regular ©

newsletter.
One of its immediate

‘ objectives will be to cam-
paign against the Rayner
proposals and — other
changes in the benefits
system which will hit
womenclaimants. This will
have to be mounted in
conjunction with the
unions in thebenefitoffices
and draw on wider support
fromthelabour movement. 

   
  

POR ex wee. vrs
with a violent husband is
a desperate situation. For
Halimat Babamba, this
plight is even worse than
for most.

Halimat cameto Britain
from Nigeria to join her
husband in Leeds. After 2
years of his violence, of his
threats to her life and to
take their 2 smail children
from her, Halimat escaped
to a Woman's Aid refuge.

Her husband has now
retumed to Nigeria.
Halimat can’t do this:
under local law, her hus-
band can take the children,
and she would face further
violence, or else destitu-
tion.

/But this is the fate the
Home Office has condemn-
ed her to. Instead of Hali-

oe

 
   

 
 

   

The decision of the
South East Region TUC to
mount a campaign on the
UB 671 is a positive step
in thisdirection.

Drive
Against the Tories’

attempts to cover up the
real level of unemploy-
ment, the Campaign
proposes a drive to contact
and organise women who
are jobless but unregister-ed, culminating in anationaldayof registration.

It also agreed to give
support and encourage-
ment to the formation
and ongoing work of
unwaged women’s groups,
both to campaign on the
specific problems of
women’s unemployment

=a act beSic Demme
adie to Ducat a Tew De ix
themselves im Brain, the
HomeOffice intend to de-
port themin October.

The Labour movement
hasunited before to protect
individuals fromthisracism
and sexism. We must
makeit do so again.
What you can do:
® Write to Halimat’s MP,
Stan Cohen.
e Write to your MP.
© Write to TimothyRaison,
at theHomeOffice.
© Get your union, LP, or
communitygroup’s support
and affiliation to the cam-
paign.
Please send donationsto:
Friends of Halimat Ba-
bamba, Box HB, 59, Cook-
ridge St, Leeds.
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and tackle the sexism that
many women experience
in unemployed groups
and centres.

The conference, of about
80 women, showed a real
commitment to building at
thegrass roots and deepen-
ing links with local stugg-les, but the main focus of

“the discussion was on how
all this local activity could
be focused and drawn to-
getherby a nationalevent.

‘Tribunal
The conference was

presented with two alter-
natives: a Tribunal which
would draw together evi-
dence on women’s unem-
ploymentand end up with a
showy event (in London)
or a women’s march for
 
 
   
 
 
   

 

 
 UNTIL last March, 19 year

old Asima Begum and her
young child were pre-
paring to join her husband
in Britain. Then, he was
killed, in a tragic house fire
in Brick Lane.

CARLConference:
County Hall, 10 am,
October 23.
Speakers from
IWA GB, & Jo
Richardson MP.
Contact: 56, Edithna
St., SW9 QJP.

 
Jobs.-

The Tribunalwas greeted
with overwhelming apathy.
In the workshops. the
Women’s March for Jobs
wasthemain talkingpoint,
with many sisters keen on
the basic conception of
an event which went out to
the women we are trying
to reach, rather than
pulling the same old worn-
out activists down to
London.

Many drawbacks were
highlighted —. the enor-
mouslogistical problems of
a long march, the fact
that it would inevitably
exclude many women with
children or other heavy
domestic responsibilities,
theterrible waste of energy
involved in trudging
through largely deserted

Asima was granted a
visitor’s passport to attend
the funeral and settle her
husband’s affairs. Now,
the HomeOffice is usingits
racistlaws to send her back
to Bangla Desh. There, she
would be alone; her father
and brothersare resident in
Britain, her motherand sis- J Labour women’s
vers ready to join them.

Last Friday. after repre-
sentations on ber behalf.
the Home Office granted
Asima e final ‘grace’ of 2
weeks extra stay, although
they had already boughthertplanetickettoDacca.Tower Hamlets Labour
Party Women’s Section is
makingan urgent appeal to
women’s organisations and
the labour movement to
organise to defend Asima.

Wehave only two weeks!
Watch next week’s SO for
details of lobbying, etc.,
and in the meantimeplease
send letters of support,
petitions or requests fo
furtherinformationto:
Sue Carlyle, 36, Bradmore
House, Jamaica St.,
London.

 
Marchestohighlight?

cae 4ee

countryside.
But it was also felt that

there was a need for
demonstrations to unite
local opposition to the
many-sided attacks on
women’s right to paid
work, and that the answer
to these attacks is not
propaganda on- how bad
women’s position is, but
militantstruggle.

Retain
The decision was to

retain the original idea of
the Women’s’ March,
but to take the difficulties
into account by bussing
the core marchers between
towns and focussing days
of action and demonstra-

‘tions on local struggles
round defence of jobs and
facilities(eg nurseries).

I think it fairly repre-
sented themood of thecon-
ference, to turn out to the
mass of working class
women, to relate to their

‘battles, and to centralise

 

(01) —790——4937 Bi

the local activities in a
nationalmovement.

Newissue of Women’s
Fightback— 16pages
and articles on the

‘JudithWilliams,
conference,etc.
2p from WF,
41 Blngon &
Landor: "7.

 
.We must take
childcare’

seriously
Frances Morrell, GLC
Couneillorfor
Islington South,
replies to a press
campaign.
1 AM a working mum.
Council work takes about
ten hours a day, and I’m
bringing up a nine year old
daughter.

The timetabling of meet-
ings, set by men to suit
men’s working hours, pre-
vents me from spending as
much time with Daisy as I
wantto, and I’m not around
to see her at tea-time and
bed-+ime, when kids want
theirparents around.

Women on the Greater
London Council (GLC) and
Inner London Education
Authority(ILEA) have tried
to change meeting times to
fit in withour dual respons-
ibilities.But committees on
the whole can’t see that
they shouldn’t meet at tea-
time, or why they should
juggie with agendas if
children’s needs won't be
metotherwise.

Only a couple of weeks
ago, Daisy had to come
with me to a committee
meeting. She was ill and
obviously should have been
in bed. I asked the meet-
ing to take the item con-
cerning mefirst on the ag-
enda. It wasn’t taken until
8.30pm,and as I picked up
Daisy to leave at 9pm no-
one even asked how I was
going to get an asleep nine
year old acrossLondon.

I’ve cometo the conclus-
ion that there is an un-
bridgeable gap between
those who have childcare

COMING UP Women’s Fightback AGM. October 23,-County Hall, London. Opento all women,but onlymembers and delegates from affiliated groups can
vote, For conferencedetails send s.a.e. to 41 Elling-ton St, N7; to join WF too send £3 (or £5 to includeregular mailingsand thepaper).eeee
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responsibilities and those
who haven’t. At that meet-
ing they couldn’t even see
that a sick kid who hadfall-
en asleep on a row of hard
chairs could not wait all
night for them.

And now the press is
alleging that I am abusing
myposition by jumpinginto
a GLC car to collect Daisy
from school and take her
back to County Hall where
she can safely wait for her
dad or until I finish my
meeting. It makes me mad
to hear thatbecauseofthis
I’m supposedtobepart of a
privilegedelite.

The situation would
never havearisen if we had
decided to try to afford a
car, or if we had paid or
unpaid domestic help at
home(awife, perhaps?)

The Labour Party at
County Hall has defined
the timing of meetings so
that male councillors with
kids shouldn’t expect to
see much of them. Much

‘ worse, it has defined things

 
 
  

  
    

so that councillors’ wives
should take almost all the
responsibility of child-
care, and the children of
labour movement activists
won't have a_ normal
amount of contact with
theirparents.

What the press have
picked up on is not an
abuse of privilege, but an
attempt to makethebestof
a bad job andto be a ser-
ious councillor while
making sure that my
daughter doesn’t suffer too
muchbecauseofit.

The response from many,
Labour Party members has
not been to back me. They
have gone along with the
press and forgotten about
the changes we have to
maketo ‘normal’(i.e. male-
organised) working patt-
erns. I’m sick of being lect-
ured by single men with
cars and nochildren about
how Daisy can betreated as
a parcel, picked up and
dumped in left luggage .

offices. Theyhaveto realise
thatchild care is work with
anotherindividual,and that
the views of both parties
havetoberespected.

Apart from Socialist Org-
aniser comrades in Tsling-
ton, who immediately init-
iated a press statement
from Islington South CLP,
the left has backed off. But
women’s sections have
understood that using a

_

staff car

_—
occasionally

doesn’t add up to an abuse
of power.

Takinga lift to stop your
kid having to go home to an
empty house where no-one
will be home until 7 is not
living in the lap of luxury,
and, they add, if the cars
are flashy and that attracts
press interest, then the
menshould choose smaller,
less ostentatious ones in

= future.
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‘‘BETTER DEADthan red’’ — the warmongering
slogan of America’s loony Right — will not be the
slogan under which Michael Foot and the trade
union barons launch the full-powered witch-hunt at
thisyear’s Labour Party conference.

It should be. Because, make no mistake aboutit,
the witch-hunt will gut
the Party in the run-up
to the next election.

Foot and his allies know
thisperfectly well. They are
citing the destructive
effects of conflict as an
argument to persuade the
soft Left not to resist them.
But, egged on by the Tory
press and scared by the.
strength of the rank and
file revolt of the last three
years, they have declared
waron the Party,and plain-
ly they are prepared to. gut
it to save it from the soc-
ialists.

Thereby they also serve
notice on us what sort of
Labour government they
would run. This makes the
register the most important
issue at this year’s Party
conference.

Thetarget is not just Mil-
itant but the Left that won
— so far mainlyon paper —

the campaign for Party
democracy. Thevictoriesof
the Left scared the Right
and the trade union establ-
ishment. Their problem
is that the rank andfileof
the Party support left pol-
icies and democratisation.
83% of CLPs voted Benn
for deputy leader. There-
fore their tactic is to split

by JOHN
O’'MAHONY

and dividetheLeft.
Militant did not head the

democracy campaign. It
was moreoftenits tail than
its head. But Militant is
definable, distinct, visible
— asoft target. They are —

lyingly — presented asanti
democrats and ‘conspira-
tors’. The Kinnocks and
the Foots have had some
success in driving a wedge
into the Left. Sections of
the Left have been got to
support the register. -

But the proposals of the
NECare a blueprint for an
authoritarianLabour Party.
Under the old system of
proscribingnamed organis-
ations, if a grouping was
not explicitly proscribed
then it was likely to be tol-
erated. Underthenewsyst-
em a rank and file group-
ing is assumed to be out-
side the Party unless posit-
ively recognised, licenced,
and registered.

By whom? By the power-
centres of the Party — the

   
  
 
   
 
 
   
 
  
  
   
 
 
 
  
 
   

Healey wields the axe — and Kinnock says: submit for the sake of democracy
trade union bureaucrats,
whose block votes control
Party conference, and the
badly scared Parliamentary
Labour Party.

This puts tremendous
power in the hands of the
labour movement establ-.
ishment. It implies the
powerto licence all Labour
Party rank and file public-
ations: for a newspaper
cannot be published with-
out a sustaining network of
supporters, unless it has
wealthypatrons.

They say that this is not
a return to the proscribed
list. They are right. It is
potentiallymuch worse.

Today it is the ‘extrem-
ists’. Later it will be bodies
like the Campaign for Lab-
our Party Democracy. It is
not quite 20 years since
attempts were made by
Party leaders to expel

THIS YEAR’s Women’s
Conference marked a turn-
ing point for womenin the
LabourParty. Its decisions
to support demands for
direct access to forums of
power within the party —

the Annual Conference and
the National Executive
Committee — have set the
stage for a major debate on
the Women’s Organisation
on Monday afternoon of
Conferenceweek.

At theheart of thedebate
will be twenty-six resolu-
tions calling for five major
changes to the women’s
organisation.

The first, and politically
mostsignificant, demandis
for the right of Women’s
Conference to submit five
resolutions to Annual Con-

Bertrand Russell for his
CNDactivities.

Somethinglike 300 part-
ies are said to oppose the
register. But the union
block vote will decide the
issue. If they win they will
claim that democracy de-
mands acceptance of the
decision. With an appeal to
the Left’s own arguments
for democracy, smart-alecs
like Kinnock are trying to
bamboozle andsplit us.

In fact a decision for the
register will have very bad
democratic credentials. A
majorityof therank andfile
in the CLPs will oppose the
register: in contrast, the.
rank and file was over-
whelmingly for the demo-
cratic reforms.

The block votes of mainly ©

undemocratic unions back-
ed up the rank andfileon
democracy in 1980 and

ference — to be debated as
of right.

The demand — agreed
by an overwhelming major-
ity at Women’s Confer-
ence — has by far the
broadest support and is
contained in sixteen of the
resolutions submitted for
debate.
.

The second major de-
mand is for the Women’s
Section of the National Ex-
ecutive Committee (NEC)
to be elected by, and acc- _,ountable to, the Women’s
Conference. At present the
Women’s Section is the
only section not elected by
its own ‘constituency’:
whilethe trade unionselect
their representatives to
the trade union section, the
socialist societies elect their
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1981: now theywill be used
to steamroller and flatten
rank and file opposition to
thenew drive for an author-
itarian LabourParty.

Right and duty
In any case we have a

democratic right and a soc-
ialist duty to resist an
attackon the basic rights of
the Party rank andfile.Re-
selection and the other
democratic reforms were
about forcing people to
follow Party policy in their
function as Party repres-
entatives; this is about the
right of Labour Party mem-
bers to organise and fight
for their ideas within the
broad mass party of the
trade union movement.
There is no valid com-
parison.

If theywin at conference,
we must mount a campaign

omen demand a
section, the YS elects its
representative at the YS
Conference and CLP’s
elect representatives to the
consitituency section,
women remain disenfran-
chised. Their section,
elected by the Conference
as a whole, is in effect
elected by trade union-bloc
votes, .

The result is that little
consideration is given. to
the interests of the ‘elector-
ate’ for this section —

women — andto their need
to ‘stengthen the fight
for a fundamental shift in
the balance of power and
wealth in favour of working
people and their families’,accordingto Norwich South

‘LP.
Third is the demand

voice
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of determined and sustain-
ed resistance. Every single
expulsion must be fought.
Parties must defend the
right of Militant supporters
to continue to distribute
their paper within the
Party. The rank andfileof
theunions must be mobilis-
ed against thebureaucrats.

We must explain what
Foot’s war on the socialists
implies for the next Labour
government. Programme
82 spells it out plainly.It is
a diffuse list of a thousand
and one. promises, in no
waya socialist answer

__
or

any answer
__

to thecrisis
of British capitalism.

Wewill fight every inch
of thewayto stop thewitch-
hunters gutting the Party
and saddling the working’
class with another term of
Thatcherite rule.

that at least one woman
be included on the final
short-list for a constitu-
ency’s parliamentary selec-
tion.

The Women’s Action
Committee of CLPD has
found while campaigning
on this issue that of all the
demands this one arouses
the greatest antagonism
from men, on bothleft and
right wings of the party. In
particular it. attracts the
jibe (most
from Militant supporters)
that it is simply a device to
secure the interests of
middle-class women
careerists; a jibe which in
the words of one WAC
organiser ‘again manages
to render working class
women, their needs and

. seth,

 

frequently ©
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BETTERDEAD
Aa THAN RED We

won't
expel
Frances Morrell told
Socialist Organiser:

“MY CONSTITUENCYLab-
our Party, Islington South,
wouldn’t dream of expell-
ing one -of its own
members.

Wehave never expelled
anybody, and we’re not
clear why we should start
now.If the NEC seriously
asks us to do that when we
have won a massivevictory
against the trend in the
council elections, I would
think that the NEC has
reallygoneoff its head.

.

The whole purge doesn’t
make much sense. Whose
interestis it in to have such
a decisive dispute within
the Party over a fraction
whose influence on Party
policyis in reality very min-
imal? It can only be under-
stood in the context of the
very successful pressure for
a more democratic party. It
is a manifestation of the
opposition of the Party
establishmentto a rank and
file who can both particip-
ate in the making of policy
and hold representatives
responsible for its imple-
mentation. *,

As far as the LPYS goes
— it’s been shut down
before,and thePartyestab-
lishment has not realised
thatif you want a YSmove-
ment worth its salt it won’t
be a rubber-stamping org-
anisation. I want a YS, and
accept that they are going
to be a troublesome crew,
critical of all sorts of people
includingmyself.

 

demands,invisible.’
The remaining resolu-

tions contain two demands:
first that the Women’s
Conference should, after
more than 60 years, be
formally constituted and
permitted to follow the
widespread practice within
union and labour party con-
ferences of electing its own
executive. Second, thatthe
women’s organisation
should be staffed by women
and the party urged to
‘examineits practicesas an
employer to ensure that
women are not discrimi-
nated against, implicitly or
explicitly.’

ANN
PETTIFOF



 
 

THE cornerstone of Lab-
our’s Programme82is the
economic strategy. If that
fails, we can be sure that
we'llbe told that all else is
‘impossible because of the
crisis’.

Butit is about the weak-
est part of theProgramme.

Rapid progress to the
right to work for all is not
even promised. The maxi-
mum hopedforis to reduce
unemployment below one
million in five years. This
willbe done by a ‘substant-
ial’ programme of public
spending, and selective tax
cuts, financed by borrow-
ing. The main focus will be

 
hospitals, schools, _rail-
ways, etc) and current
spendingin public services.

It looks easy. But the fin-
anciers will make a fortune
lendingto the state, indust-rialistefaced with the res-
ulting high interest rates
and the world slump are
unlikely to rush into ex-
pansion, and if purchas-
ing power doesrise, manu-
facturers will probably take
advantageto raise prices.

Controls
With such inflationary

pressure, demands will be
raised for the introduction
of wage controls. Indeed,
talking about an annual
economic assessment with
the TUC, the Programme
says this must include
‘such issues as the share
of the national income
going to profits, to earn-
ings from employment,
to rents, to social benefits,
andtootherincomes.’

Import controls are
proposed, to stop the in-
ceased spending just

JOHN

HAR.

 

more investment (housing, ~

going on imports. Social-
ists have long opposed
these as trying to shift
the burden of unemploy-
ment onto foreign workers.
But Programme 82 intro-
duces a new danger.

‘,..we will avoid simply
protecting inefficiency by
tying protection firmly
to measures of industrial
planningandintervention’.

Le., import controls
will be tied to speed-up
and‘rationalisation’.

Toothless
Plans for nationalisa-

tion are very limited.
Instead, ‘planning agree-
ments’ are proposed —

attempts (and pretty
toothlessattempts) to make
thebosses co-operate.

The only place where
mobilisationof the working
class is mentioned is in the
section on multinationals,
“... every assistance will
be given to trade unions intheir attempts to organise
on an internationalbasis.’

Programme 82 does in-
clude some useful pro-
posals on positive discrimi-
nation for women and
blacks.

But it is extremely weak
in its proposals to deal with
racist attacks. Racism in
the police force is recog-
nised to exist, but no
mention is made of the
development of_self-de-
fence groups. Blacks
are to wait until racism is
‘trained’out of thepolice.

In line with the Scarman
report, more democratic
control of the policethroughelected police authorities(including for London), i
proposed, along with an

 
independent
system.

The racist thugs of the
SPGwillbe disbanded, but
opposition to the use of’
plastic bullets, CS gas, and
water cannon is quali-
fied by the phrase ‘in any.hyt the most exceptional
circumstances’. Toxteth?
Brixton?

The role of immigra-
tion and nationality laws in
legitimising racist ideas is
recognised and the repeal
of existing laws is pro-
mised. But they will be
replaced by a supposedly
non-racist Nationality Act,
on which will be
supposedly non-racist
immigrationlaws.

On Ireland: the Preven-
tion of Terrorism Act will

be repealed. Irish prison-
ers will not be given
political status, and the
only proposal for the
Diplock kangaroo courts is
to have three kangaroos
sitting instead of one.
The troops will not be
withdrawn,andthere is no
statement about the use

Programme 82 proposes to reform police racism bit by bit
complaints:

based

of plasticbullets or CS gas.
In short, a continuation

of the present imperialist
policy.

There are many more
important proposals inclu-
ded in the Programme —

more than can be dealt
with here. The following
are some of the most
important.
*The House of Lords is
to be abolished ‘during the
lifetime of the Parliament’.
(No mention of the mon-
archy.)
*A student traineeship
for all 16 and 17 year olds,
whetherin full time educa-
tion, at work, or on the
dole. The right to a system-
atic education and train-
ing.
*Provide a maintenance
allowance for all students
on approved courses, at
least £20 a week for 52
weeks.
*Provision for all
school children
parents requireit.
*Labour will retrospec-
tively cancel any penalties

pre-
whose

right-wingers like Weighell and Chapple, and theirparliament-
g: operational decisions
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ls Programme 82 a workablesocialist policy? Will it even be tried? ARTHUR BOUGHsurveys the proposals.

ogramme ’82:
is it more than
waste paper ?

imposed on local coun-
cillors for carrying out
manifestocommitments.
*In line with Party policy
Britain will withdraw from
theEEC.

The Programmestates in
many instances that
‘Labour will’ carry out
this or that policy. But
can webeso sure?

Interestingly, outgoing
General Secretary, Ron
Hayward, has gone into
great length in his Fore-
word to the Programmein
explaining the relationship
between the Programme
and the Manifesto. ‘... the
priorities which will
determine the Manifesto
at the next election will
need to be finalised at that
time based on the rele-
vance, costs, timing, and
legislative time available
over a five year Parlia-
ment.’

Weak
It is amazing how fast

legislation like the Preven-
tion of Terrorism Act can
be pushed through, or how
easily the Tories can push
through anti-working class
legislation, but when it
comes to a Labour Govern-
ment putting through
measuresin theinterests of
the workers there’s never
enough time.

Instead of the perspec-
tive of mobilising workers
to challenge the bosses’
property and state, the
foundation of the Pro-
gramme is a belief that
the bosses can be per-
suaded to co-operate by
various clever devices.
Thereis a failureto come to
grips with the fact that the
interests of workers and
bosses are irreconcilably
opposed.

Thus the approach to
the police, security servi-
ces, and civil service is to
establish all kinds of
(usually Parliamentary)
checks and balances —

without any evidence of
any real will to operate
these checks -

against the will of the
cops and bureaucrats —

rather than dismantling
these institutions and
replacing them with a
state controlled by and
responsive to workers’
needs.

There are many impor-
tant and radical ideas
in the Programme, es-
pecially relating to women
and blacks. But even those
will be worthless unless
the right wing counter-
revolution is defeated and
reversed.’ Without a fight-
ing, organised left wing
in the party, and adequate
mechanisms to ensure
democracy and. accounta-
bility,this Programmewill

_be no more than waste
paper.

-rigorously: ©
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The Labour women’s conference voted to condemn theFalklands
ary labour leaders backed Thatcher's3 fleet, But will the Blackpoole
issue!

Joint Labour Party conferencemeet-
ing: SCLVand South Wales Campaign

for Labour Party and Trade Union
Democracy.

“‘A QUESTION OF LEADERSHIP”’
Thefilmmost ITV Regions wouldn’t show. Showing
followed by discussion including: Ken Loach[film
producer], Ray Davies[filmparticipant; Llanwern

Steel Action Group], Alan Thornett [film participant,
BL shop steward], Reg Race MP,Peter Tatchell,
Anna Lunts [NUPE, Health Workersfor the Full

Claim], and Andrea Campbell! (CoHSE, Group 81].
MONDAYSEPTEMBER27, 5.30pm

at the Lobster Pot restaurant [Kingfisher Room],
MarketSt, Blackpool. Entrance 50p.

Labour Party Conference Meeting
WHATSOCIALIST ORGANISER

STANDS FOR
Speakers: GERRY BYRNE(SocialistOrganiserEditorial Board, Women’s FightbackSteeringCommittee), ANNA LUNTS (Shop steward, NUPE),
ANDREA CAMPBELL(Asst. branchsecretary,CoHSE), WINNIE MURPHY (NUTGW). Chair:
Wendy Mustill (MobilisingCommittee for the

Defenceof Trade Union Rights].
THURSDAYSEPTEMBER30, 5.30pm, Chamberof

Trade, 53 Queen Street, Blackpool.

LABOURPARTIES AGAINST THE
WITCH-HUNT

Conferenceof delegates from CLPs,
LP branches,affiliatedtrade union

branches, women’s sections, YSsetc.
Saturday October30, 10am to 5pm, at County Hall, London

SE1. Credentials for delegates from CLPs(twoeach),LP.
branches,affiliatedTUbranches, LPYSs, women’s

sections, etc. (one each),£1 each from 107 NevillRoad,
London N16 OSU. Cheques payable to HackneyNorth and

Stoke Newington LabourParty.

CLPs AGAINST THE WITCH-HUNT
LABOUR PARTYCONFERENCE MEETING

Thursday, September 30th 7.30 pm
THE LOBSTER POT’ MarketSt.[Speakers include Jeremy Corbyn,PPC,islington North]

 

JOHN
HARRIS



ar, while theParliament-
mference even debate the‘Star’ s

purge
  
  
 
   
 
 
   
   
 
 
 
    
   
  
  
   
    
 
 
 
  
  

 

     Pf

 THE Blackpool conference
willno doubt be dominated
by the discussion of the
proposed register of
organisations. It is in the
interests of the right-wing
leadership to make it the
predominant issue, as
expulsions and witch-hunts
are the only way of re-
creating a policy-forming
majority for theRight.

For the Left, however,
the conference can be a
turning-point. The fight-
back against the right, for
unity in the Party, and for a
Labour victory on a socialist
programme at the General
Election can best be
achieved by the following
actions:
°First, we must win back
control of the NEC. This

“means electing Michael
Meacher as_ Treasurer,
and supporting the left
slates for each section of
the NEC. In the constitu-
ency section, this means
supporting Allaun, Atkin-
son, Benn,Heffer, Richard-
son, Skinner and Wise.

In the trade union
section, support should go
to Clarke, Fields, Hoyle,
Kelly, Kitson, McCluskie,
O’Neilland Sawyer.

In the Women’s Section,
support should be given to
Beckett, Hart, Maynard,
Morrell and Switzer.

ather thanhelping theleft organise against Foot’s purge, the
orning Star advises Foot on how best to organise against the

 

By
Reg
Race

*Second, strong support
should be given to the aim
of obtaining a two-thirds
majority at conference for
unilateral nuclear dis-
armament, in order to
ensure that this commit-
ment must be included in
theelection manifesto.
°Third, to support the
demandsof health service
workers — and to do this
in a concrete way by
endorsing the composite
resolution which will, no
doubt, be moved by NUPE,
committingthenext Labour
Governmentto introduce a
statutory nationalminimum
wage to eradicate low pay.
eFourth, to defeat the
endorsement of wages
policy, or the National
Economic Assessment,

gests a

 
contained in  Labour’s
Programme 82 and the
TUC/Labour Party Liaison
Committee Document. In
doing so, conference would
be supporting the views of
the Trades Union Congress
at Brighton.
°Fifth, to defeat the anti-
democratic proposals for a
witch-hunt of socialists in
the Party. Nothing could
be more_diversionary
twelve months before a
General Election; and it
can’t be delivered as CLP’s
won't expel individual
members,and the NEC will
find it impossible to re-
place ‘sacked’ Parliament-
ary candidates.
*Sixth, proposals by the
UCW to change theelec-

The proposedregister has gained some
apparently surprising allies or semi-—
allies on the Left — including the
reputedly hard-left Communist Party.
JOHN O’MAHONYinvestigates.

THE COMMUNISTParty’s
attitude to Michael Foot’s
witch-hunt and planned
purge of Militant and oth-
ers will have astonished
those who think of that
party as part of the hard
left.

Editorials in the Morning
Star have opposed purges
and witch-hunts in general
while mainly concerning
themselves with offering
advice to Michael Foot on
how to carry through the
purge now beingset up ag-
ainst Militant in the most
effective and least messy
way!

The editorial on Monday
September 16 is the latest
and perhaps most scandal-
ous example. Linking Mili-
tant with the old right wing
of the Labour Party as twin
problems facing Labour
leader Michael Foot, the
Morning Star suggests that
the best way to fight Mili-

“ tant is for Foot to lead a
serious fight against the
Tories.

“These [Labour Party
‘ultra-left’] groupings have
not developed in a political
vacuum’’, sagely cautions
the MorningStar. They are

: a-result of -years of dis--
illusionment and frustra-
tion with the past perform-
ance of the Labour Party,
just like Thatcher’s govern-
ment is. Foot and co. must
recognise this and ‘‘not
SIMPLYhope to forge unity
through administrative

measures”’ {emphasis
added).

Not simply? But never-
theless a purge of Militant
is legitimate as part of a
package?

Combatting the ‘ultra-
left’, the Morning Star
says, is best done by Foot
mobilising the labour
movementflat out to fight
for ‘‘the progressive polic-
ies’’ of the Labour Party
conference and  TUC.
“Campaigns of the sort
which bring unity of a
broad nature against the
Tories will also help to
overcome the problem of
Militant within Labour’s
own. -ranks. This problem

.will, however,only be exac-
erbated ‘by resort to
SIMPLE administrative
action’? (emphasis added
again).

Thus the Morning Star
gives Foot faint-hearted
support for the purge,
while dressing it up in
proposals thathe should do
otherthingsas well.

For months they have
argued against the register
on the groundsthatit is too
sweeping a measure: Mili-
tant can be-dealtwithunder
the existing rules if itis
proved to have broken
them.

Most striking in the
Morning Star’s attitude is
its exhortation to Foot to
lead a serious campaign.
Foot might well repeat  

toral college to give MP’s
50% of the votes must be
strongly resisted. So must
the NUR resolution to.
change the arrangements
for electing the NEC,
which would give MP’s
seats for the first time and
still further reduce the
inadequate representation
of women.
¢Seventh, conference must
endorse the changes pro-
posed by the CLPD Wo-
men’s Action Committee
to introduce a positive ac-
tion programmeinside the
Party. Resolutions deman-
ding the inclusion of a
woman on Parliamentary
short-lists must there-
fore be supported, as must

’ the call for the Women’s
section of the NEC to be
elected by Women’s Con-
‘ference, and for five reso-
lutions to be submitted
by women’s conference to
annual conference.

This conference can go
down in history as the con-
ference which opted for
tolerance, dialogue and
debate, and which en-
dorsed a radical socialist
programme for the next
election. It can also be
the conference at which the
Left recovers its vision of
the future and begins the
process of finally winning
the Party.

 
‘civilised’

something like the mass
demonstration on unem-
ployment he led through
Liverpool 18 months ago,
or the vague support (ag-
ainst tremendouspressure)
he gave ASLEF three
monthsago.

It is perfectly plain,
however, that he will not
lead a serious fight ag-
ainst the Tories, that he is
increasinglyidentified with
the Right in the campaign
to roll back the gains made
during the crusade for lab-
our movement democracy,
that he has nointention of
using Labour Party policy
for anything other than
demagogy,and that a Foot
Labour government would
be like the Wilson and Call-
aghan governments.

The point is that the
witch-hunt, which for now
targets Militant, is against
those very ‘ultra-left’ Lab-
our Party memberswhoare
the only people in the Lab-

_our. Party .. seriously .con-
cerned to fight the Tories
and win socialist policies.

The Star’s attitude to
Foot is the proof that the
proliferation of left group-
ingsis also a product of the
seniledecay of theCP.

The problem however is
thattheMorningStaris not
just a sectarian rag stand-
ing on the sidelines out-
side the struggle in the
Labour Party, watching
with glee as the Labour
Party establishment pre-
pares to try to garrotte

: left-wingrivals of the CP.
The Morning Star and the
CP have a real and sub-
stantial influenceinside the
Labour Party. Many people
in the Labour Party look to
the CP as a stable pillar of
militant socialist policies
andattitudes.

This means that the
Morning Star’s comments
on the witch-hunt are not
just impotent sectarian
spite, but a serious act of
back-stabbing against the
hard left in the Labour
Party.

There are many whowill
be influenced by the Star
against fighting to defend
Militant — the grouping
that is facing the brunt of
the attack now. And many
will oppose the register in
words — as the Star does
— andalso join the attack
on Militant.

The Scottish LCC leader-
ship is a scandalous ex-
ample of this. It put out a
statement which opposed
theregister — but.called on
Militant to come clean and
admit that it was an un-
savoury ‘conspiracy’!

Weight
Thus the Morning Star

throws. its weight. into the -

‘scaleson thesideof thesoft
left and on the side of Foot
— whoshould, they advise,
dg things with a little more
finesse. Such an attitude
links up withthose who are
trying to sell the register
to the Labour Party memb-
ership on the groundsthat
it will not be used widely
but only against the Milit-
ant ‘conspirators’ and
otherslikethem.

If Michael Foot — the
hoary old rebel who has
made his peace with the

-.‘lgbour movement establ-
ishment — can be trusted
to fight the Tories, then he
can surely also be trusted
to maintain a liberal reg-
ime. That is how it is pres- .

ented by the soft left and
the devious right-wingers
like Dennis Healey.  

 

“urges

_

thereafter

Chop Militant and things
will be all right, they say.
The Star too says Militant
should be chopped, and

restrained and
‘civilised’methodsof doing
it.

In fact the new rules
offer the establishment
control and regulation over
everything that moves,
thinks, and organises in
and around the Labour
Party. Healey and Shore —

Michael Foot’s favourite to
succeed him as leader —

are known to want to. use it
for a full-scale purge and

politically to
sterilisetheparty.

/The CP’s line on the
witch-huntis all of a piece
with its politics: like Foot it
thinks socialism is a good
idea but not immediately
practicalpolitics. Like Foot
it believesthatthebest that
can be got now is a Labour
governmentof the type we
have had before. Like the
elitist Parliamentarian
Foot, the Stalinist elitists
of the Morning Star —

about one third of whose
print run is sold to the
police-state ‘Communist
Parties’ in Eastern Europe
— is not reallyvery keen on
democracy.

And of course the CP
and those it influences in
the Labour Party are in
factional competition with
Militant and with those
whom they (like Militant!)
call theultra-left.

If the CP were allowed to
join the Labour Party right

~

now,it would be in-the fact-
ion of Kinnock and Foot.
Forced to remain outside
by its own sectarianism
and by the right wing
establishment, it never-
thelessoffers themthebest
support it can manage.
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THE Labour Campaign for
Gay Rights intends to be
present in force at the
Labour Party Conference —

leafletting, holding__its
fringe meetings, pushing
policies.

It will be pressing for a
debate on resolution no.
514,from St. Pancras North
CLP, which calls for full
equal rights for gay people
as part of a campaign for
‘the eradication of pre-
judice on thepart of hetero-
sexuals and self-oppression
on thepart of homosexuals’
and ‘the positive repre-
sentation in education and
in the media df homosexu-
ality and the lives of gay
people’.

The LGCR will also be
publicising the failure of
the Labour National
Executive Committee’s
draft ‘Programme 82’ to
support equal rights.

‘The NEC’, LCGR points
out, ‘is proposing a dis-
criminatory policy on gayrights. The age of consent
for gay men would be re-
duced to 18 not 16; gayrelationships for both sexes
would remain illegal in the
armed forces and merchant
navy; lesbian sexuality
wouldstillremain unrecog-
nised.’

In this Programme 82
falls short of the NEC’s
own (inadequate) document

‘The Rights of Gay Men
and Women’.

LCGR campaigned to
publicise this document
(which Labour Party HQ at
Walworth Road preferred
to keep semi-secret) and

- got discussion in many
Constituency Labour Par-
ties. Not one CLP — so
LCGR was reliably in-
formed — wrote to Wal-
worth Road opposing the
document; several suppor-
tedit.

Consent
But Programme82 still

proposes that the law
should consider non-gays
old enough for consent to

No change on
Irelana by Bruce Robinson

ONLYfive resolutions on
Ireland have got on to the
agendafor this year’s Lab-
our Party Conference. It is
uncertain whether there
will be any debate on the
issue this year — the Con-
ference Arrangements Co-
mmittee may either not
schedule one at all or else
go back to the days not so
long ago whenIreland was
only given half an hour in
some obscure corner of
theagenda.

The adoption of the
NEC’s document on Ire-
land at last year’s confer-
ence may haveled to the
belief that the Party now
has a positive and radical
policy that includes a
United Ireland and marks a
real break with the bi-
partisan policies of the
past.

In_ reality, little has

labour movement.

toes

Socialist Organiser is not just a paper.
We fight to organise workers in the
struggle for a new leadership in the

If you agree with what we have to
say, you can help. Become a support-
er of the Sociatist Organiser Alliance —

4 are established in most large
To Get Organised’ in the fight, or

for more information,write at once to
us at 28 Middle Lane. London N8.

changed. The NEC docu-
ment that was carried
pushed any commitment*to
ending partition into the
indefinite future and accep-
ted that in the meantime
direct rule would continue.
It also accepted that uni-
fication would be by the
‘consent’ of the Unionists
in the artificial Northern
Ireland state and thus per-
petuated theirveto over the
rights of the Irish people
as awhole.

Little has changed in the
practical actions of the
Labour front bench. Hatt-
ersley urged MPs to ab-
stain on the vote on the
Prevention of Terrorism
Act, despite party policy
for its eventualrepeal.
Don Concannon was able,
on thebasis of quoting from
the document passed at
last year’s conference, to

a
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Labour Commitee on
Ireland, BM Box
5355, London WC1V
3XX.,

justify the PLP not voting
against Prior’s plan to set
up a Northern Ireland Ass-
embly.

There is then still a vast
amount to be done to
change the policy and
practice of the Labour
Party. Thefirst. thing we
must do is to ensure that
delegates are mandated to
vote for the resolutions
calling for British with-
drawal and for an end to
the use of plastic bullets.
Delegates must force the
Conference Arrangements
Committee to have a debate
on Ireland. None of the
issues were resolved last
year.   
 
 
   
 
 

- Pushing policies on su
Gay Rights Labour Campaign for Gay Rights:

c/o 61a Bloom St, Manchester 1

sex at 16, but gay men not
until theyare 18! (The law
doesn’t-believe that les-
bianseven exist.) .

The LCGR is however
advising supporters to
support the NEC in any
vote. A successful refer-
ence-backby the conserva-
tives of left and right would
leave Labour with no
policy rather than an un-
satisfactoryone.

In any case LCGR will
be mobilisingsupport for a
battle starting now to get a
non-discriminatory_policy
passed at next year’s
Labour conference.
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Labour Cttee on Palestine emergency motion
CONFERENCEnotestheforced withdrawalfrom Beirut of
the leadership of thePalestinian people and the attempt to
set up a regime under the leadership of the Phalangist
Gemayel to preside over a long-term Israeli occupation of
Lebanon.

Conference wishes to take up its responsibility to the
Palestinianand Lebanese people, and specificallyit:

1. Recognises the PLO as the sole legitimate represent-
ative of the Palestinian people, without whom no settle-
mentin theMiddle East can benegotiated.

2. Demands an international investigation into Israeli
war crimes in Lebanon, andinto the position of the new
waveof refugees.

3. Guarantees support to the Lebanese National Move-
ment in their struggle against the fascist Phalange, and
demands the immediate withdrawal of Israeli troops to
agreed borders.

4. Commits the Labour Party to supporting the establ-
ishment of a democratic secular state of Palestine as the
long-term solutionof thePalestineproblem.

MICK WOODS REPORTS FROM BRENT
BRENTEast CLP has been
going through a witch-hunt
of its own in the last six
months: from the Zionist
establishment! Together
with the local press, Tories
and SDP,Zionists mounted
a hate campaign against
Alf Filer, Labour candidate
for Cricklewood ward,
during the local elections.
This was provoked by an
article Alf had written in
the ‘Brent Socialist’,
supporting thePLO.

But over 100 people
gathered in Cricklewood
last Wednesday, 15th, to
hear Alf, Ken Livingstone
and others put the case for
the Palestinians.

Alf, who is a jew, an
ex-member of a Zionist
Youth movement, and who
has lived and worked on
a kibbutz, was able to
counter those who had

Zionist hate campaign
smeared him as an anti-
semite, and a collaborator.
He challenged the Jewish
Board of Deputies to match
Brent East’s record on
fighting fascism.

Amongtheaudiencewas
local MP Reg Freeson, who
has been under attack
lately for his pro-Zionist
stance — he left early to
address a LabourFriendsof
Israel meeting in the local
synagogue. Also~present
was John Lebor — the ex-
leader of Brent Councilwho
is at present facing expul-
sion from the party for
telling the electorate to
vote SDP to keep Aif
Filer out. Lebor demon-
strated his commitment to
the movement by asking
Ken Livingstone a question
and walkingout before the
answer.

Muchof the meeting was

3-line w
on abor

FORthe first time, Lab-
our’s Programme contains
a radical set of policies
for women. Along withthis
advance has been the
incredible growth in
women’s -organisation in
the Party and the formation
of demands for constitu-
tional change to give
women a real voice in the
movement.

This year’s Conference
reflect these changes.
The number of women
delegates has been vastly
increased —

_
although

problems have arisen over
the inclusion of extra
women delegates from
CLP’s; the constitutional
changes carried by Wo-
men’s Conference are now
forcefully evident on the
Agenda; and a numberof
women’s policy issues also
appear. Amongst these
demands are calls for
equality in taxation, in-
creased child-care facili-
ties, protection for home-
workers, and changes to
the male-orientated
concept of the AES.
Within the ‘Women’s
Rights’ resolutions, and

 
by Mandy Moore

Labour Abortion Rights
Campaign

in its own section, the
abortion issue also appears
on the Agenda. Although
the - 1977 Conference
carried overwhelmingly a
definitive policy composite
on this issue, the Party’s
Programme still evades
any real commitment to
radically changing the law
and consequentlyit is vital
that the explicit provisions

marred b persistent
heckling from a handful
of Herut heavies whose
racist comments and ill
manners’ shocked even
those Zionists

_

present.
These thugs had the nerve
to call the police and claim
assault after they had
beenejected by stewards.

The success of this
meeting, despite the
resistence of the local
Zionist Establishment,
shows that Labour Parties
can and must transform
their good intentions into
concrete solidarity with the
Palestinians. There is an
audiencefor thePalestinian
case at a time when wor-
kers and even many jews
are questioning their
commitment to Zionism
after the holocaust in the
Lebanon.

ip
1on!

set out in this year’s reso-
lutions are carried. These
call for the removal of
existing legislation which
makes abortion a criminal
offence outside certain
restricted conditions and
also demands permissive
legislation to ensure a
woman’s right to choose.

However, one _pit-fall
that has to be avoided is
the inclusion in any abor-
tion composite of the
Edinburgh Central Amend-
ment which calls for a
3 line whip on Labour MP’s
on this issue. This amend-
ment must appear separ-
ately if we are to ensure
success on the. main
policy points. Hopefully
Conference will accept the
Amendment as well; it. -

is about time our MP’s
were pressed to give

- women the right to choose
instead of hogging this
choice for themselves.
“But given past votes on
the 3 line whip, it is an
issue we need to win
separately without jeopar-
dising the main thrust of
our policies by defeat on
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IN China it was a hundrec
flowers blooming, a thou
sand thoughts contending
In Blackpool it will be fring:
meetings. For delegates/visi
tors looking for recommen
dations, SO would suggest
SUNDAY
10.30. TribuneGroup of

MPs. ‘Any Quest
ions’. Planet Rooms, Winte
Gardens. (Go along and asl
them why they are suppor
ting the witch-hunt)
11.00. Labour CND Peaci

March and_ Rally
Metro Hotel, North Promen
ade. Rally. 12.15, Manches
ter Square.
1.45. CLPD Pre Conferenc:

Rally. Planet Room
Winter Gardens.

.4.15: CLPD Women’s Ac
tion Committee Wo

men’s Caucus (details ann
ounced at CLPD Rally).
7.30. London LabourBrie

fing Meeting “Ou
Struggle for Power’. Clare
mont Hotel, 270 Nort
Promenade.
MONDAY
5.30. SCLV/S. Wales Cam

paign. for LP & TI
Democracy. ‘A Question o
Leadership’, Film and dis
cussion. The Lobster Pot
MarketSt.
7.30. CLPDWAC/RACS

Women’s Right
Rally Baronial Hall Winte
Gardens.
7.30: Peace Rally. Pavillio:

Theatre, Winter Gar
dens,
TUESDAY
5.15: ‘New Socialist? Forur

Spanish Hall Winte
Gardens.
5.30. LARC Meeting. Th

Lobster Pot, Marke
St.
7.00: Women’s Fightback

Meeting. ‘Suppor
the Health Service Workers
7.00: LCI Discussion Mee

ing. Guest Hous
Association. 87a Coronatio
Road.
8.00: LCGR ‘Why the L

should fight for Ga
Rights. Speakers. Joa
Lestor, Ken Livingstone, J
Richardson. Peter Tatchell ¢
representatives from the Ga
Youth Movement & Judit
Williams Defence Committe
Cliff Hotel, Queen’s Pron
enade,
WEDNESDAY
5.30: LCI. Rally. Spar

ish. Hall, Winter Ga
dens.
6.00. Women’s Campaign

for Jobs Meetin;
Trades & Labour Club.
7.30. Tribune Rally. Pav

..
illion Theatre, Winte

Gardens.
THURSDAY
12.30. TurkeySolidarity

Campaign Meeting
Circle Lounge Bar, Winte
Gardens.
5.30: SCLV Meeting

Socialist Organise
Stands For’, Chamber o
Trade, 53, Queen St.
7.30: CLPs Against the

Witch-hunt

.
Meeting

‘Wha
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lmake Kremlin leaders
MANY millions of workers
throughout the world believe
that the Soviet Union is soc-
ialist.

In the last fifty years, the
very idea of socialism as
understood, for example,
Marx and Lenin, has been
scaled down and_ turned
inside out to fit what exists
in the USSR.

But the USSR and the
other states more or less
modelled on it are in no
sense socialist. Socialism is
the self-rule and self-organis-
ation of the workingclass. In
the Stalinist-ruled societies,
the working class is savagely
repressed by a bureaucratic-
ally organised ruling elite
which has vast social and
economicprivileges.

In someof their features,
the USSRandits replicas are
more distant from socialism
than a capitalist society like
Britain. Leon Trotsky, who
remained a defender of the
Soviet Union against capital-
ist restoration to the day he
died at the hands of Stalin’s
assassins, wrote this stark
comparison into the Transi-
tional Programme of the
Fourth International in
1938:

“As in fascist countries,
from which Stalin’s political
apparatus does not differ
save in more unbridledsavag-
ery, only preparatory propa-gandisti¢ work is possible to-
day in the USSR”.

Rule
He was not saying that

the USSR was fascist. He
polemicised vigorously ag-
ainst any such notion. He
was recording and summing
up what existed in the USSR
under the rule of the bureau-
cracy. He was preaching to
the revolutionary socialists
whom he wastrying to org-
anise in the Fourth Internat-
ional, mortal class hatred of
those whorule in the USSR.

For though the national-
ised property established by
the October Revolution con-
tinues to be the basis of the
social system in the USSR,
there has been a political
counter-revolution.

The caste of bureaucrats,
entrenched within the total-
itarian political structure
which Trotsky compared un-
favourably to fascism, has

not
=). oe”

bombs!
North West Youth CND and Labour PartyYoung Socialists branches are organising agJobs Not Bombs march from Manchester toBlackpoolon September 23 to 27, finishingwitha lobby of Labour Party conference.

gDetails. Youth March, Barnes Wallis Building,QUMIST, SackvilleSt, Manchester (061 236
9114 or 4905). ,

But thebureaucrat’sshelves are stackedhigh
USSR are
provide details of the life
style of the privileged, there
is nevertheless widespread
awareness of it: the ‘fat cats’
depend ona vast network of

seized control of the state
and of all the commanding
heights of society and the
economy.

The society they lord it
over is post-capitalist. The
roots ofits system of collect-
ivised property are in the,
great working class revolut-
ion of 1917. But they rule
over it in their own way, in
their own interests.

They plunder and rob the
working people. They main-
tain a savage police state, to
keep the working class down
and to defend their
privileges.

Hard facts about this
bureaucratic elite are rare. :

The bureaucracy rules in the
dark and pretends that its
privilegesdo not exist.

Now the Sunday Times
has published excerpts from
a forthcoming book by Kon-
stantin Simis, a Russian
layer expelled from the
USSR in 1977. Simis, who
was himself part of the elite,paints a picture based on
direct knowledge and exper-ience of the privilege and
corruption.

He points out that
though the media in the

 
ool

forbidden to

cooks, chauffeurs, body-
guards, and personal serv-
ants, and these talk.

He makes the following
assessment of comparative
wages:

“The average monthly
wage for manual and office
workers, according to offic-
jal data in 1979, is 164
roubles, before taxes. Acc-
ording to my owncalculat-
ions, however, the minimum
required for a family of
three to live modestly is 250
roubles, about £189. (I use
my ownfigures here because
the official statistics are
secret).

At the same time the
Salary of the minister of
defence or the president
of the Academy of Sciences
(2000 roubles a month)is al-
most 30 times the legal min-
imum wage of 70 roubles a
month,

If all the legalised per-
quisites given to a minister
or an academy president are
also taken into account, then
without exaggeration a min-
ister’s monthly income will
run to as much as 4000
roubles — at least 60 times
the minimum wage paid to a
manualor office worker”.

Higher floors
Simis cites his own exper-

ience as a research assistant
in the Institute of Soviet
Legislation. ‘‘For 80 to 90
kopeks I could get breakfast
(in the second floor snack
bar in the presidium build-
ing) which was better than
any I might find in a good
restaurant for 4 or 5 roubles.
But on the second floor we
could not get eitherAmeric-
an

_
cigarettes or Scotch

whisky: they were available
only on thehighestfloors.

The higher the floor,
therefore, the lower the
prices, and the wider and
more luxurious the range of
availablemerchandise””.

Members of the Polit-
buro have a better deal still:
“without restriction and
completely free of charge,
they can get anything they
wantin limitless quantity”.

“Each Politburo member

 
has his own personal palace
on the Black Sea in the
Crimea or in the Caucasus
and in the neighbourhood of
Mscow, although they are
not the private property of
the official. These palaces
stand in huge parks and are
Serviced by staffs of cooks,chauffeurs, gardeners, hair-
dressers, doctors and game-keepers and so on.

They are screened byhigh walls surmounted with
barbed wire, by high tens-
ion wires, and by photoelect-
ric surveillance_systems.
Armedagents in the comm-
and of the special section
of the KGB’s Central Officekeep guard round the clock
in the palaces and their
grounds”’.

In short the bureaucrats
have their own ‘economy’
within the economy that
serves the working class — a
private -‘socialism’ within
mass deprivation and pro-
tected by savage repression.

‘Unions’
The workers, of course,

are forbidden to.organise
trade unions to defend them-
selves (the official ‘trade un-
ions’, with which the TUC
maintains links, are not in
any sense unions, but part of
the apparatus of police-state
control over the workers —

just what they were in
Poland until the 1980 work-
ers’ revolt pushed them
aside).

The ruling caste also gets
goods denied to the working
class:

“Among the privileges
which come with the mem-
bership of the highestlevels
of the ruling caste, the most
important of all is a secure
private supply of food and
such daily necessities as
clothes, shoes and so forth.

Since the forced collect-
ivisation in the late ’20s and
early ’30s, the entire country
has constantly suffered from
a shortage of food. The
ruling elite, however, which
is concentrated in the main
in Moscow, gets its supplies
through the Kremlyovskaya
Stolovaya (the ‘Kremlin
canteen’), which can be used
only by people with special
passes: in other words, the
members of the elite, their
families,and theirservants.

 

JOHN O’MAHONYsummarises somerecent revelations
aboutbureaucraticprivileges in the USSR

People with access to the
Kremlyovka are divided into
two categories: those in the
first category are given a
monthly voucher of 80
roubles, those in the second
get 140 roubles. These
vouchers can be used... to
pay for meals in the Kremlin
dining room, at which the
diner is also given a package
of food ‘for breakfast and
lunch’, as it is officially‘Known...

But few recipients of din-
ing room vouchers use them
in this way. With the same
80 roubles worth of vouch-
ers, an official can buyin the
Kremlin stores enough food
to feed a familyoffour for a
month, with complete, first-
rate meals (including caviar
and other expensive delicac-
ies such as brandy, wine and
high-grade vodka)”.

Variantsof this system of
privileges exist throughout
the USSRfor the local elites.

Is the Stalinist elite then
a ruling class?

Leon Trotsky once putit
like this:

“The Soviet oligarchy
possesses all the vices of the
old ruling classes but lacks
theirhistorical mission’.

It is rapacious, parasitic,
savage in its own defence.It
came to power in a bloody
and one-sided civil war. As
Trotskydescribedit:

“The substance of the
[Stalinist political counter-
revolution] was, is, and
could not fail to be social in
character. It stood for the
crystallisation ofa new privi-
leged stratum...

{In the 1920s] there
were two pretenders to this
role: the petty bourgeoisie
[merchants, small capitalists
and rich farmers] and. the
bureaucracy itself. They
fought shoulder to shoulder
[against] the resistance of
the proletarian vanguard.
When that task was accompl-
ished [1927-8] a_savage
struggle broke out between
them...

[The bureaucracy made
a] concerted effort to pres-
ent its struggle against the
petty bourgeoisie for the sur-
plus products and for power
as the struggle of the prolet-
ariat against attempts at
capitalistic restoration...

The new social basis of
the Soviet Union became

 
: plus product the bureau-

Simis brings this out
clearly. Discussing the fact
of widespread personal corr-
uption at the top of the bur-

) eaucracy, he asks why do
people with such privileges
take bribes?

He thinks the first and
most important reason:

“(.. is the fact that none
of the material benefits
showered on a member of
the ruling elite actually
belongs to him: he owns no
thing.

The dacha [countryhouse], the chauffeur-driven
car, access to the Kremlyov-
ka — it all belongs to the
state, and he enjoys it only
while he occupies his official
position. If he loses his posit-
ton in the ruling apparatus,
he automatically — literally
the next day — loses every-thingthat washis’’.

Collectively the bureau-
cracy have the privileges of a
tuling class. But the individ-
ual bureaucrat has no owner
ship rights. This is not a fully
developed ruling class but
an unstable and crisis-ridden
gang of parasites whoseprivi-
leges rest on their jealously
protected monopoly ofpolli-
tical power and the. social
powerthatarises from it.

The economic system on
which they rest will be
cleaned up and restored to
the rule of the workers in
the USSR. The workers’
revolt in Poland — as ‘in
Hungary before that —

showed how: by a workers’
political revolution against
the bureaucracy.

The workers of the USSR
will take back the nationalis..
ed property, which is a
potential basis for democrat:
ic workers’ self rule and as

such must. be defended
against any attempt by imp-erialism to overthrowit.

We must help the work-
ers of the USSR against the
vicious parasites. Informat-
ion such as Simis’s needs to
be spread in the labour
movement, where there are
manyillusions in the ‘social-
ism’ of the USSR, China,Cuba, etc, and some of the
best militants are infected to
one degree or another byStalinism. (Even many self.

-proclaimed Trotskyists-in
the IMG have now comeout
as uncritical worshippers of
the Stalinist state in Cuba).

.

And we need to give
every practical help we can
to aid the workers in the
Stalinist states in developing
their own organisations. The
TUC should break off all
connections with the police-
state ‘unions’ thatare part of
the totalitarian apparatuswhich protects the ‘fat cats’
of the Moscow Kremlin and
the other.Kremlins.

 Stalin"
paramount. To guard the
nationalisation of the means
of production and of the
land, is the bureaucracy’s
law of life and death, for
these are the social sources
of its dominant position.
That was the reason for its
struggle against the kulak...

The bureaucracy took for
itself that part of the nation-
al income which it could
seize either by the exercise
of force or of its authority
or by direct intervention in
economic relations. In the
matter of the national sur-

cracy and the petty bourg-
eoisie quickly turned from
alliance to enmity. The con-
trol of the surplus product
opened the bureaucracy’s
road to power”. :

In fact the only thing the
ruling elite lacks to makeit a
tuling class is that which has
made ruling classes progress-
ive. for their time and place: -

a necessary and irreplaceable
role in the economy.

Class?
The capitalist class, for

example, developed the once
historically progressive capit
alist system. The bureau-
cracy in the USSR did no-
thing comparable.

There was a_ political
counter-revolution against
the working class within the
collectivised system set upby the workers’ revolution.

The bureaucracy is
wrecking the economicsyst-
em — which demands consc-
ious planning and control by
those who operate it —

tather than allow the work-
ers to controlsociety.

It copies the greed and
viciousness of old rulingclasses, but lacks both stabil-ity andsocial legitimacybec-
ause it is in sharp antagonismwith the economic system.The electrified barbed wire
expresses their real relation-ship with Russian society,and in the first place with
the workingclass.

 

 
 

Youknow,Yuri,Tin not
getting anyyounger,..and
goon power must passto  
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A ‘work-in’ at Haringe
(North London) hospital

iis
fighting Tory plans to pay
for any NHS wage rise with
cuts andclosures.

These cuts involve the
complete closure of the
Family Planning Service,
and of at least the Wood
Green and Southgate
hospital, and a loss of a
minimum of 85
Two wards will be closed
at the Prince of Wales
hospital. The DHAinsist
that the closure of the
Wood Green and Southgate
hospital will only be
temporary but no one takes
thisclaim very seriously.

A great deal of anger has
been generated by the
conduct of the Haringey
(Labour) Council appoin-
tees on the DHA whoig-
nored Council policy by
voting for the cuts. A
campaign for a_ recalled
meeting of the DHA to
reconsider their decision
is being linked to pressure
to ensure that these votes
are reversed.

The response of the
workersat the Wood Green
and Southgate has been toLeft prepares
LAST Sunday, September
12, 56 membersof the left
of Brent East Labour Party
met to decide who we
should put forward to
replace the sitting MP, Reg
Freeson, as candidate for the
generalelection.

The constituency party
has been at odds with Free-
son politically for several
years. As junior housing min-
ister in the last Labour gov-
ernment he was responsible
for introducing the Criminal
Trespass law (which he
claimed could not be used
against workers’ occupations
— tell that one to the Laur-
ence Scotts workers) despite
opposition from the CLP.

Although he has recently
opposed renewal of the Pre-
vention of TerrorismAct, he
has opposed withdrawal of

jobs. .

extend thepay dispute into
a politicalbattleto preserve
the health service — they
are occupyingthehospital.

The hospital is a small
general hospital, serving
the immediate local comm-
unity. It has already lost
21 of its 45 beds since
1979 becausethe DHA has
refused to fill vacant
nursing posts.

For the hospital to con-
tinue running local GPs
must continue to refer
patients. The GPs support
theworkersbut are seeking
legal advice on the impli-
cations of ignoring the
DHAdirectives.

Meanwhile, the workers
are refusing to meet DHA
officials to discuss re-
deployment.

The workers now need’
help in maintaining a
large 24 hour picket to
protect the hospital from
any attempt by the DHAto
use force to remove pa-
tients. NUPE steward,
Lesley Fisher, told Socialist
Organiser that she feared
a raid,likeat St. Columba’s
hospital, where scab
private ambulanceworkers,
backed up bypolice using -

British troops from Ireland
and has described the Provis-
ional IRA as ‘fascist’. The
CLP has-a long record of
support for ‘TroopsOut’ and
self-determination,

Recently Freeson has
comeoutas a ‘socialist Zjon-
ist? (though he doescall for
the handing back of the terr
itories seized by Israel since
1967). The CLP has adopted
the full policy of the Labour
Committee of Palestine,
including opposition to the
Zionism within the labour
movement,

For the deputy -leader-
ship, Freeson voted Silkinin
the first round and Healey in
the second, while the CLP
backed Benn.

’Freeson’s politics are best
summed up by his response
when asked by tenant activ-

dogs, carried_élderly
patients from their beds
— the official who organ-
ised the S&. Columba’8
raid is now a senior admini-
strator with Haringey
DHA.

Local MP Reg Racetold
a meeting held at the
hospital that Haringey
Council, who have a clear
policyopposingtheclosure,
should provide practical

.physical help in maintain-
ing a strong 24 hour
occupation. Private am-
bulance firms could be
pressured into keeping
clear of the hospital —

three firms had refused to
take part in the St. Col-
umba’s raid.

Substantial support from
the local community, from
the Labour Party and from
trade unionists is vital to
force the DHA to back
down.

Offers and messages of
support to Lesley Fisher;
donations to Mary Halli-
day, c/o Wood Green &
Southgate Hospital, 135,
Bounds Green Rd., London
Nill.

Steve Macarthur.

Haringeywork-in
against NHS cuts 
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Awarning
for usall
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by Jeremy Corbyn
THE people of Haringey
have just been awarded a
very dubious‘first’.

The District Health
Authority has become the
first in the country to make
all the cuts required by
Thatcher and Fowler to
pay for this pay offer of

#000 GREEN
& SOUTHGATE

JOIN THE
FIGHT

TO KEEP YOUR
HOSPITAL PER
   

for battle of Brent. .---.

ists at the weekend to sign
their petitition for a freeze
on council rents. “I do my
politics in Parliament”.

It has been obvious to
all concerned that the left
would oppose Freeson’s ‘re.
selection. However, Freeson
is not a Ben Ford or Bob
Mellish, but a middle-of -the-
toad (even, on someissues,
left-leaning) Labour MP of
some standing in the PLP.

Socialist Organiser supp-
orters argued that in order to
replace Freeson the left
needed maximum possible
involvement and discussion,
and agreement on one cand-
idate,

Theleft agreed to hold a
meeting for potential candid-

- ates and for all left activists
who wished to see Freeson
replaced and were prepared

to be committed to the
meeting’s choice.

The two names put for-
ward were GLC leader Ken
Livingstone and Gerry Byrne
(of Socialist Organiser and
the Women’s Fightback
steering committee).

Muchofthediscussion at
Sunday’s . meeting revolved
around positive discriminat-
ion for women.(There were,
at least formally few major
differences between the
candidates on current nat-
ional and international iss-
ues, and unfortunately we
did not adequately pursue
the differences on putting
policies into practice — over
cuts or LT fares).

Supporters of Living-
stone argued yet another
version of manana socialism,
or, in this case. “tomorrow a

woman’, Positive discrimina-
tion was fine, they said, but
in this case we had to put
forward a well-known candi-
date in order to win.

“Livingstone would get
50 to 60% of the votes.
Byrne 40 to 50%”: (But one
third of the 100 GC delegat-
es were present, and we
could have gone out to con-
vince sufficient others of the
need to vote for either left
candidate).

37 voted for Livingstone,
16 for Bye, and three ab-
stained — no walkover. cert-
ainly a warning to Living-
stone that the left will not
act as an uncritical fan club,
and an indication of the
standing of Socialist Organis-
er in the party.

The significant fact not
reported in the media was

that SO supporters then pro-
posed a second vote to
endorse Livingstone as the
candidate of the left. It was
unanimous,

Screams
We have seen how the

media and the right wing ©

have screamed when other
MPshave been replaced.This
may well be nothingin com-
parison with what will happ-
en in Brent East (I would
not be writing this yet if
some ‘mole’ had notalready
passed on accurate details of
Sunday’s meeting to the
press).

We need a strong camp-
aign to convince Labouract-
ivists to stand firm against
this pressure, and particular-
ly against the register.

 

6% for ancillaries
7% % for nurses.

Haringey Health Distr:
is chaired by Lawren
Bains who is paid £7,0
per year for two days wo
per week. He once liv
in part of the Borou;
but for many years h
lived in a large farm hou
in Arkley,.from where |
goes fox-hunting; |
qualification for decidir
on the level of health ca
needed by the people
Haringeyis that he work
as a Lloyds Underwrit
and- was one of Hora
Cutler’s cronies when
theGLC.

The District Hea
Authority announced
cuts (£147,000 for ov
spending on drugs a
£135,000to finance the p
offer) in a report to t
August meeting. T
report freely admitted tl
there had been no cons
tation with staff, but tl
the recomendations h
been approved by a D
trict Management Te:
meeting,who were going
have detailed discussio
with staff on their imp
mentation.

Amongthecuts that t
DHAis attempting to i
pose are the closure
the Wood Green and Sout
gate Hospital and thelc
of 85 full time jobs. T!
comes on top of previo
cuts, with wards bei
kept closed and vacanci
deliberatelymaintained.

The Health Unions
the District have voted
oppose these measure
and to fight back by occ
pying the hospital a
calling for support fro
local TradeUnionists.

Support has been read
given, and the Hospi
Workers Strike Supp
Committee has produc
thousands of leaflets a
organised three pub
meetings to mobilise th
support.

What is happening
Haringey is a measure
what is in store for eve
part -of the country. A
if the Tories. get away wi
thiscarnage on the Natio
al Health Service,-th
every other service is
risk.

 SCIENCE Labour's theories --

 

THEREis a tradition in the
Labour movementofeither
ignoring science and tech-
nology (ST) or regarding it
uncritically as the solution
to all our problems — even
as a way of bypassing the
class struggle! This tradi-
tion has been ever-so-
slightly dented by the
recent establishment of
the Labour Party’s ST
Study Group (STSG).

Les Hearn comments
on its -Interim Report
(published as an appendix
to the NEC’s Report to the
1982 Conference).  

The STSG’s Interim Re-
port bears strong signs of
being a rush job — half of
it consists of a cliché-
ridden left-nationalist
analysis of Britain’s de-

 

cline, and in no sense can it
be considered a report of
workdone.

However,it has its good
Points.

It begins with an im-
plicit rejection ofthe Wilson
government’s approach to
ST, with its beef that the
‘white heat of the techno-
logical revolution’ could
transform thelives of work-
ing people for thebetter.

Its weaknesses arise
from an analysis that sees
the recession as a British
phenomenon, at least
partly due to a lack of
investment in ST in this
country, presumably by
unpatriotic bosses. In fact,
lack of investment in one
country is a localised
symptom of a world re-
cession.

.

The

-
report recognises

that workers often see
ST as a threat to jobs but
then says vaguely that this
‘simply underlines the
need for socialist planning

to overcomethebarriers to
faster progress thrown up
by private " enterprise’.
It does not seem to under-
stand the difference be-
tween capitalist progress
and socialist progress, an
thatone barrierto capitalist
‘progress’ is the resistance
of workers to speed-up,
de-skillingand job-loss.

The report. also recog-
nises that ST is seen as
hazardous to the environ- ~

ment, and that there is
mounting opposition to
nuclear and

_
chemical

weapons. It says thatthere
is ‘concern’ over nuclear
power (the British art of
understatement lives on!).
Withsurprise, it notes that
‘even information technol-
ogy is viewed with sus-
picion’, as if the possibility
of mass electronic sur-
veillance and information
control is not alarming!
It mentions important
ethical questions raised by
developments in medical
research, but curiously
ee ORomme BUee

gives ‘test-tube’ babies as
an example. This is hardly
an issue, except for theo-
logians, and is certainly
far less important than ex-
pensive heart transplants,
or medically-induced tran-
quilliser addiction, etc.,
etc.

Unfortunately, no posi-
tion is taken or’ even
suggested on these issues,
so will the STSG end up
sitting on the fence?

Whentalkingabout what
STSG will or should do,
the report improves
markedly. It talks of
redirecting ST towards
solvingsocial problems and
needs, and calls for a
radical change in research
priorities — at present,
some 53% of British re-
search is devoted to
offence.

It lists political objectives
of the Labour Party which
ST should be

_
steered

towards:
¢ Full employment,
e Improvement of the

a eeee

nature of work and working
conditions,
e Fairer distribution of
production and wealth,
e Decentralisation of
industry,
© Democratic control of
and accessto informationin
society,
© and what they call
‘Varied employment patt-
erns’.

It calls for a democratic
framework for ST to estab-
lish the general direction of
research and development,
but sees this as including
govenment, management,
trade unions and_ the
scientific community. It
does not understandthatat
least two of these com-
ponents have opposing
interests and that such a
framework could not
remain standingfor long.

Making a passing refer-
ence to the exclusion of
womenfrom ST, it calls for
a closing of the gulf be-
tween ST and. arts. and
humanities at all levels of

gees SAE SREERS.

education. But it sees the
aim of thisto be theclosing
of the division between the
scientific community, and
industrialists, civil ser-
vants, administrators and
politicians, i.e., the hier-archy of society. Socialists,
however, need to find ways
of removing this group
from power, rather than
improve its scientific
knowledge. We also need
to build links between the
scientific community and
thelabour movement.

The report ends with
more nationalist chichés
about regenerating Brit-
ain’s economy and British
society, having completely
ignored internationalissues
throughout.

But the Programme of
Work whichis then set out
contains many areas of
interest for socialists, and
we should therefore
attempt to influence the
STSGin its work.

Weshould prepare sub-
missions to it on such

 
issues as:
1. its initial perspectiv
i.e., that capitalist indust
is inevitably polluting, a
careless. of worker
health and job satisfacti
— and thatcapitalist mec
cine is biassedtowards tl
more profitable hijtechnology, drug-based
sensational approaches
‘health,etc.
2. how socialist plannindemocratic control and §
shouldrelate to eachothe:
3. what are the soci
problems and needsthat
socialist science poli
should address.

But, primarilywe need
see that the STSG is n
ignored by labour mov
mentactivists, and that
be opened up to partic
pation by the rank andfi
(there are no rank andfi
Labour Party members «
it!), rather than continuit
to meet in out of the ws
committee rooms in tl
Housesof Parliament.



 

 
  
 

nationalsignificance.

benefit.
open to exploitation
landlords. :

Sloan

One key issue is the way in which the scandalouslylow £18.50 per week allowance for the homeless with
no fixed address effectively drives the poor to cont-
emplate any possible means of obtaining more

Another is the way in which such people are wide
by unscrupulous, rack-renting

The third is the cynical way. in which Tory: cut-backs and cash limits in the civil service have cutDHSS staff to the point that even statutory require-mentsjto make ‘urgent needs’ payments are not beingfulfilled - and the need to campaign jointly with the
CPSA and other unions for an increasein staff.

Andthefourth is the lessons of the Oxford swoopand the ensuing ‘conveyor belt’ trials for claimants’
both in Oxford and nationwide.

- It is vital that this campaign receives the widest
support from CLPs, union branches and unemployedworkers’ organisations. Donations andaffiliationsareurgently needed.

Once the immediate tasks of defending those
appearing in court have been completed, it will be
important. to ensure that a full and documented lab-
our movement inquiry be mounted into the raid, the
denial of civil liberties to those held in the bogus‘Social Security’ office, and the issues behind the
mass arrests.

Contact Oxford CDC, c/o ‘B’ Block, 44b Princes

by Harry Sloan.
‘THESE Newsline articles
are disgusting. Obviously
they have no evidence for
their attack or they would
haveproducedit.

Oxford Trades Council
was fully satisfied with the
account it heard of Peter
MclIntyre’s involvement.
The lies and slander of
NEWSLINE will be con-
demned

.
without _reser-

vation by any honestperson
who knows Peter’s record
as a trade unionist, and as
a journalist — where he
has in fact done a vast
amount of crucial work to
help homeless people in
Oxford.’

This was how Oxford
Labour councillor David
Whitfield responded to last
week’s scurrilous articles
in the Workers Revolu-
tionary Party’s daily paper
Newsline.

The articles alleged that
Peter McIntyre (a well
known NUJ militant and
SO supporter who works
for the Oxford Mail) had
acted as a ‘police nark’ and
‘collaborated’ in the
massive crackdown on
social security claimants
in Oxford on September2.

Their evidence? The
words of the right wing
editor of the Oxford Mail!
Newsline quotes only the
Mail, not a single activist
in the Oxford labour move-.
ment,. where universal
reaction to the articles has
been one of revulsion at
theNewslineslanders.

Labour councillor Peter
Moss — actively involved
in the Claimants Defence
Campaign — said:

‘T’ve knownPeter for
several years as a sincere
socialist, as a journalist
‘and on TradesCouncil.

To my knowledge the
Claimants Defence Commi-.
ttee of which I am a mem-
‘ber has not even bothered

St, Oxford. Open meetings every Saturday morning,llam.Affiliation£5, donations welcomed.

Newsline’sscurrilousattack
to discuss the issue —

dismissing the matter with
contemptif youlike.

I was not surprised at
the attitude of the Oxford
Mail management in coll-
aborating with the Police:
but this conduct has
nothingto do withPeter.

I think it’s outrageous
that Newsline does not
campaign in support of
the Claimants’ struggle but
carries thismaterialagainst
Peter. I would have
thought that whatever the
angle they would have seen
the attack by the police
and the state as the main
issue, not their own sec-
tarian attacks on a local
socialist.’

The anonymous News-
line poison pen writer
was obviously ignorant
of the full meeting of
Trades Council on Septem-
ber 3 at which delegates
heard a report of Mc-
Intyre’s involvement in the
Mail coverage and were
satisfied.

Newsline calls for a
labour movement inquiry
to ‘drive McIntyre off the
Trades Council’, and for
disciplinary action to be
taken by theNUJ.

An inquiry is certainly
called for: into the cynical
and utterly

—_
scurrilous

mud-slinging by News-
line, which masqueradesas
a paper for the labour
movement.

Socialist Organiser this
week carries the initial
response from Peter
McIntyre. Next week, with
more space at our disposal,
we will carry further
response to the Newsline
slanders against him,against Cowley militant
Alan Thornett, and other
supporters of SocialistOrganiser —

-
slanders

which speak volumes on
the filthy politics of the

_
WRP.

by Harry
TONY KELLEHERwas one
of the 114 people held but
not charged by the Thames
Valley police in their mass
arrest of 286 claimants in
Oxford on Thursday Sep-
tember 2 — ‘Operation

The Claimants Defence
Committee was launched
— on the initiative of
Oxford Unemployed Wor-
kers and Claimants Union
— to reply to the lies and
distortion of the gutter
press’s ‘The Sting’, and to
defend the rights of ALL
claimants.

Since the formation of
the CDC Tony has become
committed to the work
and campaigns it has
begun. Alan Stephens of
Oxford SO and the CDC
asked Tony why he has
become so committed to
thecampaign.

Major’.

‘I felt strongly about
beingarrested and the way
I and everybody else were
treated like animals and
herded around by people
who, just because they
wear a police uniform,
felt theycould treat us this
way.

‘T think that many of
those arrested shouldn’t
have been. There were
alcoholics, the mentally
ill, the inadequate, who
were ignorant of what
they were doing — they 

 
TO the Editor of Socialist
Organiser:

I enclose a copy of-a
letter which has_been
delivered by hand to News-
line. You may publish it
if you wish. I hope to be in
a position soon to publish
a complete account of the
events leading up to the
Oxford raid, but as I am 
To The Editor,
Newsline,
21b Old Town,
Clapham.
DearEditor,

I returned from two
week’s holiday last night
and was shown copies of
two Newsline articles
arising from the police
mass arrests in Oxford.

 

Det. Sept. George
Hedges £ MASSIVE cracTheced benefits swindle

Sting — came as 10

Oxford Mail.
Social services TE]

tyre uncovered start
and breakfast paym

 
were forced into the whole
situation merely because
theyweretryingto survive.

‘Since the 2nd I’ve been
so wrapped up in the cam-
paign that I’ve forgotten
my own worriesfor a while
— it makes mefeelI exist.

But at night, my own
problems come back. In
the daytime I’m aware of
the reality affecting other
people — like those arrest-

raising some issues thr-
ough myunion in my work-
place I feel unable to do so
at present.

I realise that the News-
line article was probably
aimed moreat you than at
me and am sorry that the
nameof Socialist Organiser
has been dragged throughthemud.

The first was a page 3
piece of Monday Septem-
ber 13. The second was an
opinion column, headed
Comment, which was
published two days later.
I understand there are
other similarpieces which I
have not yet had an oppor-tunity to see.

The two pieces I have
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ter Peter Mcln-fing facts about bed
ents being madein

o while researching,
1 Oxford two monthsag: ople.
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] when he beganmaking

theman in chargeHedges.
y Payne.Jy. Der Supt George Hedges.IHFTARY Pay

of ineSerious Crvne quad208Gon came to see the
Sho was in chat

Gator’ Mail,weir cards on

the
table

ed with me, e lythose who have lost their
liberty. At night its time

_

again to realise my own.
responsibilities — family
responsibilities which I
feel.

‘It’s also because of the
way Cronin (the Bed &
Breakfast landlord of 131,
135, 137 & 141 Iffley Rd.,
who denies being the
alleged ‘Mr. Big’) has been

If there is a silver lining
to be found it is that I
am not 20 years older,
in which event I would no
doubt have been charged
withmurdering Trotsky.

How convenient it must
be to discover that all
political opponents are
in factpolice spies!

Yours fraternally,
Peter McIntyre.

seen amountto a sustained
smear on my reputation,
character and_politics.
You allege I collaborated
-with the police in setting
up the Oxford operation
and covered up information
to allow them to carry it
out.

Any publication which
had not been blinded by 
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Oxford Exploiters walkfree,
claimants workers go to
fight on

THE Claimants’ Defence Committee established in
Oxford in the aftermathof the giant police swoop onSeptember 2 has taken up a number of demands of

getting rich off people
who think he’s doing a
favour for them, when
acturally he’s exploiting
them — I hope the dirty
bastard goes down aswell.

‘I used to be working
and married — but wesplit
up.

‘Ididtry and getaB&B
place, but becauseI was so
screwed up I ended upsleeping. rough for 5/6
weeks and I couldn’t cope
with working so I lost myjob.

‘Then a clerk, a woman
at the DHSS told me that
if i went to 137, Iffley Rd.
and got a letter from the
landlord they would give
me a voucherfor a night’s
B & B and the DHSS could
give me an interview the
next morning, which I did
and they did — and from
now om I’m classed as a
‘scrounger’! (That’s what
thepapers call us all.)

‘I’ve never really been
involved in politics — I’ve

. got my own views which
I’ve expressed and people
could take them or leave
them — but I know I’ve
never liked the capitalist
system since I’ve heen
aware of it (which isn’t
recently).

‘There’s no real differ-
ence between capitalists
and Cronin — he’s just the
small fry... and- ‘wasn’t

sectarian hysteria might
have thought it important
to demand rigorous check-
ing of such severe alle-
gations. Any NUJ member
who was familiar with my
record in the union would
have suggested double
checking. :

I have worked in pro-
vincial journalism for 12
years — and yes, all of
that time has been spent
working on ‘Tory’ news-
papers. (Perhaps you could
publisha list of the regional
and provincial non-Tory
press.) I have never
believed that individuals,
however well intentioned,
could change the class
nature of these news-

_

papers. I have however
tried throughout that time
to report fairly, accurately
and to avoid witch-hunts,
especially against individ-
uals and groups already
under general attack, such
as the homeless and
claimants.

The articles which app-
eared in the Oxford Mail
of September 2, and Sep-
tember 3 are the responsi-
bility of the editor. I am
at present taking upthrough my union the
presentation and content
of those articles. I cannot
until that process is com-
plete commentin detail on
the two Oxford Mail
articles.

So far as I know youmade no effort to contact
me or other chapel or
branch officers to check
whether or not the Oxford
Mail articles accurately
attributed myrole.

At one point you accused
me of ‘boasting’. in the
Oxford Mail and follow it

+. by quoting two paragraphs,
not one. word of which I
wrote. Was your reporter
on sabbatical from. the

ah oe ete oo eg bt ee

born with a silver spoon in
his mouth.

‘My family and [ have
had to struggle for what
we've got — which was
never much. We've seen
other people who have got
more which they ought to
share — nobody should
have more than anybody
else. Everythingshould be
shared aswe all have to

_

live in thisworld together.
‘I hope that through the

Campaign we can expose
how the police abused the
authority they’ve got —

that in conjunctionwith the
DHSS they’ve been able to
walk all over us, the
working class who are
not working.

Exploit
‘And to show that

capitalists like Cronin can
exploit people and walk
thestreets free, whilethose |

he has exploited, the
(non-) working class
are beingsentto jail. :

‘I also hope that we can
expose when it comes to
the court system that the
magistrates are only out to
line theirown pockets.

‘If we only achieve that
much then at least we’ve
achieved something posi-tive and maybe we will
protect people like me on
the dole who don’t really
wanttobe.’

Daily Mail or the Sun?
Certainly the style is
familiar.

Your Comment column
begins by saying there
is a prima facie case
against me,finds me guilty
of helping the police harass
the homelessin the second
paragraph and sentences
me to be thrown off the
trades council. Such
summary justice, perhaps
borrowed from your com-
radesin Iran — rests forits
evidence on. the_front
pages of the very news-
paper which you seek to
condemn,theOxford Mail.

These untrue and
defamatory allegations
should be immediately
withdrawn. I demand:
a) publication of this letter
in the next. convenient
issue of Newsline, and at
any rate withinone week;
b) an unreserved and
complete apology in the
same issue for totally

 
    
    
             

    
                 

unfoundedallegations that
_I helped the police harass

the homeless, collaborated
in that harassment or anyothersuch smears.

If the conditions in the
above paragraph are not
met I will initiate a com-
plaint against the member
of your staff

_
responsible

throughthe NUJ rule book.
I would be grateful if youwould send by return of
post the nameand branch
of the NUJ member who
takes responsibilityfor the
articles. :

Since for some reason
you chose to include
Socialist Organiser in your
smear, I am sending a
copy of this. letter to that
paper with my permission
to publish it. I am also
bringing. this matter to
the attention of my union
chapeland branch.

Yourssincerely,
Peter Mcintyre.
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THE SCRAPPING of the
National Health Service
and its replacement with
private health insurance
schemes. An end to state
funding of. universities and
colleges — with the intro-
duction of fees of around.
£12,000 for the average
three year course. And an
end to the link between
pensions and other social
security payments and
inflation.

These are the latest
suggestions for cuts in
public spending andprivat-,
isation beingkicked around-
by thehead-banging right-
wingers on the Tory
cabinet.

They are among propos-
als put forward by the Tory
‘think tank’, the Central
Policy Review Staff. Acc-
ording to the Economist
magazine, which leaked
details of the plans, they
so horrified the ‘wets’
among Thatcher’s minist-

Sa
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Tory plan to
‘hiveoff’ NH

Some Tories want
to make a clean
sweep of it and scrap
the NHSaltogether.
Harry Sloan reports.
ee
ers that they blocked disc-
ussion of the CPRS paper
at the September 9 cabinet
meeting. .

The objective of the
CPRSis to reduce the pro-
portion of the country’s
Gross Domestic Product
allocated to state spending
— and of course to maxim-
ise the proportion which
finds its way into the pock-
ets of the ruling class and
their pampered  errand-
boys in the upper manager-
ial sector.

The Tories are concerned
that even after the whole-
sale public service cut-
backs, government spend-
ing is set to consume at
least 45% of GDP for the

Even the limited growth of private medicine
so far has harmed thehealth service for the
majority

THEissue of private versus
publicmedicineis the issue
of capitalism versus social-
ism in a nutshell.

The Tory argument for
private medicine is the
same as its argument for
the private profit system

all,
others have no income be-
cause they don’t get the
chance to do ‘a fair day’s

.
How could the NHS be.madea

real socialist alternativeto private medicine?
Martin Thomasreports.

work’.
It’s difficult to see what

is ‘fair’ about the sort of
horrors that private medi-
cine produces in the USA.
Takeone example:

John Lacey, aged 28,
could not afford to pay his
company’s private medical
insurance which costs 45
dollars a month. While
cleaning his motor cycle
with petrol, he accidentally
set light to himself and
received burns over 96 per
cent of his body. He re-
ceived emergency treat-
ment from the nearby
medical centre. But. he
required treatment at a
Specialists Burns Unit
to survive. Because he was
not covered by a private
Heath Insurance, 40
hospitals refused him treat-

}

foreseeable future.
In fact the 45% figure is

a fraud. It is calculated by
comparing total public ex-
penditure (including ‘trans-
fer payments’ like pensions
and benefits) with a GDP -

figure that excludes trans-
fer payments. The actual
proportion of the national
product which is produced
by or directly for the state
is twenty-oddper cent.

Chunk
But state spending still

takes a big chunk of the
social surplus product —

whatis left for profits, int-
erest, rent, etc. after mat-
erials and wages have been
paid for. And that is what
the Tories are really
worried about.

A major elementof their
worry is, paradoxically,the
impact of Thatcher’s three
or four million unemploy-
ed, who can make no sub-

    
Well, Mr Thompson , you can eitherdie, or have private treatment vi copie in Britain

ment. As one official at
Savannah Hospital, Geor-
gia, commented, ‘We’re
not condemning other
hospitals for refusing to
take him. A burn victim is
expensive to treat.” (One
man burnedin a restaurant
has run upa billof 80,000
dollars in six months.)
Eventually a Congressman
agreed to underwrite at
Jeast 50,000 dollars cost of
the treatment and luckily
John was treated. (Guar-
dian, 13.5.82)

What’s a ‘fair’ price for
saving life and health?
Even if it were ‘efficient’
to organise the basic care

_thatpeople provide for each
other through the cash
nexus, do we wanta society
likethat?

Socialists aim to organise

stantial contribution to
government revenue, but
cost thousands of millions
of poundsin benefits.

Since the CPRS knows
better than to presume a
substantial increase in
employment,it is forced to
consider desperate measur-
es to cut back government
spending. Thefour biggest
areas of expenditure are
education, social security,
healthand defence.

Defence of course is a
sacred Tory cow, and no
serious proposals are put
forward for cuts.

But education is a differ-
ent kettle of fish. The Tory
rich of course do not use
the state education system
in any event. They send
their kids to private
schools.

So the CPRStoy with the
idea of scrapping state
primary and_secondary
schooling altogether. That

~ Whatprice saving
and

society on the_principle
— from each according to
his or her ability,to each
according to his or her
need. Health care should
be provided as a_ basic
service for all — and so
should housing, education,
clothing,food ...

Over the decades the
labour movement has
fought for and won some
partial provision of some
basic services. And even
Thatcher’s Tories are likely
to flinch at the idea of
turning the clock right
back and scrapping the
NHSaltogether.

The Tories can, however,
shift the balance between
private and public medi-
cine. And they have
already begun to do that in
a sizeable way.

Something over four

had private medical in-
surance at the end of 1981
— where there were only
120,000 in 1950. The Tory
government has encour-
aged this. growth by
granting tax relief for
medical insurance pre-
miums.

As private medicine
booms, and the NHS is
cut back further and
further, we movetowards
a situation where the
NHSprovides only a mini-
mal fallback service, and
for any major, complicated
treatment you either have
to sit out a long waiting
list or pay to jump the
queue.

If private medicine is
capitalism in a nutshell, is
the National Health Service
socialist? No: for al-

would save a_ lot of
money (!), they say, but.
(they reluctantly conclude)
it would create political
difficulties.

Higher education how-
ever might be easier, they
feel: the introduction of
fees could be combined
with a tokenistic system of
300,000 state scholar-
ships — and the provision
of loans for students with-
out.scholarships.

With well over 100,000
graduates already on the
dole,thedeterrent effect onlife

students of replacing
grants with loans is
obvious: only kids from the
wealthiest families would
go on to higher education
— heralding cuts greater
thanwe have ever seen.

On top of this the CPRS
recommends allowing the
teacher:pupilratio to rise.

On social security pay-
ments, the CPRS again
recognises that these
benefit only the working
class and not the rich:
they resent every penny
going to claimants and pen-

health?
though it'is a reform won
by the labour movement
against capitalism, it
exists in a capitalist society
andis coloured, structured,
and warpedbythat.

To become socialist it
needs to be changed.
The health service needs to
be freed from all charges
and from the leaching of
the drug companies and
suppliers, by the nationali-
sation of theseprofiteers.

It needs to be put under
the democratic control of

health workers and the
.

local communities, and
adequately funded. Its

|

workers need decent
wages.

And the sexist, elitist
hierarchy of the health
service, the mystifications
of medical ‘professional-
ism’, need to be broken
down.

That would be a socialist
health service. The fight
for it is inseparable from
the fight for a socialist
society.Protest

at DHSS
THE Claimants’ Union and
the Action Group on Unem-
ploymentin Islington, North
London, have been picketing
and leafletting the iocal
DHSS offices at Archway
Tower in protest at the visit
of the Special Claims Contr-
ol Team.

CPSA members at Arch-
way Tower are refusing all
cooperation with the team,
in line with national union
policy.

The Special Claims Con-
trol Team was not directly
involved in the Oxford
‘swoop’, but it was in
Oxford a few weeks before
that_andprobably had some
indirect part in it.

Whattheteam does is go
round from area to area,
select a sample from certain
categories of claimant, and
subject them to intense
investigation. Sometimes

they launch prosecutions,
more often they try to press-
ure people to drop their
claims. The unions have
thick dossiers on intimidat-
ion of claimants.

It all contrasts sharply
with the state’s lackadaisical
attitude to under-claiming of

-benefit (through fear and
lack of confidence in the
face of bureaucracy), or to
tax evasion — both of which
involve far greater sums than
any social security over-

‘claiming.
The team is due to be at

Archway Tower for two
months. CPSA branch secr-
etary and local Labour coun-
cillor Bill Sillet told SO: ‘We
intend to continue camp-
aigning against them and
make their stay unpleasant
for them. We wantto get rid
of them as quickly as
possible”.

   
 
 

sioners. They recomme
that big savings could
made by leaving th
payments to lag behi
inflation.

The privatisation of
NHS could, they arg
save £3-4 billionevery y
out of the £10 billionhe:
budget. This bonus cor
on top, of course, of
windfall profits that wo
‘be reaped by private ins
ance firms and tl
wealthy shareholders
particularly if the CI
recommendation of
statutory minimum le
of private insurance
everyone were im
mented.

In any case the Cl
suggests immediate in
duction of chargesto vis
doctor and a furtherris
thecost of prescriptions

The CPRS proposals
endorsed by Tory treas
ministers and have
backing of Thatcher |
self — though they recc
ise certain problems
pushing them__thro
under conditions wt
they would antago.
substantial sections of
Tory middle class as we
the whole of the worl
class, and could split
Tory partyitself.

It is useful howeve:
know the real thought:
the minds of the Torie:
and the stark danger
the most basic of pu
services and living sté
ards if the workers’ m
ment is not mobilised
force themfrom office.

Bury
strike

IN BURY,Lancashire,
CPSA and SCPS membe
the social security ber
office are on strike agai
management _investig:
team.

The team is visiting
as the first of 26 ol
across the country —

they chose Bury first
cause of its record two!
ago of cooperating wi
similar survey despite
ional union policy!

But SCPS sub-brancl
retary Peter Law says:
realise that we were ©
to cooperate with the
report. When it was pul
ed it didn’t reflect our
at all”. (The survey dir
affects SCPS members,
CPSA members are 01
solidarity).
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UNIONS MUST FIGHT
TELECOMSALE___

THE POST Office Engineering Union executive has
finallycalled for industrial actionto opposethelatest
TelecomBill. This is a decision welcomed by many
POEU members,and a necessaryone.

As a recent statement by
the POEU
states, ‘‘The privatisation
of British Telecom [BT]
will mean a direct threat to
the jobs of POEU mem-
bers’’.

The threat cannot be
overestimated.

First we had a statement
by the gallant knight Sir
George Jefferson, chair-
person of BT, who said that

|15,000 jobs would have to
go over. the next three
years.

Then within the last two
weeks a Department of
Industry memo has been
leaked which estimates
thatover thenext five years
45,000 jobs willbe chopped
(over 20% of BT’s 245,000
workforce).

As regards cuts in tele-
com service, the brunt will
be felt by individual sub-
scribers, especially in the
countryside where services
normally show a loss in
commercial terms.

Already, price structures
aredesigned to benefit the
business subscriber.

Eventhesefigures do not
really take into accountlife

_after privatisaiton. With
the pressure of dividends
to be paid to shareholders,
‘costs of labour’ will no
doubt be under the
hammer. Both estimates
were made within the
framework of government
control and could not take
into account the additional
devastation to be wreaked
by private ownership.

One thing is sure. The
projected job cuts will not
be stopped unlessa fight is
waged byall the unions in
British Telecom.

The POEUexecutive has
instructed all members in
BT to strike for.one day on
an unspecified date in Oct-
ober, probably on the day

(July 1982) -

By Ricky
Houston
of the Queen’s Speech orwhen the Telecom Bill
getsits first reading.

The other unions in BT
have yet to state what form
of actiontheywillbe taking
on thatday.

After the one-daystrike,
though,what next?

The record of the major-
ity on the POEU Executive
does not promise well for
thefuture.

Throughout the camp-
aign against the first Tele-
com Bill, the POEU execu-
tive relied completely on
parliamentaryaction, never
at any time trying to mobil-
ise themembership.

In fact, theyhave argued
against industrial action, in
practice against almost
everything, selling out the
membership. along with
vague promises of a fight
sometimein thefuture.

Yet the membership has
come underincreasing att-
ack over conditions at work.
Disciplinary action by man-
agement has become more
and more frequent. Real
wages havefallen, and all
the time there has been a
threat hanging over our
jobs.

Although there is dis-
illusionmentwith the NEC,
it would be a false picture
to say that every POEU
memberis champing at the
bitto fight the Privatisation
Bill. There are areas where
this is true, but at national
level there has just not
beenenough campaigning.

Overthelast few months
the Hotline campaign has
been formed. It is coordin-
ated by BTUC, a body
madeupof delegates from
every union in BT — the
POEU,theCPSA Posts and
Telecoms group, SCPS,
SPOE, and the UCW Tele-
com section.

The Hotline campaign is
concentratingon propagan-
da, resolutions, street leaf-
letting, and agitation
through the labour move-
ment.

The POEU is the most
influential union within
BTUC,in termsof size of
membership,andit is here
that the POEU Broad’Left
is leading the campaign to
alert and mobilise the
membership to fight the
privatisation bill. Without
widespread, indefinite
action soon, the Bill will
become law. The lessonsof
the first Bill must be taken

 
into account.

Liverpool Internal
branch has circulated bran-
ches with a well-document-
ed history of the POEU’s
‘fight’ against privatisa-
tion, from the build-up
against the first Telecom
Bill, the so-called liberalis-
ationbill,which was passed
with no real union opposit-
ion in 1980.

Action
They summarise: ‘*1980

Conference: Prop. 346 is
carried unanimously. It
reads, ‘to_vigorously
oppose by all available
means,including industrial
action, any attemptto inter-
fere with or break the Post
Office monopoly’. The
mover points out that the
Government’s strategy will
first be one of encroach-
ment to weaken the Post
Office, then to press home
theattack’.

THE 1980 Telecom Act — which cameinto force in
October 1981 — opened the way for private firms to
compete with British Telecom on supplying equip-
ment and even in basic telecommunicationsservices. —

A rival network — Project Mercury — is being set
up between 26 English towns andcities.

BTas a public service has the possibilityof using
the more profitable operations and heavier users to
subsidise domestic-users and the phone network in
more remote areas. Pressure from rivals who under-
take‘ only the more profitable heavy-traffic business-
user operations will lead to increased charges for the
small user.

The new Telecom Actgoes further to proposepri-
vatising BT itself. [t will be made into a private com-

pany and shares will be sold off. The other side of
thisoperation is massivejob cuts.

Later on that year, the
Bill was passed with no
industrial action except
for a rally outside the hall-
owedwalls of the Houses of
Parliament on the day the
Billwas passed.

There is therefore little
reason to havefaiththatthe
same leaders have either
the will or the strategy to
defeat the presentBill.

OncetheTebbitBill gets
passed, the POEU leaders
are even lesslikelyto fight.
The Union will certainly be
in breach of the -Tebbit
law if we take industrial
action against privatisation
— which will be interpret-
ed by Judge Whoeveras a
political strike.

The Broad Left is calling
for a special conference to
be held on privatisation —

so that the whole member-
ship can be alerted to the
situation — and for resolu-
tions to instruct the NEC to
carry out detailed action
opposing the Bill to be put
from the floor of con-
ference. :

More campaigning, how-
ever, is needed to gain the
confidence of the broad
membership by the Broad
Left, and to alert them to
the dangers of privatis-Rail catering under the ha 

==Travellers-Fareis a divisionof BritishTransportHote!s Lid.

THElast three years have
seen theprivatisationof the
major nationalised British
Transport Hotels, including
Gleneagles in Perthshire,
the Derby Midland and the
Sheffield Victoria.

It has recently also been
announcedthatthe remain-
ing 22 British Transport
Hotels are to be hived off
totalling29 in all.

The union involved
(the NUR) appears to be
doing as much asit can to
ensure that the employ-
ees retain their existing
conditions of service, but
apart from this there is no
visible resistance whatso-
ever.

In fact, far from oppo-
sing privatisation, the NUR
bought £500,000 worth of
shares in the first of the
hived off hotels, claiming it
was for the good of the
members!

It may seem therefore
that the socialist principle
of worker ownership has

been realised: but during
the 1981 pay negotiationsit
was understood that if a
strike arose, the hotels
would not be led out —

since the union would, in
effect be striking against
itself! A strike did not
arise; but the hotel workers
only received 942% that
year where otherrailwork-
ers received 11%.

Part ownership of a com-
pany in this case proved
ineffective as far as pro-
tection of workers’ pay is
concerned. It would have
been more advisable to
have opposed the hive-off
rather than get into a pos-
ition where they could be
pressured by joint owners
into keeping down theliv-
ing. standards of their
members.

So what happens next?
Travellers’ Fare station
catering narrowly escaped
privatisation last year by a
few votes in the House of
Commonsand althoughthe

company made a million
pound profit last year this
maynot be enough to pre-
vent it beingdenationalised
next time.

Apart from the obvious
effects on the workforce if
privatisation does take
place (for example, lucrat-
ive parts being expanded
while the smaller station
buffets are closed resulting -

in redundancies) there is
also the factthatwhere now
station catering is run as a
service to the public, open
24 hours a day in some
places,it is well on the way
to endinguplikethe motor-
way cafes which charge
high prices for poor quality
food and a service which
leavesa lot to bedesired.

This is not to say that
Travellers’ Fare is much
better. The cut back in
staff has ensured that at
busy times customers have
to wade through endless
dirty plates and cutlery in

ation.
London City Branch was

one of the first branches to
respond to the Broad Left
call for a Special Confer-
ence, writing to other bran-
ches asking them also to
support the call. A grow-
ing number of branches
havesince responded.

So much so that in the
letter from general secre-
tary Bryan Stanley telling —

us about the decision to
hold a one-day strike, the
last-paragraph reads:
“This is not a time to be
calling for special confer-
ences or other ideas which
will delay or divide’’.

No-one should be taken
in bythis.It is obvious that
the NEC majority do not
want a Special Conference
for.the same reason that
they talked out a resolu-
tion for a detailedcampaign
to opposetheactivitiesof a
rival company to BT, Pro-
ject Mercury (which is
chaired by none other than
the murderer of the BL
workers, Michael Ed-
wardes).

Support the call for a
Special Conference, and
support widespread indust-
rial action to defeat the
privatisationBill!

mmer
search of a space off which
to eat; not to mention the
prices which, quite under-
standably turn people awaywithgaspsofdisbelief.

The difference between
the two is that Travellers’
Fare has the potential to
provide. a good public
service with reasonable
prices and good quality —

.

but it cannot bedone alone.
To ensure a regular flow

of custom,thetrain service
has to beaccessibleand att-
tractive to the majority of
thepublic.

Therefore whatis needed
is investment for complete

.electrification and moder-
nisation of the system,
and once wehavethatfares
would have to be dropped
to regain the lost custom-
ers, especially the ordinary
traveller. Then hopefully
both the railways and sta-
tion andtrain catering will
flourish as a service, not as
a profit oriented business.

ELAINE JOHN (NUR)
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‘AN insult.’ That was the
unanimous reation of the
NUM National Executive
Committee to the National
Coal Board’s offer of 6.5%
following the first round of
wage negotiations last
week. This feeling was
echoed round the coal-
fields, and pit-level dis-
cussion of the offer was
usually short, sharp and
largelyunprintable.

This miserly reponse by
the NCB is their first
reply to the NUM’s annual
wage claim. Decided,
almost unanimously, by
the annual conference, the
NUM claim is for a mini-
mum of £115 a week (an
increase of 30%) on a
salary basis, with across
theboardflatrate increases
for other grades, for a four
day week and early retire-
mentat 55.

The NEC met the day
after the negotiations and
agreed to a_ three-point
plan of action:
1. To send the entire
28 man Executive to the
next round of negotiations
on September23, instead of
the usual Joint Negotiating
Committee.
2. Tocall a special National
delegate conference to
meet on October 4 to
decide on what course of
actionto pursue.
3. Provision to be made for
a pithead ballot on October
28/9 to seek authority
from the membership to
take industrial action if
necessary in pursuit of the
claim.

It’s essential that the
NUM claim is pursued
ruthlessly and that the
entire forces of the working
class are mobilised behind
the miners. To prepare the
ground, and it must be
prepared as it looks like
being a long hard struggle
a massive propaganda
campaign must be mounted
locally and nationally to
convince not only the
waverers in our own ranks
but also the entire labour
and trade union move-
ment and the workingclass
community of the justness
of our claim and the
neccessity of supporting
theNUM.

Joint meetings, locally
and nationally, must be
set up between the NUM
and strategic unions, par-
ticularly EEEPTU power
workers, NUR, TGWU and
ASLEF to co-ordinate

action and prevent move-
ment of coal from pits or
sto..yards, but also
withinthepowerstations.

An overtime ban should
be forthcoming immediate-
ly, in order to erode coal
stocks as muchaspossible,
but also to drive home to
some of our members how
much of their money is
made up from. overtime
payments.

The coming months
must be given over to
intense preparation for the
likely confrontation ahead.
The stakes are too high
for anythingelse.

 

John Cunningham
NUM,Dinnington Colliery,
YorkshireArea.
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trade union leaders have tipped Peter
Shore as the next Labour leader:
Michael Foot is reputed to favour him.
Fleet Street also boosts Shore. But
what dotheLabouractivistsand supp-
orters in Shore’s own constituency
think? ,

STEVE COWAN(secretary, Tower
Hamlets Labour Party, writing in a
personal capacity)reports.ee
FEW IN the Labour Party would disagree with the
calls for the immediate departure of Michael Foot as
leader. His less than convincing presence at the
head of the party will help return Thatcher for a
furtherfive years.

Those who do pause about Foot’s departure point
to the serious problemsof the Parliamentary Labour
Party throwing up anyone who could lay claim to
popularity amongst ordinary party members. Sever-
al names have been mooted by the capitalist press
along with pen profiles of their supposed strong
points.

Weread that Peter Shore is admired for his firm
stand against Militants but is.widely liked from the
left for his stance on Europe. RoyHattersley and
John Silkinand Neil Kinnock all get a push from the
enemiesof Labourin Fieet Street.

Closer examination of the reality behind Shore’s
push for the leadership should provide food for
thought.

Heis thememberfor Stepney and Popler, in what
was once the heart of London dockland. His select-
ion for the vacant seat in the early sixties came
through sponsorship of the Transport and General
Workers’ Union, which had powerful representation
in the local Labour Party at thetime.

Since thenthingshave changed. The docks closed
and with them went the Dock Branchesof theTGWU
as well as the influencemembershad withinwards.

Many of the branchesstill exist in name with
paper memberswho are becoming fewer, older and
more reactionarythan theyever were.It is a matter
of time before their waning presence turns into
insignificance in terms of their impact within the
Stepneyand Poplar constituency.

Membershipslumpedin theten years 1970 to 80.
Some wards had actually ceased to function in anypolitical or community way and had even ceased to

-meet. The party machinethrewup councillorswhose
socialismwas less than recognisable, and thesetown
hall incumbents have gradually broken with the
support all Labour administrationsneed.

Manyarerabidlyanti trade union, somearerelig-
iously sectarian, others are Masons. No wonder
Labour came within a whisker of losing control in
Tower Hamlets to the Liberal/SDPmis-alliance.

In the Shadwell Ward the Bangladeshi population
did not support Labour because of ambiguities
concerning attitudes towards black people from
candidates. Two Labour candidates were returned
with majorities of three! Shadwell is densely
workingclass.

In the Blackwallward, which is the next along the
riverfront from Shadwell, the SDP would have won
if they had brought out another 30 voters. This
would havegiven control to theLiberal/SDP.

Peter Shore did not campaign anywhere in ‘his’
constituency during this challenging period for the
party. Canvassers and party officers knew weeks in
advance that SDP wins were on the cards but could
getlittleenthusiasmfor a robust campaign.
 

Aconsequenceofthisis thatShore lost a measure
of support from sympathetic middle-class elements
who, whilst not enthusiastic in his favour, would
usually accept the status quo for
avoid unnecessary divisions etc.

Such motives are creditable and serious, and
certainly acted as a cushion for the sitting MP.
With these gone, the division between older right-
wingers and thenew membershipis compiete.-

Political control in thewardsis drifting inexorably
to the left, and a clear socialist majority on the next
management committee is assured. With the
advances for socialism in the wards has come a
sense of fatalism about the future from the right
wing.

Many are going to give up because the Labour
Party is no longer the Labour Party they knew and
loved. Clearly many new membersand a majority of
voters in the boroughare not interested in recaptur-
ing thefestering spirit of thatold party.

The Boundary Commission is suggesting that the
two seats within Tower Hamlets switch to an East/
West divide rather than their present North/South
divide. This would create the politically left wing
Bow and Poplar party, which would not choose Shore
bar the cynicalaffiliationof dozens of bogus union.
branches.

—

oe, :

‘party unity’ or to

      
Moreinteresting thoughis thestate of what would °

‘be Bethnal Green and Stepney constituency. Lab-
our’s margin of victory (sic) in this at the last local
elections was 0.3%. Electoral outcomes depend
heavily on mobilising the thousands of Bangla-
deshi voters — who might have theirown candidate.

The Bethnal Green Ward Labour Parties virtually
ground to a halt and somepick-upwas begun in 1981
by young and enthusiastic left-wingers who now
effectively have political control of the wards.
Changesare also occurring in some Stepney Wards,
again through the impact of new members who
complain of having spent three to four monthstrying
to becomemembers.

Shore could not expect a win on a GMCaspres-ently constituted in Stepney and BethnalGreen:
The enthusiasm for curbs, witch-hunts, expuls-

ions, registers and groups of conspirators like his
Solidarity mob is based on the need to return to the
dead membership days of yesteryear. He benefits
from expulsions of memberswhochallengehis right
to sit on a safe seat.

The Liberalswon eleven out of fourteen places on
the local council in Bethnal Green. Any more gains
through their Focus-stylepolitics would leave Shore
not wanting to stand for the seat because he might
bekicked out by theelectorate.

”
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pages on Labour's
Blackpool conference

- — articles from Reg
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campaigns of the Lab-
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