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Within days of the coalfield
ballot, the Coal Board’s
soothing words about pit
closures had been exposed as
lies.

With the NCB denying
any detailed plans for clos-
ures, the miners’ vote was
decided by the pay issue,
which did have figures and
dates attached.

NUM: Vote
again on jobs!

and details on pit closures
were-coming out. On Tues-
day Arthur Scargill revealed
documents leaked from the
NCB, outlining plans to
close pits at the rate of two
million tonnes capacity per
year, and listing 75 ‘short-
life’ and 30 ‘loss-making’
pits.

Scargill stressed that the
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NHS:allout November
! 

STARTTHE FIGHT!
AS THE November 8 transport day of action
approaches, the health union leaders are not out
campaigningforstrikes.

Still less are they campaigning for a ‘yes’ vote
on all out action. Instead, they are talking to the
governmentarbitrationservice ACAS.

No new offer has come from the government.
But, as the Financial Times put it, ‘‘it is widely
believedthat many senior TUC and health union
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officials are anxious to find a face-saving formula
to end the campaign for a uniform 12 per cent
rise’’.

TUC Health Service committee chairperson
Albert Spanswick has not only failed to campaign
for the Health Service committee policy of all out
strike. He has tried to sabotage it by saying
CoHSEcan’t decide until March [!] and proposing
week-on,week-offstrikes.
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This follows the incident where he announced
that NHS unions had scheduled another one-day
action for November 24, and had to be publicly
reprimandedbyotherunionofficials.

Spanswick has already announced that he will
retire early. After this performance, he should be

By Sunday the figures ballot result did not mean
that the NUM would accept
closures. Proposals for a new
ballot on closures alone are
likely for the next NUM
executive meeting, and
should be supported.

 

 

called on to resign immediately ~ and the TUC
Health Service committee should elect a new
chairperson whowillrepresentits policy.

;Meanwhile, 150 NHS stewards from across the
country, meeting in Sheffield last Saturday, decid-ed ona plan of campaign for November8 a for a‘yes’ vote on theall-out action.

TEST FOR
SPANISH
LABOUR

The turning points in
modern Spanish history
tend to be rememberednot
by theiryear but by the dayand month.

Every Spaniard knows
that the 16th July (16-J)
stands for Franco’s coup in
1936 which began the Civil

War. And November 20th
(20-N as it is spray-painted
on walls) was the day of the
dictator’s deathin 1975.

February 23rd (23-F) was
the nearly successful milit=
ary coup of 1981.

Nowall these dates have
been joined by 28-O, 28th

October 1982, the date
when the Spanish people
overwhelmingly voted into
power a government of
people who have never held
political office and who in
particular are not in any
way tainted by Francoism.

October 28th was the

Felipe Gonzalez —a landslide win at thepolls, but how willhe cope with theeconomic
first time anyone describ-
ing themselves as socialist
had beenelected to govern
Spain for 47 years — the
first. time in the living
memory of most of the
voters.

The election of the
Spanish Socialist Party

= ME SEE PAGES 7 and9

(PSOE) to powertherefore
is an-historic event for
Spain. It is also a major
event in the politics of
Western Europe as a
whole. Spain is yet another
country (after France,
Greece and Sweden) in
which in the last year er so

  
reformist socialist govern-
ments have come to power

—

in conditions of acute econ-
omic crisis and apparently
uncontrollable mass
unemployment.

Muchofthefate of Spain
and of European Social
Democracy, therefore,

 

hangs on the prospects of
the government which
Felipe Gonzalez is about to
establish.

Analysis
next week
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THERE wasn’t much cele-
brating amongst Labour sup-
porters in Birmingham when
the news finally came
through on Friday morning.

.John Spellar had won
back Northfield for Labour
by 289 votes. Hardly a
famous victory in a constit-
uency that had beensolidly
Labour at every election
since the war — until upper
class twit Jocelyn Cadbury

‘snatched it from Social
Contract-supporting hack
RayCarter in 1979.

(When poor old Jocelyn
saw what Thatcherite Tory-
ism meant in practice — or
so the story goes — he was
overcome with remorse, and
being a wettish sort of a
chap, did the decent thing
with a double-barrelled shot-
gun). ~

Damp
But it wasn’t just the

slimness of the majority that
dampened socialist euphoria
after Labour’s first by-elec-
tion gain from the Tories
since 1971. Rather, it was
the nature of the candidate
and his policies.

.John Spellar is a malev-
olent Rolf Harris figure
who boasts of being “to the
right of” Frank Chapple, his
boss at the EETPU.His main
claim to fame prior to the
Northfield result was_his
“parasites” speech at Black-
pool, calling for a full scale
‘purge of Militant.

He publicly barred Tony
Benn from setting foot in
the constituency during the
campaign, and told a
Birmingham Labour Solid-
arity rally that he didn’t
want left wingers to even
canvass for him.

He makesno bones about
his sympathy for the SDP
leadership, and ’ probably
would have gone with them
but for his union connec-
tions and a shrewd eye for
the main chance. Naturally
he supports wage restraint
(sorry, a “national assess-
ment)”, opposes nuclear dis-
armament and is less than
enthusiastic about  extra-
Parliamentary action against
theTebbitBill.

  

by Jim
Denham

Interestingly, his one
concession to Labour
Conference policy is his out-
spoken support for import
controls, especially on
Japanese cars (Northfield
constituency includes the BL
Longbridge plant).

Flock
Not surprisingly, Labour

activists in Birmingham
weren’t exactlyflockinginto
Northfield to go on the
knocker for John Speliar. In
fact, a good proportion of
what canvassing was done,
seems to have been carried
out by AUEW full time
officials sent in by Labour
Solidarity.

If the labour rank and
file were less than enthusias-
tic about Spellar, it seems
that the electorate as a
whole could scarcely contain
their indifference.

The poll was 54%, mean-
ing that 10,000 fewer people
bothered to vote than at the
general election. Spellar took
36.2% of the vote while
Tory Roger Gale took
35.6%. And this in a constit-
uency with 18% unemploy-
ment!

It hardly seems to vindi-

REG Freeson,sitting Lab-
our MPfor Brent East, has
written a 42-point (!) letter
to Labour Party general
secretary Jim Mortimer
appealing for a further in-

‘ quiry into Brent East Con-
stituency Labour Party.

Brent East is already —

because of the Mayelect-
ions and an earlier inquiry
— one of the very few re-
maining CLPs with sitting
members yet to begin re-
selection. Now Freeson is
attempting to get a serious.
delay, no reselection atall,
and/or disbarment of the
Left’s candidate, Ken Liv-

‘Labour Committeeon .

Palestinefounding |

conference
Conference open to: Labour Committee on Palestine
members, gelegates from affiliatedorganisations, and
non-voting observers. Details from the secretary,
28 Carlton Mansions, Holmleigh Rd, London N16.

Saturday November20, lpm
to 5pm at Brixton Town Hall,
Acre Lane, London SW2.

Chapple: Spellar’s boss

  
cate Spellar’s claim that the
voters of Northfield had
rallied round “the tradition-
al Labour Party with tradi-
tional Labour policies” once
they saw the looncyleft in
retreat and realised just what
a sensible moderate fellow
that nice Mr Spellar was.

The Socialist Organiser
Longbridge bulletin put out
on the eve of the poil
summed upourattitude:

“We still say vote Labour
(even though there is a Com-
munist Party candidate
standing who may seem
more attractive to socialists) ;

in order to deny the bosses’ ;

Chapples man
unleashes
tide of
apathy

iParty a victory... ;
But the fight. must be;

kept up after the election to
force the Labour leaders tobreak with the bosses an
the bankers, to stand by th¢
Labour Conference’s radical
policies and to give real sup-
port to the health. workers
as part of the fight to bring
down the Tories. i

Right wingerslike Spellar
will oppose this tooth and
‘nail, but Labour Party mem-
bers and trade unionists now
have a way of dealing with
the likes of Spellar. re-
selection’.

ingstone.
The outcome of the

earlier inquiry is that the
CLP is being ‘strongly
supervised’ for six months
by assistant national agent
Joyce Gould. But Gould has
given an undertaking that,
as far as she is concerned,
selection can go ahead as

ANDREWWIARD,
Report
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Southwarkworkers demonstrate against a right wing Labour council. They ll need more thanfine words from us to convince
them thatleft-wingLabouris any different.

THESE PRLL EMISFDi  

 
 

Peckham shows need
to convince workers ——

Ian
Swindale
reports

HARRIET Harmanpredict-
ably won the Peckham by-
election last Thursday, but
the result serves to further
warn the Labour Party that
it is losing much ofits tradi-
tional support.

Labour’s share of the
vote fell from 60% to 50%
while Dick Taverne for the
SDP polled almost 33% of
the votes cast. The Tory
candidate lost his deposit.

~The ‘turn-out was very
law — 38% — but this is

Freeson lashes out
Pete Firmin reports on a new chapter in the saga of Brent East CLP

soon assheis satisfied with
the CLP’s Standing Orders
and has verified member-
ship figures for 1981 (on
which branch delegations
are based). Neitherofthese
willtake leng.

This obviously disturbs
Freeson, who stands in
dangerof losing to Living-

Protest at
cop violence
TO highlight the crisis of
policing in Newham, police
harassment of black youths
and refusal to take firm
action against racial attacks,
a week of action has been
called from Thursday 28
October to Friday 5 Novem-
ber 1982. :

Amongactivitiesplanned
are pickets of police stations
in Newham andthecall for a
pupils’ strike on Friday 5
November .o protest at
racial attacks in local
schools.

Special atiention is being
paid by the campaign orgen-
isers to the casc of Mr Luke
Fordjour, who lost his left
eye as a result of a racial
attack. The police have
failed to bring a prosecution

 

in spite oftheassailant being
identified to thepolice.

In this case the police
failed to interview Mr Ford-
jour immediately after the
attack. When visited in
hospital he was merely asked
to present his driving licence
to West Ham Police Station.
The police detective hard-
ling the case told the victim
of the attack that he had
more important things to do
than work on the arrest of
his assailants.

Events have been brought
to a head by a vicious attack
on Asian youths by plain
clothes police. The First
Avenue 11. as they are now
known, have been charged
with threatening behaviour
and assault on the police.

MIKE FOLEY

fairly typical for Peckham.
Only 57% of the electorate
voted in the 1979 general
election (compared with a
national average of around
70%) and in the local elec-
tions last May, many wards
achieved turn-outs of only
25%.

The reasons for this are
not hard to find. With the
result a foregone conclusion
many Labour supporters
don’t bother to vote. But
more importantly, an
increasing number of Labour
voters in recent years have
stayed away from the polls
in protest at the failure of
Labour, either nationally or
locally,to do anythingabout
the appalling conditions in
this inner-London constit-
uency.

They no longer believe
that any party is willing or
able to do anything for
them.

stone.
Freeson’s letter is an

amazing web of truth and
semi-truth.

The most serious allegae
tion,in the light of the pre-
sent make-up of the NEC,
is that the ‘‘evidence of
unconstitutionalconduct[in
relation to the selection
procedure] is more than
primafacie’’.

This revolves around a
meeting held by the Left at
the beginning of Septem-
ber to discuss whom to
put up against Freeson,
and decide between Liv-
ingstone and Gerry Byrne
(of Socialist Organiser
and Women’s Fightback).

Freeson arguesthat:‘‘the
information shows clearly .

thatthere has been serious
unconstitutional conduct
over the Parliamentary
candidature and that any-
thingarising from it should
be considered invalid’’.
Theclear implicationis that
Livingstone should be
declared invalid as a can-
didate. (The same threat
was recently used against
left candidates in Oxford
CLP).

Wehaveto:
* condemn Freeson’s
action in seeking further
delay, .

@ demand the democratic
right to go ahead with
selection,
© defend
right to stand.

Livingstone’s

Southwark council was
dominated by .a right wing
and corrupt leadership for
many years. The new left-
wing council only came to
power six months ago and
has yet to prove that it is
prepared to mount a fight in
defence of the working class
of the borough.

Suggestions thdit the
Council may impose a rate

.

increase of the order of:
100% next spring indicate’
that they may prove unwill-
ing to mount such a fight
and thus lose more support.

The formation of the.
.

SDP has given some dis-
_illusioned Labour supporters.

an alternative to vote for.
since they would never vote” '

for the Tories (in the May =

local elections not a single
—Tory was returned to South-:

wark council from the wards
in Peckham constituency).-
But support for the SDP is
limited. The eleven Labour:
councillor defectors to the>:
SDP all lost their seats in
the May council elections
and the 33% share of the.

yote won by Taverne last
week was only achieved on
the basis of a massive elec-
tion campaign which they
could not hope to repeat at
a General Election.

Abstention still remains
the form of protest exercised
by Labour’s traditional sup-
porters in Peckham.If that
lost support is to be won
back, then Southwark
Labour Party must show by
its actions that now it is
controlled by the Left it will
act in the interests of the
working class of Southwark
by fighting to implementits
manifesto commitments and
confronting Heseltine_if
necessary rather than passing
on the costs to its support-
ers inthe form of massive
rate increases.

And Harriet Harman, as
the first of the three left
wing Prospective Parliament-
ary Candidates in Southwark
to get to Parliament, must
convince the working class
of Peckham that her victory
means a new style of repres-
entation of working class
interests.

Lewis bites
thedust

Arthur Lewis last week
becamethe.sixth Labour MP
to be “deselected” by his
local constituency party,
Newham North West.

At the selection meeting
Lewis received five votes and
was knocked out on the
secondballot.

Lewis was defeated by
Tony Banks, the 39 year
old chairperson of the GLC
arts and recreation commit-
tee. Banks emerged as the
victor from a shortlist of
six which included Dave
Wetzel (chairperson of the
GLC transport committee),
Mandy: Moore, Ken Palmer,
a local left wing councillor
and activist, and. former
Lambeth council leader Ted
Knight.

Lewis has been in dis-
favour with the constituency
party for several years. A
previous attempt to start
reselection proceedings was
dropped after he gave a firm
guarantee that he would not
stand again. When he
reneged on that promise
reselection wasstarted again.

An indication of the type
of politics Lewis represents
can be gleaned from his res-
‘ponse to some of the ques-
tions asked. For example,
he could not see any
political difference between
Tony Benn, Dennis Healey

and John Silkin.
He wants capital punish-

ment reintroduced, partic-
ularly to deal with looters,
whom he wants to be shot.
His racist comments in
Parliament and support for
Scientology, and his total
lack of any attempt to work
in the constituency madethe
end result a foregone conclu-
sion.

- .Banks’ selection is a tiny
part of the process of turn-
ing a local constituency
Labour Party outwards into
a more campaigning organis-
ation.

MIKE FOLEY

 
Available from SO,
28 Middle Lane, Lon.
don N8 for 60pincl.
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  LASTSaturday,30th,barely
one month after the Labour
party conference, and before
the right wing have chopped
any heads off, 101 Constit-
ency Labour Parties (CLPs)
sent delegates to discuss re-
sisting expulsions.

The ‘CLPs against the
witch-hunt’ conference,init-
iated by Hackney North
CLP,also had delegates from
67. YSs, 110 other Labour
Party organisations, and 22
trade union branches, etc.
There were 76 observers, 36
from CLPs.

The conference agreed
to establish a ‘Labour against
the witch-hunt’ campaign.

It was sponsored by 20
MPs. Les Huckfield, Ernie
Roberts, and Reg Race
spoke on Saturday, as well
as Audrey Wise and Ted
Knight. Dennis Skinner sent
a message of support.

There were a lot of Mili-
tant supporters at the con-
ference — appropriately,
since some of them are in
the frontline.

However, the way the
Militant comrades intervened
meant that muchof the con-
ference was polarised over
their proposal that we
should just elect one or two
delegates to the Militant-
dominated ‘Labour Steering
Committee Against the
Witch-Hunt’ (set up from a
conference on September
11),and dissolve.

So, ironically, those who -

are immediately threatened
were the least constructive

TEARScameto the eyes of
Mrs Thatcher here yester-
day as she stood for the
first time at the Berlin Wall
and looked out over the
watch towers, dog runs and
deathstrip dividingthe free
world from the horrors of
communistrule.

With a catch in her voice
and leaning forwardso that
she could scarcely be heard
over the Falklands Victory
Brass Band she whispered
to her aides: ‘‘I want one
of those! I want two’’.

Later she laid a wreath
of white lillieson the Reich-
stag memorial to those who
had died attempting to
cross the wall. ‘‘You have
got to see it to see the full
horror of it’’, she said
...

‘and you will.”’
“With our technology’’

she told a cheering crowd
of ecstatic West German
businessmen,‘‘therewon’t
be any white lilies in the
western world, Nobody will
get thatfar.”’

The dramatic trip to the
wall and the

_
contract

placed with the Soviet
Union for:. £200 million ©

worth of barbed wire, elec-
tric fencing ‘and 300 rabid
dogs has caused further
deep divisions within the
Western Alliance.

President Reagan is
reported to have teld the
British Ambassador:

JOHN
HARRIS
for the campaign.

They persisted despite
the harsh right wing message
from Wednesday’s NEC
meeting, despite approaches
from our Steering Commit-
tee before the conference,
and despite a letter from ten
MPs supporting the October
30 conference and urging a
constructive approach.

Militant’s belief, appar-
ently, is that they can best
fight on their own.

The division was a sectar-
ian one because the Steering
Committee’s alternative was

“The  broad’s gone
bananas. Whyallow those
Commie bastards. to get
theirhands on our currency
by buying their second
grade security. Haven't we
got enoughof our own?’’

But the Cabinetis likely -

to stand firm on its demand
to buy the Berlin Wall
assembly kit from Eastern
Europe becauseofthediffi-
culty of ensuring continu-
ous supplies from British
steel mills once they have
been shut down.

The new strategy has
been leaked from

_
the

Government’s Think Tank
proposals on election
‘boundary reorganisations.
Mrs Thatcher takes the
view that the Royal Com-
mission has not gone far
enough in throwing about
25 extra seats the Tories’
way.

After studying the long
term MORI and NOP
trends she became con-
vinced thatthe key division
in British politics is
between North and South
and that the Government
should recognise the divi-
sion.

Anywhere north of the
‘blue rinse’ line is to be
declared a free enterprise
zone mark 2. The wall will
mark the boundary of the
zones and the ‘govern-
ment’s new immigration

' ideological

gainst|

for an organisation directly
based on and accountable to
Labour Party © organisations
(in particular the CLPs), to
work side by side with the
‘Labour Steering Committee
against theWitch-Hunt’.

Virtually ail the delegates
who were not Militant supp-
orters voted for this,and for
maximum unity between the
two campaigns, including an
exchange of three delegates.

A numberof suggestions
were put before the confer-
ence by the Steering Comm-
ittee on how to begin organ-

lawswillstart to apply‘from
the start of thenew session.

To ensure the continu-
ation of British democratic
traditions the area north of
the wall will be allowed to
sendfive of its own repres-
entatives to Westminster
— preferably right wing
Labour MPswhowillagree
to join the Social Demo-
crats in a new ‘responsible
opposition united front’.

The second Berlin Wall
kit willbe held in reserve to
be erected at times of
national emergency.

Plan -

The NCB has already
floated a plan for closing
the Kent pits and offering
the miners  altemative
jobs in Yorkshire, and it
thought that the wall could
be used until alternative
campswereavailableto the
minersandtheirfamilies.

Mrs Thatcher has an
reason

_
for

wanting the wall in Britain
as well as a practical one.
She is known to believe
that her most effective
speeches have all been
made standing next to
monumental symbols of
repression and has few
opportunities to visit
Berlin. With her own wall
in Britain, Mrs Thatcher
could visit it once a week
and hurl abuse fram the

ising the resistance, and the
basic ‘groundrules’ were
overwhelmingly agreed:

* the need to reverse the
decision on theregister,

* unequivocal refusal to
expel socialists — no bending
before the inevitable threats
of disaffiliation;

* complete_solidarity
with any comrade expelled
or CLP disaffiliated.

The immediate suggest-
ions included rapid circula-
tion of the policiesagreed at
the conference to Labour
Party. organisations and trade 
ramparts at the forces of
evil encampedoutside.

Undesirables
The cornerstone will be

the ability to keep political
undesirables out of the
rangeof thepolicy creators.
A new Nationality Act will
introduce a new tier of
citizenship, whose boun-
daries will coincide with
Mrs Thatcher’s wall.

British women whose
husbands come from
beyondthewall will only be
allowed to settle in the
southif they can prove that
their husband has com-
plied with the regulations
and completed ten years
‘‘separation from contam-
ination’ as long term
unemployment is now
beingcalled.

The Think Tank has
already recommended
that the security forces on
the fence (known as
interzonal guides) should
be privatised.

As Mrs Thatcher said to
her Cabinet colleagues
when she showed her
holiday films in Cabinet.
“One day all this will be

Patrick
Spilling

. production

|\Opening shots in fight,vitch-hunt

Ted Knight addresses the conference

unions, to get support and
commitments of action; the

of a regular
newsletter to exchange in-
formation and_coordinate
action; and a lobby of the
Labour Party National Exe-
cutive meeting on November
24.

The conference establish-
ed a delegate-based and CLP-
dominated National Council,
to meet at least once every
two months. Any CLP supp-
orfing the campaign will
automatically have the right
to a delegate on the Council.

While the Council will
control the campaign, the
conference also elected a
working secretariat: Ernie
Roberts (chair), Joan Mayn-
ard and Reg Race (vice-c
chairs), Keith Lichman(secr-
etary), Gerry Hughes (treas-
urer), myself and Alan Free-
man (press/publicity), and
John Gardner.

Bodies
These bodies will have to

look at the weaknesses of
the conference.

There were only 20 trade
union branches, so a lot of
work will need to be donein
that area, particularly by the
trade union subcommittee of
the National Council — org-
anising a campaign in the
branches, establishing links
with BroadLefts, etc.

The trade union branches
represented at the conferen-

aeeeeeeeSocialist Organiser Alliance

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

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

groups are established in most large
towns.

Name...........eeeeeeeeeeee

Address.............2..::006;
To ‘Get Organised’ in the fight, or

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

ce have called a further
meeting for Saturday Nov-
ember 13, 2pm at County
Hall, London.

The other main area of
attention must be the CLPs
outside London — who
represented only half the
CLPspresent (54).

Size
The size of the confer-

ence, the votes for: clear
action, the establishment of
‘Labour Against the Witch-
Hunt’ — by any reckoning
these will be’shots across the
bowsof the NEC.

But there waslittle belief
in the Conference that the
right wing will be stopped by
warning shots. It will require
determined,united action.

Saturday’s conference
‘gives the skeleton for provid-
ing a lead in this. The job
now must be to put flesh on
the bonesby:

* campaigning for the
policies of ‘Labour Against
the Witch-Hunt’ and getting
commitments for action.

Organisations that came
to the conference should
meet and plan local and
regional. campaigns. The
London Labour Party reg-~
ional executive has circulat-
ed a call to all CLPs urging
them to refuse expulsions,
and pledging full support if
they do. Other Labour Party
bodies should be urged to
do likewise.

 
* Get sponsorships and

donations from labour move-
ment organisations_for
‘Labour Against the Witch
Hunt’. Campaign to affiliate
CLPsto it, and send a deleg-
ate to the National Council
meetings.

* Get delegates to the
November 27 regional con-
ferences organised by the
‘Labour Steering Committee
Against the Witch Hunt’, and
tesolutionsfor:
— policies similar to those
passed on October 30,
— the establishment of dem-
ocratically elected and acc-
ountable regional organisat-
ions, affiliated to both cam-
paigns,
— maximum unity between
the ‘Labour Steering Comm-
ittee Against the Witch
Hunt’ and ‘Labour Against
the Witch Hunt’, including
the exchange of three dele-
gates;

* Support the lobby of
the NEC called for 9am on
Wednesday November 24.
Send banners, delegations,
or messages of support.

Contact: c/o 107
Neville Road,
London N16

   
 
  
 
    



 
  

 -Polishworkers Reagan cashes
are impatient’
  
 

THERE ARE a number ofnational papers that are not‘interested in publicisingwhat is going on in Poland.They are concerned for —they would sayinternational
peace, but I would substitute‘the word ‘trade’ for ‘peace’.Recently I. saw a veryinteresting book, ‘VodkaCola’ [by Charles Levinson],about .the connections be-
tween Western industrialists
and the rulers in the Easternbloc. That seems to be theonly explanation.

For example — if youanalyse the way the Western
press, especially the English
press, reported August 31,you'll find they said that it
was inconclusive and thatthe demonstrations were not
as big as Solidarity hopedfor. Then a few days later, aPolish government spokes-
man said that demonstrat-ions were held in 55 cities.There are only 49 bigcitiesin Poland — so there hadbeen demonstrationsvirtually everywhere. ThePolish governmentsaid there
were about 100,000 peopleparticipating in thosedemonstrations.

.The press also playsdown the repression.It’s notjust that they kill a fewpeople on the street. Wehave very detailed informat-ion on torture being used on
a massive scale in Poland,and indiscriiminate use ofsubstances like paralysing
gases. A number of peoplehave been killed underinterrogation in police stat-ions and prisons.

Westill don’t understandwhy a large section of theBritish Left appears to thinkthat bad things happen onlyin South America or SouthAfrica.It’s not to belittle thefight they have — they have
an important fight, andwe're all for that.

Horrible thingshappen inSouth Africa, and we knowit. But also horrible thingshappenin Poland.
[There has been pressspeculation in Der Spiegelabout bringing KGB unitsmic Poland for November1°. That’s an absurd non-

sezse. The Polish secret serv-we Was trained from the very

 
£

by the KGB.

   
| Theze are officers who bare-
| Iy speak Polish. I know it
| Wed — I've beeninterrogated

7

Marek Garztecki
of the Solidarity
Trade Union Work-
ing Group spoke to
Socialist Organiser

a number of times by =police. The KGB have beenin for 37 years! I’ve seenthem!
My mother.was in prisonfor three years, and myfather for five, and they

were tortured, in the Stalin-ist period. They told me thatthe language they wereinter-
rogated in was Russian.

We don’t know exactlywhat will happen on Novem-ber 10. But certainly there
will be massive protests.Every time Solidarity hascalled for a protest, there hasbeen a protest.

The workers are getting
more angry with every pass-ing month. If you look atSolidarity communiquescoming out of Poland, the
emphasis has changed drasti-cally. There is muchlesstalk
of national agreement, and
more understanding thatit will be very difficult nowto sit at the same table asthe “people who are killingand torturing workers.

Probably this is beingrecognised on the govern-
ment side as well. There arealready some leaks fromPoland that Jaruzelski mightbe replaced.

Everyone knows nowthat Jaruzelski is a murderer.His hands are blood-stained..You know that Poland is aCatholiccountry, and Christ-ianity is a big influence, butI can’t imagine my comrades
are such good Christians thatthey will forgive him every-thing.

[Tadeusz Grabski,a ‘hardliner’ in the ruling party, hasrecently come out publiclyagainst Jaruzelski, sayingthat the country is inaos], Grabski is a repres-entative of the so-called hardline faction, the pro-Moscowfaction. But this division be-
tween the conservative, orhard-line, wing, and the lib-
eral wing,is artificial.

*
| pamphletfrom the Socialist Forum for Southern Africa“fy. ¥9p plus 20p postage. availablevia Socialistae". <* Middle Lane, London N8 SPL.
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Grabski is a close friendof Olzowski,who is present-ed as an arch harddiner inthe Western press. But the
same Olzowski who challeng-ed Kania and Jaruzelski from
a harddine position, alsopreviously challenged Gierekfrom a liberal position andmade overtures to the oppos-ition. So these challenges areartificial — the divisions arejust one more sign thatJaru-zelski is a failure.

[About the strikes on thebanning of_ Solidarnosc:]Just one day before thestrike broke in Gdansk, thetegional committee of Solid-arity issued an appeal saying:“At present, we consider ittoo early to start a generalstrike. The time is not yetright...”
Thefact that the workers

started the strike shows thatthey are very impatient.They’ve had enough andthey’re ready for very drasticaction. But on the otherhand
— and I wouldn’t like

to say it as a criticism — thestrikes might also show thatthere are still problems withcoordination and organis-ation.
Ld
On Wednesday November

. 10, the underground Solidar-
nosc leadership has called for

/an eight hourproteststrike.
And the InternationalTransport Workers’ Federa-tion has called for sympathyaction on the same day, such

as blacking of Polish trade
andships.
«Unfortunately the ITWF‘call’ seems to have got nofurther than Putting out a
Press release. But activists inunionsliketheTGWU,affil-iated to the ITWF,can usethe call to help Organise sup-
Port for practical action. 

 
  
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
   

by Bob Fine
THE fight to make the Anti-

-Apartheid Movement with-
drawits official opposition
to direct links between
unions in this country andindependent, non-racial
trade unions inside South
Africa continued at this
year’s AGM.

The Socialist Forum for
Southern African Solidary,(SOFSAS), a broad groupingof socialists including Social-
ist Organise: supporters, put
a resolution calling for the
AAM “to use its influence
and contacts in the British
trade union movement

.
. ..to support, strengthen and

extend those links between
British and South African
unions which are organisedin conjunction with the
independent, non-acial
trade unions in South
Africa.”

A further resolution was

the AAM to “promoteexchangevisits at all levels of
the Labour movement based
on the concrete need of

* South African workers, and
to assist in the formation ofinternational trade union
combine committees inthose companies which
invest in South Africa.”

Until now the attitude of

 

put by the CPSA calling for
-

non s
UPONthemangled bodies
andshattered ruins createdby Israel’s invasion ofLebanon, the Reagan ad-
ministration is attemptingwith barely disguised gleeto construct a new, react-ionary ‘peace’ in the Midd-le East at the expense ofthe Palestinian and Arab
masses.

The US warmongers be-
lievethattheheavymilitarydefeats inflicted by the Is-
raelis upon the PLO, theLebanese left militias andthe Syrian forces outsideLebanon, now create fav-
ourable conditions to forcehumiliating concessionsfrom the conservative lead-
ers of the Arab regimes.With brazen arrogance,
one State Department offi-
cial has summed up theadministration’s attitude
to thenew balanceof forces
in the Middle East:

‘*Webelievethetime has
cometo stop talking abouttalking about peace and
start sitting down at the
table, negotiating directlybetween Israelis andArabs and the UnitedStates”’ [Newsweek,1.11.82].

It is clear from theoutsetthat each of these three
components of Reagan’s
Proposed peacetalks havedifferent immediate ob-jectives and material inter-
ests — andthatin the pres-
ent phase of developmentsthe most decisive of thethreeis the USA.

It was handin glove with
US strategists that Israel’sZionist rulers embarked
upon their bloody invasion
of Lebanon with the
combined objective ofinflicting a blow on the

the AAM,reflecting that‘ofthe ANCandits trade unionwing, SACTU, has been
unreservedly hostile to theseProposals. They haveemployed a longlist of gen-erally bad arguments to sus-tain their opposition to thiselementary form’ of inter-national working class solid-arity.

Cast
Why has there been thisirrational hostility? Mainlybecause the non-racial trade

union

©
movement - amongblack workers, the strongestforce for change in South

Africa, has grown up inde-
pendently not only of the
apartheid state but also of
the ANC,the South African
CP and SACTU. They fear
that their own leadership
cannotcontroltheescalatingstruggle in South Africa; afear, in brief, that they can-
not keep black workers in
their place as a supporting
cast for a struggle directedby themselves.

Their opposition todirect union-to-unionlinks is
one example of a generallysectarian stance toward what
has in fact been the mostexciting development in the
South African struggle for
years — the tremendous
growth of non-zacial union-

Gemayel(left) wants Reagan’stroopsto-stay
PLO, smashing its armedalliance with the Leban-
ese left, and thus openingthe way to a stable rightwing regime and the re-construction of the armedforces in Lebanon.

Reagan’s men are de-lighted at the way Gemayelhas turned towards the US
and at his skillfullyjudgeddisplays of apparent inde-pendence from Israel,which should endear him
to Arab rulers, and securetheir financialsupport.But even his displays of‘independence’fit in neatlywith the US objective ofrestoring a strong state
apparatus in Lebanon.Gemayelhascalled for thewithdrawal of Israeli aswell as Syrian and PLOtroops from Lebanon — buthas combined this with anappeal for a long-term pre-
sence of a vast multi-nat-ional ‘peace-keeping’ force

Anti- Apartheid clings
to sectarianstance

ism. That is why theypretend that SACTU, basedmainly in exile,with noaffil-iated organisations in SouthAfrica, represents the entireblack working class, whilethey generally ignore theviews of the unions. whichactually have organised tensof thousands of blackworkers.
Well, what happened thisyear? The AAM executive

amended the CPSA resolu-tion to cut out any refer-
ence to direct union-to-union contact, meanwhilethey amended the SOFSASTesolution, seemingly in a‘friendly’ way, adding thecondition that “such solid-arity is pursued within the
contextof the policies of theAAMfortheisolation of theapartheid regime and in
support of the national liber-ation struggle.”

We of course acceptedthis amendment. So on the
one hand they opposeddirect links with their cus-tomary ferocity, and on theother hand they supportedthem with vaguely wordedconditions attached. No oneknows what the AAM posi-tion now is, but it is clearboth that they have

conceded some ground tothe demands of the trade
union movement

_
inside

 
of upwards
troops.

His visit to Washingtonbrought detailed discussion
on a rapid build-up ofAmerican arms supplies,
anda possible expansion ofthe present 1,200-strongUScontingentin the,multi.national force in Beirut.

Theidea of a large-scalebuild-upwould be to enablethe force to carry out oper-ations elsewhere in Leb-
anon. Already in BeirutFrench troops have assist-ed the Lebanese army inMassive raids and arrests
on Palestinians and Leb-
anese left-wingers — whileof course mounting noattack on the Phalangistright wing.

This is thekindof ‘peace’that Gemayel and his US
sponsors want to-see inLebanon. And to get it,theyare preparedto talk ofUS and other troops re-

of 30,000

South AfricaAAM apparatusContinue tolinks.
_We must try and turnthis shift into a foundationfor an entirely new approachto solidarity work:There was a resolutionfrom the local AA branch atYork complaining about theineffectiveness of solidarityaction taken by AAM in

support of striking blackworkers at Rowntree inSouth Africa, Against the
express wishes of Rowntreesupporting meetings organ-ised by the AAM, andagainst the wishes of thelocal Rowntree unions, thecampaign had been based onthe “Think Before You Eat”boycott slogan,

A Socialist Organiser sup-porter pointed out that JimTolton, a shop steward fromRowntree in Leicester, whohas been active in support ofsolidarity with black workersin South Africa, had beenfired.
.She called on the AAMto send a message of supportto Jim, a message of protestto the Management, and to

use their influence withinthe AUEWto insure that avigorous campaign is pursuedfor Jim’s reinstatement. We
must see to it that Jim is notleft in the lurch.

and that the
will

try to block

 

 

 

laughter —

maining stationed in the
country for two years or
more.

There is no real contra-diction between such plansand also discussing form-ulae for withdrawal ofIsraeli, Syrian and PLOforces from Lebanon.
The Zionists themselveshave put forward a three-

stage plan which beginswithevacuationof the8,000PLO guerillas still in the
country (including manyevacuated from Beirut whohave re-entered in the
North or in the Beka’aValiey), and envisages a
two step withdrawal ofSyrian and Israeli forces.

In exchange they want aguarantee of security of theborder with Israel and
Permanent exclusion ofSyrian troops and PLO
guerrillas.

The Zionists look first
and foremost to the recon-
struction of the Lebanese
armed forces and_ statemachine as the means toachievethisobjective.

But this same immediateobjective is also tacitlysupported by the right-wing Arab regimes, who
saw the powerful fightingalliance between the PLO
and the Lebanese left as a
greaterthreatto their polit-ical stability than thePhalangistright wing.The wealthy Saudi andKuwaiti and other ArabLeague regimes financiallysponsored the-30,000-strong Syrian presence as a

moveto control this situa-tion in Lebanon.
They can now be expec-

.ted to channel hefty sumswith the begging bowl
extended by.Gemayel forthe reconstruction of the
Lebanese army and econ-‘New
Turkish
trials

ON OCTOBER6, the Sec-
ond Military Court of mart-ial law in Istanbul ordered
thearrest of 18 trade union-ists and senior membersof democratic associations;and so far death penaltieshave been demanded ag-ainst ten of them.

Moreover, the military
prosecutor, who has let thetrial of 52 DISK trade unionleaders drag on since Dec-
ember 1981, has decided to
turn into a mammoth trial,by including each of the 29federations which are affil-iated to DISK.

This means that the ‘18’
are to be brought to trialtogetherwiththe ‘52’.Consequently, the num-ber underthreatof a deathPenaltyhas risen to 62.

In thesamepress release
as announces the order toarrest the 18, the DISKoffice in exile states that:“With regard to the bann-ing of the Solidarity tradeunion in Poland, DISK
asserts its firm adherenceto the principles of freetrade unionism, as statedby theInternationalLabourOrganisation”. -
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CIA OPERATION EXPOSED

 
 

INA chill warning to anyone
who might underestimate
the determination of the
Reagan administration to
roll back revolutionary
struggles in Central America,
Newsweek magazine has un-
covered a major CIA operat-
ion aimed against the Sandi-
nista regime in Nicaragua.

A major expose publish-
ed this week points to the
build-up of CIA forces in
Honduras and their links
with former members of the
notorious National Guard of
deposed Nicaraguan dictator
Somoza,

The operation is super-
vised by US ambassador to
Honduras, John D Negro-
ponte, infamous for his act-
ivities in Vietnam, andselec-
ted for his utterly unscrupul-
ous dealings with torturers
and butchers,

Also involved are top fig-
ures in the Honduran milit-
ary apparatus, and a squad
of 20 ‘advisers’ sent by
the Argentine militaryjunta,
who (contrary to reports
during the Falklands war)
have continued their activi-
ties without interruption.

The Newsweek report is
plainly published now in
order to ‘blow the whistle’
on what it judges to be a
dangerous and potentially
embarrassingadventure.

It alleges that a mixed
force, comprising Miskito
Indians, miscellaneous react-
ionary forces inside Nicar-
agua itself, and gangs of
Somocistas financed from
Miami, is being pieced to-
gether by Argentine and CIA
instructors in ten bases.

Apparently the operation
began under the guise of
intercepting supplies of
arms from Cuba and Nicar-Upagainst_imp

David Norris of the

 

Plans by the USagainst
Nicaragua,parallelling
the Bay of Pigs operation
against Cuba in 1961,
have recently been
exposed. Harry Sloan
reports.

agua to the guerilla fighters
of El Salvador, but it has
since escalated to a whole-
sale perspective of sabotage
and hit-and-run strikers ag-
ainst Nicaraguan targets,
with hopes of toppling the
Sandinistas and establishing
a right wing government.

They leave no room for
doubt as to the politics of
such a regime. One CIA
protege is quoted as saying:

“Come the counter-revo-
lution, there will be a mass-
acre in Nicaragua. We have a
lot of scores to settle. There
will be bodies from the

Negroponte... infamous

National Gay Feder-
ation in Southern
Ireland spoke to
Will Adams

Fightingfor 
 

border to Managua
capital] ”.

Somoza’s National Guard
had long becn a byword for
bestial terror until they were
routed by the Sandinistas in
1979. And despite talk of
restoring ‘democracy’ in
Nicaragua, the CIA opera-
tion has madeno links with
the more ‘moderate’ count-
er revolutionary current in-
volving renegade Sandinista
Eden Pastora and former
coalition junta member
Alfonso Robelo — relying
instead solely upon_the
blood-lust of the Somocistas.

[the

Pigs
It is partly this — bring-

ing the danger that the
counter-revolution will be as
isolated and fall as flat as
the CIA’s catastrophic ‘Bay
of Pigs’ adventure against
Cuba in 1961 (see pp.10-11)
— which alarms Newsweek.
But the authors also warn
that the operation could
unleash unexpected probl-
ems in Honduras itself,
where at present a delicate
facade of a civilian presiden-
cy conceals the brute reality
of military rule.

But American efforts to
destabilise the Sandinistas
by military and economic
Means appear to be well
advanced, The US-owned
fruit monopoly, Standard
Fruit, whose banana opera-
tion was one of the biggest
employers in Nicaragua, has
announced that it is to
withdraw from the country.
The economyremainsfirmly
on the rocks, with the Reag-
an administration losing no
chance to increase the level
of disarray.

Which makes it even
more laughable for the anti-

What is the current legal
position for lesbians and
gay menin Ireland?

Lesbians aren’t specif-
icallycovered by thelaw, as
in England, except on the
question of custody of
children for lesbian
mothers.There have beena ©

numberof cases of discrim-
inationonthis.

For gay men we have the
position as in England
before’ 1967 (when laws
were passed legalising
male gay sex under very
restricted conditions). The
1861 Offences Against the
Person Act, which made
buggery illegal, and the
1885 Labouchere Amend-
ment to it, which extended
the Act to cover acts of
gross indecency (which in
practice means any male
gay sex), still apply in full
to the Free State. These
laws were passed by an
imperial parliament and
have never been discussed
by the Free State parlia-
ment except one time when
Noel Browne put down a
question at our prompting.

Under De Valera’s 1937
Constitution of the Free
State all imperial laws, i.e.
laws passed while England
controlled Ireland, remain
in force except where they
conflictwith the provisions
of the constiitution. We
argue that this law conflicts
with sections 40 and 41
which cover human rights,
right to privacy, right to
equal treatment,etc.

 
communist Newsweek to
wain that another outcome
of the CIA adventure is that:

“The Sandinistas have
used the attacksas an excuse
to spend an estimated § 125
million on defence this
year”,

The Sandinistas want no
such excuse — and canplain-
ly illafford such money.

Jointly
But with full-scale milit-

ary manoeuvres, involving
the US army,navy, and air
force, jointly with the Hond-

uran armed forces, scheduled
for the Nicaraguan border
areas in December, there is
no- question that the threat
they face is a real and
growing one.

The best defence against
such attacks is both the
arming of the Nicaraguan
workers and peasants in
local-based defence squads,
and the arming of other
forces in struggle against
imperialist-backed regimesin
Central America,

O'Leary quits
THEinstabilityof the Fian-
na Failgovernmentin the 26
Counties, which depends on
the parliamentary votes of
the so-called Workers’ Party
to stay in office, has inevit-
ably kept politics in the
Republic at the simmering
point.

For the LabourParty the
prospect of an election ‘any

erial laws
 

We're currently taking
this up through the
Supreme Court. If we lose
there we’ll go to the Euro-
pean Court of Human
Rights. In view of Jeff
Dudgeon’s case (Jeff
Dudgeonis a gay man from
the North of Ireland who
took the British govern-
ment to theEuropean Court
of Human Rights and won
his case which has forced
the British government to
change the law on homo-
sexuality for the North of
Treland) we feel we have a
good chance of winning in
Strasbourg.
Whatis it like to be gay in
Ireland?

This depends very much
on class and economic
Position. For professional
people withsecurejobsit is
quite easy to beopenly gay.
For workers in places such
as public transport coming
out at workis very difficult.
Some of our members have
comeout at work — this is
very important for chang-
ing the attitude of their
workmates.

.I fought in my union —

the Irish Federation of
University Teachers — to
put a motion to the Irish
Congress of Trade Unions
committing all affiliated
unions to defending gay
workers. The motion was
passed in July this year. 1.
foundtheblue collar unions
generally took a_ better
stance thanthe white coi!ar

unions.
This is the first time any

such motion has_ been
passed. Next year we hope
to build on this motion by
putting a motion committ-
ing the Education Officer
to prepare a programmeof
education on the problems
of gay workers.

So far this year there
have been four anti-gay
murders of gay people in
Dublin and Cork. Some of
the parks in Dublin which
used to be used for cruising
are now very dangerous for
gay men to enterat night.
Gangs of young men will
lure gay men into the
bushes, beat them up and
rob them.

I see two main reasons
for the rising incidence of
attacks on gay people. One

- is the recession. For youngunemployed people
robbinggay menis a fairly
easy source of income. The
other is the ideology of the
Catholic Church. The
Church argues that homo-
sexuality is a grave sin.
This provides some excuse
for gay bashing.

The medical profession
generally takes a conserva-
tive attitude on homosex-
uality. Homosexuality is
still classifiedas an illness.
There have been cases of
gay people being treated
for their ‘‘illness’’.

There is a small but
growing commercial gay
scene, mainly in Dublin.
These have no_ political

commitmentto fighting for
gay rights.
Whatare the activities of
the National Gay Feder-
ation?

Wetake legal action —

both trying to change the
law and taking up cases of
individuals.

We run a_ counselling
service, offering sympa-
theticadvice to gaypeople.

We campaign through
political parties, trade
unions and ‘the media for
better treatment for gay
people.

- We also have a social
side. We run discos at our

<# centre every night. These
provide a safe place for gaypeople to socialise. It also
means that, unlike the
commercial gay scene, the
revenue from gay people’s
recreation goes into the
fight for gay rights. We
also showgayfilms.
Whatis the involvementof
lesbiansin theNGF?

Thursday evenings °at
the centre are womenonly.
This me. ns that the disco
and counselling service that
evening are run by and for
lesbians. Of the 18
members on the Executive
Council of the NGF, three
are women. I estimate
about 10% of our members
are women.

There is also a separate
lesbian campaign, Libera-
tion for Irish Lesbians,
which we workwith.

time now’ poses sharply the
questions that has dominat-
ed the Party’s life for the last
dozen years: coalition.

The alternative to Fianna
Fail is a coalition of the Lab-
our Party and Fine Gael, a
conservative party with a
thin veneerofliberalism.

Labour has formed coali-
tions with Fine Gael three
times since 1973. But the
Labour Party rank and file
has time and time again
challenged coalition, at a
cost of successive purges.

The abortive coalition
formed between Labour and
Fine Gael last year opted for
a savagely monetarist and
anti working class approach
to the chronic problems of
the Irish economy, and was
brought down becauseofit.
A mood developed in the
Labour Party rank andfile,
and the affiliated trade
unions, questioning the
whole philosophy of coalit-
ion.

Renegade
At the Labour Party con-

ference last week, the Party
leader, Michael O’Leary, a
renegade leftist and many
times a minister, was repudi-
ated when he asked for
support for a new Coalition.
A ‘compromise’ was carried
to put the motion to the
Party ifand when it becomes
an option.

One unqualifiedly good
result is that O'Leary has
resigned as leader and feft
the party, perhaps to join
Fine Gael. However, the
Parliamentarians willcertain-
ly try to manoeuvre the
party into a coalition. Dick
Spring, elected by the Lab-
our TDs [MPs] to replace
O'Leary as leader, is an
open supporter ofcoalition.

Frank Higgins 
  



    
  

  

  
  

  
   

Needed: powerin
-theParty!

THIS year’s Greater London
Labour Women’s Conference
took place on Saturday 30
October at the University of
London Union.

_

The conference seemed
muchbetter than last year’s.
It had a Standing Orders
Committee, albeitunelected,
who had written standing

women holding important
posts in the Labour Party to
fight for any of the demands
made by women. And it was
clear from the Annual Con-
ference that men are not
only not prepared to fight
for greater representation of
women in the Party, but
are quite prepared to fight to

all or some of the motions
for positive discrimination
but in the endall the resolu-
tions were carried.

There were two impor-
tant composite motions on
social provisions and the
National Health Service.

The first covered two
areas. It called on the Parlia-

orders and organised a good oppose it. ~ mentary Labour Party to
agenda. It is all right to pass introduce legislation to

However, many things token motions on abortion change the way in which
haven’t changed. The and child care, but they pay, tax, social security and
Greater London Labour don’t want to encourage pensions are awarded, where
Women’s Committee still|women to take an active part women are often defined as
replies to every debate just
before the vote.

Things have improved
slightly in that the proposer
now has the right of reply.
However only one person
exercised this right, so all
but one of the debates ended
with the last word coming
from the committee.

The real frustration. of
this conference and other
Labour Women’s Confer-
ences, is that the motions
passed have little chance of
getting anywhere.

They may be discussed
and referred to some other
committee, next year, or not
at all. There are too few

THE BLINDalley of a wom-
en’s movement that fails to
break from the political part-
ies of big business and turn
towards the labour move-
mentis vividly illustratedby
the recent conference of the

in decision making.
This frustration was

reflected in the number of
motions and amendments in
the organisation debate.

.

It was also the subject
of the Women’s Fightback
fringe meeting at lunchtime.

Both the debate and the
fringe meeting held an
important message.
want to see our most basic
demands adopted as party
policy and truly fought for,
we must gain more power
within the party itself.

This was the longest and
most heated debate of the
day, with several Militant
supporters speaking against

NOW -or
women.

The line put by outgoing
president Eleanor Smeal and
her successor Judith Gold-
smith was that the only way
to defeat the attacks on
women’srights unleashed by,,

If we =

dependents.
The second part called

for action specifically on the
issue of unemployment
benefit and a woman’s right
to work. Most importantly
it proposed that a leaflet be
produced publicising the dis-
criminatory aspects of the
Rayner report, and that this
be sent out to Labour Party
Women’s Sections who
should undertake to distri-
bute it in benefit offices and
centres for the unemployed.

The National Health Ser-
vice’ composite condemned
the vicious policies being
pursued by the Tory govern-
ment against the NHS.

neve
little reference to work in
the unions. ‘

And the platform strugg-
led with considerable success
to avoid any commitment to
mobilise- in solidarity with
black and racial minority

r?

Rose Chapman
reports

It called for united action
to reverse the cuts and
secure a decent wage for
Health Service workers.

Both composites
carried.

Next year’s conference
will, I think, be much

were

 

that, as one delegate pointed
out:

“We are suffering blows
because the Democratic and
Republican parties are opp-
osed to our rights. As long as
we give moneyto candidates

changed from this year’s,
with the newly elected
Standing Orders Committee
making some much needed
changes in the structure of
the conference.

Fa
The. 200 Asian_workers,
mainly women, onstrikefor
union recognition at Randi’s
quilt factory in Smethwick,
havé been receiving help
with picketing from local
Labour Party members.

Some of the Labour
Party members, stewards at
BL, have been helping the
strikers organising the
pickets.

Representatives of the
strikers spoke to a TGWU
Broad Left meeting in Bir-

 
7 Defend

A i ! Reagan and the right wingTM women. running in those parties, we|)‘”ingham last Saturday, and 1

American National Organisa- was through electing -

.

are just spending money to made contact with TGWU
tion of Women (NOW). ‘progressive’ capitalist Support for an anti Ku defeat ourselves”. members from the Sandhar OW edn

The conference, at the politicians. Klux Klan demonstration That ‘certainly sums upJ4d Kang cash and carry
beginning of October,attrac-
ted over 3,000 delegates and
observers:. but the outcome
of three days of discussions
was the re-election of a right
wing leadership and a com-
mitment to raise §3 million
to support campaignsfor the
election of DemocraticParty
candidates.

A mere handful of trade
unionists and little over one

In accordance with this,
the platform sought andsec-
ured a mandate to engage in
‘realistic’.wheeling and deal-
ing with candidates who may
not even agree with NOW
policies, and fought off most
attempts to commit the
NOWto any form of active
struggle.

Their political hostility

was voted down, and only
against the vehement opposi-
tion of the leadership was a
resolution carried which in-
structed them to establish
their first full-time admini-
strative post for a racial
minority member.

And a resolution calling
for a demonstration against
the attack on abortion rights
was manoeuvred out by the

thepolitical content of a
bourgeois women’s move-
ment such as NOW.

The struggle for women’s
rights, a struggle against the
divisive and oppressive
‘norms’ and values upheld
and reinforced by the capit-
alist class and its state appar-
atus, can succeed only as a
struggle which bases itself on
the forces opposed tocapit-

 
 
  

  
  
  

 

  

warehouse, who are also on
strike.

.

Unfortunately the TGWU
has not offered much official
support yet. Even though
the strike is official, the
strikers have yet to receive
any money or supporting
actionfrom theirunion.

Despite the support from
Labour Party members, a
Labour councillor, Satwam

POW YEAN cameto Eng-
land in 1979 to look after
herailingparents in Leeds.
‘She has lived here since
then, and her parents atill
needherhelp, due to inad-
equate state provision.

In April, her sister
Pow Shien Leong won her
fight to -allow her son,
Chun Hee;+to live with her

and does not know who her
natural parents are. She
did not even know she was
adopted till the Home
Office told her.

The HomeOffice case is
that she is not the legallyadopted daughter. They
also say they are not
satisfied thatshe meets the
requirements for perman-

per cent of black and Latin to the American workers’ moving of ananodynesubst- lism — the working class Singh Moham,has put out a . ] 0

women participated in the movement wasdemonstrated_itute which set its sights on—_and the labour vnovernent. joint statement with several im England. Now the ent residence in. this
conference, whose platform by the fact there was not the 1984elections. = (Information from The{§/ndian employers, support- Home Office have decided country.
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It was the first national meeting of NHS shop stew-
ards since the dispute started seven months ago.

The TUC Health Services Committee did not cail
the meeting. In fact, they even refused an invitation
to attend, and local union officials went out of their
way to discourage stew-
ards from attending.

The. Sheffield and Leice-
ester stewards’ committees
had to take the initiative
themselves. _

Despite the difficulties of
contacting stewards
throughout the country,
Edinburgh, Glasgow,Belfast,
Derry, Cardiff, Oxford,
Leicester, Sheffield, Coven-
try, Plymouth,Wolverhamp-
ton, London, and Manchest-

|

er wereall represented..
Discussion centred round

how to make thecall forall-
out action a reality. A few

.

of the stewards present
seemed to haveall but given
up — butonly a few.

Several resolutions were
passed [see inset] on cam-
paigning for a ‘yes’ vote,
on November8, on coordin-
ating local NHS committees,
and on establishing joint
action committees of NHS
and other workers.

Rejected
Anotherresolution, from

the Leicester and Nether
Edge stewards’ committees,
was rejected by the confer-
ence. Some of its proposals
were contained in other res-
olutions, but its central
point, that an all-out indef-
inite strike should take place
from November 8, was con-
sidered by a substantial maj-
ority to be unrealistic.

Those favouring the
resolution said that we
couldn’t wait for individual
union consultation, because
the dispute would lose mom-
entum. Areas where it was
‘possible should take decis-
ions at mass meetings to
start on November 8, and
fight to involve therest.

Speakers supporting the
Northern Ireland resolution
(see inset) argued that be-
cause areas which have pre-
viously attempted all-out

 

Jane Rees reports
on the national
meeting of 150
NHS stewardsin
Sheffield on
October 30

strikes have been defeated
by isolation, a successful
all-out action must be nat-
ional. After seven monthsof
the dispute we need an
active and intensive cam-
paign to convince the mem-
bership that it is possible to
win.

Some CoHSE members
argued that although a
lengthy consultation was
disastrous, many CoHSE
militants had fought for
democracy in the union
and.now wanted an emerg-
ency recall conference. A
demand for completion of
the. consultation by the
end of November, togeth-
er with a January start to
all-out action, would make
possibile a successful cam-
paign to get members from
all the unionsout.

It is significant that
no-one proposing a Novem-
ber 8 start was able to
point to even one area (let
alone their own) wherewill-
ingness to strike indefinitely
from that day had been
indicated.

Socialist Organiser supp-
orters argued for the North-
ern Ireland resolution, and
against that from Leicester
and Nether Edge. Our
assessment was that at this
stage of the dispute a
patchy indefinite strike
would lead to a crushing

JOHN
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ed, protracted,

The meeting called on Bickerstaffe andNUPE leaders to

 
campaign forall-outstrike in the same style thatScargilldid
in the coalfields
defeat.

The tactics in the North-
ern Ireland resolution allow
us to build on the strengths
so far, create the conditions
for the widest possible all-
out action, and give the min-
imum leeway to those in the
bureaucracy who want to
end the dispute in a confus-

piecemeal
collapse, and huge demoral-
isation.

The conference was also
addressed by a representative
of the Yorkshire area execu-
tive of the NUM. Although
NUM members nationally
had voted against action on
their own claim, he stressed
to us that the miners were
still ready to fight on our
behalf.What we mustsalvage
at all costs in this dispute
wasthetrade union organisa-
tion and consciousness built
up duringit.

We heard fromNorthern
Ireland, where stewards are

. strongly. organised in local
committees and meet on a
regional basis:

Thestruggle of the health
workers has become an
inspiration to all workers in
Northern Ireland. On Sep-
tember 22 in Belfast, a mass
demonstration was joined,
uniquely, by both Falls and
Shankill Road taxis. In
Derry, one sixth of the pop-
ulation attended a demonstr-
ation which crossed the
bridge that divides the
Protestant and Catholic
sectors.

Unfortunately the rest
of the morning was a very
sterile, abstract debate.
Rather than bringing reports
from their areas and drawing
conclusions on the basis of
experience, speakers indulg-
ed themselves in party
political broadcasts.

Some argued ‘build the
links, ignore the bureau-
cracy’; others, thatan all-out.
strike couldn’t win, a general
strike couldn’t win, and that.
it was a political struggle to
change the government
(counterposed to any action
on the pay dispute).

A national steering
committee was formed,
with delegates from each
area. If this is built up it
could become a pole of
attraction for NHS stewards
which the TUC will be
unable simply to ignore.

NUPE and CoHSE members
at Cardiff Royal Infirmary
last. week took solidarity
Strike action in support of
17 victimised seamen from
the scientific research ship
Discovery.

CRI struck for 24 hours
on Friday October 29, while
the University Hospital
MUPE branch came out on
theprevious Monday.

On both days Barry
docks were successfully pick-
eted by seamen and heaith
workers.

The 17 were toj/d they
‘would not be re-employed’
on the ship’s next voyage
because of the action they
had taken :n solidarity with
the health workers. During
the August week of action,
the crew struck for five days,.

 

oO
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In view of the weak call
made by the unions for Nov-
ember 8, the Sheffield con-
ference called for local
committees to take it upon
themselves to get the mem-
bers out and organise flying
pickets on the day.

A motion from the Coventry
health service action com-
mittee put forward a model
resolution for stewards to
take back to their individual
unionsto establish a national
structure, from local joint
stewards’ organisations to
national negotiating bodies.

The model resolution is
to call on the TUC, reg-
ional TUCs, and
committees and NECs of
the NHSunionsto:

* maintain and develop
the role of the local NHS
coordinatingcommittees,

* through these commit-
tees, developed full joint
shop stewards’ committees
with the right to negotiate
at locallevel,

* develop regional com-
mittees composed of demo-
cratically elected represent-
atives of JSSCs, serviced by
full-time officers of health
unions,

* establish a TUChealth
union negotiatingcommittee
responsible to a_ national
committee of representatives
elected from the regional
joint committees for both
negotiationsand the conduct

. of industrial disputes.
~

Ceicester and Nether Edge
(Sheffield) committees pro-
posed a motion calling for
“the establishment in each
area of delegate committees

Health
Workersfor
the Full
Claim:c/o
78 High St,
Atherton, :
Lancashire.

1

keeping the ship in dock in
Newfoundland, Canada.

After receiving written
guarantees of no victimisa-
tion, they agreed to sail the
ship home. The day after
leaving port, after an att-
empt to discipline the con-
venor,
overtime ban which contin-
ued until the ship dockedin
thiscountry.

The ban meant thatoffi-
cers had to wash their own
dishes and make their own
bunks.

The owners, the National
Environmental Research De-
partment, claim the men
have been disciplinednot be-
cause of the five day solidar-
ity strike but because their
overtime. ban contravened
Article 30. of the 1970 Mer-.

 

regional

the crew began an.
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of health workers strike
committees and representat-
ives of workers taking solid-
arity action, in order to
coordinate solidarity action
and the struggle to defeat
the Tory [anti-union] laws
[which, make such action
illegal] “’.

Sympathy
action

“This meeting recognises
that an indefinite strike in
the health service (with acci-
dent and emergency cover)
must be linked to wide-
spread and prolonged sym-
pathy action outside the
NHS. It therefore calls on
the TUC Health Service
Committee to request the
General Council to involve
the other unions in sym-
pathy strike action in the
event of an indefinite strike
in the NHS”.

— Organising Committee

“This meeting urges theTUC
Health Service Committee
to refuse all future offers,
however favourable, if they
are funded in part from
current expenditure [i.e.
paid for by cuts].

— Organising Committee

“This conference congrat-
ulates the initiative shown
by the Sheffield and Leicest-
er health service shop stew-
ards committees in conven-
ing a national conference of
the health service
stewards.

We recognise the tremen-
dous determination of health
workers to force this Tory
government to concede the
12% pay claim. Regrettably,

chant Shipping Act. Under
this law, crew can get two
years’ jail or a £1000 fine
for taking industrial action
while at sea. The convenor,
Musa Nogan, rejects -this as
a crude attemptto divide the
seventeen.

He believes that they
have been victimised for the
solidarity action, and the
decision to do this has prob-
ably come from quite a high
level.

Offers
Musa spoke to NUPE and

CoHSE meetings at the
Infirmary last week, and
there was unanimous supp-
ort for solidarity action.

Since then offers of
support have started to come

“still

shop

             
 

 

the leadership of the TUC
Heaith Service Committee
has been found wanting, and
has consistently failed to
match the resolve of their
membership to win this
dispute.

Nonetheless, even at this
late stage the dispute can

be won. A campaign
amongst the membership of
those unions not already
committed to an_ all-out
strike must be launched
from andby this conference.
We must convince members
of NALGO, CoHSE,ete to
vote yes for an all out strike.

The consultation of these
members must be organised
efficiently and — quickly.
There is no reason why the
results cannot be known by
the end of November.

As the consultation is
drawing to a close, the TUC
must convene a similar con-
ference of all health service
local coordinating commit-
tees and joint shop stewards
committees. If the TUCfail
to do this, this conference
agrees to reconvene and
discuss the future strategy.

H the ballots favour an
all-out strike, a deadline
early in January should be
fixed for the Tories to
increase the offer. On that
date if ho new offer has been
madean all out strike must
be called, with accident and
emergency cover only being
provided.

Finally, the role of local
coordinatingcommittees and
JSSCs must extend to other

SIYEVHNHOrF

 

 

battles facingthe health serv- .

ice workers. These bodies
must be retained after the
pay dispute to coordinate
resistance against the Tories’
vicious attempts to
ducecutbacks, redundancies,
privatisation, and eventually
the destruction of the NHS
itself’.

— North and West Belfast,
and Derry,local coordinat-

ing committees.

A resolution from the Great-
er Manchester stewards’
committee called for a lobby
of the CoHSE national exec-
utive meeting on November
3, to demand thattheexecu-
tive calls for a vote for all
out action and urgently
convenes a delegate confer-
enceto decide.

in thick and fast. NUPE
branches in hospitals at
Liwynypia, Aberdare and
Bridgend, have pledged supp-
ort. as has the NUM Mardy
lodge.

The sister ship of the
Discovery, the Challenger,
has been blacked and is
trapped in dock in Ardross-
an, Scotland.

The NUS Cardiff branch
has called on their own exec-
utive to cal a nationalstrike
over the victimisations.
Health workers in port
towns should make a special
effort to contact NUS bran-

_

ches to offer support for the
Barry 17.

Martin
Barclay
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British Leyland workers

should not be blamed for
their 23,000-11,000 vote
last week rejecting a series
of 1 day per week token
strikes and an overtime ban
in pursuanceoftheir£16.00
per week wage claim.

 
as a whole.

BL have not only held the
workforce to roughly 54% %

“The T&G'sHawley backed the two-year deal...

 
“Lastyear ’s monumentalsell-out haslefta bigcredibilitygap”

this year and 542% next
year plus a few- marginal
improvementsin conditions
— theyhave emerged once
again as the trail-blazers
for the engineering indust-
ry, this timein the fight to
establish two year deals on

As in the past, BL
seri-

leadership problem

Butthereisnodoubt that—_pay and conditions.their vote creates a veryserious situation for the workers facedtrade unions within BL and gys
jership oe

the trade union movement from theoutset.
Last year’s monumental

sell-out — in which a verypowerful strike was called

 

off after two days out,
despite no change (for the
better) in the offer — has
left a- big credibility gapbetweenthe leadership and
themembership.

This gap got wider when
the delegate conference of
representatives from the
plants voted te overturn the
decision taken by a massive
majority at a series of mass
meetings,to reject theprin-
ciple of a two-yeardeal and
negotiate only for a one
year contract.

But worse was to come.
After negotiations with

managementproduced only
- an additional 50p per week
on the2 year offer, or alter-
natively a lower (3.8%)
offer on a one year basis:
The negotiating committee
voted to reject both offers
andrefer the form of action

_to be taken to a delegate
conference the following
day.

That conference was a
disaster!

There were three resol-
utions in front of it. One
from Longbridge called for
1-day strike per week plus
an overtime ban. One from
the Cowley assembly plant
called for an all-out strike;
and another called for
acceptance of the 2 year
deal.

After a sharp debate the
Longbridge resolution,
which was essentially moti-
vated by the Communist
Party through convenor
JackAdams,wascarriedby
a substantialmajority.

In fact Adams bulldozed
it through byinsisting that

thiswas theonly resolution
which would be carried out
at Longbridge. Given the
predominance of the
Longbridge vote, it was an
ultimatum.

It is difficult to believe
‘that those pushing such a
‘line would not know its
-effects on rank andfileBL
workers, who are not look-

-ing for a soft way of fight-
ing,but were closelywatch-
ing their leaders to see if

“they were serious; for anyindication of whether this
“year they were prepared to
“fight.

Token strikes and over-“timebans — withtheliving
“example of such action
being the health workers,
now 6 monthsinto theirdis-
pute — would so obviously
‘give out very negative
signals.

Whilst there is no means
of assessing every plant,
the piecemeal policy
appears to have been decis-
ive in swinging the vote
against action.

Jack Adams presumably
seriouslymisread the situa-
tion at Longbridge, since at
the delegate conference he
assured delegates that he
was putting forward a
policy which he

_
could

ensure support for his own
plant.

Adams opposed moves
-on theLongbridge stewards
committee to strengthen
the line put to the mass

- meeting bycallingfor an all
out strike if there was no
‘settlementafter two weeks.
He then wentonto lose the

.. vote for his own more timid

policy by a margin of 2-1.
In Cowley there were

different conditions in the
two plants; Body and
Assembly.

In the Body Plant, where
a very militant labour force
wasbitterlyopposed to one
day strikes, the right-wing
leadership was determined
to block any more militant
and therefore more palat-
able alternative.

The delegate conference
resolution was put to the
mass meetingwithnoalter-
native, and was over-
whelmingly defeated —

under conditions where
every indication:was that a
resolution for an all-out
strike would have been
carried easily.

In the Assembly Plant,
things were different.
The Shop Stewards Comm-
ittee recognised the weak-
ness in thepolicy and voted
in line with the defeated
proposal at Longbridge, to
put an additional proposal
for an all-out strike after
two weeks.

At the major mass meet-
ing on day shift the 2 to 1
vote in favour of action was
largely influenced by that
perspective. .

.

The role of the national
leaders of the main unions
involved should be noted.
Ken Cure, AUEW Execu-
tive Councilman, moved
acceptance at the JNC the
first time the 2 year deal
wasoffered.

Grenville Hawley,
National Officer of the
TGWU,also worked forits
acceptancefrom theoutset.

 
JackAdams, Longbridge convenoranmember,pushedthedisastrous ‘one day strikes’policyBL: don’t blame the

membership!
 

In fact even before the
delegate conference over-
turned the membershipmandate, he wasproposing‘exploring the avenue’ of a
two year deal ‘to see how
far thecompany would go’.

At that stage the JNC
was adding new demands
to make the trade union
claim appropriate to a two
year deal — such as the
right to renegotiate after a
year (which BL.of course
rejected!)

Analysingand explainingthe sell-out however does
not alleviate the problem,
now facingBL workers.

This setback comesafter
4 years of sell-outs, each of
which has been used to
increase

. managementauthorityand step up the
attackson theshopfloor.

As was stressed by
TGWU convenor Bob Fryer
at the Cowley Assembly
mass meeting, this wagereview was not just about
wages.

It was about the balance
of power in the plants
between the Trade Unions
and the management. It
was about the treatment
that workers are receiving
at thehandsof supervisors.

It was about the massive
speed up taking place |

constantly on the tracks.

 
 
   

 

... 30 did AUEW’s Cure
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d Communist Party

It was about defending
those’ agreements which
are still left and fighting to
re-establish those destroy- -

ed by management in
recent months.

On all these things the
national trade union
leaders again seriously
failedthe test. In fact they
were, as on so many
occasions in BL, on the
opposite side of the fence
from the members they
supposedly represent.

Those in the decisive
position in the shop
stewards movement, such
as Jack Adams, played a
role which is now becoming
painfully familiar to every
BL worker. ,

:The only consistent voice
putting forward a clear
alternative throughout
these events was the
Leyland Action Committee
which produced a 4-page
bulletin distributed in all
plants and local bulletins in
individualplants calling for
an all-out strike.

BL workers preparing for
the further rounds of
struggles still to come
should recognise who
supports and who betrays
them — andjoin the LAC’s
fight for a new, principled
leadership.

DIG IN
THE RESULTof the miners’
ballot is without doubt a
blow for the whole working
class.

Many workers were hop-
ing that the miners would
take Thatcher on. That hope
has now gone. .

The NCB have taken the
result as a green light for
closures. Already three pits
are earmarked.

The government won't
make the same mistake as
they did in 1981, when they



 
allo 0:

30ard has been quick to cap-
talise on the rejection, by
9% to 61%, of the call for
| strike against pit closures
ind theNCB’s pay offer.

Almost at once, closure
letails appeared which were
mnavailable before the vote.
snowdown colliery in Kent
vas revealed to be top of the
ist, followed by Kinneil in
Vest Lothian and Britannia
n South Wales.

These are plainly only
he tip of the NCB’srational-
sation iceberg.

Already the NCB have
alled for the reopening of
he review board which deals
vith pit closures — paralysed
ince Scargill’s election
rictory. The NUM executive
lave obtained a secret NCB
locument detailing the clos-
ire of 70 pits over the next
ive years. :

.

So much for the soothing
vords of Coal Board chair-
nan Norman Siddall before
he ballot, claiming that
Arthur Scargill’s ‘hii list’
Wegations were untrue, and
hat he would not use a
no’ vote to ‘butcher the
ndustry’.

Arthur Scargill has called
he ballot result a setback.
[his is certainly true, not
mly for the miners, but for
he workingclass as a whole.

’ The media have been
juick to capitalise. Linking
he NUM result to the BL
rote, they have proclaimed
hese decisions as an endors-
ment of Tory policy,repre-
enting a new mood of
noderation among import-
int organised sections of
ndustrial workers.

Core
This is false to the core.And thesituations in BL and

in the mines are verydifferent.
In BL, a militant work-

force which has been look-
ing for a fight with manage-
ment was confused by re-
peated sell-outs over recent
years and the stupid tactic
of one-day strikes linked to

NOW!
announced a list of pits to
close. Instead, the NCB will
continue, as they have done
recently,.topick off individ-
ual collieries.

But the result of the
ballot, regardless of the
wording, does not mean that ~

the NUM should, or will, sit
back and see pits shut down
left, right and centre, The
intentions of the Tories are
plain.

Recent projections publ-
ished bv. the Department of
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Minersready to strike for theNHS workers(above) are not moving to theright.
But theyfelt the odds were against them on wages.

an overtime ban.In thepits,
although the miners remain
very strong, the heat has
been. taken out of the wages
issue to some extent by their
upward shift in pay relativity
in recent years,

Scale
Many miners judged that

against the scale of thebattle
posed. The appeal to miners
to back the union, and the
decision to include opposit-
ion to pit closures on the
ballot form was not enough
to counter that — particul-
arly given the virulent media
campaign against the strike
vote.

The vote therefore in no
way represents a swing to
the right in BL or the pits,
or a concession to Thatcher-
ism.

Despite this, the media
is determined to ensure that
the votes are used to draw
stréngth for theTory govern-
ment — that they are a blow
to the .working class, who
have been looking to the

by John Cunningham —

(Dinnington NUM)
Energy envisage a sharp con-
traction in.theuse ofcoal by
the turn of thecentury.

Oneof thehardest things
in the world is to pick our-
selves up after a defeat. But
that. is what militants in the
mining industry have now
got to do. :

A battle lost. does not
mean the war is lost. The
next battle is overBritannia,
Kinneil, and Snowdown. So
dig in now.

miners for so long, and more
recently to Scargillhimself.

The example of the
miners in stopping pit clos-
ures by the threatof a strike
almost two years ago has
been a shining example to
the working class. If the

.media can use the ballot to
reverse that stand, it will be
a very serious blow indeed.

The right wing in the
NUM will assist that process:
by their campaign to discred-
it Scargill. The right wing
leader of the small North
Wales coalfield has even re-
tailed the filthyline of some
capitalist newspapers in lik-
ening Scargill’s five regional
meetings to Hitler’s Nurem-
bergrallies.

Trevor Bell, whose white
collar, management and
supervisory members are
traditionally the Achilles
heel of NUM ballots, is cash-
ing in by attacking Scargill’s
methods.

As far as Socialist Organi-
ser is concerned, we give
100% support to the decis-
ion of the NUM confer-
ence to fight for a £30 wage
claim, and to the way Arthur
Scargill conducted that cam-

His regional meetings, so
hated by the right wing,
were a breath of fresh air
in the trade union move-
ment — a trade union presid-
ent going outofhis office to
do what he or she should be
doing, campaigning amongst
the members for policies to
defendwages and jobs.

We salute him for that
and hope..e will continue.

Unfortunately, it is clear
now that the mood was not
strong enough on wages to
win the vote, and wages

under those particular cond-
itions determined the vote.
It is also clear now, we
think, that making the two
issues the subject of the
same vote was a tactical
error. (And we say this as
a newspaper which accept-
ed Arthur Scargill’s assess-
mentof thecoalfieldsbefore
the. vote, and supported his.
tactics).

Whilst the two issues are
totally linked,it is clear that
the closure issue was not
immediate enough to ser-
iously influence the vote ag-
ainst the immediate issue of
the wage contract. With no
concrete names or dates for

. dosures, the lies of theNCB
could confuse the issue and
allow the wages issue, which
did have figures and dates
attached, to dominate the
ballot.

Closures should either
have been the subject of
a separate ballot, or a separ-,
‘ate question on the ballot
paper.

.Despite this setback,
however, the fight against
closures in the mines-is not
over. In fact, it has not
begun.

Recent history shows
that miners will respond: to
a national lead against pit
closures, and Arthur Scargill
is absolutely right since the
ballot to say that nothing is
settled and the fight will go
on. There must be another
national ballot. All closures
must continue to be an issue
for thewhole industry.

Miners must be allowed
to vote with the issue of pit
closures squarely in front of
them. Under those condit-
ions, thissetback can be very
rapidly reversed. ,

   
 

Room 12 of the Great
Northern Hotel set the scene
last week for: Albert Spans-
wick’s latest attempt to sell
out the NHS dispute.

With some COHSE mem-
bers hard pressed to afford
a cup of tea, Spanswick laid
on plenty of wine, whisky
and beer in order to entice
the capitalist press to come
andlisten to his latest pearls
of wisdom.

He then handed them an
up-to-date tactical plan for
losing thestruggle.

“Heartbeat” strikes —

one week out, one week
in — guaranteed to exhaust
and demoralise the health
workers who have already
had months of such tactics.

And then he topped it
off by telling the press that
it would take COHSEuntil
March to ratify a yes vote
for an indefinite strike.

Not. content with these
two gems, he hauled out the
well worn bureaucrats’
theme, saying that he was
prepared to take the fight
into next year’s pay round,
unless the|membership
wanted to stopit.

The message from the
membership for Spanswick
and all the other trade union
leaders is that we want an
indefinite strike and we want
it now. Not in March or
April.

Thestruggle abouttactics
between the rank and file
and the bureaucrats in this
dispute is becoming wider
and more pronounced every
day. Spanswick, as chairper-
son of the TUC Health
Services. Committee, finds
himself in a role that he is
just not capable of carrying
out. His latest behaviour is
callous and outrageous.

__Strong, untelentingpres-
sure by the rank and file,
organising through joint
shop stewards’ committees
and pressure groups like
Health Workers for the Full
Claim, has forced the TUC
Health Services Committee
to a position of serious dis-
cussion on indefinite strike
action as the only wayleft
to escalate the dispute, now
in its seventhmonth.

COHSEvotedagainst this
position. And it is now
widely recognised. that
COHSEis the key union in
the consultation procedure.

COHSE, traditionally a
right wing union, has slowly
changed over the past decade
and Spanswick’s actionshave
to be seen in the light of
those changes.

In the past ten years the
membership has grown
rapidly — from 121,000 in
1973 to approximately
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Spanswick.....

What makes
Spanswick

run?
230,000. now: Duringthat
same time the union has
beconn. politicised by
struggles against the cuts,
closures and low pay and by
the increasing numberofleft
wingers who join COHSE.
The National Executive
Committee, although-still
dominated by the right, is
challenging theofficers more
and more and is listening
imore to tffe membership.

The emergence 18
months ago of a credible
broad left has further chall-
enged the leadership and for
the first time organised the
rank andfilein COHSE.

Wants
There are those whostill

genuinely believethat Spans-
wick wants further industrial
action but that he is kept in
line by the even more right
wing national officers (led
by his almost certain
successor David.Williams).
His pronouncement early
this year that COHSE would
possibly be withdrawing
Accident and Emergency
cover and breaking the code
of conduct sparked off_inst
instantaneous condemna-
tion and brought a quick
rebuttal.

There is no doubt that
he was heavily criticised at
the time, and after a respec-
table time lapse from his
‘mistake’/‘misquote’ he
announced his early retire-
ment.

This announcementtakes
a vast amountofpressure off
him. He no longer has to
worry about the NEC, the
TUC, Group 81 (broadleft)
or the membership. He is
now free to sell out the dis-
pute and gethis peerage.

As chairperson of the
Health Services Committee
he is also spokesperson, and
most of the publicity is
around whathesays.

This suits the trade union
leaders with a more. ‘left’
image, like Bickerstaffe and
Jenkins. They can continue
to claim that they were
pushing for the right tactics
but were blocked by Spans-
wick (who they will no
doubt lunch with in the
Lords) while in reality they
have not lifted a finger to
get an indefinite strike.

 
          

BY
JANE
GOSS

So at the most crucial
phase of a long, drawn-out
dispute, the most crucial
union — COHSE— is trying
its hardest to. crush a yes
vote for indefinite action.

The announcement by
Spanswick that all out strike
action cannotbecalled until
March under COHSErulesis
nonsense. The rule which
states that 14: weeks notice
must begiven is for annual
delegate conference. The
tule providing for special
conferences does not state
any time limits because
clearly the time span is
governed by the urgency of
the subject to be discussed.

A recall conference could
be organised in a few weeks.
The fact is that the COHSE
leadership see a conference
as a real threat. They know
that the membership are sick
of limited action, that the
arguments they put forward
in June for winning without
indefinite strike have not a
shred of credibilityleft.

Election
They also know that in

the run up to an election for
a new General Secretary the
position of the right wing
leadership- would be tested
to breaking point by a recall
conference. .

But most importantly
they realise that if COHSE
votes for an indefinite strike,
then it will certainly be
carried by the TUC Health
Services Committee and that
this will mean a head-on
clash with the Tories. This is
the last thing the TUC
_wants,

 

ASLEF
Over and over again this

year the TUC has sold out
the struggles which could
have challenged this govern-
ment, NUR, BL, ASLEF,
etc. Because of the tremen-
dous swell of solidarity and
public support they have not
been able to do the same to
the NHS.

In Spanswick the TUC
have found a willing accom-
plice. He is prepared to use
COHSEto wreck the Health
Service action —. but the
COHSE membership are not
prepared to let this happen.
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20 years
after
Cuban
missiles
crisis
I

TWENTY years ago, in
‘October 1962, the Kennedy
‘administration in the USA
‘embarked upon a desperate.
‘showdown with the Krus-
chev bureaucracy in the
Soviet Union. It was widely
‘— if not universally —

‘believed that the world was
‘on the brink of a nuclear
‘war.
. Publicly humiliated by
‘the catastrophic failure of
‘the CIA-+run ‘Bay of Pigs’

vasion of Cuba in April
961, Kennedy had been
ess-ganged into a confron-
tion with Moscow byantcligence reports of a

build-up of Soviet medium-
nge missiles in Cuba —sable of striking targets
ep in the USAitself.
Kennedy issued an ulti-
tum demanding their

‘withdrawal, coupled with a
-scale blockade of Cuba

iy the US navy, with orders
stop. a convoy of Soviet

ips bringing further
iles.

The world waited with
bated breath. Was this to be
the final few minutes of
humanhistory?

In the event Kruschev
dimbed down on_the
missiles issue — in exchange

 
 

   
   
 
    
 
  
  
  
  
 
 
    
  
  
 

or a guarantee from
Kennedy that the USA
vould make no_further
moves to invade Cuba.

ions breathed again —

nd a new stage in world
politics had arrived.

With the Cuban regime
educed to the role of an
mpotent bystander as the
semlin negotiated with
ashington over their heads,

fhe Soviet bureaucracy had
firmly emerged into thefield
pf global politics.

A decision to embark on
nuclear war with the USA

n 1962 had in fact always
een out of the question:
he USSR was outnumbered
(0-1 by American nuclear
eapons.

But its growing military
ght and political influence

ad meant that for the first
ime the Soviet bureaucracy
ad becomea political force
ot just in the vast border-

mg territories of the Soviet
Pnion itself — in Europe and
Asia — but on a world scale.

Indeed the conduct of
he missiles crisis itself
howed that Soviet influence

s in the main restricted
ot so much by the inade-
uacy of Moscow’s nuclear

enal as by the outright
pposition of the. Stalinist

eaucracy in the Kremlin
p mobilising the
owerful potential ally of
he Cuban revolution — the
aternationalworkingclass.

Committed to securing
he nationalised

-
property

lations upon which theft
ower and privileges as a
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ie
ving with nuclearfire — Khrushchev and Kenned»

parasitic tuling - castedepends, Kruschev and his
Kremlin colleagues remained
equally fearful of arousing
the revolutionary potential
of the workers’ movementin
struggles which might escape
theircontrol.

As a result, they followed
essentially the samestrategy
as Stalin before them —

combining brutal repression
of their working class at
homewith a general orienta-
tion towards peaceful coexis-
tence with imperialism.

They took military meas-
ures to protect their own

‘borders, and from time to
time utilised opportunities
to gain military or diplo-
matic advantage over imper-
ialism where this could be
done without provoking a
direct confrontation.

It seems clear that in the
attempt to instal the missile
bases in Cuba, Kruschev was
engaging in a degree of
‘brinkmanship’ — to test the -resolve of the
administration.

The stakes were high.
Had the US imperialists not
taken a firm stand on the
issue, Kruschev would have
gained a substantial strategic
‘coup’ with the establish-
ment of a ‘forward’ base as
close to the USA as-the
NATO. bases in Europe are
to the USSR.

In other words the epi-
sode had far more to do with
Soviet defence than with any
defence of Cuba itself — for-
which no such_elaborate
weaponry was needed.

But even after ‘“‘defeat”
on this ploy, Kruschev: was
able to extract a pledge for
the future security of Cuba
which helped cement the
uneasy relationship between
Fidel Castro’s initially anti-
communist leadership and
Moscow. :

The Bay of Pigs episode
also pointed to the newly
emerging situation facing
imperialist rulers in their
attempts to police theworld.
1949 had seen the triumph
of the Chinese revolution
and 1953 the defeat of
imperialist forces in Korea
and the rout of the French
army in the Vietnamese
battle of Dien Bien Phu.

Despite the successful
ClA-backed coups in Iran
(1953) and Guatemala
(1954), thetide was plainly
flowing against the imperial-
ist rulers and in favour of
the._colonial liberation
struggle. The 1959 Cuban
revolution, carried through
underthenoses of the Amer-
ican imperialists, proved
strong enough to withstand
external subversion — and
was able to turn for econ-
omic and military assistance_
to the USSR.

Since then the USA has

Kennedy 
 

The election in 1950 of the allegedly pro-communist
President Arbenz in Guatemala proved a thorn in the
flesh of the US administration. In the throes of Cold War
hysteria, they saw the nationalist regime as a threat to the
profits of the US-owned United Fruit Company {owners
of 10% of the country’s land), and to the security of the
Panama Canal.

Arbenz nationalised uncultivated land and supported
strikes against foreign monopolies — but his government
remained dominated by anti-communists, and the main
power remained in the hands of the army.

In June 1954, having failed in diplomatic efforts to
isolate Guatemala, US Secretary of State Dulles sanct-
ioned a CiA-backed invasion by right wing Guatemalan
forces from across the borders in Honduras and Nicar-
agua.

This toppled Arbenz, and installed a pliable, pro-imp-
erialist regime.

suffered its traumaticdefeat
in Vietnam, and further
struggles including chose in
Southern Africa, tran and
Nicaragaa have shown the
limited abilityof imperialism
to control its “spheres of
influence” by dircce niilitary
force.

And of course the emcr-
gence of radicalised leader-
ships in such

_
Jiberation

struggles and the ability of
the Soviet bureaucracy to
establish economic, diplo-
matic -— (and sometimes,
military — alliances. with
them, as in Angola and
 

Mozambique) has also
helped to expand Soviet
global influence beyond its
mere capacity to. deliver
nuclear weapons on US or
European targets.

So what nowis the world
relationship of forces
between the Kremlin leaders
and imperialism? As Reagan
and Thatcher pound

—
out

their. Cold War propagnda,
giving direc warnings of the
power, aggressiveness and
capriciousness of the Soviet
bureaucrats as arguments for
runiway military spending
and

©
still more ‘nuclear

 

weapons, it can be useful to
assess the reality.

Two recent books —

though marred by substan-
tial weaknesses — help us in
this task.

“Superpowers in Colli-
sion”, a collection of essays
by Noam Chomsky,
Jonathan Steele and John
Gittings (Pelican, £1.95)
looks at relationships
between the USA in partic-
ular and the NATO alliance
in general and the USSR and
China. And Fred Halliday’s
book “Threat from the
East?” looks at the region
where the Kremlin leaders
are allegedly most actively
fomenting the “end of the
world as we know it” — the
‘arc ofcrisis’ from the Horn
of Africa through Iran to
Afghanistan.

Chomsky’s article ‘The
USA: from Greece to El
Salvador” looksat the evolu-
tion of Cold. War ideology
from the immediate post-war
period to the present day.

Quoting from President
Truman’s secretary of state
Dean Acheson he shows
clearly how a whole anti-
Soviet scare was deliberately
manufactured early in 1947
as the basis for the
announcement of the
Truman Doctrine, and US
involvement in Greece and
Turkey.Chomsky points out
that:

“The Soviet Union
ria,ec no significant role in
the civil war in Greece since
it recognised that thiswas an
area central to American
power. It was the first
domino on the way to the
Middle East — and in fact
the domino theory wasfirst
formulated with explicit
reference to the Greek situa-
tion.

This was American turf
which Stalin knew the US
was not going to abandon.
He was therefore trying to
call off the guerrillas, much
as he sought to persuade the
French communists to
collaborate in the reestab-

Bee

lishment of capitalism in the
early post-war years,

Yet since the US was
committed to using force to
crush what amounted to the
former anti-Nazi_ resistance
in Greece, a justificationwas

.

needed at the ideological
level, and this was provided
by the Soviet Union.”

Scares
Chomsky shows how

similar scares were created
in. 1950 and in the 1960
US Presidential elections —~

where the “liberal”Kennedy
criticised

.

Eisenhower for
being insufficiently
aggressive towards the USSR
and unprepared for war. By
1962 — over Berlin, Cuba
and Laos, Kennedy had
looked towards nuclear war
three times!

He shows how the
present canflict in EI
Salvador has been exploited
by Reagan’s Cold War propa-gandists in ways similar to
the situation in Greece: in
1947, and he exposes. the
State Department lies over 
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 Carving up the world ~ Churchill, Roosevelt, andStalin at
Yalta

 
 

 

Soviet arms supplies to the
Salvadoran liberationforces.

Jonathan Steele takes up
an examination of the Soviet
Union, and thepolicies it has
pursued since finally achiev-
ing a rough equivalence of
nuclear weapons with the
USAin 1969. ,

‘Steel stresses how recent
is the period in which the
USSR could even hope to be
regarded as an equal negoti-
ating power with the
Americans, and explains the
various ways in which the
policy .of detente, floated by
Kissinger and Nixon in the
early 1970s, fitted well into
the political thinking of
Brezhnev and his Stalinist
colleagues.

They sought top-level
“recognition from the imper-
ialists, and formsof collabor-
ation and co-existence which
might enable them to hold
down their military budgets
and take steps to placate the
economic demands of their
own working classes at
home. Andin.particular they
wanted to obtain Western -

credits and technology
which their own isolated
economies had failed to
generate,

From the imperialist
standpoint:

“Kissinger argued that if
the US could build up a
web of relationship with
Moscow,through trade, polit-
ical dialogue and nuclear
arms control, the Russians
would be locked into a
collaborative pattern of
behaviour with the West.
This would make it harder
for them to break out in a
wild, adventurist way.”

Significantly, again, it
was not the Republican lead-
ers, but the Democrat
Jimmy Carter in the USA
who broughtaboutareversal
of this policy of collabora-
tion. The Pentagon chiefs
had seen thatdespite detente
the US had suffered serious
setbacks in Vietnam, in
Ethiopia and in Angola —

with Soviet backing to the
opposition in each case.

Carter’s administration
began its offensive with the
“human rights” charade
(exposed in Chomsky’s
article) but went on to
embark upon production of
Cruise and MX missiles, and,
in the wake of the Iranian
revolution and hostagecrisis,
to forge ahead. with the
establishment of a Rapid
Deployment Force. In 1979
Carter also launched a
hysterical outcry over Soviet
troops in Cuba as a smoke-
screen for halting the strat-
egic arms limitation talks
(SALT ID. At the end of
1979 Carter announced
plans to site Cruise missiles
in Europe.

  



Almost as if in answer
to this, the Soviet bureau-
cracy in December 1979
invaded Afghanistan — hand-
ing Carter and Reagan a
colossal propaganda tool for
use at home and abroad
against the ‘Soviet menace’.

Control
The picture emerging

from Steele’s account is one
of a Soviet bureaucracy
seeking ways and means of
stabilising its relations with
a dominantimperialism, but
forced to respond to events
in the class struggle and to
shifts of imperialist policy
which they cannot control.

He concludes:
“The Russians are milit-

arily stronger than they were
in 1970, but. the world
beyond their borders is no
more favourable to them
than it was a decade ago, °

The United States is still
economically, _technologic-
ally and militarily their
superior.” (p.64)

Halliday too emphasises
the limitations of Soviet mil-
itary power when compared
to that of US imperialism:

“The Soviet Union aims
to have a global military
capability. It has been build-
ing a naval fleet capable of
sailing in all the main waters
of the world, and it has dev-
eloped a long-range air capa-
bility — as demonstrated by
the 1977 airlift to Ethiopia
Its global capability is still
smaller than that of the
United States, and its net-
work of overseas facilities
(with the exception of those
in Eastern Europe) is, in
comparison with that of
America, diminutive.”

One major facet of this
weakness of the Soviet
bureaucracy is its internal
problems — the emergence
of independent struggles by
the working class in Poland
and elsewhere, and the econ-
omic dislocation brought
about by decades of Ubhreau-
cratic mismanagement.

Play
Another is the division

since the late 1950s between
the Soviet and Chinese
Stalini bureaucracies,
which has enabled the Amer-
ican leaders to draw Peking
into similar collaborationist
frameworksto those offered
to the USSR in the early
1970s, and play one off
against the other.

John Gittings’ article
explores the emergence of
Chinese powerin the last 33
years, and draws attention to
the way in which the Soviet
invasion of Afghanistan was
a blow against the Chinese
bureaucrats as much as
against the imperialists.

Halliday’s book explains
the various reasons why the
‘Arc of Crisis’ should have
become: the focus

|

for
analysis of the balance of
power between the Soviet
Union and imperialism.

He relates this to the
weakening grip of Western
control in the Third World,
the strategic importance of
the Gulf’s oil supplies, the
growing power of the OPEC
in relation to the West, the
erosion of US control over ..

its own allies, the drive by
US generals for increased
military spending, and the
real increase in the military

~ power of the USSR. :

He goes on to explain the
immense historic and geo-
graphical ties which link the
Soviet bureaucracy with
efforts to influenceevents in

the Middle East..
“What the West sees as

the northern tier is for the
Russians, the southern tier,
a line of countries whose
international and_internal
orientations are of prime
concern to them, just as
much as the politics of the
Caribbean and Central Amer-
ican countries are to the
USA”.

Halliday catalogues and
examines some of the
extremely costly Soviet
diplomatic disasters in the
region. Amongst these the
most catastrophic was the
relationship between the
USSR and Egypt, beginning
under Nasser in 1955 and
ending, under Sadat, with
the expulsion of Russian
technicians and advisors, the
repudiation of Egypt’s $7
billion debt to Moscow and
the cementing of alliances
between Egypt and the USA.

Indeed many of the
Soviet arms lavishly supplied
to Egypt during that peried
are now being funnelled into
the hands of the reactionary
Islamic forces fighting the
Soviet invaders in Afghanis-
tan! Soviet military aid to
the capitalist government of
Egypt outstripped its aid to
the Communists fighting US
imperialism. in Vietnam
during the same period.

Halliday looks also at
some other such failures —

such as Somalia and Iraq. He
shows how profoundly
unstable are current Soviet
relations with Gaddafi’s
Libya and the Syrian Ba’éth-
ists, and analyses a “net
deficit in its record of
Middle East diplomacy since
theWar.”

Halliday ‘is also the most
categoric in spelling out the
negative implications for the
Soviet bureaucracy of their
invasion of Afghanistan —

which has embroiled a vast
army in a prolonged war in
which they can only further
antagonise the masses of
Central Asia.

But usefully Halliday also
undermines some of the
mythical explanations of
Soviet policy. For instance
he explains whyit is false to
overestimate the threat to
the Kremlin bureaucracy
from the Muslim minority
peoples within the USSR.

And he explodes the
argument that the USSR is
pursuing a quest for oil
supplies.

On the events in Iran,
Afghanistan, South Yemen
and Ethiopia — where US
and other leaders have  

   Throwingall the ba

claimed to find evidence of
planned Soviet ‘expansion-
ism’, Halliday successfully
shows that developments far
from being consciously insti-
gated by Moscow happened
largely despite the Kremlin
leaders’ efforts to control
developments, and leave a
situation which the benefits
they have secured are by no
means unambiguous.

Andhepoints outthat:
“Far from being single

mindedly inimical to the
West, Soviet policy has too
often allowed itself to be
swayed from pursuing local
advantages by tactical
considerations arising from
concern over the thrust of
East-West relations. Such
initiatives have run counter
to the popular movements
in the region. In some cases
this involved playing too
cautious a role precisely in
order not to antagonise the

West. Soviet indulgence to
the Shah and delay in openly
backing the Iranian revolu-
tion is a striking case of this
. . . At other times the
Soviet desire to rival the
West leads it into courting
some of the more repres-
sive right-wing leaders of the
Third World who may have
disagreement of greater or
shorter duration with their
Westernallies”.

While thus successfully
testoring some balance to
the Cold War view of
unbridled and_burgeoning-
Soviet military power, and
pointing the finger at the
reactionary deals and
alliances carried out by the
Moscow bureaucrats in their
search for their_utopian
“peaceful coexistence”,
Halliday, like the authors of
“Superpowers in Collision”
offers no political explana-
tion of their conduct. 

‘In the closing days of the Eisenhower administration,
CIA chiefs completed plans for an invasion of Cuba, to be
carried out by exiled reactionariesunder US direction and
with USair cover.

The plan laboured under the illusion that the Cuban
masses were longing only for an opportunity to rise up
against Castro’s regime, and that a small force could cata-
lyse a mass movement.

The invasion forces, armed and financed by the USA,
were trained in bases loaned by the Guaternalan dictat-
orship.

But the attack was not launched until April 1961,
under conditions where Kennedy had vetoed the pro-
vision of US air cover. It proved an unmitigated fiasco.
Within 3 days the 1,500 strong invading force had been
killed or taken prisoner, while thousands of underground
reactionaries inside Cuba were rounded up and arrested
by Castro’s secret police. The massesrallied strongly beh-
ind Castro.

a nce-of: forces calculationsaskew — Polish workers challenge the bureaucracy

 
Indeed in many respects

they show a quaint naivete
about in particular the
Soviet, leaders and their mot-
ivations. Halliday, in search
of a statement of Soviet for-
eign policy objectives, looks
to the double-talk of the
Soviet Constitution of 1977.
And heis also charitable in
his assessment of the reason-
ing behind Soviet aid to the
Ethiopianregime and the in-
vasion of Afghanistan.

But Halliday’s gullible
approach is more than
matched by that of John
Gittings, who is critical of
the Moscow bureaucracy’s
“curiously un-Marxist’ app-
roach to collaboration with
the leaders of US imperial-
ism, and goes on to talk of
Brezhnev’s “Moscow elec-
tors”!

The collection of essays
in Superpowers in Collision,
while avoiding the jargon of
Marxist terminology, desc-
end instead into the jargon
of journalese, referring indis-
criminately to both the
imperialist USA and the bur-
eaucratised workers’ state of
the USSR as “superpowers”.

Halliday stresses in his
account the extent to which
Soviet trade and aid to
‘friendly’ regimes produces
little or no economic benefit
to Moscow - in stark con-
trast to the loans and aid
packages put together by the
imperialists.

But the authors of Sup-
erpowers in Collision remain
so preoccupied with ‘power
bloc’ politics that the diff-
erent social systems on
which the two main govern-
ments rest are largely left
aside.

Their conclusions. are
thus vague suggestions for
‘codes of conduct’ (Halliday)
or ‘public discussion’ and
‘neutrality’ (Gittings and
Steele), resting on the ideal-
ist notion that capitalist and
Stalinist regimes alike can be
peacefully — and byrational
argument -— transformed
into systems which do not
mean exploitation and
repression for the world’s
population.

The nationalised proper-
ty relations in the Stalinist-
tuled states can only be
defended and developed, and
the warmongering of the
imperialists defeated by the
construction of a revolution-
ary Marxist leadership for
the working class in every
country of the world. Thatis
our only way to ensure that
the missiles scare of 1962
does not return as the arma-
geddonofthefuture.
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MOHAMMEDIbrahim Is-
mail Patel, an Imam for
the Islamic community of
Aston-Under-Lyne has
been_—threatened with
deportation by the Home
Office. —

The Islamic community
invited MohammedPatel to’
serve them,after attempts
to find an Imam from within
the community.

_

The
mosque applied for his
residence to be made
permanent but this has
beenrefused.

The Home Office has
refused an extension
of stay for Mr. Patel despite
the obvious need of the
local Muslim community; a
thousand strong petition
made on his behalf, and
representations made by
the local MP, Robert
Sheldon..

The Mosque Committee

 
has prepared a sworm
statement, witnessed by a
commissioner of oaths,
stating the needs and
duties of an Imam; their
inabilityto find a suitable
one in Britain; and confirm-
ing that the Imam can be
maintained withoutneed of
public funds.

The problems faced by
the Muslim community ol
Ashton are also faced by
other mosques, temples
and Gurdwaras throughout
the country. Those non.
Christian (and non-white
religious communities are
finding applications fo:
religious leaders being
increasinglyblocked by the
racist Home Office.
*Contact: ‘Tameside Immi
gration Campaigns Suppor
Group, c/o 35a Mancheste!

Man.Road, Denton,
chester12.
 

-REGGIE Yates from North
London has been threaten-
ed with deportation to
Ghana. The Home Office
have forced onto him the
choice of leaving his family
or allowing them to be
deported.

Felida, his wife, is a
British citizen, but cannot
confer her British national-
ity to her husband, as she
was not born in this. coun-
try. However, Reggie’s
grandfather was bom in
Britain. Under the 1968
Immigration Act,_this
should give him citizen- -

ship.

The Home Office have
decided that this is not
good'enough. Wheretheir
racist laws are not fully
effective, they re-interpret
them!

The chairperson of the
Tribunalhad been a magis-
trate in Ghana, and his
racist and sexist attitudes
have decided Reggie’s
legal status.

He said, ‘Many Euro-

 
Whitelaw

peans, since wives seldon
come out to stay, enterec
into relationships wit!
womenlivingin thecountry
(Ghana). I find it is ex
tremely- unlikely tha
(Yates’) grandfather be
lievedthat he was entering;
into a valid marriage ... anc
it is not proved that hi:
grandmother believed sh¢
was validly married t
George Williams Yates, i
indeed she gave the matte!
any thoughtatall!!
Contact: c/o Miera
43a, Harrow, London W10.
 Beatenup

- by cops!
EIGHT Asian youth aged
15-21 were arrested on Fri-
day September 24 in
Newham, East London,
after incidents with plain
clothes police officers, and
face serious charges
ranging from threatening
behaviour to actual bodily
harm.

One of the eight was
hospitalised for several
days as a result of being
beaten up by the police.
All of them were subjected
to racist abuse and harass-
ment.

The youthswereattacked
by plain clothes officers
who did not declare their
identity. Almost immed-
iately, uniformed police
arrived on the scene and
arrested them.

This followed a series of
racist attacks in the area.
There were at least three
separate incidents in the
week beforealone.

On one occasion 60 t
70 white youths with iro
bars andsticks went on th
rampage in East Ham an
Manor Park looking fe
Asiansto beatup.

The only crime commit
ed by the youth was ths
of self-defence. The Vir
brothers, also from New
ham, were sentenced i
1979 to jail sentences of o
to seven years for the sam
‘crime’.

Yet again, the polic
have acted against the vic
tims of racist attack, an
not theracists who organis
theviolence.
© Friday, November §&
Picket of West Ham Cour
West Ham Lane,Stratford
E15.
® Contact: Defence Cam
paign, c/O 285 Romfor
Rd, Forest Gate, London E
QHJI [tel.(01-) 534 164
evenings]. 
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THEpoint of myarticle (SO
101; criticised by Glynis
Powell, Letters, SO 104) was
to use the material in Simis’
book to illustrate just how
much the USSR has in
common with class societies.

In terms of basic civil
rights, freedom to organise,
freedom of information and
discussion, and the general
level of repression, we would
have to conclude that the,
Stalinist states are worse
than all but fascistic capital-
ist regimes — and especially
so from the working class
point of view.

Even theleast totalitarian
of the Stalinist regimes
(which to a serious extent
Poland still is now) cannot
tolerate any working class
independence, in politics,
trade unionism, or any other
sort of social initiative.

For thatreason a workers
revolution is essential in all
of these states.

This will be common
ground, But these considera-
tions do not answer the
question of how we should
characterise these regimes.

The choices are limited.
Either they can be character-
ised in t..ms of one of the
two main classes in capitalist
society, or the bureaucracies
are a new and unforeseen
ruling <iass.

Societies in which the
decisive meansof production
are nationalised, and which
originated in a powerful anti-
capitalist revolution can only
be designated capitalist on
the basis of abstractions such
as Glynis Powell employs to
show that in terms of op-
pression the USSR has much
in commonwithall societies
as far back as ancient Greece
and’Rome.

' “Workers experience the
same alienation and lack of
control as in the West”? Yes.
Trotsky thought so, as myquotations established. But
capitalism is a historic syst-
em, with its own specific
features — essentially the
market as decisive regulator
of the economy (in various
Stages of development, up to

.the present stage of mono-
poly capitalism). It cannot
be. characterised by the
things it has in common, as
an exploitative and oppress-ive system, with other class
societies.

Or are the Stalinist states
an entirely new type ofclass
society, whose laws of mot-
ion are as yet unknown? If
that is the necessary conclus-
ion from the facts of the last
60 years, then it places in
question the validity of the
idea, central to the Marxist
programme, that the crucial
contradiction of capitalism
— the contradictionbetween
the social character of prod-
uction and the private own-
ership of the means of prod-
uction — can only beresolv-
ed by the workingclass.

That is no small conclus-
ion to reach. I believe it to
be unnecessary.

A better explanation is
that developed by Trotsky
and in the last 40 years from
Trotsky’s theories. The Stal-
inist states are degenerated
(USSR) and deformed (the
others) workers’ states. That
meansthattheir nationalised
economies (onto which the
byreaucracy is grafted) orig-
inated in the 1917 Revolut-
ion, or by way of the inter-
action of other revolutions
withthedegenerated USSR.

The nationalised prop-
erty arises from the workers’SCIENCE

IT CAN be seen from the
first part of this article
[last week] that genetic
engineering has many advan-
tages over older biochemical
techniques in theproduction
of medically and commer-
cially useful by-products; the
production of human
enzymes and hormones in
excess by micro-organisms is
the case in point. But it is
also possible for genetic
engineering to have disadvan-
tages.

Cloning is now being
developed in mammals and
this, coupled with the recent
boom in test-tube babies
makes possible for the first
time the cloning of human
children. Recent

_
press

Potentially liberatingtechniques should notbeleft to the multinationals

releases indicate that
research on fertilised human
embryos is beingundertaken
in private clinics. Maybe
Huxley’s ‘Brave New World’
is not all that far from
reality.

Area
This area in particular

requires a general toughening
up of controls in order to
prevent any such cloning —

although it must be said that
cloned individuals don’t
necessarily have similar char-
acteristics, as environmental
influenceshave a greaterrole
in character development
than genetic traits. For
example, twins — nature’s

USSR- not a
capitalist state

Stalin — did he represent a
new class, or an usurpingbureaucracy?

revolution, expressing the
historic link between the
working class and post-cap-
italist collectivism: but it is
not ‘working class’ or ‘pro-
gressive’ per se, but potent-
ially so, depending on the
working class taking political
power and reorganising the
economy warped or shaped
by the bureaucrats.

We are against imperial-
ism destroying that potent-
ial; we are against imperial-
ism strengthening itself by
regaining territory; the work-
ing class, not the imperial-
ists, must settle accounts
with the bureaucracy. That
is what ‘defence of the
USSR against imperialism’
meansfor us.

For technical reasons we
call the workers’ revolution
against the Stalinist bureau-
cracy ‘political’ (i.e. a suppl-
ementary revolution on the
basis of existing collectivised
property). But it will inevit-
ably have massive social
tasks of reorganising the
economyandthestate.

This way of looking atit
has the advantage of placing
the Stalinist regimes in the
historic perspective of the
world working class revolu-

« tion.
Trotsky certainly saw the

 Stalinist regimes as possible-
only for a short time, as
Glynis Powell says. He has
been proved wrong about
that, and itdoes have implic-
ations for the theory, but I
can’t see that it necessarilyfollows that the basic assess-

-
Ment — or rather, develop-
ments of it —

down.
It. is true that the domin-

ant characteristic of the post
Trotsky ‘Trotskyists’ for 30
years has been theoretical
confusion, and centrally on
Stalinism. A whole range of
different theories(explicit or
implicit) are to be found
underthe‘workersstate’ tag.
Whole layers of the ‘Trotsky-
ist? movement haveat differ-
ent times adopted positive
attitudes to one or another
tuling bureaucracy (Yugo-
slavia, China, Vietnam,
Cuba...), in line with the
method of the right-com-
munists of the ’30s (Brandl-
er, Lovestone,etc.) and their
latter-day heir Isaac Deut-
scher rather than the posit-
ion held by Trotsky after
1935,

Nevertheless I think it is
possible to argue a consist-
ently working class anti-Stal-
inist line on the basis of
Trotsky’s actual positions.It
is important to demonstrate
this at a time when many
whocall themselvesTrotsky-
ist are manifestly breaking
with Trotsky’s politics while
retaining the tags andlabels.

And in termsof the tasks
of the working class in the
Stalinist states, the state-cap-
italist or ‘new class’ positions
add nothing to thé Trotsky-
ist programme of ‘political
revolution’ — not a comma,
nora full stop, nothing.

JOHN O’MAHONY,
London

must fall

 Not
our
motion
THE IDEA of having a CLPs
campaign against the witch-
hunt did comefrom Socialist
Organiser “supporters in
Hackney North, but we were
not thefirst to move it offic-
ially in the party, as your
article last week suggests.

ANDREW HORNUNG,
Hackney.

Irish

 

 Writeback Weinvite readers
to send us their
letters, up to a
usual maximum
lengthof 400 words.’

Send to
‘Writeback’,
Socialist Organiser ,c/o 28, Middle Lane.
London N8.

 

women
fight PTA

Dear Comradesand Sisters,
Weare writing thisappeal

to you on behalf of our
friend and comrade, Maire
O’Hare, who went over to
London in October 1980,
along with other women
from Belfast, as a delegate
from Women Against Imper-
ialism, to the national Social-
ist Feminist Conference
which was held on the last
week-end of October.

On arrival at Heathrow
Airport on Friday evening,
Maire and another sister
from Belfast, Anne Boyle,
were arrested under the Pre-
vention of Terrorism Act
and imprisoned in a police
station near Heathrow, from
where they were taken to
Rochester Row — at that
time the London police
station used to hold victims
of the PTA.

At the time this took
place, Maire was suffering
from an infection of the kid-
neys and had been under
medical supervision at home
in Belfast. It was inevitable
that the tension and the

Engineers with
no spanners

own clones — often have
very diverse characters and
capabilities. :

DNA recombination
technology initially had
many perceptible drawbecks
and dangers. Ignoring the
so-called ‘moral’ questions of
‘tampering with creation’
raised by certain religious
groups, the initial problem
with genetic engineering was
that the genes involved in
the research processes were
often antibiotic resistance
genes,

These genes were used
because their presence is
easily indicated by growing

_the bacterial cells concerned
in the presence of high con-
centrations of the antibiotic. 

Growth in these conditions
indicated successful trans-
ference of the gene con-
cerned.

Genes
The danger of this tech-

niqueis obvious, in thatanti-
biotic resistance genes were
being transfered from non-
pathogenic bacteria, to ones
which could possibly be
pathogenicor in turn pass on
the gene to pathogenic
strains by ‘conjugation’,the
rare bacterial ‘sexual’
process. This danger was
soon eradicated by two pro-
cedures laid down by the
government ‘watch dog’
committee, the Genetic
Manipulation Advisory
Group (GMAG) set up in
1975.

~ The two procedures laid
down by GMAGwere total
laboratory control of genet-ically manipulated bacterial
strains and the utilisation of
crippled bacteria,alternative-
ly known as conditional
lethalmutants, which cannot
survive outside the labora-
tory. due to their nutritional
requirements.

These restrictions were
very successful and as an
indication of their success
GMAG,which once met ona
monthly basis, now meets
only two or three times a
year. :

Somesay that GMAGhas
outlived its usefulness and
would like to see it dis-
banded. The problem with

this is thatit would leave the
door open for unscrupulous
genetic experimentation. A
more preferable course of
action would be to change
GMAG’s terms of reference,
for them to include ethical
considerations of genetic
manipulation andnot just
safety aspects.

Since GMAG wasset upin 1975, genetic engineering
has moved outofits initial
pure research phase, into an
industrially and commercial-
ly biased phase, where the
research processes are dev-
eloped

-
through pilot scale

into full commercial plants.
This maturity of technique
has brought with it new and
potentially serious social
problems, problems Which in
some cases ‘set undesirabl
precedents. ;

Basic
There are two basic prob-lems posed by modern gene-tic engineering. Firstly most

advances in commercial tech-
niques have: been made by
the USA.This is undoubted-
ly partly the result ofthe
US leading the international
moratorium in genetic engin-
eering, which started in
1975.

Britain and the West
followed almost unthinking-
ly, applying strict legislation
through GMAG and other
similar bodies, whilst the
Americans applied few
restrictions after the initial
pause and furore of the

primitive conditions which
she was forced to endure in
the Rochester Row station
brouggt about an aggrava-tion of her complaint.

While she wasstill held,
a sympathetic solicitor,
called Alistair Logan, had
applied for a writ of habeus
corpus for both Maire and
Anne. Whilst the legal wheels
were grinding slowly into
motion, Maire was released
on Sunday evening whilst
Anne washeld the full seven 
 

by PhilipDay
 

‘Berg’ letter (a letter signedby several prominent US
academics lead by Paul Berg,
which denounced genetic
engineering for safety
reasons),

The result of this is that
a large ‘number of geneticengineering processes are
patented and__therefore!financiallycontrolled by the
US; with all this implies as
to the inbalance between
medical advancement and:
profit in the US, the West
and the third world.

The second and poten-tially most undesirable effect
-of the USA’s lead in this
field is that patents are per-
mitted under American law

|for micro-organisms. This is
a precedent previously un-
dreamt of, as it implies the
financial controg of a living
organism over and above
those normally acceptable in
farming and animal husband-
ry. It prevents the develop-
ment of similar strains of
micro-organisms by other
workers.

So we see the gradualdevelopment of genetic
engineering by the capitalist
system. Genetic engineering
is potentially a liberating
technique: for mankind with
its great medical significance
and its enhancement of food
production in someareas. It
is too important to allow it
to be controlled by the
multinationals or for
research to be strangled by
oppressive US patents,

days.
Although she was

teleased, Maire too the
political decision to go ahead
with the application for the
writ, on the groundsthatit
was important to expose the
workings of thePTA and to
publicise the case as much as
possible.

At the time of the court
case, women comrades in
London and at the Socialist
Feminist Conference raised a
considerable sum of money
which was used towards the
publicity campaign mounted
to get both of the women
released. Now, two years on,
the Legal Aid Departmentin -

England has decided that
Maire is liable to pay £290
towards her costs for the
application of the writ.
Anne, because she was
unemployed, was not liable
to any payment.

Debt
Maire is not in a financial

position to pay this money
— and wefeel, as a matter of
principle, that it is unjust to
ask her or any other person
to pay for theirvictimisation
under thePTA. Nevertheless,
under the equally infamous
Payment of Debt Act (which
is enforcible only in
Northern Ireland)_this
money is now going to be
deducted from her wagescompletely against her
wishes.

.

We are therefore appeal-ing for donations from con-
cerned groups and individ-
uals in Britain, to help paythese legal costs. All contri-
butions will. be gratefully
received and will be acknow-
ledged.

Yoursfraternally,
, C. Devlin,

for Irishwomen Against
the PTA.

Money should be sent to
the contact address: c/o
THTOM, Oxford House,
Derbyshire Street, Bethnal
Green, London E2.

Workers’ Socialist Review
no. 2 includes:
debate on the Falklands/
Malvinas; Bob Sutcliffe on

|
Argentina in the world econ-
omy; articles. on Lebanon,
Central America, Poland,South Africa,France.
80p with supplement, plus20p p&p, from WSL, POBox 135, London N1 ODD.
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WI British Telecoms underattack

END OF THE LINE FOR
OPE

IN THE autumn of 1981,
British Telecom (BT) dec-
ided to compile a report on
‘The Future of the Operator
Services’ — later known
as theBrookes Report.

Its release coincided
withtheUnion of Commun-
ication Workers (UCW)
annual conference in May;
and as a result of an emerg-
ency motionthere,a special

- conference is beingheld on
it in November.

Developments since then
— the announcement in
July 1982 of the Tories’
plans to privatise BT, and,
in September,the leak of a

Department of Industry
confidential paper stating
thatBT should cutits work-"
force by 45,000 by 1987 —

may make the Brookes
Report look out of date.

But someof its findings,
and the UCW executive’s
response to them, need
looking at, especially after
the day of action against
privatisationon October20.

The report considers five
options for the next 20
years.

Option 1: closing down
the operator service. This
wasdiscounted as a serious
possibility.

.

Option 2: Maintaining a
minimal traditional operat-
or service and reducing this
as swiftly as technological
advancesallow.

Option 3: Option 2 plus
new ‘profitable’ services.
These new services would
be at the discretion of the
telephone manager in the
area.

Option 4: Option 2, plus
other front office services.
New technology will make
it possible to give skilled
customer-contactstaff, like
operators, access .« to
straightforward inform-
ation. This option means
that operators should be
able to have access to
databanks and provide in-
formation which has prev-
iously been provided by
CPSA/SPOEgrades.

Option 5: is a combina-
tion of options 3 and 4.

The Report also contains
interesting calculations
on restricting the hours of
services, and the savings
thatwould result:

® Closing down all serv-
ices from 6pm to 8am: 37%
saving.

© Closing down all serv-
ices from 11pm to 8am. 999
calls to be transferred to
otherauthorities— 8.1%.

© Concentratingall exist-
ing work to a single unit
in a telephone manager’s
area at 1lpm. For example,
if there are four exchanges
in an area, three would
close .at 11pm and their
work would be transferred
to the remaining one —

0.9%.
.

© Closingdown thedirec-
tory inquiry service from
6pm to 8am — 11.3%.

© Closing down directory
inquiries at 6pm to 8am and
concentrating ‘all other
work in a single unit —

17.3%.
The report then goes on

ANDREWWIARD,
Report

to cpnsider equipment
strategy, and suggests
thatmore power should be
devolvedto telephone man-
agers to introduce modern-
isation like computerised
directory inquiries. Chang-
es could be phased in
according to local circum-
stances — and where there
is a weak unionlocally.

It would be difficult for
operators to get national
agreement on a_ shorter
workingweek, and thenec-
essary health safeguards to
workon VDUs,if new tech-
nology is introduced area
by area. And this also
opensthedoorto local
productivity deals, which
BT has had in mind.

Measures recommended
in the Brookes Report for
thenext ten yearsinclude:

¢ charging more for serv-
ices,

¢ charging for services
‘like directory inquiries to
discourage use,

© limited access to the
operator,

® introducing new tech-
nology quicker.

The morestrategic meas-
ures include proposals not
onlyto introduce computer-
ised directory inquiries
earlier, but to give busi-
ness direct access to ‘the
computer — bypassing the
operator. Eventually this
access would also be avail-
able to residential sub-
scribers. In August BT’s
computer informationserv-
ice Prestel announced that
100,000 householders are
to be offered free adaptors
so that their TV sets can
use theservice.

The ideais called Project
Y, and although the aim is
to encourage banking and
shopping from home, BT
are also looking at ways to
save labour costs.

Big businessin the print
also has a lot to lose by
such developments. There

The shorter work week is central to a fight to defendjobs and

was a flurry recently when
the Bell Telephone Co. in
the States made moves to
bring out an_ electronic
version of its local ‘yellow
pages’. :

An instant coalition of
local newspaper publishers
let out a scream of rage,
and the idea was:quietly
— but temporarily —

scrapped.
On overall plans for the

next 20 years, the Brookes
report avoids a_ specific
recommendation,but leans
towards Option 2 — mini-
mal traditional operator
service, to be reduced as

quickly. as_technology
allows — with flexibility
to allow BT to take advant-
age of any commercial
or technological opp-
ortunity.

The numberof operators
employed at present is
about 29,000. The report
expects staff requirements
ito be ‘stabilised’ at about
4,000 sometime around the
year 2005-6.

Whathas been the UCW
executive response to this
report? It complains on the.
first page of its special
report that BT “‘are now
thinkingas business people
and no longer as people
involved in a public serv-
ice’. It then chastises the
members for asking for a

special conference on the
Brookes Report!

Recommendation
The UCW executive is

prepared to recommend to
its memberstoobtain exist-
ing work, based on existing
services, even where this
work is currently perform-
ed by other grades — fell-
ow trade unionists.

It is also happy to recom-
mend cooperation with the
introduction of new operat-
or-based technology (com-
puterised directory inquir-.

 
     

ies, etc.) with no safe-
guards as to who should
operate this — the sub-
scribers or the operators,
no safeguardson its intro-
duction by telephone
managers’ discretion, and
no introduction of a shorter
working week. They make
no mention of defending
jobs and services as they
exist now.

Unity
Official union leadership

policies makeit difficult for
UCW members at a local
level to work in a united
way with other BT unions,
especially the POEU and
CPSA Post and Telecoms
section — whom it is our
aim to amalgamatewith.

The POEU’s position has
long been one of support
for the splitting of posts
and telecoms. They have
argued that if telecom is
‘freed’ from posts, the in-
evitable profitability of
telecom will ensure con-
tinued employment and
prosperity for their mem-
bers (very few of whom are
on thepostal side). .

But it is that very profit-
ability which encourages
the Tories to liberalise and
privatise the industry, and
thus threatensthejobs that
the split is supposed to
protect.

The UCW sawtheBill to
split posts and telecom as

a threat:thismeant thatthe
UCW and the POEU, the
largest unions affected,
were divided from thes art.

Despite this, the unions
mounted a campaign ag-
ainst the Bill on the basis
of opposition to its provis-
ions to end the public
monopoly on telecoms.

The Bill, of course, went
through,and during all this
time there was no effort to
involve the unions’ memb-

_—onsortium of

ership in active opposition.
At no stage was industrial
action mentioned, despite
the fact thatworkers in the
gas industry were success-

_fully defending the gas
showroomsfrom beingsold
off at thetime.

Now BT faces a compet-
itor: Project Mercury, a

Cable &
Wireless, BP and Barclays
Bank, headed by Michael
Edwardes.

POEU branches sent in
a numberof resolutions to
their annual conference to
mount a vigorous campaign
in opposition.

Debate was restricted
and no decision was taken.
It doesn’t help, either, that
ASTMScame out in supp-
ort of Project Mercury in
August. In theirevidenceto
the Hunt inquiry on cable
televisiontheystated:

“It does not mean that
existing developments in
communication systems
such as Project Mercury
should not be supported...
there is already evidence
that its inception has acted
asa stimulus to BT’.

No fight
ASTMShas about 2,000

members with negotiating
rights in Cable & Wire-
less, which was itself a

product of the Tories’
_
asset-strippingpolicies.

Sold off to the market in
November 1981, its latest
figures record a pre-tax
profit of £97.7 million,com-
pared to £62 million in its
last year as a nationalised
company. Did ASTMS
campaign against its
privatisation?

It is worthwhile looking
at BT’s response to Pro-
ject Mercury. Their natural
answeris to cut thecharges
for the services on which
competition is emerging,
and to compensate by rais-

—

 

 

 

MichaelEdwardes heads
Project Mercury
ing prices in areas where
the old monopoly remains
intact.

Most noticeably these
are local calls, and quarter-
ly line rental.

Over the two-year period
1980-1, BT introduced
threetariff increases.

January 1980 — 12.5%
increase.

November 1980 —20%
increase.

November 1981 — 9.5%
increase.

Altogether a 50%
increase: and to make matt-
ers worse, the November
1981 increase was spread
unevenly to ‘re-balance’
BT’s pricing structure
and to remove — in line
witha governmentdiktat —

the practice of long dist-
ance calls subsidising local
calls.

Business
BT wantsthis ‘re-balanc-

ing’ not only to make the
loss-makers pay for them-
selves, but also to make
BT’s service more attract-
ive to business customers.

From November 1981
the unit fee was increased
from 4.0p to 4.3p, and the
time allowance on

_
local

calls was reduced.
Increases for trunk call

charges were well below
those for local calls. The
overall average increase
on local ‘calls was 26%, on
trunk calls under 56 km
7.5%, and on trunk calls
over 56 km, 17.7%.

The Post Office Users’
National Council has point-
ed out that these figures
are misleading. Because
of the reduction in time
allowed per unit, the real
increase on a 3-minute local
call was 115%.

The’ November 1981
price increases have effect-
ively meant a public hand-
out to big business of £56
million. BT chairman Jeff-
erson believesthatprivatis-
ation will mean a further
50% increase for resident-

 

Splittingposts and telecoms, end-
ing thepublic monopoly,thensell-
ing off BT — theTories’ plans mean
job cuts. Ann McKinleyreports.

 

   
    

 

   

 

ial customers — and the
handoutto business will be
even greater.

A 50% increase, based
on 1981-2 BT revenue of
£5.7 billion, “of which
domestic users contributed
£1.9 billion,would amount
to £950 million!

Attacks
There is an alternative to

theseattacksby BT and the
government.

A shorter working week
and work-sharing on full
pay, together with proper
healthand safety standards
are the basic requirements
needed for new technology
to benefittheworkforce. —

Yetmost importantis the
increasingneed for amalga-
mation between the UCW,
the POEU and CPSA (P&T)
to combat the ‘divide and
rule’ tactics of both
management and trade
union executives.

Ultimately the only thing
that will stop privatisation
of BT is the combined
strengthof those unionsir
industrialaction.

The executives of these
unions are prepared to see
privatisation go through
and see the only course o!
action is to ‘convince
members and customers tc
vote Labour at the nex
election’.

Action
But with the Labou

Party NEC and PLP in th
control of the right wing
there is no guarantee o
them carrying out Part
policy. Extra-parliament
ary actionhas to bethe onl;
wayto defend jobs in BT -

this fight should also b
linked with others on th
Tories’ list of nationalise
industries for privatisation

In the words of Gilbe:
and Sullivan, Thatcher ha
‘gota little list, and none «
themwillbemissed.’

The work:ngclass has t
defend its public service
— or theywillbemissed!
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‘Itake home £36 a week’,

one of the pickets outside
the Mount Pleasant hotel
last Saturday told me.
‘That’s for 60 hours’.

What about overtime?
‘That’s includingovertime,
at time and a third. I work
as a night porter — five 12
hourshifts’. .

It was a mass picket,
/

about 100 strong, in
support of 42 TGWU
strikers at Arlington House
hostel in Camden. The
owners of Arlington House
Rowton Hotels — also run
two otherhostels and three.
hotels in London, and the
strikers are regularly
picketingthehotels.

By pickets, and blacking
supplies, they aim to hit
Rowtons’ business at the
hotels — the Mount
Pleasant (Calthorpe Street)
the Grand in Southampton
Row, and the London Park
at the Elephant and Castle.

‘This show of solidarityis
a first move in stepping up
thedispute’, convenor Jack
Jenkinsontold me. ‘Hope-

Roddy
THEindustrialactionat the
Oxford and Birmingham
DHSSoffices over staffing
levels nearly came to an
abrupt end last week.

For seven weeks, Erding-
ton office has been on
strike. Rapid escalation
has broughtfive other off-
ices and more than 500
strikers out.

Oxford supplementary
benefits office separately .

and spontaneously came
out on strike five weeks
ago and was eventually
given official backing by
the two unions involved,
CPSA and SCPS.

The Government. wishes
to cut 7000 jobs in the
DHSSby April 1983.Itwas
obvious, therefore, that
they.wereprepared to take
on the unions in Birming-
ham and Oxford.

Last week, they made an
offer of 52 temporary posts,
to be shared between all
the Birmingham and Ox-
ford offices — posts tht
will disappear before
March 1983 by natural
wastage.

That thisoffer was deris-
ory can be seen bythefact
that on management stat-
istics alone, Oxford was
entitledto 23 extra perman-
ent posts, plus up to a
dozen more for local
factors. ,

The Government was
also prepared to offer a

joint review of the staffing
system, but in return the
unions were to pledge the
lifting of their national
overtime and casuals bans,
as well as signing a virtual
‘no strike’ clause on cuts
and staffing until .the
review was completed in
March 1983. This agree-
ment would have ended the
CPSA’s campaign against
public expenditure cuts, as

£36for a 60 hour week!

. TGWU IGNORES
HOSTEL

 

Martin Thomasreports

STRIKERS
fully we’ll be spreading the
actionfurther.’

On the Monday, the
picket line at Arlington
House was joined by Ken
Cameron (general secretary
FBU),George Guy (general
secretary of the sheet metal
workers), Tim Webb
(nationalofficer of ASTMS)
Ken Livingstone (GLG
Labour leader and formerly
a Labour councillor in
Camden), Harriet Harman
(newly elected Labour MP
for Peckham), and many
others.

The strikers had called
on all general secretaries to
join thepicket becausethey
themselves were ir. court
fighting attempts by
Rowtonsto evict themfrom

Rod Bacon (vice-chair, CPSA
DHSS section, in personal capac
ity) reports on why DHSS strik-
ers in Birmingham and Oxford
rejected a deal proposed by
their left-wing union president,
Militantsupporter Kevin Roddy

well as resulting in an in-
glorious defeat for the Ox-
ford and Birmingham
strikers. :

The DHSS Executive
Committee of the SCPS re-
commendedrejection of the
offer, but the amazementof
the membership taking
industrial action the Broad
Left DHSS-Executiveof the
CPSA recommended
acceptance.

_

Whatis behindthis?
In January of this year,

plans were laid for a mem-
bership consultation, ask-
ing for support for non-
cooperation with new pro-
cedures leading to staffing
cuts in theDHSS.This non-
cooperation would be back-
ed up byall-out strike act-
ion if members were sus-
pendedfor following union
policy.

This radical programme
was moved by a supporter
of the Militant tendency,
which is the largest group-
ing in the CPSA Broad Left.
Membersof the CPSA Soc-
ialist Caucus group, which
includes supporters of
Socialist Organiser, joined
forces withMilitantonit.

It is now apparent, how-
ever, that Militant’s major
objective was to embarrass
thethen right wing control-
led National Executive
Committee and to make
political capital for the
Broad Left if the NEC
refused to sanction the
policy. .

In May the Broad Left
won by a landslide in the

their rooms in the hostel
(the court case is expected
to last some weeks).

Moss Evans, - general
secretary of the strikers’
own union, was not there.
But that’s part of a long
story.

The strike is over
wages — and jobs, now
that Rowtons have sacked
the strikers. The average
take-homepay at Arlington
House, a hostel for single
men, was £28 for ‘a bed-
maker working 58 hours,
£35 for a doorman working
60 hours, £32 for a cook
doing 50 hours, and £33 for
canteen staff on a 60 hour
week.Atoiletman get only
£27 take-homefor 50 hours.

Arlington House —

CPSA national elections
and had to honour its policy
of fighting the cuts in the
DHSS. The consultation
went ahead in June and
produced a small majority
in favour of industrial
action, with a substantial
numberof abstentions.

Jt was clear that any
fighting campaign would
require firm and decisive
leadership from the Broad
Left dominated executives.
The Militant tendency
showednorelish for such a
task and immediately
began to back-pedal,inter-
preting the results of the

~ consultation as an indicat-
ion that no real fight was

possible.
Very soon negotiations  

  
STRIKEFOR

where recognition for the
TGWUwaswonbya strike
thisApril — is theonly part
of Rowtons that is union-
ised, apart from some
women workers in the
hostel in Lambeth.

Blacking is vital to win
the dispute. At Mount
Pleasant, the strikers have
managedto get blackingfor
most beer supplies and,
most important, of oil —

which is used for heating
there.

But no thanks to the
TGWU. ‘The help we’ve
had is non-existent’, said
JackJenkinson. ‘They took
five weeks to make the
strike official, and thatwas
only after we had a sit-in at
theregionaloffice.

commenced on a minimal
clause to avoid.compulsory
redundancies and trans-
fers. Management, scent-
ing victory, pressed a hard
line in negotiation. Whilst
the leadership talked, the
members in Birmingham
faced the realities and
struck.

It was a beliefthat in the
circumstances any offer on
staffing could be regarded
as a victory, and a lack of
faith in the membership’s
ability to fight for jobs,
that led to the extraordin-
ary decision to recommend
acceptanceto thestrikers.

In Oxford the offer was
unanimously rejected and
in Birmingham the result

a8 =

D.H.S.S.
BIRMINGHAM

‘They’ve given no
support to thismass picket,
apart from the district
official, Phil Pearson, who
has been pretty good. In
fact, the TGWUtried to.
block the strike. They said
we were tearing up. the
agreement. -

‘All the blacking we’ve
had to organise ourselves,
though it would have been
mucheasier for the TGWU
officialsto doit.

‘We need support from
the labour movement —

finance, bodies on the
picket lines, and resolu-
tions through TGWU
branches.’

At ArlingtonHouse,Jack
Jenkinson told me, ‘The
kitchens are shut complet-

was 427for rejection, 26 for
acceptance. The members
on strike have saved the
union from a_ disastrous
defeat. oo

The fight must now go
on. Socialist Caucus mem-
bers and their allies have
continually argued for
extensive industrial action
in defence of jobs. We, of
course, voted on the exec-
utive against theoffer.

It is important, however,
that the maximum unity is
achieved in the Broad Left
to escalate the strike, raise
moneyfor the strikers and
develop the campaign ag-
ainst the cuts. Fortunately,
the Broad Left, including
theMilitant tendency,have
accepted the result and  

 

my

ely. But they're using
contract cleaners - paid £24
a day - and uniformed
security guards, who we
believecost £30 an hour!

‘One person was found
dead in his room recently,
and he’d been dead for
three days. Rowtons say
that’s due to thestrike, but
I’d say the security guards
are not doing their job.
There have been fires at
ArlingtonHouse during the
dispute, and the strikers
have always heen the first
on the scene to put them
out. The security guards
have beennowhere.

‘Camden Council said
they would provide meals
on wheels, and we agreed
to allow them through the
picket line. But we found
thatone day 40 or 50 meals
had been left over. The
management re-heated
these meals, sold by the ©

council at 24p, and sold
themfor £1.10.

‘But we’ve had fantastic
support from the residents.
Rowtonsfillall the jobs by
advertising internally.

rebuffed as
DHSS fight on

have realised thatthe strik-
ers must be supported. An
escalation has already
begun with the South
Yardley office in Birming-
ham being brought out on
strike.

It will. be a tremendous
struggle, especially at the
present time,after the res-
ults in the NUM and in
British Leyland. There is
no guarantee of victory.
Even if we fail, at least
we will not have sold our

right to strike and our over-
time ban.

The rank and file mem-
bership in Oxford and
Birmingham have shown
the way. The Broad Left
‘leadership’ must follow
and organisefor victory.

 
They’ve been advertising
for four weeks now,and not
a single resident out of 600

_

or 700 has taken ajob.
‘Recently they’ve

organised themselves into
a residents’ association,
and a couple of themare on
the picket line with us
today. Some are also
organising to refuse to pay
rent.’

All Rowton hotels are
makinga loss, and are sub-
sidised by the hostels.
Arlington House made
£281,000 profit last year,
61% of Rowtons’ total
profits. .

Yet Rowtons wantto get
rid of the hostels and
concentrate on the hotels.
Jack Jenkinson said, ‘I
thinkthereason is pressure
from thecouncilto modern-
ise. They reckon they'llbe
forced to carry out improve-
ments at Arlington House
which will cost £1.5 to £2
million and reduce the’
capacity from 1066 to 500.

‘But I can’t fully under-
stand it. Unlike Camden,
Lambeth and Tower
Hamlets councils are put-
ting no pressure on
Rowtons, and even in
Camden it could be two or
three years before they get
through all the legal
procedures’.

The accommodation at
Arlington House — which
is part of the ‘wages’for all
the workers — is almost all
7 foot by 5. foot cubicles.
‘You can easily touch both
sides of the room by
stretching your arms’ said
Jack Jenkinson. ‘There is
very poor ventilation and
lighting, and the heating in
winter is often non-exist-
ent. And the food theybuy
is usually very poor quality’

Camden council has
decided to take over
Arlington House. Jack
Jenkinson told me how
thingsstand.

‘Rowtons are asking £3
million. They say it’s a
business. Camdensays it
shouldn’t be, and I think
they’re right. I don’t agree
with Camden paying £3M
but if it comes to it, they
should. It’s people, not
money’.

However,thepurchaseis
sure to take months.
In the meantime, the dis-
pute must be won. Black-
ing and support on the
picket lines are what’s
neededto do that.
@ Pickets from 7am every
day at Arlington House,
Arlington Road, Camden,
and at thehotels.
Donations c/o Camden
Labour Centre, 8 Camden
Road, London NWI1.
(485 1100). .

Maps
victory

AT STANFORDS Ma
Shop in London manage
ment have agreed to reir
state all the sacked strike:
(including their shop stev
ard PaulHobbs, whom the
had previously refused. 1
reinstate), and recognis
theirunion.

There is still a dispu'
over new work contra
which management wai

agreed as a condition |

reinstatement. Negoti
tions are going on throu;
ACASon thispoint.
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Social workers by Teresa
Munby ~

fight privatisation
STRIKING social © orkers
in Birmingham -- have
stepped up the fight
against sackings and the
introduction of privatisa-
tion of the city’s social
services.

The management
consultative company,
Price Waterhouse,
employed by the city coun-
cil, has ostensibly been
given the job of conducting
an “efficiency study’’
with a view to making
“cost cutting changes’’
— i.e. cuts.

Nobody employed by
Social Services is under
any illusions about its
real job, however, that of
laying the basis (with the
information collected) for
a massive programmeof
privatisation.

It was because of this
awareness, and NALGO’s
and NUPE’s policy of
non-cooperation with Price
Waterhouse that the sack-
ings of three social work-
ers, followed by a mass
walk-out of some 9,500
council employees,
occured.

The last week of October
saw the real battle begin-
ning — maintaining and

:. extending the strike in the
face of attempts by the

- bureaucracyof bothunions
to weaken and deflect the
action.

First, the day after the
walk outs, NALGO ordered
all except social workers
backto work.

NUPE, following suit,
promisedstrike pay only to
social workers and thoseon
strike who worked in
establishments where
NALGO was on strike and
in themajority.

.

In other words, NUPE
members were told in no
uncertain terms that they
could not initiate any
action,only follow NALGO.

“This is©NALGO’s
dispute, not ours’’ was the
refrain heard over and
over.

°

The following week
showed how determined
were the strikers, despite

WHAT IS the socialist
alternative to all the gov-
ernment’s cheap labour
schemes? How can we gain
the right té a real job for
everyone, withreal wages?

In each area, unemploy-
ed and employed workers
can begin this task by
holding workers’ inquiries
into the public services and
facilities needed by work-
ing people; and by drawing
up alternative workers’
plans for reopening closed
factoriesand for expansion
of direct labour departm-
ents, hospitals, schools,

«ap

NALGO’s weak leadership threatenedthe strike’s success

NUPE and NALGO’s
weak leadership.

By the end oflast week
emergency cover had been
removed from virtually all
of the 13 area offices
(from which themajority of
social workersare based).

Emergency cover had
been organised and provi-
ded by the strikers, but
where management had
gained entry into the
offices, thiswas withdrawn
leaving management
runningtheoffices.

Duty
By. the middle of tfe

week the emergency duty
telephone workers (who
provide an emergency
service across the whole of
thecity) had all come out.

Whena leading NALGO
steward was named as the
first defendant in a list of
about 20 in an ex parte
injunction (ordering relax-
ation of picketing of an
area office) obtained by
Management, one area
office was totally
abandoned.

Management had
presumably sought the

 
social services,etc.

Alongwiththisshould go
the demand to open the
books of the local authori-
ties and the Manpower
Services Commission
(MSC)to reveal thecolossal
profiteering by private
firms, both as suppliers of
public services (drug com-

-Paniesin the NHS, educa-
tional suppliers and publ-
ishers, banks and insurance
companies) and as ‘spons-
ors’ for MSC programmes
and exploiters of cheap
non-union labour.

Such investigation of

injunction in order to have
accessto files. It is anticip-
ated that the ‘law will be
used further to make social
workers attend in court by
the use of witness
summons.

Since some of these
cases involve child abuse,
some social workers may
well feel the necessity of
attending court rather than
allowing children to return
home (theimmediate effect
of lapsing of a court order)
despite the obvious weak-
ening effect this will have
on thestrike.

While questions of this
sort may involve ‘‘profes-
sional’’ considerations,
the strikers need to be
clear on the manage-
ment’s use of the law and
police. When Price Water-
house were turned away
from an area office one
moming by a 150 strong
picket, they were then
allowed in in the afternoon
when escorted by large
numbersof police; yet this
was hailed as a ‘victory’
because no one was arres-
ted!

Fears of losing their
jobs after the dispute is

capitalist profiteering is the
basis for demanding the
nationalisation, under
workers’ management, of
all such private firms para-
sitically feeding off public
services; for their integra-
tion into a fully publicly-
ownedservices sector.

How will this be finan-
ced? The very question
shows the irrationality of
capitalism — a system
where new wealth cannot
be produced because of...
lackof wealth.

The banks and financial
institutions should be nat-
ionalised, and investment
and credit brought within a
rational economic plan —

which, however, is possible
only if we have a real
workers’government.

Drawn
Unemployed workers

must be drawn into the
struggle against current
Tory attempts to privatise
theexistingpublic services,
and thuscreate the unity in

JOHN
HARRIS

 
over as a result of being
arrested appear to blind
even the more experienced
activists to the principled
position of fighting any
such victimisation as and
whenit happens.

Weak
Weak picketing, which

fears of arrests. creates,
will certainly not win the
strike. :

The major problem fac-
ing the strikers is the
extending ofthestrike and
the organisation and
provision of emergency
cover. :

Previous. social work
strikes in Liverpool and
Tower Hamlets, lasted. for
many months. The provi-
sion of emergency cover
apparently maintained
most of the essential ser-
vices and thereby weaken-
ed the effectiveness of
the strike action.

In Birmingham, the
problem of emergency
cover has been most acute
in the residential childrens
homes (other homes have
been on a NALGO exemp-
tion list). At the beginning

action of unemployed and
employed.

We should also organise
the unemployed to support
the NHS workers in the
defence of living stand-
ards, by swelling the pick-
et lines. In thisway the un-
employed can be increas-
ingly transformed into the
ally of the labour move-
ment, instead of a reserve
armyof scab labour. :

 

of the -strike these were
operatingunder emergency
cover — but very shortly
the workers in these homes
became frustrated by the
fact that the emergency
cover they were providing
was greater than normal
staffing levels!

It was partly this factor
and partly their history of
militancy from a Tory
attempt in 1978to close all
childrens homes, that led
to the decision to take the
children from some homes
and hand them over to
management.

With the childrens’
cooperation (many of whom
had been expressing solid-
arity with theirsocial work-
ers) this was done and the
managementtookcontrolof
thechildren.

When this tactic was
repeated the next day the
management called the
strikers’ bluff and in a
typically callous way
refused to take any respon-
sibilityfor the children and
went home.

This, together with
NALGO’s decision not to
make this action official
resulted in utter chaos and
confusion that seriously
threatenedthe whole of the
strike at the end of thefirst
week.

Although seemingly a
good idea, the effect of
such a tactic was to play
into the hands of manage-
ment by giving them com-
plete control. To effectively
strengthen and expand the
strike, all—residential
homes must be occupied
under the control of the
strikers, who must be
prepared to take ‘‘unoffi-
cial’’ action to win_ this
strike and thebattle against
privatisation.

There are’ 12,000 NUPE
members alone employed
by thecouncil.

If NUPE took the lead
against privatisation and
the cuts and called for all-
out action in NUPE with
supporting action from
other unions it could stop
the Tory council of Birmin-
gham deadin its tracks

- Problems= and Policies —

The MSC schemes
should be scrapped, and
all the job programmes
incorporated into the rele-
vant expanded public serv-
icedepartments, where the
unions are well organised.
Only such a policy can
abolish the undermining of
the unionised public serv-

ices by the non-unionised
MSC programmes doing
thesame work.
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RMT:

ale
FOR THREEsuccessive pay
rounds, the Tories have
,beaten the civil service un-
ions, and now they are pre-
paring for round 4 in 1983.

A 3%% cash limit for
public sector pay bargaining
was announced as the in-
quiry into civil service pay
headed -by Judge Megaw
concluded.

The Megaw report recom-
mends the scrapping of the
previous method of pay bar-
gaining, based on ‘fair com-
parison’ with other employ-
ers. It proposes a number of
strict controls on civil service
pay bargaining, calculated
not only further to reduce
civil servants’ living stand-
ards but to cripple the
unions.

Besides recommending
very limited access to any
arbitration system, Megaw
wants the introduction of
US-style ‘coolingoff periods’
before industrial action on
pay. ‘

Internally they want to
see “job evaluation’ tech-
niques, and the use of ‘man-
agement consultants’, ‘Mark-
et forces’ should be consider-
ed, and any figures atrived at
by comparison with outside
industry revised downwards
on grounds of civil servants’
greater job security.

As part of the build-up
towards the 1983 payfight,
a special delegate conference
has ‘been called for Decem-
ber 9 by the executive of the
CPSA,the biggest civil serv-
ice union. Conference deleg-
ates will have to decide
whether to.go along withthe
Megaw inquiry conclusicns,
fix the claim for 1983, and
decide the type of industrial
action to be organised.

The reactionof theCPSA
executive so far has not been
adequate to prepare the
membershipfor the fight.

For reasons of ‘realism’,
they have gone for a meagre
£12 claim, and for a phased

i

There is absolutely no
need for the MSC schemes
except as a means of -not
paying a decent wage for
what should be work done
by expandedpublic service
departments. A pro-
gramme of public works
must be centred on the
existing public services,
not used as a means of
dismantlingthem.

introduction of a £90 mini-
mum wage.

_

The Left needs to cam-
paign for a wage increase of
not less than £20 flat rate.
CPSA members have suffer-
ed declining living standards
over the past four years. If
the argument is that a low
target of £12 will seem more
‘realistic’ and is more likely
to involve the members,then
the CPSA leadership are kid-
ding themselves.

Either we have good arg-
uments for our claim, and
the Research Department
figures on comparative rates
of similar workers support
us, or some sort of game is
beingplayed.

The serious danger is
that in the search for unity
with the other civil service
unions, the CPSA EC may
have sold short the lower-
paid grades that it organises
before the fight begins.

The 1983 pay fight has
one major difference for all
the civil service unions. On
the previous pay claims, the
union leadership drew ‘egit-
imacy’ from thesemi-official
figures published by or
drawn from the government
Pay Research Unit.

But now PRU has been
scrapped, and in 1983 the
civil service unions stand on
our own both in the argu-
ments for the claim, and in
the way weare going to have
to fight. —~

Unlike previous. years,
there is neither the money
nor the will for a long drawn
out strategy of” selective
strikes. The only alternative
now is. all-out industrial
‘action.

There must bea fight for
such a policy at the CPSA
special conference, cogether
with plans to protect claim-
ants and the unemployed
from the effects of the
action and secure their
support.

Gay disco
Closed +»:

Movements, a gay disco
run each Saturday in an
Islington pub, has been
forced to close after an
attack by a group of skin-
heads. The disco, which
had regular attendancesof
300 lesbians and gay men,
was one of the few non-
commercial gay discos in
London.

This attack came after a
series of attacks on people
leavingthe disco. In one of
these, three men waiting
at Angel tube station were
set upon and one was
thrown,ontherails.

.

The attack on the disco
started when skinheads in
the pub started throwing
bottles into the bar where
the disco was being held.
Thentheystarted smashing
up thebar.

The pub management
called the police who threw
out not only the.skinheads
but also the gay disco-
goers.

The organisers of the
disco, London Gay Work-
shops, say they no longer
haveany confidencein the
pub managementorin the
local police to protect the
disco. As they feel unavie
to guarartee the safety of
people attending the disco,
they have decided to close
down.

currentlyThey are
investigating other prem-
ises in London, and hope to
reopen soon.

 



 
LAST Wednesday, 27th,
the Labour and trade union
tight wing consolidated
their victory at the Black-
pool Labour Party con-
ference.

At the first meeting of
the ‘new National Execut-
ive Committee, they swept
left-wingers off the key
sub-committees. The Org-
nisation Sub-committee
and theYouthSub-commit-
‘tee, in-particular, now have
solid right-wingmajorities.

Compromise_proposals
from general secretary Jim
Mortimer were swept
aside. Michael Foot ab-
stained on each vote as the
 
 
 
 

right wing pressed ahead.
Butthevotes at the NEC

do notsettle everything!
Sid Weigheil’s - fate

showstheright wing trade
union leaders thatthey face
a threat of revolt in their
rear. There is no mandate
from the trade unionrank
andfilefor a witch-hunt.

If the Labour Left turns
to energetic, concerted org-anising in the unions, we
can cut the ground from
under Basnett, Duffy, and
Grantham.

The Constituency Lab-
our Parties are almost
unanimous against a witch-
hunt. Bob Mellish’s resign-

CO
Caey
 
 
 
  
 

Po
Dennis
Skinner MP
spoke to us
about the
NEC meeting
a
EVERYTHINGis happen-
ing as | forecast at theTrib-
une meeting at Labour
Party conference.

.

The wholethinghas been
.

a longterm right wing
plan: to organise a witch-
hunt against what they
regarded as a weak sect-
ion, namely the Militant
tendency; to pick on parlia-
mentary candidates that
they didn’t like; and to
removeleft-wingers on the
NEC from the trade union
section and the women’s
section, which are dominat-
ed by the Basnett-Granth-
am - Weighell - Chapple -

Duffy blockvote.
That’s what the Trade

Unionists for a Labour
Victory is all about. That’s
what's behindit all.

Don’t let anyone get any
fancy ideas that it’s John
Golding being a master
tactician. He’s just a
cipher. The real people
behind it are Healey,
Basnett,and so on. .

They managed to induce
NUPEto cast its votes for
right winger Anne Davis, -

and not to vote for Dougie
Hoyle. The result wasthat
we lost Joan Maynard —

and Dougie Hoyle, not tha

__
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he was the greatest left-
winger of all time. It en-
abled themto increasetheir
majority. Now the majority
is withtheHealeycamp.

But don’t get the im-
pression that Dennis
Skinner has just discovered
thattheright wing are after
him, and he’s crying. I
ain’t crying!

There’s recorded voting
next year for the trade
unions at Labour Party
conference. There will be
no wheeler-dealing then.
Unions likeNUPE and the
‘NUM will have to come
down on one side or the
other.

-

Last year when the Right
came to the NEC with an
exercise like this, Foot
appealedfor unity.

This time, when it came
to taking Jo Richardson and
Frank Allaunoff the Home
Policy Sub-committee, I
said: ‘‘We’ve not heard
the Leader speak yet.
Whenis he going to enter
thediscussion?

‘‘Last year he was in
right at thebeginningto try
to heal any breaches that
might occur. Isn’t he going
to defend Frank Allaun,his
left wing sidekick for the
last 30 years, the same man
who stood by him when he
wasbeingwitch-hunted out
of the Parliamentary Lab-
our Party?

‘‘Now then, MrFoot, are
you going todefend Frank
Allaun? Because if. you
can’t defend Frank Allaun,
how can we put any trust -

and reliance. in you to
defend thepolicies that the
right wing want to
remove?”’

ation will put the NEC to
the test on CLPs’ right to
choose their own Labour
candidate. Bermondsey
CLP executive, and CLPs
elsewhere, are determined
to defend Peter Tatcheil as
Labour’s chosen candidate.

Delegates from 101 CLPs
last Saturday voted to
refuse te expel socialists
underthe‘register’, and to
stand firm even if the NEC
threatensto disband them.

If Militant falls victim,
other left-wingers will foll-
ow.If left-wingactivists are
axed,left-wingpolicies will
be chopped too.

Thefight to create’a real
working class political alt-

‘*ernative to the Tories — to
make possible a ‘Labour’
government thathas answ-
ers to the rampagingcrisis
of British capitalism — is
inseparable from the fight
against thewitch-hunt.

 

 

  

£6000 fund
Chapple andBasnett have got the bit betweentherteeth. But theyhaven't won yet!
   

THANKSto all our supporters who have sent in money to make sure thepaper appear-ed this week. We've had contributionsfrom individualsand Socialist Organiser groups:£315.70 for thefundand £400 in paymentfor papers.
Now we've gotthefunddrive going again, let’s make sure it doesn’t stop. We're not

out of danger yet!
We still need contributions to thefund, and paymentfor papers urgently.
Let’s have a big drive to complete theSpecial Fund by the end of theyear! Here’s

a few ideasto help give Socialist Organiser a happy Christmas: :

*Christmas is a good excuse for having fun — organise an S.O. ChristmasParty! Start
some home brew now, and Start selling invitations. Get people to donate food, and
prizes (eg books) you can raffle.

/*Organise a special Christmasjumblesale, for people to stock up with cheap Christmas
presents. Book a time and place TODAY,and thenget SO supporters to help organise
it. Boost your profits: sell refreshments, have a raffle, and start the sale with an
auctionof the best items.
*Buy your mum a subscription to SO for Christmas, only £5 (3 months); £8.75 (6months);£16 (1 year).
*Buy the paper a Christmaspresent: send us in a donationfrom yourselfor a group ofreaders, and we'll write back andtell you what we bought ourselves.

Let us know what you're doing, and we'llpublish thebest ideas.
Thanks for contributions to the fund from: Peter McIntyre (Oxford), £15; Bob

Fine (London), £30; Tom Cashman (Marathon sponsorship), £15; Chris Hickey (Lon-don), £5; Tony Dale (Manchester), £10; Coventry supporters £138.20 from assorted
projects; Stoke supporters £25; Stockport supporters £12.50; Simon Temple (Birming-ham), £15 from a sponsored walk;andLiz Corbishley,£50.

Thanks for paper money to: Liverpool, Glasgow, York, Durham, Coventry, Car-
diff, Leeds, Huddersfield, Basingstoke, Oxford groups.

Thanks also in advance to Leicester for sending a generous cheque — details next
week, when we've receivedit!

‘Fundtotal:

Donationsto:
Treasurer,214

- SickertCourt,
‘London Ni 2SY

 

 

    
  
                    
    
         
       
   
  
 
  
  

 
  
  
 

 £4299,82 (72%).
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 Tatchell

comments on
Bob Mellish’s
decision to
force a by-
election in
Bermondsey
BOB Mellish’s resignation
has less to do with differ-
ences with the local Labour
Party thanhis desire to take

- up a highly-paid job as
vice-chair of the Tory
London DocklandDevelop-
ment Corporation, at the
invitation of Michael
Heseltine.

This Corporation, with
Bob Mellish’s support, has
agreed to luxury flats on
Corbett’s. Wharf at well
over £100,000 each, when
the local people in the area
desperately need better
housing. :

.

Bob- Mellish has also
supported the Hay’s Wharf

' scheme to build the equi-
valent of 14 Centre Point
office blocks on the Ber-
mondsey riverside when
many local estates in the
immediate vicinity are in
a terrible state of disrepair
and urgently need_re-
placing.

The Docklands Corpora- -

tion has also been propos-
ing the development of
two yachtmarinasin Surrey
Dock, which will not be
at all for the benefit of
local people.

Local people do not sup-
port the policiesof the Lon-
don Docklands Develop-
ment Corporation. They
wantto see low-rise council
housing with gardens, and
new industry to create jobs
for theunemployed.

These are the policies
which I am fighting for,
togetherwith the local Lab-
our Party. :

It is not us, but Bol
Mellish, who is unrepres-
entative and out of touch
with the interests of the
Bermondseycommunity.

If Bob Mellish has been
such a MPas he and
others claim, why then is
Bermondsey in such a
‘mess? On the doorsteps
everyone agrees that the
area has declined over
the last 30 years during
which he has beentheMP.

He promised that the
docks would close over his
dead body. Of course, the
docks are gone and Beb
Mellishisstillalive and has.
done very well out of the
Labour Party.

Not only that,but most of
the industry has gone from
the area and many of the
housing estates which his
crony John O’Grady has
been in charge of as leader
of Southwark council have
fallen to a serious state of
disrepair.

.Mycritics allege that I
am some kind of terrible
extremist. In fact the
policies I amfighting for
are very moderate and
reasonable.

. :All I want to.see is that
everybody in this country
has the right to a job,
decent housing, and ade-
quate health care. It isa
damning indictmentof our
Political and = economic
aystem thatso many people
are deprived of thesethings

 
 

human rights.
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