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THE Tories could go ahead
with stage 3 of their anti-
union laws before the
General Election.

A Green Paper published
this week suggests compul-
sory postal ballots for union
leaders as a measure that
could be brought in this
year. Also proposed more
cautiously are compulsory
postal ballots before strike
action, and a law to change
the unions’ political levy
from ‘contracting out’ to
‘contractingin’.

The postal ballots plan is
designed to foist leaderships
like the Duffy-Boyd-Laird
team in the AUEW on every
union. It is nothing to do
with democracy.

Postal
If postal ballots were

sted to elect Bank of
and governors, company 

s1uyWvHNHOF

bosses, High Court judges —

or Tory Party leaders — then
the Tories’ enthusiasm
would quickly wane. But in
the unions they reckon that
postal ballots could replace
the real though limited say
that members have through
the branches and committees
with the dictatorship of the
Tory press.

Machine

Real democracy includes
a chance to hear the differ-
ent points of view, take part
in discussion, and maintain
accountabilityof representa-
tives after their election, The
system the Tories favour is
one where the Fleet Street
misinformation machine
mobilises thousands of
passive members to swamp
all participatory democracy

Against allbansandproscriptions!

THIS week Thatcher
returns cock-a-hoop from
the Falklands, bearing a
T-shirt with a tiger motif
presented to her by
troops “to use when you
are fighting Tony Benn.”

Feeling confident
after the wearing-down
of the NHSdispute, the
collapse of the Scottish
miners’ leaders, and the
sell-out of the DHSS jobs
fight, the Tories are
planning for an election,
probably this year, and
new anti-union laws.

But their cries of
triumph could be short-
lived. Plenty of people

'

are not beguiledbut dis-

in the unions.
In the AUEW,theDuffy-

Boyd team, elected by postal
ballot, has systematically
suppressed union demo-
cracy, overriding the rights ©

of district committees, sack-
ing dissident officials and
blandly flouting the union
constitution.

The real purpose ofthe
Tories is vividly shown by
the doubts they express on

postal strike ballots.
Whenstrike ballots were

made law under the 1971
Industrial Relations Act, the
one ballot held under that
Act gave. a resounding
victory for strike action by
railworkers. In the US, the
163 ballots held under the
Taft-Hartley laws show 155
rejections of the employers
last offer. As the Financial
Times put it: “In short, they
do not deliver the required

gusted by the imperialist
razzamatazz. And new
resistance is brewing on
the industrial front.

Arrogantly the Tories
told the water workers
they could only have a
4% wage rise — though
even the employers wan-
ted to offer more! Now
the water workers are
moving - towards_strike
action, and could link
up with gas and power
workers also facing the
4% limit

.

In the Labour Party
the witch-huntis running
into trouble, and Peter
Tatchell’s by-election
campaign in Bermondsey

result.”
Here, unfortunately for

the Tories, the dictatorship
of the media is too often
undermined by mass awarc-
ness of the real issues — and
massrallying to the union in
protest at external interfer-
ence.

Thus the Tories are look-
ing for a more subtle scheme
to serve the aim of thwart-
ing militant action.

Closed shop
The idea of imposing

‘contracting in’ is also pres-
ented as a blowfor individ-
ual rights and democracy. In
reality it is another version
of the “scab’s charter”
which Tebbit has already
legislated against the ciosed
shop.

TUC leaders have protes-
ted against Tebbit’s plans —

 
 

 
 

  

  

 
 

  

  

 
 

  
 

 
  
  

 
 

  
 

 
  
  
 

 
  

 
   

could be a major demon-
stration that thereis still
a left-wing active- and
fighting for a Labour
government committed
to Labour conference
policy and accountable
to the labour movement.

Yes, we can flush out
the Tories!

SEE INSIDE:
*Page 2: Water workers
challengecash limits.
*Page 2: Fighting Tebbit.
*Pages 8-9 and page 15:
Bermondsey by-election
and Labourwitch-hunt.
*Page 5: Press Gang on
the Falklands.

just as they protested against
the first two rounds of Tory
anti-union law, but without
doing anything.

Collaboration JOHN
HARRIS

Theyare hardly likely to
lead a serious fight against
state

-
interference in the

unions when theyare still
daily collaborating with the
government and the state on
dozens of committees,
councils, and nationalised
industry boards.

The fight back will have
to start from the rank and
file, with demands to break
collaboration with the
Tories, to reject all state
interference, and to install
real democracy in the unions
— regular election and right
of recall ofofficials through
ballots at. workplace mceet-
ings.



 

 

x
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Water,power,gas:
Unite to beat

cashlimits...... .. ..

UNION leaders representing29,000 water workers meet
on Monday 17th to discuss -

industrial action on pay.For years the water
industry has been building
up to a showdown on pay.
In a warning shot for this
year’s stru water
workers staged their first-
ever national stoppage last
October 18. They have now
voted by an 80% majority to
reject the employers’ 4%
offer.

And the possibility is
there — if the union leaders
will take it — of a powerfuljoint fight by workers in the
three utility industries; gas,electricity,and water.

The 42,000 gas workershave recently turned down a
3.9% offer in reply to their
13% claim. And 90,000elec-
tricity supply workers who
have put in an 8% claim will
also face the Tories’ 4%
public sector pay ‘norm’,

The water workers’ claim
is for a 15% rise. The
National Water Council wan-~
ted to offer 6% — which
would not be enough! — but

ASAresult of the ‘Bulk
Trader’ incident, the
National Union of Seamen
and the International
Transport Federation,
supported by a large num-
ber of Labour MPs, have
now agreed to raise the
issue of flags ‘of conven-
ience with the European
Parliament.

Jim Slater, the NUS
General Secretary, who
recently took the ‘‘Bulk
Trader’’ crew to. Downing
Street, said that this step
was necessary in the fight
against unscrupulous ship
owners.

Arrangements are being
made to meet Euro MPs as
this was an international
 
 

the government stepped in
and knocked it down to 4%.
NWC chairperson Robert
Marshall has recentlyresigned over this andother
issues, and describes
offer as “déplorable”!

Water workers’ present
basic rates range from
£78.20 to £85.85, and
average gross weekly earn-
ings are £133.88 (April

_

1982). The job of maintain-
ing and servicing the water
and ‘sewer systems not only
demands skill, but often
means working under the
worst conditions,

Britain’s 130,000 miles
of sewers are decaying fast as
governments refuse to invest
in modernising them.Requiring frequent repairjobs, these sewers are dirty,
dank,rat-infested;and some-times as narrow as the
narrowest of seams worked
by coal miners.

There is more to the dis-
pute than pay. The Tories

- plan to abolish the National
Water Council as from Sep-
tember 1983, and tear up
the nationalagreements. The

Seamen must fight
f] agS of RON BROWN MP(Leith)writes:

convenience
problem.

Flags of convenience are
a cover for modern-daypiracy which ‘justifies’
scandalous wage rates and
conditions.

_As the “Bulk Trader’’
escaped from Leith carry-ing a cargo ofcoal, I will be
asking the NUM for sup-
port in the campaign to
black_these ‘cowboy’ships.
The background to
the incidentis:

SHORTLY before Christ-
mastheship ‘Bulk Trader’
set sail from Leith — with a
scab crew on board,andits
original crewleft thousands

Press farward for
READERS who closely
scrutinised the press last
month may have- noticed
that the TUC General 

r
.

New LeylandAction Com-
mittee pamphlet, 1 0p plus
postage from LAC, 194 Dawl-
ish Road, Birmingham 29

Council has been forced in-
to backtrackingonits origi-
nal opposition to the Scot-
land-London People’s
Marchfor Jobs in 1983.

Intensive lobbying for
the concept of the march
won first NALGO and then
TGWUofficialsupport, and
eventually carried the day
despite thecontinued oppo-
sition of Len Murray.

image
* Murray’s objection, like

that of Labour’s Parlia-
mentary leadership, is that
a mass demonstration of
this. type in election year
could rock the boat by
mobilising workers on. the
streets and thus ‘spoiling
the image’ of the Labour
Party.

With the strength of the
pro-march lobby confirm-

the

schemes which areanendy being pushed
through, can only mean job
cuts,

Possible plans for action
being discussed include a
rolling strike movement
round the regions, to be
followed rapidly by an all-
out national strike. The
potential strength of the
water workers is huge: with-
in days whole sections of
industry could be shut down
as water supplies fail, though
workers plan to provide
cover to maintain services as
far as possible to hospitals
and other non-industrial
users,

But the question mark
hangs over the union leader-
ship — for the unions
involved, GMWU, NUPEand
TGWU,are after all some of
the same unions as allowed
the NHS workers’ pay fight
to expire in dribs and drabs.
And the one-day strike last
October 18 was arranged in
a week when there were
three other one-day strikes
— health, British Telecom,
steel — so as not to-fall on
the same day as any of
them!    

of miles from home and
owed£50,000 in backpay.

The vessel is registered
in Cyprus, but owned by
UK interests. The crew
(Filipinos, Indonesians and
Sri Lankan) were not being
paid the correct rate for the
job, andtook strike action.
The owners brought in
thugswhothreatenedtrade
union officials and the crew
with violence unless they
left thevessel.

Then the case -went to
the courts. The Outer
Houseof the Scottish Court
of Session upheld the right
of the crew to take action,
but the Inner House took
the side of the shipowners
on the grounds that the
‘balance of convenience’
lay withthem in getting the
shipto sea.

The Forth Ports Author-
ity then made itself an
accompliceby assisting the
vessel to sail with a scab
crew.

 

Peoples’
March

- ed, theonly problem nowin
striding forward on the
campaign is that no con-
crete proposals for the
March exist: not even a
tentative date has teen
suggested by the origma-
tors of theidea on the North
West TUC.

To speed up the process’
of arriving at such plans,
and ensure that the March
does take place, union
branches, Trades Councils
and Labour Parties should
carry. resolutions endors-~
ing the call for the Scot-
land-London march, agree-
ing to set up local campaign
bodies controlled by the
rank and filemembers. and
insisting that it go ahead
regardless of the date of

-thegeneralelection.

         
  
  

     
  
    
    

 

 
  

 
    
  
 

éJournalists up agains!
Tebbit’sstraitjacket
by JonathanHam-
mond(president;
National Union of ©

Journalists, in a
personal capacity).

ONEOFthe provisions of
the 1982 Employment Act
outlaws secondary action.
By changingoneof the key
factors in a trade dispute
from ‘workers and employ-
ers’ to ‘workers and their
employer’, the Act aims to
make some_traditional
trade union action unlaw-
ful.

For instance, unions will
be actingunlawfully if they
take action against an
employer whose own
employees are not in dis-
pute. This is relevant to
a national NUJ dispute that
maytake place in February.
.

The Newspaper Society
— theemployers’organisa-
tion in the provincial news-
paper industry with whom
the NUJ bargains national-
ly — has offered chronic-
ally under-paid journalists
a measly2.2 to 3.2% in this
goes ahead, and certain
chapels. settle with their
managements at local
level, there is in thatnews-
paper no longer a dispute
“betweenworkers and their
employer’.

Even if they were so
minded, the bought-off
journalists could not law-
fully strike in support of
their colleagues elsewhere
— and would doubtless
plead ‘reasonable cause’ if
disciplined fornot striking.

The removal of the
phrase ‘a dispute between
workers and_workers’
could haveasinister signif-
icance over demarcation
differences (often triggered
off by managementaction)
preceding, during or after
the introduction of new
technology.

The proposition that a
dispute must be ‘wholly
or mainly’ connected with
listed collective bargaining
issues gives the courts
more scope for questioning
a union’s motivesfor taking
industrialaction.

  
 
  

Privatised
For example, if the

government privatised
certain Civil Service func-
tions — such asputting the
publicity function. out to
consultants — and the
unions concerned took
industrial action in protest,
a court might decide that
that action was really a
disagreemént over govern-
ment policy and not wholly
or mainly connected with
jobsor otherlisted issues. -

The Act also makes it
unlawful for workers in
Britain to take action in
support of workers in other
countries, unless the
British workers. could be
affected by the outcome of
the dispute abroad, i.e.
unless they can.show some
direct self-interest.

But even more insidious
is the Act’s green light to
employers to sack union
activists in certain cireum-
stances. Under the new
legislation, during a strike
an employer can ‘let it be
known’ that strikers who
do aot return by a given
daie will al! get the sack in
the hope that the less well 

organised, or those under
particularly hard financial
or other pressures, will
cave in and return to work.

The employer can then
sack the more militant,

better organised workers
remainingonstrike.

In my ownfield of book
publishing, this could have
a_ significant effect: The
NUJ currently has a cam-

Militancy is buildingup again to thelevels of the 1 978-9 strike

paign to endlow payin that
area, which may involveindividualchapelsin strikes
at somestage.The Publish-
ers’ Association is known
to have a secret blacklistof
NUJ activists,
advises its members not to
employ or — if they can do
it without too much fuss —

to get rid of.
I know of at least one

_

_famous

which it-

book publishing
company whose personnel
manager has a policy of
victimising “and harassingunion activists with a view
to driving them on to the
dole queue. It does not
require too much imagina-
tion to see how companies
might make use of this
legislation if the campaign
gathersmomentum. 

NUJstrike call
MORE THAN6,000 provin-
cial journalists in England,
Wales and Northern Ireland
are to be asked to back an all
out strike call against a 3 per
cent pay offer from theNewspaper Society.

The call — from the Pro--
vincial Newspapers Industrial
Council — was backed by an
NUJ delegate conference in
Londonlast week.

Chapel_representatives
voted narrowly in favour of
a strategy of two one-day
strikes on January 20 and
26, followed by an all-out
strike from February 1. The
strike call will now go out
for voting to more than 200
chapels [office branches]
around the country.

.The employers offered
between £4 and £6 a week,
and less for trainees. They
turned down claims for im-
proved holidays, for a guar-
antee of full insurance cover,
and for a streamlined. disput-
es procedure. Maternity and
paternity claims and moves
towards a reducéd retire-
ment age were also rejected
out of hand.

Instead the employers
warned they were likely to
step up the rate of job loss —

more than 700. jobs have
gone in the provincial sector
in the past two years. The
chairman ‘of the employers’
side announced editorial
redundancies in his own
head office even while the
negotiationswerestillon.

The PNIC posed the
strike over wages as the best
way to mobilisethe member-
ship against all attacks.Peter
McIntyre, PNIC_ vice-chair,
moving the strike call, said
chapel leaderships must vote
for the only policy that coul
could win the fight. Therc
was no purpose in taking
half-hearted action that
could lead to lock-outs and
te strikes over reinstatement
instead of strikes over the
main battle.

A fervent debate showed

that the conference was al-~
most evenly split. But
among thecalls to accept the
offer and-duck the fight
there was one bizarrevoice.

Negative
Alan Bott, WRP luminary

and NUJ National Executive
member, tried to move an
amendmenttothestrike call
which was ruled out of order
by the conference chair,
Linda Piper, asbeinga direct
negative. Undeterred, Bott
went tothe microphone to
declare that theold methods
of militancy were finished,
and that the membership
should accept the offer with
regret and regroup in some
future existence around the
NGA — which, given Bott’s
stand on amalgamationtalks,
means regroup around the
NGA’s bureaucracy.

When his advocacy failed
to win the day, he simply
voted against thstrike.

The narrow majority at
chapel delegate level prob-
ably means a vote against
action by the membership.
But if the fight at the con-’
ference is taken back to the
membership, the vote could
be close, and at worst could
lay the groundwork for the
major confrontation that
must be coming.

It is a major turn-round:
the demoralisation which has
gripped the provincial sector
over the past three years
now .seems to be being
shaken off by all the most
advanced militants — except
of course those stuck in the
stultifying politics of the ~

WRP.

Patrick Spilling

Courts threat in
Tribunerow
TRIBUNE editor Chris
Mullin has condemned new
moves by John Silkin and
Lord Bruce to take legal
action in their bid to win
control of thepaper.

“Mr Silkin and Lord
Bruce’’, said Chris Mullin,
“do not enjoy the sup-
port of a single memberof
staff nor, so far as we are
aware, of any other mem-
ber of the Board of Di-
rectors.

‘Their activitiesover the
last month have been
gravely damaging to the
paperand, as they must be
aware, an expensive court
action could destroy the
paper.If theysink Tribune,

they will never be forgiven
by thelabour movement’’.

Thelegalactionis threat-
ened in order to overturn
the employee shareholding
scheme agreed at a special
meeting of the Tribune
Board of Directors on
December 23. Silkin and
Bruce also criticise as
‘improper’a decision of the
December 23 meeting to
issue Chris Mullin with a
three year contract as
editor.

They say they will go to
the courts ‘within seven
days’ if they do not get
satisfaction at a Board
meeting scheduled for
Thursday January 13.
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=SERPELL REPORT==

‘Takingup
where
Beechingleft
off’? Dave
Lunts reports

THE long-awaited govern-
ment commissioned report
on the future of British Rail
has finally appeared, care-
fully ‘leaked’ by a horrified
British Rail Board three days
before Christmas. Sir David
Serpell and his team of three
have taken up where Dr.

~

_

Beechingleft off, and where,

- kers,

until now, even the Tories
have feared to tread.

The Serpell report round-
ly criticises the BRB, whom
it sees as ‘inefficientmanage-
ment’, making ‘hopelessly
inefficient forecasts of fu-
ture potential. Consequent-
ly, it throws out the whole
idea of a further programme
of electrification and sub-
stantial investment. Instead,
Serpell seems to be attempt-
ing to draw some practical
conclusions. from the att-
empt by many associated
with the Tory government to
undermine and attack the
entire idea of a relatively
comprehensive rail network.

Serpell puts forward six
‘options’ for a future rail
network,all of which involve
cuts in services, track, wor-

and subsidy, but most-
ly sees such contraction in
drastic terms.

The most drastic option
of all is option 6, involving
the slashing of the present11,000 miles down to 1,600.All branch lines would go:
Cardiff would be the only
station in Wales, while other
towns without—stations
would include Sheffield,
Blackpool, Oxford, Leices-
ter, Sunderland, and Hudd-
exsfield.

In Scotland the lines
would end at Glasgow and
Edinburgh. Inverness, Dun-
dee, Aberdeen and Perth
would all lose their stations,
while in London,St: Pancras
and all routes out of there
would close down.

Even Derby, home of
BR’s research and. develop-
ment centre, would have no
railway.

Staggering enough asthis
may sound, there is more.
Serpell stresses that even
with such a colossal cutback
(the like of which is, being
discussed nowhereelse in the
world) fares would have to
tise by 40% in real terms, in
order to run the railways
without a subsidy.

Another, and perhaps
most telling, saving that Ser-
peli recommends. is cutting
back drastically on safety’
standards, with which BR is
supposed to be ‘excessive’.
The sheer outrageous arro-
gance of this view, coming
from high Tories who know
nothing of iailway operating
techniques, is staggering. It
is a view ignorantly shared
by the Sunday Times indus-
trial editor, who claims this
week that ‘cheaper signall-
ing, lower safety standards,
could save more than £200
million a year. BR spends
over half a billionpounds a
year on track and signalling
maintenance, arid argument
that railways are over-engin-
eered from a‘ safety view-
point is plausible.”

If all this sounds quite in-
credible, then think again.
Although the 1,600 mile op-
tion is the most drastic in
the report, a minority report
presented by Alfred Gold-
stein argued that Serpell
wasn’t going far enough, and
calied for even moredrastic
action. What’s more,it is al-
ready common knowledge
that some leading Tories
share the view that therail-
ways could be done away

 

THE END 0
THE LINE?

NUR executive memb-:
er Ian Williamstold us:

‘*No-one’sofficially
given us a copy of the

Serpell report yet.But
you couldn’t expect

anythingdifferentfrom
thatcommittee. The

remit theywere given
was to study how Brit-
ish Railcould run at a

profit— andin the
. current world situation

of railways,that’slike
askinghow British

Railcould defy gravity.
It’s almost inconceiv-
able thatthegovern-
mentwillput 40% on
commuterfares. But

theotheraspect is cut-
tingbackon thenet-

work.If you say no
investment, thereis no
alternativebutsteady

cutbacks.Theinfra-
structure has got to

- thestage where it
needsa lot of money
just to keepit going,
let alone to expand.

The problemis thatthe
unions are not in a very‘good positionto fight

‘after Weighell’s
record. Obviouslywe'll

betrying. A lot
dependson thegeneral

secretary election.
Under Weighell, the
consistent policywas
thatwe collaborated
withtheBritish Rail

Board, who collaborat-
ed withthegovern-

ment. Now one of the
candidates, Charlie

.
Turnock,is presenting
himself as a continua-

tor of Weighell’’.
much publicised during the
ASLEF strike last summer,
and one with which David

THE rejection of the British
Rail Board’s £5 per shift
payment for One-Man Op- ~

eration by the executiveof
the train drivers’ union
ASLEF will be welcomed
by every ASLEF member
who wants to see genuine
improvements in pay and
conditions with the new
technology.

And yet the executive’s
rejection of the offer is
basedpurely on holding out
for a little more.It is widely
believed that the EC will
accept a payment of be-
tween £7 and £7.50

a
shift.

With the 6 per cent pay
increase (whichisstill con-
ditional on acceptance of
one-man operation, among
other productivity items),
this would bring the basic
rate of pay for one-man
operator drivers to a maxi-

Howell, the Transport Mini-
ster, has more than little
sympathy.

Last year, the Centre for
Policy Studies (which
dreams up manyof That-
cher’s schemes) published a
report which argued for the
conversion of rail routes in-
to roads. Further‘evidence
which points to a more than
sympathetic hearing-for
Goldstein’s view by the Tor-
ies is his close connection
with Professor Alan Walters,
Thatcher’s personal econom-
ic advisor. Apart from this
patronage, it is hard to see
why Goldstein was even as-
ked to sit on the Enquiry
Committee. He is a senior
partner in R. Travers Mor-
gan, the firm of transport
consultants, which special-
ises in .... roadbuilding!

More dubiousstill is the
fact that Jane’s World Rail-
ways 1982/3 edition, which

 

ASLEFCross
membershave put forward

King’s
an alternative, arguing

‘instead for negotiations to
take place on the basis of
time-and-a-half for one
manoperation and timeoff
the job — in other words,
52 hours’ pay for a 32 hour -

week.
This proposal would

ensure that the increase is
protected, and not eroded
by inflation as a flat-rate
payment would be. A 32
hour week would alleviate
the considerable stress of ©

one-man operation, and
savejobs by sharingout the
work.

If it is linked also to
another item under negot-
iation at present — the
trainmen concept —

_
it

could help protect jobs of
footplate. men and NUR

Howlonguntil the tracks become too old to use?
lists all the major railway
consultants, doesn’t even
mention Travers Morgan.
Despite this, when Goldstein
criticises BR’s obsession with
engineering and safety stan-
dards, ‘he quotes from a
£100,000 ‘survey carried out
for the report by... Travers
Morgan!

Just. in case you haven’t:
quite got the message, Goid-
stein is keen to rub it in.
Not only is his minority re-
port glossily and expensive-
ly produced, — by Travers
Morgan,of course — butit is
itself obsessed

... by the need
for further studies!

He says ‘The Department
should ensure a suitable pro-fessional expertise, in partic-
ular in engineering and oper-
ational research, is avail-
able to the Department to
advise on the Boards pro-
gress.”

Get the message now?

ASLEF MUST FIGHT ON CONDITIONS
 

 
the

a huge campaign
throughout the transport un-
ions to save the rail network
and resist all attempts at
closure and cutback. Many

Now is time to
launch

commentators are saying
that Thatcher will most like-
ly shelve thereport, since it’s
election year, and wholesale
line closures won’t go down
well in the Tory commuter
belt.

They may be right — but
we can’t afford to rely on it.
And anyway, the report will
quite likely be taken down
and dusted off by any future
government, even a right
wing Labour administration
may find it more than an in-
teresting read. Afterall, last
time a similar report was
published, its author,a cer-
tain Dr. Beeching, was made
Chairman of British Rail, by
the then Ministry of Trans-
port — and who’s to sayhis-
tory won’t repeatitself?

 

- Pickets in last year’s strike: ASLEFstillhasits fighting
_

with entirely — an opinion —_— i strength towards public transport.

4
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OTC
answers

LAST year was sucha lively
one on the railways, that it
wasn’t easy to keep up with
events. There were two
stoppages over flexible rost-
ering, the TUC betrayal of
ASLEF, the NUR’s first na-
tional strike for 56 years,
and the disastrous sellout
after only 18 hours. There
was also Sid Weighell’s wel-
come demise after being
caught on the fiddle at La-

bour Party Conference.
Last year also saw BR

withdraw closure notices at
its workshops at Shildon,
Horwich and Swindon, only
to be followed up with six
thousand voluntary redun-
dancies spread over all BR
workshops.

The joint action commi-
ttee at Horwich loco works
has. been at the forefront of
the campaign to: save the
workshops from closure — a
threat which still looms real
enough. Its latest initiative
is ‘Great Rail Carve-up: the
Workers’ Response’, a 10
page documentoutlining the
chronic investment crisis in
BR, and suggesting various
alternative policies.

BR is the most under-
financed railway in the Wes-
tern world.. In 1980, for ‘in-
stance, £316 million was
spent on new investment,
compared with £1,219*mill-
jon in Western Germany,
£740 million in France,
£476 million in Italy, and
£355 million in Spain. In
the same year, precisely no-
thing was spent on new
track, compared with £101
million in France, £167 mi-
llion in Italy.

Not surprisingly,.traffic
— both freight and passenger
— is being lost by BR at an
alarming rate. On the pass-
enger side alone, there has
been a 7%drop intraffic on
BR during the peiiod 1967-
79. The same years saw
passenger traffic increase in
all other major international
networks, ranging from 28%
in West Germany to 83% in
the Soviet Union.

As a catalogue of woe,
the Horwich pamphlet de-
serves full marks. From elec-
trification to rail freight,
from new locomotives to
management turnover rates:
the tables of dismal statistics
and lists of facts are useful
for anyone interested in un-
derstanding the real level of
crisis on BR.

It also takes up the argu-
ments of the fashionable
school of thought which ad-
vocates rail to road conver-
sion: tearing up track and
tarmacking the surface

~
to

make roadways. This idea
has lately found favour with
the Centre for Policy Studies
— Thatcher’s ‘ThinkTank’ —

and is now to be a favourite
with David Howell, the
Transport Minister.

Certainly the central
theme of the JAC’s docu-
ment is undeniable: that the ©

starvation of funds from the
tail network is leading to a
progressively deeper and
more urgent crisis, and grea-
ter hardship and inconven-
ience for manywhorely:on
rail. But the weakest section
is undoubtedly that which
seeks to map out an alter-
native set of policies. It out-
lines some specific ideas,
such as ‘a more progressive
tax system’, the lifting of
borrowing restrictions on na-
tionalised industries, ex-
change controls, and the gen-
eral redirection of finance

 

e

Horwich
unions have
produced a
‘Workers’
answer’ to
the rundown
of rail. But
is it an
adequate
answer?

All these measures are aimex
at a future Labour Govern
ment.

The railworkersare facec
with an unprecedented att
ack now, and need a rea
‘workers’ response’, that cat
force a retreat by the govern
ment. The pamphlet con
centrates too heavily or
whatis happening to the raid
ways as an industry, rathe
than pointing to the mas
job losses (a thousand pe
month last year), theattack:
on basic working condition
(8 hour day, etc.), and des
perately low wages of mos
tail workers.

This aspect of the ‘Grea
Rail Carve-up’ is just as im
portant as the lack of new
rolling stock, electrification
etc. In fact, only by bring
ing a new confidence to the
rail unions rank and file x
there much hope of turning
the tide on BR. It’s no acct
‘dent that as paltry waee
deals have been accepted by
the rail unions, always coup
led with wide-ranging jot
losses and productivity meas-
ures, so BR managementhas
stepped up the level of it
offensive. At no time hav
productivity commitment
from the unions led to more
investment; quite the re-
verse.

It has long been one o:
the greatest problems th
the rail unions,particularh
the NUR and TSSA, h3=
seen the railways problem:
as. common to managemex:
and workforce alike, anc
have adopted a corporatisapproach to trade unionisTM

It’s high time this myz
of ‘common interest’ wa:
shattered. Instead of vagu:
hopes of good will and pez
suasion, railworkers desper-
ately need a campaignin:
struggle to reverse the pre
sent drift, and to fight for ;
decent living wage, agains:
job cuts, for an end to over.
time, and a shorter workin:
week, together with the de.
fence of the closed shop, anc
an end to privatisation anc
closures. It’s by beginniz
to seriously fight for thes
kind of measures that the de.
veloping crisis could be avez.
ted — and we could for=
governments to abandonin:
the policy of cutbacks an<
closure, be they Tory or L2-
bour administrations.

It won’t be easy, epeeally not since the setbacks =
last year, butit’s only by 2
rail unions mounting such z
fight and restoring some of
the lost confidence that thes
will be capable of fichtime
off the drastic attacksom the
rail network which seem set
to be a favourite thm: for
Tories this year.

 

Taw Lure



  
 

ONofficial figures, no-less ~

than twelve million people
— 10.8% of the working
population — were unem-
ployed in the USA last
month. A further 250,000
are expected to join. them
on the job queues in Janu-

,

ary, and even the most
optimistic government
spokespeople predict un-
employment at around the
9% level (10 million)
throughout 1983.

Theclosures andlay-offs
are still in full swing. The
USA’s_ second biggest
steel croporation, Bethle-
hem Steel, has announced
cutbacks at. two. major
plants involving the loss of
70,000 more jobs in an
:ndustry which has shed

}

well over 200,000 jobs in
recent years. So vast is
:Ae unemploymentproblem
that even hard-nosed
capitalist politicians of the
Democratic and Republican
parties are talking of poss-
ible jobs programmes —

including a $5 billion per
year ‘highwayjobs’
scheme.

But Reagan’s economic
policies leave little room for"
expensive new publicworks
programmes. Rather

,

discussion has focussed on
F how to bridge the yawning

budget deficit, currently
estimated at $200 billion,
which threatens to engulf 

US puppet-masters seeking
to control the extent of
overt torture and repre-
ssion is El Salvador ran
ito serious problemslast
week as a prominent and
fanatical anti-communist.
colonel led a mutiny‘against
she Washington-backedre-

gime.Colonel Sigfrido Ochoa
was six years a leader of
the country’s brutal Treas-
tury Police. Now, as
commanderof the govern-
ment offensive against
FMLN guerrillas in the
Cabanas district, he has
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~12 milliondi
available sources of in-
vestment finance and de-
stroy any hopes of an
industrial recovery.

.
The root of the problem

' is the contradiction be-
tween Reagan’s_ deter-
mination on the one hand
to. escalate the arms race
at colossal expense, and on
theother to slash taxes in
the midst of a major in-
dustrial recession, thus
cutting revenue. At the
same time with re-election
looming ever-closer neither
Reagan nor his Republican
colleagues wish to be
remembered as those who
took the axe to the already
pitiful social security sys-
tem — the costs of which
are rocketing with the rise
in unemployment.

It now appears that
Reagan has offered a com-
promise on taxation —

raising the social security
taxes paid by the self
employed — in exchange
for a cutback in cost-of-

-living rises for old age
pensioners. Since Rea-
gan’s opponents in the
Democratic Party have al-
ways been willing to con-
cede cuts in benefits in
exchange for moves to
balance the budget, it
would seem likely that
some form of deal can
be arrived at over this
between the twin capitalist

been ordered to leave his
post and take up an app-
ointment as Salvadoran
defence attache in distant
Uruguay, in a desperate
effort to ‘clear up’ the
grisly public face of the
Salvador regime. ~

Ochoa’s reply has been
to refuse the order and de-
mandinstead the resigna-
tion of the man whoissued
it, defence minister Gen.
Guillermo Garcia. And his
stand on behalf of the
torturers and executioners
of the military elite has
drawn the support of

  

 

 

 

parties at the ‘expense
of those on the US poverty
line.

A recent report in the
Sunday Times has exposed
the scale of poverty andits
impact on working class
families in- the USA,
where state welfare provi-
sion is at best rudimentary
and in many -cases non-
existent.

An article by John
Barnespointed to the grow-
ing problem of children
pushed out of their homes
by desperate and poverty-
stricken families,_and
forced to resort to crime
and prostitution on the
streets of the big cities
of the most wealthy capita-
list. nation on earth. Desti-
tute groups of unemployed
are reported camping out
beneath 100 miles of ele-
vated motorways in the
West Coast, while home-
less camps have incurred
the anger of middle class
citizens in cities in Texas,
Arizona, Colorado and
otherstates.

The tensions raised by
long-term unemployment
and poverty have also
helped produce an alarm-
ing rise in violence in the
home —. with recession-
hit Oregon registering a
42% increase in  child-
abuse caseslastyear.

Elsewherethefrustration

officers of the US-trained
Atonal battalion and an
estimated total of 4,000
troops.

This poses severe prob-
lems for the ostensibly
‘moderate’ right wing
government assembled by
President Magana follow-
ing the farcical ‘election’ of
Marchlastyear.

Magana had set out to
ensure a continuity of
massive US economic and
military aid by presenting
a more ‘acceptable’ out-
ward face of the regime
while sustaining a ruthless
military offensive on the
ground aimed at crushing
the FMLN guerillas and
the political organisations
of theleft. ,

For Ochoa now to dig in
his heels and fight the
regime could cause dam-
aging rifts in the armed
forces of the state —

already hard-pressed by
the guerilla forces, which
successive offensives have
failedto defeat.

The US envoy in E!
Salvador, Deane Hinton,
has done what he can to
defuse this conflict, point-
ing our that Ochoa, even
were he to seize control
of the country. would be
unlikely to secure the scale
of support which has

 

and resentmentbuildingup
amongst the most opp-
ressed and hard-hit sec-
tions of US society have
taken a more overt form —

witha renewedexplosion of
anti-police riots in the black
ghetto neighbourhood of
Overtown, Miami, follow-
ing the shooting of a black
man byMiami cops.

With no short-term pros-
pect of Reagan’s continu-
ally-promised ‘upturn’
materialising, such -erup-
tions of anger express the
acute lackof any leadership
from the American trade
union movement.

Yet the recent historic
rebuff to United Steel Wor-
kers union chiefs — whose
package of concessions on
lay-off pay was rejected
last month by a meeting of
District Presidents — and
the ousting of Miners’
President Sam Church
indicate reserves of mili-
tancy within the trade
union rankandfile.

The task now is to mobi-
lise that fighting capacity
in a political direction,
towards a break from the
Republican / Democratic
straitjacket and the build-
ing of a mass Labour Party
based on the trade unions,
through which the. inde-
pendent needs and de-
mandsof the working class
can beraised.

propped up the regime
since last March. -

Thereis even speculation
that without the removal
of one or two ultra-right
scapegoats, Reagan might
not sign the routine certifi-
cate declaringthatprogress
is being made in Salvador
towards human rights; and
thus effectively block offi-
cial USaid.

This threat however may
well be taken with a pinch
of salt by Ochoa and his
fellow torture chiefs after
a year in which US aid
continued

_
uninterruptedly

to the Israeli government
through the midst of their
slaughterin Lebanon.

The US decision last
week to resume armssales
to the bloody Guatemalan
dictatorship of Rios Montt
is a further indication
that its threats against the
Salvadoran regime lack
credibility.

Meanwhile, news has
emerged of a

_
renewed

wave of strikes by the
working class of El Salva-
dor — whose struggles
have tendedto be eclipsed
by the guerrilla battles in
the countryside, and whose
organisations have suffered
the most intense intimi-
dation and repressionat the

 
 
 
 
   
  
 
 
   
  

 
 

  
 

  

hands of fascist murder
squads and the armed
forces of thestate.

November saw strikes
over wagesbycivilservants
at the Ministry of Agri-

_
culture and other minis-

* tries, and by textile and
construction workers in
thecapital city.

Any further escalation of
trade union struggles will
pose the workers’ move-
ment with the need to
develop their own armed
organisations to defend

‘their picket lines, occupa-
tions and mass meetings as
well as the working class
districts.

Such organisations must
in turn seek liaison to
co-ordinate their struggles
as far as possible with the
war effort being waged by
the FMLN in the country-
side.

In the struggle to topple
the present military
regime and move towards
socialist revolution in El
Salvador as part of the
establishment of the So-
cialist United States of
Central America, the role
of the urban working class
is crucial — as is the de-
velopment of a consisteni
revolutionary Marxist
leadership with roots in
thatworkingclass.

 

youspare
_ reports

 

TheAmericandream has
becomea nightmarefor

millions.HarrySloan —
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RONALD Reagan’s uncert- ©

ain approach to the latest
proposals from_Soviet
leader Andropov for.talks
on reductionin stockpilesof
nuclear weaponsis the out-
come of numerous pres-
sures. 3

.

On the one hand there
remain major_technical
doubis and worries over the
feasibility of the latest
plans for the long-range
MX missile, coupled with -

even biggerfinancial prob-
lemsin payingforit.

On the other there is the
mounting political opposi-
tion in Europe to the US
escalation of the armrace,

Advertisement

The Socialist Workers’ °

Party of the USA, an
old-established Trot-
skyist group, has rec-
ently and suddenly
announced that
Trotsky’s theory
of ‘permanentrevo-
lution’ was wrong

|.
after all. This new
pamphlet — 40p
plus postage
from PO Box
135, London
NI ODD -looks
at the arguments

  

 
  

 
  
   
 
  
 

  
 

“MODOn
D>
AC

ire Nivola Kiley, Ib Ohisson—-Newsweek 
  andthesiting of Cruise and

Pershing missiles in Euro-
pean bases, along with
frequent talk of ‘limited’
nuclear warthe.will oblit-
erate Europe. Such pres-
sure was indicated during
last week’s visit to the US
of the new German Social
Democratic leader Hans-
Jochen Vogel.

The indications are that
while Reagan may adapt
his stance, and make gest-
ures towards talks, the
arms spree. will continue
— and can only be stopped
by mass resistance by the
working class in’ Europe.
andin the USAitself.

An anan,.
of theWSs
Politica}

&~ YOlution
Of the
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Danish dockersfight
cut

We interviewed Kjartan
Gudmundsso, a memberof.
one of the strike commit-
tees running Denmark’s
eurrent docks strike, on
last Thursday,5 January,
At that stage, the docks
strike had been running for
3 weeks.

“The strike is about the
government’s decision to
cut unemployment benefit
money from 335 Kroners
(about £25) to 226 Kroners
(£17). This won't just
affect dock workers who
work short time. It also
affects another 200,000
workers in Denmark.

There are about 300,000
dockers in Denmark, but
the new law will affect
everyone whohas not a full
40 hour week.

“The fight has been
bitter. Just before the New
Year, a picket waskilledat
a port in North Jutland,
when he was run over by a
scab truck. .

“There was a picket, and
a ship was being unloaded
by seamen from the ship,
under police protection. A
ship’s officer signalled for
a truck to break the picket
line. The picketers jumped
in front and one was
crushed underneath. :

“The dead  worker’s
funeral was a very big
demonstration. Therewere
special aeropianes charter-

‘TY’VE got the trigger
sorted out: now line up
some Argiesin mysights!”’

With these boisterous
words Margaret Thatcher,
Empress of the Falklands,
finallymelted the hearts of
even the most reserved
kelpers and bored TV
cameramen on her trium-
phal tour of the largely
barren islands. .

While the blue-lad
Premier peered throughthe
sights of a 105mm gun, the
surrounding hillsides were
eagerlyscoured in search of
a target of non-British
stock: but, predictably, 15
decades. of imperial rule,
culminating in the explo-
sive climax of the battles
last summer, had driven
even the most hardy Latin
Americans from the Falk-
lands.

The lack of live targets
was compoundedby,.a lack
of live heroes: the soldiers
who went through hell to
preserve theisolationof the
islanders and restore
British military rule were
either firmly underground
or back in Britain — some
still in hospitals, others on
thedole.

Forced to make do and
mend, the all-conquering
Prime Minister attempted

 

  

ing, abusing and

6000 workers
ed from Copenhagen to

—-

instead to make friends
with the various corpses
that deck the Falklands
landscape: ‘‘Water him
well, you should get a
nice crop of gooseberrieson
this grave’, she told a
crowd at Goose Green, who
had beenkickedout of their
beds at 5 am by the farm
managerto form a welcom-
ing party.

‘Without
him we might never stand
a chance at the next elec-
tion’’, she muttered in awe-
struck gratitude at the
graves of Colonel
“Bonkers’’ Smith, whose
single-handed raid on an
Argentine machine gun
post had seen him blown to
pieces.

And,giving well rehear-
sed off-the-cuff lectures on -

British imperial history,
she entranced thegroups of
soldiers drafted in to make
up for the shortage of
native admirers. Since at
least 1770, she pointed out,
— even before the inven-
tion of the BBC — British
warships have bgen’ kill-

exploit-
ing the peoples of Latin
America. ‘‘And if anyone
thinkswe are going to stop,
they'dbetterthinkagain,”’

In exchange for such

ched for a picket’s funeral

people like ©

6,000 people attended —

pledges of unlimited pos-
sible future bloodshed, the
ruling clique on the Falk-
lands gave Mrs Thatcher
the ‘Freedom of the
Islands’.

But if anyone should
think that, hard on the
heels of the 150th anniver-
sary of the colonial seizure
of the Falklands,
Thatcher’s visit was inten-
ded only
offensive gesture against
the Argentine people, they
should thinkagain.

It marked chiefly the
beginning of a new offen-
sive against the British
workingclass — in the form
of a determined drive for
re-election during 1983, in
which the ‘Falklands Fac-
tor’ will be as ruthlessly
revived as it was bloodily
secured.

And, who knows? In this
day and age of electronic
gadgetry perhaps even the
whole election campaign
can be run from the Falk-
lands, thus avoiding any
encounter with Britain’s
5 millionunemployed.

Indeed, given the
common view that Europe
could be destroyed in the
outbreak of a nuclear war,
perhaps Thatcher may also
dream ofretiringsome time

as a brutally.

benefits

300 workers’different
North Jutland. About with around 300flags from clubs and unions. In some 

in the future to the safety
of the Southern hemis-
phere, while the missiles
and warheads she and
Reagan have commissioned
at vast expense put an end
to society (and life!) as we
knewit.

Perhaps someday from a
command post dug deep
under Goose Green, our
great Cold. Warrior will
press the button that will
condemnthepopulations of
Europe and the Soviet
Union to deaths even more
barbaric than those inflic-
ted by British cluster
bombs upon the Argen-
tine army.

In any event the slaugh-
ter and mayhem has
secured at least one real
benefitfor British imperial-
ism: though its Foreign
Secretary may be unwel-
come in the Middle East
and the. whole of Latin
America, there are at least
a fewhunks of rock in the
-South Atlantic where he
can be assuredofa friendly
greeting — and where
thosemostlikelyto criticise
British policies are securely
buried six feet deep.

TerrySmith

~ Social

by Paul White of
Socialist Fight-
(Australia) in
Copenhagen 

parts of the country, work
was stoppedfor an hour,in

|respect.
“We're getting a lot of

support, from all over
Denmark — from unions,
workers’ parties. and indiv-
iduals. They’re sending us

_

Moneyandpassing resolu-
tions of support. Also,
some workers help us in
other ways, like unem-
ployed workers, who help
us on ourpickets. :

“But we don’t get much
support from the Social
Democrats (Denmark’s
right wing-dominated
Labour Party). They write
aboutusin theirpaper. But
they just write straight
newsreports, like the rest
of themedia.

“Only the Social Demo-
crat officials of some small
unions have given us dona-
tions; most leading Social
Democratswon’t help us.

“Two unions have given
us 25,000 Kroners each
(£1880).

“The Social Democrats
attackthe new law in parli-
ament, saying that it will
hit the smallestpeople. But
the laws they made them-
selves when they were the
government also hit the
smallestpeople.

“They are proposing
alternative legislation to
the new government law,
but maybe they just want
dock workers to return to
work, so that their own
legislation can attack other
workers.

‘‘We are getting support
|from individual members,

whoreadilybuy.thestickers
we are selling to support
the strike and raise money.

“I think there will be
some problems for the

Democrat leaders
from their rank and ‘file.
But not only because of
their attitude to this strike,
but because of all their
-policies.

“Support is also build-
ing up internationally. We
have. got very good support
from Sweden, where all
Danish goods are blacked.

The Swedish dock workers —

also send us money.
‘British dock unions are

also willing to help us, if
we askthem.

“Other support has
come from Spain — includ-
ing from Tenerife, a very
big container depot — and
otherSpanish harbours.

“In West Germany,.
therehas beena go-slow on

handling or unloading
Danish goods.

“‘We’ve had no support
from East European coun-
tries.

“The strike is run from
below. We have strike
committees which were
elected at the start of the
strike. These meet every
morning with all our
members, who have the
right to immediately recall
any memberof the strike
committees.

.

.

“The committees run
every aspect of the strike
— including contacting
workers in other countries.
But every new or major
decision is voted on at the
morning meetings. And, at
least every week, delegates
from_strike
all over Denmarkmeet.

‘Maybethe government
will fall as a result of this
strike. it is a coalition of
four capitalist parties, with
two other capitalist parties
supporting them.

“Because it is made up
of so manyparties,it’s very
unstable. A chain is only as
strong.asits weakest link.

“If the new law is abol-
ished for dock workers, but
applies to other workers,
we'llhave to decide what to
do. Maybe,if other unions
decide to strike, then we’ll
continue also.

“We will organise a
central meeting of all dock
workers, in the middle of
Denmark, for such a
decision.

“We are going to win,
becauseeveryone.on strike
knows how importantit is.
Firstly, because we know
that if we lose many of us
will have to give up our
homes and soon.

“Secondly, we're not
fighting only for ourselves,
but for all Danish workers.
So we’re not going to give
up.

“If the Dockworkers
Union was a horsein a race,
I'd say: ‘‘Put your money
on it, because it will be the
winninghorse!”’

committees
_

   
LAST week Brazit sgued is
letter of intent to the IMF.
and Zambia suspended pas-
ment of principal on rts
external debts.

In both counties the
workers and peasants stand
to bear the bruntof thedebt
crisis.

Brazil’s agreement
includes cuts in price subaad-
jes on basic goods, devabua-
tom of the currency (whack
means bngher prices of m-
ports), and drastic cuts m
state sector investment — as
well as a reduction in thetax
on profits: sent back home
by foreign companies.

Measures to bring wages
down are also planned, but
details have not yet been
announced.

In Zambia, the suspen-
sion of payments went
together with a devaluation
which is expected to pave
the way for an agreement
with the IMF. Zambia has
already introduced a number
of measures demanded by
the IMF, including cuts in
Price subsidies andlifting of
price controls.

The background to the
crisis is different in the two
countries, but both show
how the workers and
peasants of the weaker.
poorer countries are suffer-
ing most of all from the
world capitalist stump.

Brazil borrowed enorm-
ously in the ’70s to finance
rapid industrial expansion.
Its manufacturing industry
has grown, now accounting
for over 40%. of its exports.
But when growth faltered
because of the world slump.
the debts caught up with it
Now the military-dominated
government is cutting back
industry drastically in orde:
to reduce imports and
improve the balance of pay:
ments.

In Zambia,far from rapid
growth, there has beer
according to one estimate 3
halving of the real gros
domestic product per h
since 1965. .

‘The economy, seriously
damaged during the period
of UDI in  neighbourins
Zimbabwe, has been furthes
devastated over the last yea
by. a sharp fall in world
prices of copper and cobalt
on which it relies for 98% of

_

its export earnings.
But whatever the cost th

banks will still get then
profits...

. ‘ ,(Ala } A
v

New pamphletfrom the Socialist Forum for SouthernAfncs
Solidarity. 90p plus 20p postage. available via Socialist
Organiser, 28 Middle Lane, London N8 &PL.
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SpareRib

‘Putting women's
liberationon the
news
stands

77 issues of the Spare Rib
magazine to celebrate ten
yearsofits publication.

Spare Rib wasfirst pub-
lished in 1972 anid grew out -

of the impetus of the
women’s liberation move-
ment and the underground
press which existed in the
1960s.

,

It set out to be the maga-
zine which put women’s
liberation’ on the news
stands and it saw itself as
an alternative to theestab-
lished ‘popular’ women’s
magazines.

As an alternative:maga-
zine to the established

Growth
As they show, there has

been a tremendous growth:
in women’s consciousness
over the last ten years, and
women have been in the
forefront of many important
trade union struggles.

On manyissues of great
interest to women, Spare
Rib has beenoften the first
and sometimes eventhe
only publication to carry
articles. This is particularly
true in the areas of sexual-
ity, healthand violence.

The anthology reflects

 
describes the experiences
of one-woman waiting on
her own at Euston station
for a taxi late at night and

being in psychiatric hospit-
al or other institutions;
and women who are not
only oppressed as women

 
Ann Duggan
reviews ‘Ten
Yearsof
Spare Rib’

TRICONOMENS
PAY ‘QUAL

STRIKE!
=

AEFF STKE x

The article reassures
readers that it is intended
as a joke! It does make a
serious point about the

*

PAY
-NO

Trico: “Women havebeen in theforefront ofmany importanttrade unionstruggles”
|

These criticisms reflect:
the wide-ranging reader-
ship the magazine has,
and they also reflect the

- EQUAL

 
Polish
leaders
resort
to soft

OVER a hundredarticles, Save Pethnal Green
news reports and reviews Hospital Campaign and orn
have been selected from many others.

THERE maybelittle food
to put on Polish workers’
tables, and the many
grievanceswhich prompted
the rise of the 10-million
strong Solidarnosc union
may still be unresolved,
but. top Polish bureaucrats
have found a way to curry a
little favour at least a-
mongst a section of the
workingclass — themen.

The Communist Party
Central Committee’s Inter-
press News Agency has
gone into the soft por
business, running©off
200,000 nude calendars for

me »
the magazine’s concern the continual harassment but oppressed becausethey state of contraceptionin our great need there is for a

mass Publicationsit has
_

with these issues. There is she receivesfromanumber are also black or lesbians society,but you will haveto bigger range of alterna- sale at $2 per copy.

and hes grown in popular an article of the opening of|of men whiledoingso. This or disabled. readit to find out!
. tive “women’s—publica- |

Venture
ity over theten years the first rape crisis centre _ is a commonexperience for These articles, written .

tions.
; .

y years. in London in 1976. Since most womendayinand day~from personal experiences, Straddle And the anthology, Criticismof their venture
Div. then other centres have out, so much so that many have a great deal to say tov,reflects all the contra- has centred upon the looks

erse opened in thecountry andit©women hardly ever ques- about the opression of Sp Rib. tryi to dictions, developments and of the (female!) models,
is probably through the tion it. women in our society and spare mb, ying changes in the women’s_and thefactthata privately

The articles reprinted in
the anthology are a reflec-
tion over the last ten years

cemed women.

pages of Spare Rib that
many isolated women out-
side of London became

and clitoridectomy (physic-

But <articles like these
can bring out into discus-
sion these aspects of men’s

begin to feel less isulated

leave the reader feeling
very angry.

There is far too much in

theirpersonal preferences..

straddle a wide range of
interests and readers, is
often criticised for being

too international,totallyout
of touch with feminist

movement in Britain over
the last ten years.

As an anthology, the

explore further. It should

owned foreign firm was
contractedto printit.

Nobody seem- to have
of many of the diverse aware of suchinitiatives. oppression of women and the anthology for me to leftyFao lefty enough, book doesn’t coverissuesin queried whether peddling

P debates, issues and Articles. on battered ‘objectify’ such personal describe
|

everything. ii
ating: oh ‘hial/ any great depth, but it degrading images of

struggles which have con-” women, pornography experiences, sothatwomen Obviouslyreaderswillhave aung enough, parocnia should spur readers on to. women is an appropriate”
means for a ‘Communist’

Topics include child- al removal of the clitoris) and often less guilty about—One of my favourite articles Gabte/too i
also encourage readers to—_Central Committee to raise

care; house-work; the reflect some of the other|what happens to them. ' is entitled ‘‘The break- ebate/too internal to the read SpareRibitself. a few zloty.
family; work; education; debates on violence against Other themes include through in male contra- Womens movementand so Readers should not be
the arts; sexuality; health;©women which have women’s experiences of ception’’, (p.374). on. surprised, however, at
violence; the state and
articles on the women’s
iberationmovementitself.

occurred in the magazine
itself.

‘' The anthology also
 
 

this latest. cynical attempt
by the . ruling Stalinist
bureaucracy to exploit

backwardness ofreflects one of the great the
strengths of the magazine, 6which has been to. portray &

’ the subjective. experiences

Some of the articles are
reports of struggles which
nave predominantly invol-
ved women suchas the  
 
   
 

sections -of the Polish
working class: the history
of Stalinist rule in Poland

Tricostrike, theGrunwick’s of women. mo has been repeated:
dispute, the Oxford City An article_entitled 2 darkenedby deliberate use
Nursery Campaign, the ‘defending ourselves”’ of divisive and reactionary

anti-Semitic propaganda —Baunmm jhanetientl resurrected during the highANDREWWIA
= part of the Solidarnosc

8 ubSscri e v movement, and correctly
1

j
opposed by Solidarnosc‘ ,

a : leaders.

@ Rates: £5 for three 8 :

Church
§§ months,£8.75 for

hi

:

:

gsx hs, and £16
a

;

a8

aa
: 1 And whilephe. Church

for

a
year

leaders might officially8 a year.
.

frown at the state’s nude
Bundle offive calendars, the fact is that

each week: £12 for by careful fostering of
ths. Y mutual relations both the

Bundle of 10: £21 Church and the. Stalinist
leadership have reinforced
each other repeatedly since
the overthrow of capitalist
property in the post-war
period. :

Whether it is resting
upon external forms of
backwardness, superstition
and ignorance, or merely
arguing its political ration-
alisations for the perpetu-
ation of its own rule as a
privilegedcaste feeding off
the working class, the role
of the Polish Stalinist
Party is not to advance but
to retard and repress .the
consciousness of the
working class — menand
womenalike.

for three months.

 
  

  
register. But then enraged local Tories protested, and a
hearing was held on January 11 — in which thepresiding
official pronounced in favour of the nine women who
appearedat the hearing, pointing out that there is no stip-
ulation that a permanent address has to be a buildingof
bricks and mortar.

Furious Tories are now planning to take the matter to’
Lhe Doumty court

< messages of support should continue to
Fears Tams Gsecbhar Common.

The campaigning womenof the Greenham CommonPeace
Carp have notched up another smackin the eye for local

: 6DUTY Council
ve ine Wo

 pennee
Tir

      
   

resisted repeated attempts to
e gates of the USair force wt

  
 Te $2TI 2: it

 



 
we

Labourcoun-
cil groups
and Labour
parties are
debating
plansfor
1983-4: how
to respondto
Tory cuts?
Martin
Thomaslooks
at someof the
issues

FOR OVERthreeyears, ‘no
cuts, no rate rises, confront
the government’ has been a
major-policy. plank of Social-
ist Organiser. In Islington
over recent months we have
been discussing how to turn
the general principled policy
into detailed tactics.

This summary of some of
our ideas may beuseful.

Islington had a pretty
democratic discussion on the
Labour manifesto for May
1982, culminating in a con-
ference of the three Labour
Parties. Socialist Organiser
supporters proposed a ‘no
rate rise’ policy and welost.
The majority attitude was
roughly that cuts are intoler-
able, big rate rises are intol-
erable, and going for bust is
impractical.

The council..Labour
group policy onmajorissues
is, however, decided by
quarterly joint meetings of
the Labour group and the
Local Government Commit-
tee (the joint committee of
the three LabourParties for
council affairs). This is — as
far as I know — a uniquely
democratic arrangement,and
indeedstrictly speaking one
outlawed by the Labour
Party nationally.

At the July 1982 joint
meeting SO supporters made
detailed proposals for a cam-
paign for money from cent-
ral government — and won.
These proposals implied a
policy of norate rises.

(Or rather,no high rate
rises. In truth it makes no
difference whether we say
‘no rate rise, not a penny’, or

’ ‘no rate rise higher than in-
nation’, or any similar form-
ula: the issue is whether Lab-
our is going to balance the
council budget at the ex-
pense of domestic ratepayers
and small’ shopkeeper, or
 

wyyoru"
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WHAT'S 
SPARTACISTTruthKit —

a 68-pageanalysis by John
Lister, published by the
Workers’ Socialist League.
£1 plus 25p postage from
WSL, PO Box 135, London
N10DD.

not.. We have found that we
get our essential argument
across much better by not
appearing to be abstract
dogmatists).

Since our July victory,
on the one hand the cam-
paign has gone ahead — with
various delays and obstruc-
tions — and on the other
-there has been something of
a backlashagainst the ‘no
tate rise’ implications.

Labour Party members
have been campaigning door
to door with letters demand-
ing the Tories give Islington
more money, and doing it
enthusiastically and with
success. Some work — not
enough — has been done in
the council unions.

But most Labour activ-
ists understand the cam-
paign’s aim not as actually
getting the money from the
Tories, but as showing. the
people of Islington that we
have tried to get the money,
and that rate rises are’ the
Tories’ fault, not Labour’s.
Even among Labour activ-
ists who would vote with us.
on rate rises, there has been
little confidence about a
showdown with the govern-
ment. There is a self-con-
firming pessimism.

/At the last LGC-Labour
group meeting, in December,
a ‘no rate rise’ resolution was
heavily defeated and a reso-
lution was carried opposing
cuts, opposing any rate rise
over 25%, and also rejecting
a deficit budget. This latter
policy. is  arithmetically
impossible: according to cur-
tent estimates, Islington will
need a 43% rate rise (£4 per
week for the average domes-
‘tic ratepayer) just to stand
still.

On a cold calculation, the
most probable outcome is
that after some massaging
the figures a budget proposal
will come up offering no
cuts and a 30-odd per cent
tate rise, and its supporters
will be able to convince the
Labour Parties that this is
after all not much over 25%.

Returned
In London, at least,

many of the activists who
last’ year were saying ‘no
more rate rises’ have. now
returned to back rate rises.
There is a feeling that new
Labour councils like Isling-
ton must have ‘more.time’
(though what they’re sup-
posed to do in that time that
will improve their prospects
for defiance, is not clear).

-
If we’re in a minority,if

all we can do is make a prop-
aganda stand against rate
rises, then we should make a
stand — patiently explaining
our case, without bluster,
pointless self-isolation,or de-

On Fridays at 8pm Channel
- Four is showing a six-part
TV series on the Spanis
CivilWar. :

The second part is this
Friday, 21st. Socialist Org-
aniser will be carrying a
review of the series so
far next week, but one
thing we can tell you al-
ready: don’t missit!

WOMEN’S MARCHfor
Jobs: National Planning
Meeting. Saturday Jaguary
15, 11.30am, County Hall,
London SEL. All women
welcome. Details: Wom-
en’s Campaign for Jobs, 41
Ellington St, N7. :

clamatory poses, but with-

‘JOHN
HARRIS

out sinking into the mush of
‘do better next time’ leftism.

However, it had previous-
ly been agreed that the deci-
sive LGC-Labour—group
meeting would not be the
December one but February.
Also, the ‘no rate rise’
motion was (in our view) a
particularly badly ‘worded
one. So the policy of defying
the Tories is by no means
lost.

.It all depends on ourabil-
ity to convince. The problem
can be put like this: if the
council goes for defiance,
the result will be just that it
has no money to pay its
workers. So the council col-
lapses and .the workers are
alienated. Whatis gained?

There is no answerto this
problem within the sphere of
council action as such. A
council has very limited
powers to do anything. Soc-
jalists should obviously use
those limited powers, such
as they are: but for a policy
of direct defiance of the
government, the council can
serve only as a platform.

If we ask ‘what should
the council do’, we pose the

“question askew. The quest-

 

ion is, what should socialists
do in the labour movement,
including on the council?

.Socialists should fight to
mobilisefor defiance both of
the cuts in jobs and services
imposed by the government
and of the. indirect cuts in
services imposed by the gov-
ernment through rate rises.

LONDON ASSEMBLY:the
second London Assembly
will take placeon Saturday
January 29 1983, from 10
am to 1.30pm at Friends

 

We should propose alterna-
tives which point in a social-
ist direction: nationalisation
without compensation of the
banks and financial institu-
tions, millions for public
services not war.

As part of that we argue
for the council to formulate
an unbalanced budget — on
the one side, minimal neces-
sary expenditure, on the
other, a zero rate rise. On
tne expenditure side we
should be as conservative as
possible: it would be tempt-
ing to throw in the whole
manifesto and many other
desirable things, but the
point is to convince people
that defiance is a bitter
necessity rather than a-whim
of utopian enthusiasts.

On the incomeside, the
figures should be published
showing that a 5% or 6% rate
tises would not balance the
budget. Figures should also
be published showing what
cuts would be necessary to
balance the budget with a
zero rate rise.

This is not just an alter-
native administrative deci-
sion for the council. The
policy must be fought for by
us,’ and also, we should
argue, by the whole Labour
group — in the local labour
movement, in the commun-
ity, and in other local work-
ing class organisations like
tenants’ associations. Isling-
ton’s current campaign could
be a useful start on this.
What. it needs to strengthen

House, Euston Rd, London
NW1.Called by the Greater
London Counciland other
groupsto ‘bring Londoners
togetherto discuss how we

ae
BAN. Plastic Bullets: a
labour movement delegate
conference. Saturday Feb-
ruary 26, from llam at
UMIST, Barnes Wallis
Building, Sackville St,
Manchester 1. Sponsors
include Labour Committee
on Ireland. To sponsor,
send delegates (fee £3),
or to order leaflets (£6 per100), contact: Plastic Bul-
lets Conference, Box 15,
164-6 Hanging Ditch,
Manchester M3 4BN.

BLOODYSundaycom-
memorationdemonstration
— Sunday January 30 in

‘Leeds. NorthLondon mob-
dlising committee meeting,Monday January 10, John
Barnes Library,Camden
Road, London N7.
LABOUR Committee on
Ireland:- annual general
meeting 1983 will be on
March26. Resolutions to be
in by February 27. There
will be an extended meet-
ing of the LCI National
Councilon January 22.

 

Islington’s labour Group and Local Government Committee in session: debating how to fight Tories

it is, | think:
a) — if we can get it —a

firm call from the council
and the Labour Parties for
no rate rises,

b) talk of direct action to
back up defiance,

- c) more effort directed to
the council unions. (A pre-
condition for this to be
effective is that the council
should beseen to back the
council unions on issues like
the current pay claim.Isling-
ton should fight publicly and
vocally for Labour councils
to make a collective break
from the Tory-dominated
negotiating machinery and
negotiate separately, grant-
ing the unions’ claim of ab-

- out 8 per cent).
As the culmination of

this fight, a local labour
movement conference
should be called (involving
tenants’ associations and
community groups as well
as orthodox Labour/trade
union organisations: indeed
Labour should fight for new

.

tenants associations to be
formed); and the Labour
group should bind itself to
follow its decisions.

It is, of course, not cert-
ain that such a conference

‘ would: vote for our policy.
For example: the council
unions know very well that
whatever happens the coun-
cil will not go for job cuts
next year. Yet they will have
to be in the forefront of any
defiance of the government.

To vote for our policy

can defend, extend and im-
prove our services’. Org-
anisations are invited to
nominate up to two repre-
sentatives.

NICARAGUA:exhibitionof
Susan Meiselas’ photo-
graphs showingthelife of
theNicaraguan people from
1978 to 1979 closes January
15. llam (Saturday, noon)
to 6pm at Camerawork,
121 Roman Rd, London E2.

UNEMPLOYED Rights
— an eight week course,
starting January 11. Tues-
days 10.30 to 12.30 at Beth-
nal Green Rights Shop,
296 Bethnal Green Rd,
London E2. Fee £1.

REGIONAL Planning: day
conference organised by-

Socialist
~ current

Party and

Conference of
Economists on
TUC, Labour
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ay: 
they will have to vote to
take the risks of struggle, not
on immediate trade union
interests, but for the sake of
the immediate interests of
the ratepayers and the more
long-term interests of them-
selves (and others).

We must certainly argue
for a policy of defiance —

otherwise we abandon the
basic principle of a class, not
purely sectional, outlook —

and wecan base ourselves on
the fact that many council
workers are Islington rate-
payers, and all of them face
the effects of Tory local gov-
ernmentcuts, whichever bor-
ough they live in: but suc-
cess is not certain.

What should we do if a
different policy is carried?
It depends. If one section —

whether council tenants, or
council workers — is willing
to fight, but has veen voted
down by the rest, then I
think it is the duty of
socialists to side with the
fighting minority, even at
the cost of having to resign
official positions.

If there is a majority de
cision which implies a direct
attack on such a section,
then socialists would not be
able to act as representatives
of the majority.

But if the local labour
movement simply decided
that it wanted to duck a
fight this year and raise rates
instead, then that would be
wrong, but not a decision
as to make thatlabour move- trades council policies.
At Architectural Associa-
tion, 10 Percy St, London.
W1: details 602 6734.

Hand-printed

_
silk-screen-

ed T-shirts:
* Socialist Organiser: pap-‘er mastheadwith option of
local group’s name added
at 20p per T-shirt extra.
* Solidarnose logo, red on
white.
© Labour against the witch-
hunt. ‘
* Red star on white back-
ground.

£2.50 each except SO
T-shirts, £3. Postage 50p. T
shirts come in white or yell-
ow, please state preferen-
ce. Also individual designs
undertaken, cost £6, must
have details of design and
idea. Allow 14 -days- for
delivery. Send orders to
Kevin Glover, 19 Ranton
Way,Leicester.

 

  

 
ment one in which socialists

could not accept mandates.
(Our own views on rate rises
would -have been expressed
loudly to the whole local
working class in the confer-
ence andin the run-upto it).

It. is more important,
though, to work out what
we can do if a defiant fight-
ing policy is carried. What
happens next after the coun-
cil takes a decision for
defiance?

a) The officers could
refuse to draw uptheunbal-
anced budget, and make
their own budget decisions.
Legally they can do this.

b) The district auditor (a
government official) could
order an extraordinary. audit
and bring a legal action to
get the councillors surcharg-
ed and disqualified. If he did
this the officers would take
over while new elections
were held.It is no longerleg-
ally possible for the govern-
ment to send in commission-
ers.

c) The banks could refuse
to lend money to the coun-
cil. Because councils’ rate
income is bunched at the
beginning and end of the
year, while expenditure is
evenly spread, councils
depend heavily on credit for
day to day finance. Appare-
tly the GLC: and Lambeth
have already faced short4iv-
ed credit collapses.

c) Then the council
would be unable to meet
current expenditure — of
which the biggest item is
wages.

Theoretically. it is poss-
ible that the officers, the
government, and the. banks
could all hold off and wait
until the council ran out of
money for wages. If so, then
when that point nears the
council should stop paying
debt charges (which are ab-
out 30% of current “spend-
ing). That could only pre-
serve the possibility of pay-
ing wages for a week or so —

but it could ensure that the
crunch is council vs. banks,
not council vs. workers.

In practice it is almost
certain. that the officers
would intervene at the start.

-
What then? The council and
the Labour Parties should
call on trade unionists, ten-
ants, and householders to
stick by the elected council,
not unelected officials — to
tefuse to implement cuts,
and to refuse to pay rates or
tent. Such refusal would
have to escalate quickly into
strike action by the council
workers.

Much the same conclu-.
sion would bereached if the

‘crunch comes a different
way. Then struggle decides.
.

Obviously — and espec-ially in view of the industrial
weakness of the labour
movement in

_
Islington,where we have 26.5% unem-

ployment — support must be
sought outside Islington.After a successful local con-
ference the next step should
be a national conference
such as called in 1981 by
Lambeth.

The hard fact is, though,
that no defiance. of the Tor-
ies will happen. in 1983 un-
less Islington takes a lead
without any guarantee of
others following. Also, the
strength that even one local
authority can mobilise
should not be underestimat-
ed. Clay Cross did get the
Housing Finance Act wiped
off the statute book. When
the Labouf council in Lam-
beth — a borough scarcely
more industrial than Isling-
ton, and much less solidly
working class and Labour —

showed signs of defying the
.

Tories and called protests.
there was a big response.

The Tories are not invinc-
- ible!



ANDREWWIARD
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Bermondsey activistshelp lobbyNEC against witch-hunt

David Harris
looks at the
real traditions
of Bermond-
sey labour

 

as a
tionally with such militants

 
 Left-wing Chartists were linked interna

IN justification of their
opposition to the aduption
of Peter Tatchell as the

_Labour parliamentary
candidate for Bermondsey
a lot has been: said about
theneed for a “‘traditional’’
Labour candidateby oppon-
ents of the Labour Party’s
objective of securing for
workers by hand and brain
the full fruits of their
industry on the basis of
“thecommon ownership of
the means of production, ~

distribution and ex-

 

change’. _

But whatare thebest tradi-
tions of the labour move-
ment: in Bermondsey? Let
us look at the movement
there during the Chartist
period (1838-48) when the
struggle of the working
class for theright to vote in .

elections to the House of
Commons {the Charter
demanded manhood
suffrage, etc.) was in a
vital formativestage. ,

In April 1848 the Chartist

aor

a
os Marx and Engels

leader Robert Wild stated -

 
evivetheC

what he saw as the objec-
tives of the movement in
words which still have a
burning .relevance today.
‘It was'’ he said (Manches-
ter and Salford Advertiser,
April 22 1848), ‘‘not polit-
ical power alone that they
wanted; they wanted ‘the
control. of the national
resources, for what good
would a vote do a man if he
was locked out from the
factoryand theland.”’

At the time he said this
Wild was living at Mot-  

  
  

 

Ian Swindale
reports -

THE Bermondsey _by-
electionwillbecomea focus
of national attention as the
Tory press intervenes in an
effort to secure the defeat
of Peter Tatchell and
strengthen the position of
Labour’s right wing. .

But for the workingclass
of this solid Labour con-
stituency, it- will be. local
issues that are likely to
predominate. The closure
of the docks and virtually
all industry means that
Bermondsey, like so many
innercity areas, faces large
scale unemployment with
little prospect of new: jobs
beingcreated.

The ratio of flats to
housesis higher thanin any
other part of the country
and cuts in the rate support
grant make it difficult for
Southwark Council to
maintain properties or
buildnew houses.

Half the constituency is
now under the control of
the London Docklands
Deveiopment Corporation

‘which continues to increase
the amount of land under
its control.

hart
tram, but earlier he had
been activein Bermondsey.

When the Bermondsey
Chartist “‘locality’’
(branch) met at the Horns
Tavern, Crucifix Lane, on
September 26, 1842
{Northern Star, October 1,
1842), it voted six shillings
to Wild, ‘‘late member of
this locality, and. now in
Chester Castle for speaking
thetruth’’.

And at themeetingof the
-Chartist - Metropolitan
Delegate Committee held

Taal ‘HN

The LDDCis responsible
directly to Environment
Minister Tom King and
elected councillors have no

say in how the area under
LDDCcontrol is developed.

The©riverside will be
developedasoffices, luxury
homesandleisure facilities
for the rich while the local

_communities are left to
suffer poverty, unemploy-
mentand bad housing.

The appalling record of
the. right wing Labour
Council, led for the last 14
years by John O’Grady,
and finally replaced by a
left Labour Council last
Spring, means that as in
the Peckham by-election
last November, it- will be
the record of Southwark
Council that is put on trial
in thisby-election.

O’Grady
O'Grady is standing as.

an ‘‘Independent Labour’’
candidate, backed by the
former Labour MP_for
Bermondsey and now Vice-
Chair of the LDDC, Bob
Mellish.

They will hope to repeat
their success of last Spring
when 3 ‘Independent
Labour’’ candidates —

right wing Labour council-
lors who had failed to be
reselected — stood in the
Riverside ward in Ber-
mondsey and defeated the
official Labour candidates.

ist heri
on January 8, 1843 (North-
ern Star, January 14, 1843)
a Bermondsey delegate
raised the case of Wild,
‘ate anactive-memberof
the Bermondsey locality,
now an imprisoned victim,
and pressed upon the dele-
gates the propriety of rais-
ing a subscription in their
several localities to assist
his wife and family.”’

Robert Wild had been
imprisoned for his role in
the near-General Strike of
August 1842 which erupted
during a severe crisis when
there was widespread
distress and unemploy-Sment and the employers
sought to impose more and
more wage-cuts.

At his trial soon after-
2» wards thejudge Lord Abin-
2 ger said before sentencing
% him to two years in prison

(Hansard, Third Series,
vol.66, col. 1059): ‘‘It
seems that- you, Robert
Wilde, was appointed a
delegate to sit at. Manches-
ter, at which aboutthree
hundred were present. The
questionof the Charter was
there discussed, and put to
the delegates; and the
great majority were for
making the Charter a
nationalquestion.

Hlegal
‘*Why I know not whatis

to becomeof the constitu-
tion of England, if the
people are to be allowed
to hold illegal meetings,
appoint delegates, and
exercise the right of legis-
lating — if not for the
nation at large, at least for
the portion of it that is
willingto submit to them.”’

The body to which Wild
had beenelected, the Great
Delegate Trades’ Confer-
ence, which declared its
aim to be to maintain and
spread the strike until the

 

 
Local Labour Party members

They argue that they
represent the views of
decent, honest Labour
voters in the area and that
the left-wing Bermondsey
CLPis an unrepresentative
minority.

O’Grady,theonly one of
the 16 candidates likely to
‘challengeTatchell with any
chance at all of seriously
undermining the Labour
vote, will certainly receive
the support of the Tory
national media and local
press. The media will no 
Charter was granted, i.e.
until the workingclass had
political power, was a
central organ of working
class struggle and power.
composed of delegates of
thestrikingworkers,or as a
similar body in Russia at

.

St. Petersburg in 1905 in .

which Leon Trotsky was
prominent was later to
be described, a soviet. The
1842. insurrectionary. strike
was in a sense Britain’s
*1905’’.

Release
Nearly three years after

his release from prison
Wild was elected on march
29, 1847, a memberof the
society closely associated
withKar! Marx and Freder-
ick Engels, the Society of
Fraternal Democrats,
the international workers’
association founded in Sep-
tember 1845 which on 13
December 1847, elected a
Russian secretary in addi-
tion to its secretaries for
Britain, Germany, France,
Poland, Switzerland, Scan-
dinaviaand Hungary.

_The Society not only
.

advocated the Charter, all
its British members being
members of the National
Charter Association (many
Fraternal Democrats
howevercalled for the vote
not only as the’ Charter
demandedfor all men but
also for women), beyond
thisit maintained that ‘‘the
earth with all its natural
productions is the common
property of all’’ and affir-
med that the existing state
of society was ‘‘essentially
unjust’’- (Northern Star,
January 16, 1847).

So whilst its British
secretary Julian Harney
welcomed. the February
1848 revolution in France
he advised the new govern-
ment that if the rich con-

 

 



 
doubt continue to witch-
hunt Tatchell as they have
done for the last 12 months

an attempt to frighten
workers. with the prospect
of a foreign, Marxist and
possibly gay MP.

Bermondsey CLP, since
its shift to the left, have
already begun to rebuild a
moribundLabour Party on
he basis of campaigning to

mobilise the local com-
munity against hospital
losures, and against the

property speculators and

ued to fail to provide
mployment for the masses
“must do what perhaps
would have been well to

ave done within 24 hours
tthe proclamation of the
epublic — take possession

all- banks, railroads,
ines, fisheries and gas
orks, and all closed fac-

pries and workshops, in
e name of the nation.”
forthern Star, March 25,

B48).
But let us return to the
larch 29 meeting of the

pciety At.this a Chartist
0 was still living in Ber-
ondsey, John Gathard of
Page’s Walk (Northern

SheeFor the Chartists, ‘extraparliamentaryaction was the.onlyway — even to win the vote!

against the old right-wing SouthwarkCouncil

 

profiteers. ,

On the basis of the work
carried out over the last
couple of years — Tatchell
has personally - visited
20,000 of his constituents
- the Labour Party will
now have to convince its
Labour supportersthatit is
O’Grady himself and the
old right wing council that
he led which is responsible
for their-plight

The evidence for this
case is overwhelming and
with three mass leaflets

age!
Star, July 31, 1847) —

earlier he lived at 5 Grange
Walk (Northern Star,
September 5, 1846) — was
proposed as a member.For
some time Gathardwas the
“‘sub-secretary”’ (secre-

- tary) of the Bermondsey
Chartist locality meeting at
the King of Prussia (North-
ern Star,
1843).

At the December 13
- meeting two other leading

Bermondsey Chartists
were elected as members
of the Fraternal Demo-
crats: Joseph Chapman,
a delegate from the Ber- —
mondsey locality to the

December 16,-

 

 
  
    
 
   
 
   
 
 
  
  
  
 
 

planned before the by-
election date is announced,
the working class of Ber-
mondseywill be left in no
doubt: about the betrayals
of the right wing. But will
this be enough to pull out
Labour supporters on
pollingday?

Labour’s past record in
theborough wascertainly a
factor, last November, in
the very low turn-out in the
by-election at Peckham, to
thesouthof Bermondsey.

Peter Tatchell argues

Chartist Metropolitan Com-
mittee, and John Millward,
the locality’s ‘‘sub-treasur-
er’’ (treasurer) who was
also a. delegate to the
Metropolitan Committee
(Northern Star, March 6
and November20, 1847).

The Bermondsey. Chart-
ist William Dunnage of 11
Webb Street (Northern
Star, September 5, 1846)
was already active in the
Fraternal Democrats in
1846.

At the same time these
Bermondsey —__ Chartists
were active the bad effects
of capitalism were showing

« sey Chartists like Robert

‘ the Bermondsey

 with a massivemajority!

that it will be necessary to
link these local issues to
national issue if Labour
supporters are to be con-
vinced. He points out that
even with a left wing coun-
cil in Southwark,prospects
for tackling local problems
are severely hampered by
a Tory government hell-
bent on further cutting
public expenditure.

Throughout
But if the concerns of

the working class in Ber-
mondsey are likely to be
the local issues,~for Labour
Party activists throughout
the country, this by-elec-
tion will, as Tatchell
pointed out in his speech at
Peckham LPYS have a
crucial importance.

A resounding win for
Labour will weaken the

- tight wing counter-offen-
sive within the Labour
Party. It will make it that
much harder for the right-
wing to obstruct the
endorsement of left wing
candidatesselected by local
CLPs and reinforce the
right of CLPs to choose
their own candidates
withoutinterference.

A victory for Tatchell
could also lay thebasis for along-overdue fresh offen-
sive by theleft in the lead-
up to the next General
Election to extend the
democratic gain and fightfor Party control of the

 
 
 
  
  
 
  

 
 

themselvesin a devastating
way. Capitalism’was then
howeverstillcomparatively i

young. Now it is in adangerous state of decay.
It is now more than ever

urgent that the objectives
struggled for by Bermond-

Wild,objectives reaffirmed
in the Labour Party’s
Constitution, should at last
becarried into practice.

Let the descendants of
     

 
  
   

of the 1830s and 1840s do
all they can to ensure thatin 1983 Peter Tatchell is
elected as their Labour MP 

Election manifesto.
Bermondsey CLP wel-

comesactive support from
Labour Party members
throughout London (for
details, see box). The cam-
paign is already underway
and it is essential that
Labour Party activists
respondto the call if we are
to combat the enormous
propaganda campaign
which the ruling class will
direct at Bermondsey and
get a large Labour vote for
Peter Tatchell.

 
‘A big majority
will be a blow
at right wing:

SPEAKINGto a meeting of
Peckham Labour Party
Young Socialists on the day
that the Organisation
Sub-committee of the
Labour Party NEC agreed

- to endorse his candidature
for the Bermondsey by-
election, Peter Tatchell
outlined the basis of the
local party's campaign.

“We want to revive a
plan drawn up60 years
ago by Dr.Salter, the pre-
war Labour MP, to trans-
form Bermondsey into a
‘Garden City’ of new indus-
trial estates and low-rise
houses surrounded by
gardens and tree-lined
streets.

| lict land and
Wewantto see all dere-

buildings
taken into public owner-
ship to stop property specu-

- lation. which is forcing upprices and preventing
Surrey Decks and riverside
sites being used for the
benefitof local people.

Sites"
So long as these sites are

privatelyowned and on the
property market, South-
warkCouncilwill be outbid
by the developers. If the
price of land in North
Southwarkwas not so arti-
ficiallyinflated,the Council

_

could afford to build alot
more low-rise houses with
gardens and newindustrial
units to create local jobs.

We want the Council to
refuse planning permission
for any furtheroffice devel-
opment. as it is largely
speculative, does not
create local jobs and many
of the offices already built.
stillremain unlet.

The developers are using
North Southwark as an
overspill from the City of
London. Rampant office
development is destroying
the local communities in
Waterloo, Elephant and
Castle and Borough High
“Street.

Wealso want the Council
to stop building flats and
exclusively build low-rise
housing with gardens.
Bermondsey has too many
flats and too few houses.It
is not theright environment
for families and elderly

folk.
Weare strongly opposed

to theundemocraticLordon
Dockland Development
Corporation and its plans
for the Bermondsey river-

.

sideand Surrey Docks.
It is an unelected body

only accountableto Michael
Heseltine. It has stolen
planning powers fromthe
Southwark councillors and
elected to represent. the
interests of local people;
and stolen 264 acres of
riverside land.

Since Bob Mellish has
been Vice-Chair of this
Corporation, it has worked
hand in glove with the
Tory governmentand prop-
erty speculators to carve up
Bermondsey for the rich
and squeeze out local
people.

It has supported the
Kuwaiti scheme to build
theequivalentof 14 Centre-
pointoffice blocks on Hay’s
Wharf. It has backed the
building of luxury flats on
Corbétt’s Wharf which will
sell for up to £170,000each.

‘Now the Corporation is
pushing plans. for three
yacht marinas in Surrey -

Docks and forcing 546
industrial jobs out of the
area.

/We are opposed to this
profiteering and want to
see theLDDCabolished.

The riverside and Surrey
Docks should be developed
for the benefit of the local
community. That. means a
mix of low-rise council
houses with gardens, light

 
industry, extension of the
Jubilee Line and a good
sized shoppingcentre.

Ultimately none of these
policies will succeed with-
out a- Labour government
that is prepared to
challenge the power and
privilegeof capitalism.

The problemwithsucces-
sive Labour governments is
that they have failed to
do that. .

It is not enough to have
good ideasifyou don’t have

* the will and determination
to ‘carry through_the
challenge against themulti-
nationals, banks and insur-
ance companies, the drug
industriesand so on.

Wewillbe making these
points to people in the
course of our election
campaign.

Crucial

What happens in this
election will be crucial to
the future of the left in the
Labour Party. If we win
witha bigmajority it willbe
a slap in the face.for those
who said that the policies
weare fightingon can’t’win
mass support.

The result in Bermond-
sey could also be important
for the next General Elec-
tion. If we-can win a
massive majority in Ber-
mondsey it will show that
we can win an election on

' socialist policieswhile if we
do badly the press will
feed on that.”’

. .

Bermondsey Labour Party are anxious to lay
the groundwork: for the election campaign
before the date of the by-election is set.
Mass leafleting of the constituency and
canvassing has already begun and will con-
tinue throughout. January. If you would
like to help thedetails are as follows.
Sunday 16 January at 11am. Meet at 79

/Balfour Street, SE17.
Sunday 23 January at 11am. Meet at 156b,
Union Street, SE1.
Sunday 30 January at 11 am. Meet at 133
Lower Road, SE16
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   Problems- and Policies

volicy

ArthurBoughlooksat a
debate in CND

AS THE Campaign for
Nuclear Disarmament has
gathered support, CND
members have been dis-
cussing what. kind/s of
alternative defence strat-
egies should be developed,
and whether we should
concern ourselves’ with
defenceat all.

The recent Labour
Party political broadcast -

talked of transferring
resources saved from
nuclear disarmament. to
building up conventional
weapons.

But two important
questions have to be
answered whenwearetalk-
ing of alternative defence.
Firstly, what are we
defending, and secondly,
under whose control is the
defence?

The vast majority of
British people gain nothing
from Britain’s colonies and
imperialist interests over-
seas, and have no reason to
support the British Navy
against the oppressed and
exploited people of the
third world. North Sea Oil
belongs to multinational
companies, manyof them
American, and certainly not
British workers. We have
no need, therefore, of a
Navy to defend that.

Does this mean that
there is nothing worth
defending? No. British
workers have a right to
defend material interests
andpoliticalrights (such as
they are undertheexisting
system).

But the present military
apparatus is not much use
for that.

The British state uses it
against British workers to
break strikes and to repress
people in othercountries —

-

like Ireland — withconven-
tionalweapons.

Control

A real alternative
defence strategy therefore,
cannot be for conventional
weaponsinsteadof nuclear,
but must be based on
removing the capitalist
‘state’s monopoly of viol-
ence. We mustensure that
our defence is under our
control.

Defence against whom?
The current campaign

being wagedby the British
' state and NATOis just a

forewarning of the kind of
opposition that would be
mounted in the event of a
Labour government
seriously attempting to get

he
Martin Thomasreviews
Gillo Pontecorvo’s classic
film ‘The Battle of Algiers’,
pow showing at the Gate
Cimemain Bloomsbury

THEleaders of the French
army speak at. length.
Colonel Mathieu of the
paras explainshis scientific
methods of counter-revolu-
tionary warfare; and tells
jeurnalists who

_
criticise

torture that if they want
France to retain Algeria,
then they must accept the
necessary methods.

The leaders of the
nationalist FLN

.
behave

more in line with the
words which one of them,
Amar Ali, carried as a
tattoo: ‘‘Shut up’’. -

Aboutthelongest speech
from any of them is Ben
M’hidi’s explanation to
Ali — whowants aboveall

to use guns — of why the
FLN is calling a general

—strike and suspending
armedactionsfor the dura-
tion.

Laconically, Ben M’hidi
concludes: ‘‘To start a
revolution is difficult; to
keep it going is harder; but
your problemsreally begin
only after you have won.”’

Terse
Moreover, the French

win militarily. Sweeping
again and again through
the narrow streets of the
Muslim district of Algiers,
smashing down doors,
searching, beating, arrest-
ing,and torturing, they
finally destroy the FLN’s.
commandstructure.

But among the Muslims
‘fear and sullen resentment
has turned to bitter fury
and conscious revolt. Terse
but passionate like theFLN

&

23

German workers with arms, 1918 — would they have been safer leaving theguns under the control of thegenerals?

rid of nuclearweapons. The
example of the threats from
the United States to destab-
ilise Italy and France, just
a few years ago, if the Com-
munist Parties in those
countries were to win in
their elections, are a clear
example of what could be
expected.

So ‘defence’ is more
likely to be needed against
British equivalents of
Chile’s General Pinochet,
or against people who are
thecurrentallies of Britain,
ratherthantheUSSR.

In the unlikely event of
the USSRinvadingBritain,
we would have no need to
defend these factories
and means of. production
from nationalisation. But
like the Polish workers we
would needto fight against
bureaucratic tyranny and
ensure that nationalised
property is brought under
our democraticcontrol.

In 1968 fraternisation by
Czech — workers with
Russiantroops forced the
Kremlin. to’ replace the
forces in Czechoslovakia
becauseoftheeffect it was
having. And it wasn’t
nuclear weapons that held
back the USSR from invad-
ing Poland. Clearly,
though, fraternisation
alone is insufficient. We
need military means to
defend our rights against

the capitalist class or
against Stalinist bureau-
cracies.

We need a workers’
militia. Such a militiawould
need to be democratically
controlled to ensure that
criminal and fascist ele-
‘ments could not undermine
its operation.

Militias

Such militias were used
successfully by Cuba
against American-backed
insurgents, and_militias
{though not workers’
militias) form: part of the
defence preparations of
Sweden, Switzerland and
Yugoslavia. Britain, too, in
the Second World War had
its own militia — the home
guard which arose out of a
popular and spontaneous
response to the news of
the German parachute
landings in Holland in
May1940. -

An article by Michael
Randle gives someinterest-
ing details about the Home
Guard. I  ‘‘frequently
employed democratic pro-
cedures in the early phase,
such aselection of officers,
and took some months for
the War Office to bring it
undercontrol.

“It continued thereafter
to have a radical thrust and

attle o
leadersit portrays, this film
shows whyandhow.

The parallels from the
film for Northern Ireland

- are plain enough, though
thescale and proportionsof
the Algerian war were
different — up to one
million people were killed
(3,000 European civilians,
17,000 French troops, the
rest Muslims), and maybe
3,000 Muslims died under
torture during the Battle of
Algiers alone. In colonal
Algeria, the one million
settlers had an average
income per head 30 times
that of the nine million
Muslims, many of whom
lived on the edge of star-
vation.

Algerian nationalism
first developed in the
1920s.. In 1945 the Setif
massacre — when anything
up to 45,000 Muslims were
slaughtered by settlers on
the rampagein revenge for

a Muslim riot — set events
movingtowardsthelaunch-
ing of a war of indepen-
dence by the FLN in 1954,
just a few monthsafter the
defeat of French imperial-
ism in Vietnam.

“Battle of Algiers’’ was
made in 1966, four years
after Algeria’s indepen-
dence, by the Italian
Marxist Gillo Pontecorvo
together with Saadi Yacef,
former FLN leader in
Algiers, who plays his own
part in it.

Bombs
It is concentrated on the

. years 1956-7 and thecity of
Algiers. On June 19, 1956
two FLNleaders were guil-
lotined. The execution
rallied
Muslims to the FLN and
was the signal for serious
FLN military operations to
start in Algiers.

Leee

thousands of -

was strongly influenced by
the thinkingof the socialist
and. Spanish Civil War
veteran Tom Wintringham
who established an un-
authorised Home Guard
TrainingSchool at Osterley
Park — a school which the
authorities tried to close
down but werelater forced
to accept.”’

Clearly therefore the
concept of a_workers’
militia is not totally alien to
‘“‘the British character’’ as
some have suggested. But
are there any_recent
groundsfor believing that
a workers militia could be
developed?

Fascist
Over the last few years

fascist organisations like
the NF and British Move-

_

ment have diverted their
attention from marches to
attacks on individual mem-
bers of the black commun-
ities. Petrol bomb attacks
like those in Deptford and
elsewhere, together with a
refusal by the police to do
anythingabout them, have
led black communities in
manyareasto develop their
ownself defence organisa-
tions, training their mem-
bersin martial arts.

Andat the recent-trial of ©

the Bradford 12, the jury

fAl
On August 10, 1956,

right wing settlers, withthe
cooperation of the police,
bombed8 rue de Thebes,in
the Muslim district, killing
70 people. In retaliation
Yacef organised bombings
in European cafes and the
battle escalated into war
between the FLN on one
side, the settlers and the
armyon theother.

On January 7, 1957, the
army was given full powers
in Algiers. Between then
and October 8 — when
Amar Ali was cornered and
blown to pieces by a French

army bomb — the ‘Battle
of Algiers’ raged.

The French won: that
battle. After October 1957the FLN’s military action
was mostly confined to the
countryside, where the
French armytried to com-
bat it by moving over a
million peasants to barbed
wire encampments.

—— =

effectively decided that the
black community had a
right to organise its own
self-defence ‘including the
production and use of
petrol bombs.

The last ten years has
also seen the growth of
strong arm hit squadslike
the SPG,the use of CS gas
in Toxteth, and reports
that some police forces
haveplasticbullets.

As confrontations with
the state escalate, especi-
ally with the Tebbit laws,
these strong state methods
will ‘be brought into use
against workers.

Just as the mass picket
and «flying picket were
rediscovered during the
miners’ strike in 1972,
so this time round workers
will need to develop their
own workers’ defence
squadsiftheyare not to get
theirheads broken.

Both the above forms of
defence squads are small
examples of the sort of
force which, organised and
democratically controlled
by the mass labour move-
ment, could defend our
interests against a foreign
oppressor — and against
the British bosses and their
militarymachine.

What are the objections
to such a strategy? The
main one is that it would

= ,

The army. became con-
cerned that weak, vacilla-
ting French governments
would ‘sell them out’ by

-negotiating with the FLN.
In May 1958 they helped to
organise a coup in Algeria,
to bring De Gaulle to power
in Paris.

Machine
But the FLN was reor-

ganising. On December 11
1960, as De Gaulle visited
Algeria, thousands of
Muslims poured into the
streets of Algiers waving
flags and shouting FLN
slogans. This mass revolt
could not bedefeated as the
FLN’s 1956 terror cam-
paign had been.

The armyandthesettlers
became more and more -

aware that De Gaulle was
in fact going to negotiate
independencefor Algeria.

In April 1961 the arm

 
,

lead to anarchy — people
using their weapons to
commit crimes, shoot each-
other,etc.

It would be best, of
course, if weapons of death
were scrapped completely.
But in the meantime, why
suppose that the generals
and colonels are uniquely
qualified to wield armed
force. Whyis it safer for the
guns to. be under their
control ratherthanours?

The-argument about
‘anarchy’ stems from a

* middle class elitist view of
the working class as being
just a bunch of riff-raff
incapable of self-discipline,
whose only political role is
to support middle class
politicians at elections and
on demonstrations,etc.

And what the opposition
to the idea of a militia
comes downto, politically,
is a desire to keep the work-
ing class unarmedwhilethe
capitalist state i, armed to
theteeth. ~

There is no way we can
control the capitalist
state’s war machine. It
must be broken up and
replaced, for as long as it
exists,
against us and to fight
imperialist wars around
the world which may escal-
ate to nuclear destruction.-

attempted another coup in
Algiers; and. after its
failure, many of the para
colonels — from whom
Mathieu in the film is
constructed as a composite
figure — joined the die-
hard fascist OAS, which
slaughtered some’ thous-
ands of Muslimsin a cam-
paign of terror in the
months before indepen-
dence in July 1962.

But, as Pontecorvo putit
in -an interview, ‘‘we tried
to present the paratroopers
as normal — not maniacs,
sadists, or exceptional
cases, let’s call: them
products of rational, super-civilised France — because

“we meant our condemna-
tion to reach beyond them
to the political machine
itself.

“Tt becomes a historical
condemnation of the men
behind the paras — of:
colonialismitself.’’

it will be used -
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Les Hearn
reviews
Dianna
Melrose’s
book on

|Medicines
and theThird
World poor(£4.95 from
Oxfam, 274
Banbury Rd,
Oxford)
THE drug companies have
been posing recently as
saviours of the nation’s
balance of payments, as
well as being the founda-
tion of all health. This time-
ly book showsinforthright
terms just how little right
they -have to make such
claims.

Dianna Melrose starts
by showing thatthe major-
ity of the health problems
of the Third World stem
from malnutrition, poorpublic hygiene and lack of
knowledge.In curing these
problems, medicine will
play a minor (though
important)role, just as they
did in the West over the
last 150 years.

.
Companies

A coordinated attack on
several fronts willbe neces-
sary — an example of this
being found in the Left-
governed Indian state of
Kerala. Kerala has thebest
health statistics of the 14
Indian states, even though
its health budget is the
second lowest in India. This
is because of its greater
social and edicational
development, the higher
status of women, greater
ratesofliteracy,etc.

The activities of.the.
multinational drug com-
panies, however, only
hinder this. task. Their
production is geared solely
to the demands of local
markets, with the result

Thistonic cost 35 Rupees (£1.95)i
‘familycould havebroughtall

  
 

    
that, instead of the few
essential drugs necessary
to combat diseases of the
poor, third world coun-
tries are flooded with use-
Jess vitamin and mineral
tonics, .cough and cold:
preparations, health ‘‘res-
torers’’, digestive aids,
tranquillisers and  anti-
depressants. .

Frequently, drugs are
supplied in wasteful or
dangerous doses or. in
irrational mixtures. Lack of
control in prescribing anti-
biotics is leading to the
development of bacteria
resistant to all available
antibiotics.

Tonics
Examples: In Nepal, out

of 2,000 drugs on the
market in 1980, 733 were
‘tonics’, while out. of
160 plus brands of cough
suppressant on sale in the
Philippines, only about
ten were based on codeine
(the only drug recommen-
ded by the World Health
Organisation {WHO)
for thispurpose). -

In India, only 2.7% of
viene

nutritiousf

drug production is accoun-
ted for by drugs for leprosy _

and tuberculosis, though
there are four million and
eight million victims of
eachdisease respectively.

Dapsone, the basic and
very cheap drug for treat-ing leprosy is always in
short supply.

Starvation
Third world patients are

frequently prescribed nen-
essential as well as essen-
tial drugs. If poor, they
then have to either choose
some items from the list
(with the “‘help’’ of the
drug vendor!) or go into
debt (withpotentiallydisas-
trous effects on the health
of their families as starva-
tion follows).

The costs of drugs in the
third world are frequently
astronomical in relation to
incomes. A course of the
antibiotic Bactrim in
Mexico costs as much as
food for a familyof four for
a fortnight! Also in Mexico,
the Vitamin C preparation
Redoxon. costs. about ten
times as much as theequiv-

Two weeks’ free samples to one doctor!
alent in oranges, while a
popular tonic contains
calcium (to promote health
bones and teeth) which
every Mexican gets more
than enough of from
tortillas, traditionally
treated with limewater
(calciumhydroxide).

There is a trend in the
thirdworld towards theuse
of genericnameswhen pur-
chasing drugs. This prac-
tice which can result’ in
savings of one-hird to
nine-tenths, is -predictably
opposed by the drug com-
panies (just as it is in
Britain at themoment). The
companies say that the
higher cost of branded

-

products is justified to
recoupthecosts of research
and development — but
only 1%of R&Dis specifie-
ally © directed towards
thirdworld needs.

.Information supplied
with drugs is often quite
different from that supplied
in Western countries —

either much_reduced,
exaggerated or actually
untrue.

One anti-diarrhoea drug,
Lomotil,is ‘‘tobe used only

proven value.

 

with caution in young
children’ and not at all in
children under one year —

in Britain. In the third
world dosages are recom-
mended for babies under 3
months! ”

Solutions discussed
include:

Ontelligent integration
of traditional. medicines
with modern practices of

O}Community health
projects, tackingall aspects
of ill-health, including

Socialist Organiser no.115 January 13 1983 Page 11

 

Help thechildto grow with
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GROWTH IN EVERY DROP 0 STRENGTH IN EVERY TABLET O
ORGANON (BANGLADESH) LIMITED

 y

A. child's world is full of fun
and laughter, love and core

of parents. And that is what
oli children need to grow
healthy ond sturdy.
But it is not always so. Un.
balanced diet, poor appetite
and frequent iliness often
interfere with the normal
growth of children.

Orabolin
Ensures

normal
growth

Stimulates
appetite

promotes
optimal

weight

 
 Through advertising such as this, Third Worldfamiliesare
connedinto buying expensive medicines — leavingthem no
moneyfor ordinary food
poverty.

OSetting up locally-
controlled drug production
(as in China, Cuba, India
and Bangladesh).

OiEducation schemes to
show the causes of ‘ill-
health and to place drug
use in a wider context.

DlLists of essential
drugs,
practices, and ui
generic names to reduce
costs.

Such solutions have met

 

safer prescribing.
se of

opposition of the drug
companies ‘ and their
governments. Already,
Bangladésh has been
threatened bythe US
governmentfor refusingfl 
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JEREMY~Green (SO
December9) of the Jewish
Socialist Group tries to
whitewash the role of
Zionismin its dealings with
anti-Semites. He—also
attacks my. pamphlet on
Zionism and_ anti-Semit-
ism as ‘‘bad’’ withouteven
havingreadit!

He accuses meof ignor-
ing those left Zionists who
fought with the Bolsheviks
in. 1917, yet on the_ first
page of the s
Socialist Zionism I explicit-
ly refer to the Borochov
Regiment.

Green forgets, though,
that the Zionist leadership
under Weizmann -urged

 

precisely in
order that. Russian Jews
might oppose the Bolshevik 

I have become. extremely
concerned at the inade-
quacy of. SocialistOrganis-
er’s coverage of the North
of Ireland during recent
weeks and months. Com-
rade O’Mahony’s article
(SO 113) is a useful refer-
ence pointin thisrespect.

Comrade O’Mahony
rightly criticises the basic
impracticability of Mili-
tant’s Irish strategy,
combining his  often-
stated critique of their
crass economism with a
general statement of the
basic elements of an alter-
native based on a need to

.

recognise the central
importance of the ‘consti-
tutional’ question whilst
also recognising the impor-
tance of trade union
struggles. So far, so good.

What: is disturbing is

The
Briti
1AM writingto take up and
disagree with John
O’Mahony’s_ article on
Ireland in SO 113.

Thearticleis supposed to
be dealing with Militant’s
politics but. in reality,
presents O’Mahony’s
own viewsonIreland.

In this I think he shares
an erroneous view with the
Editorial in issue

.
112,

which talks about the solu-
tion in Ireland being ‘‘some
form of federal, united
Ireland (since when was
this SO policy?) with as
much autonomy for the
Protestant minority as is
compatible with therights
of the Irish people as a

nm on

revolution.
He mentions Hanna

Senesh, the woman para-
chuted into Hungary, as
proof of. the
interest in organising
Jewish resistance against

.

the Nazis, and to excuse
their collaboration with
them. But it was the Zion-
ists in Hungary, under
Kastner, who betrayed her
and others to the Gestapo,
and whodidn’tlift a finger
to save them. This was the
testimony of Hannah’s
mother. in the Kastner
trial in Israel. a

The ‘Kishinev pogroms,
_

incidentally were in 1903
not 1882. Green mentions

‘those in the British labour
movementwho opposed the
immigration of Jewish
refugees from Europe,
forgetting -that it was
Theodore Herzl, founder

the inadequacy of SO’s
responseto, and comments
on, bothof these questions.
Whilst stating its general
commitment to building a
united: working-class on
the basis of an endto parti-
tion, SO has both largely
ignored important .indus-

‘trial struggles, with the
partial exception of the
NHSdispute, e.g. the fight
to save jobs at DeLorean
involving occupation of the
plant, the victimisation and
personal surcharging of a
trade union official in
Newry, and, more explicit-ly, failed to respond to im-
portant developments in
the Republican struggle in
anything other than a
cynical and detached
manner.

:

The victory of Provisional
Sinn Fein candidates in

rote:
h im
whole.’’ :

First of©all,
obviously, the only solu-

* tion is a socialist, united
Ireland.

But as O’Mahony. cor-
rectly says, on the road to
that are other demands: I
don’t think any form of
autonomy for the Protes-
tants should beoneof those
demands.

Of course they should
have freedom of religion,
etc. But insofar as they are
a ‘community’theyidentify
themselves through their
pro-imperialism.

Aslong asthis distinct,
pro-imperialist base. 

Protestant workers demonstrate against Catholichousing
estate

Zionists’
|

quite

‘tion.

of Political Zionism, who
appeared before the 1902
Aliens Commission arguing
that. Europe’s unwanted
Jews could be diverted to
Palestine!

Ofcourse it is no coincid-
ence that Zionism arose
after anti-Semitic outrages;
the point is, what kind of
reactionto anti-Semitism is
Zionism? Does it seek to
combat it or accept anti-
Semitism as the natural

‘reaction of Gentiles to the
Jewsin theirmidst?

If the latter maybeGreen
can answer why:

1) Did anti-Semites from
Leese, Class, Fritsch to
Heydrich welcome Zion-
ism?

2) Whydid Zionists such
as Katzkin, Prinz, Gold-
mann, Herzl see in anti-
Semitism a force for good
and speak of the Jewish

 

the recent Assembly elec-
tion, standingon a platform
giving unequivocal support
to thearmedstruggle, com-

—binedwith a focus on social
issues such as bad housing
and unemployment, as
faced by Catholicand Prot-
estants alike (consistently
expressed throughout
their limited media cover-
age), provides an oppor-
tunity for republicans and
socialists to begin to devel-
op a moreeffective political
campaigningstrategy.

There is clearly a split
within the Provisional
movement between the
‘old-style’
more. politically aware,
socialist-inclined activists
such as Gerry .

Adams.
Surely Socialist Organiser
should be attempting to
influence the debate (or at

militarists and

Ireland

Zionismand anti-Semitism
diaspora with the same
contempt as the  anti-
Semites?

Because-without anti-
Semitism there is no
Zionism. Even today Israel
arms the-Phalangists,
who in turn supply the
European Nazis, who then
attack Europe’s Jewish
communities. This is the
logic of Zionism: that, far
from being a haven for
Jews around the world, it
actuallyendangers them...

It is a pity that the
Jewish Socialist Group -is
reverting to its traditional
role of apologists for left
Zionism.

But since Green is keen
to lecture anti-Zionists on
the need ‘“‘to fight hardest
against real anti-Semitism”’
perhapshe can explain why
JSG members Pottins and
Heiser sided with the

 

least be informing-its
readersofit) and be giving
at least qualified political
support to: Adams and co.
Instead SO’s coverage of
the election and its after-
mathhasbeenpitiful.

O’Mahony’s article
makes no mention at all of ©

Provisional Sinn Fein,
merelydismissingthemore
sectarian IRSP in a single

_ political representatives of
.

’ therepublicancommunities

paragraph. Seemingly the

of West Bélfast, Derry,
Armagh and Fermanagh,
in their fight against a
brutal army of occupation,
are oflittle importance.

Do the comrades in
Islington, involved in the
admirable attempt to allow
those representatives a
platform in London, agree?

PETERJONES.
Manchester

tants and
erialism

organised as such, exists,
with full or limited auto-
nomy,thenit willbe impos-
sible for the Irish-people to
begin to solve their prob-
lems.

The fact is that the
Republican movement is
anti-imperialist, as is most
of the

Comrade O’Mahonytries
to minimise their ‘strength,
but this is not the reallyimportant point.

—
-Northern ireland” is

dominated economically
and militarilyby imperial-
ism. The starting point for
us must be the struggle to

“end that.
Of course, within that

struggle we attempt to give
it a class content by fight-
ing for the Permanent
Revolution.’ In this we
oppose the solely national-
ist illusions of the Pro-
visionals and their con-
scious antagonising of the
Protestant workingclass.

Connecting
.

This means connecting
the anti-imperialist
struggle with the need for
the working class to take
power through a socialist
programme. -

This means that within
united class

__
struggles,

. like the NHS, weraise the
connection of anti-capital-
ism withanti-imperialism.

Catholic popula-

Trade union struggles
are not ‘‘sub-political’’;
theyare spontaneous, but
contain within them the
possibilities for develop-
ing the consciousness of
the more reactionary
elements in the working
class.

But the starting point of
.

this is to break down the
pro-imperialism of. the
Protestantworkers.

Softens
Britain is an imperialist

country, specifically the
country oppressing Ire-
land. It is the duty of
socialists in Britain to
prove their anti-imperial-
ism. The stress on ‘‘demo-
cratic’’ solutions, in an
imperialist ‘‘democracy’’,
thedissolvingof defenceof
the Republican movement
in a mass of words defend-
ing theProtestant.commun-
ity, I thinkonly softens the
principled approach to the
liberationstruggle. ~

Comrade O’Mahony
maysay that the Provision-
als are for a federal solu-
tion. But the PLO also want
a state in the West Bank.
Wedo not tail-end these
movements. The only solu-
tion is a united Ireland
which wefight to-be social-
ist, as we fight for the
smashing of the state of
Israel.

TONY RICHARDSON

 
 

 
Workers Revolutionary
Party at therecent Labour
Committee on Palestine
conference... The
distinguishes itself
refusing to
Ghaddafi’s statements
exoneratingHitler.

I am quite happy to
debate with the JSG any-
time, anywhere, concern-
ing Zionism and~anti-
Semitism.

TONY GREENSTEIN
Labour Movement

Campaign for
Palestine

  
    
    
  
    
  
      
    
  
  

 
   

  
 

BOBFine(letters, SO 114)
is demagogic about what I
said on the administration
of justice in Britain, but
misses, or least ignores,
the main point I made ag-
ainst Militant’s use of the
courts.-

In referring to ‘‘a high
level of justice and impart-
iality — within existing
laws’’, I was in fact giving
Militant the strongest case
possible so as to focus on
what is wrong with their
whole approach.

‘A high level’ does not
mean adequately high.

_

But does Bob deny that
the existing British system
generally gives — by the
standardsofwhat has exist-
ed in history so far, and
what exists in most of the
world today — a high level
of impartial administration
of existing laws?

To tell thatto the Brixton
youth is not to tell them
thattheyhave hadtheirfair
shareofit, but to help them
identify precisely what is
unjust in their treatment —

from violent policemenwho
lie through their teeth in
court, to biased and unfairinterpretation of the law by
judges, and to the class
bias and content of the
law,therole of the state as
instrument of the capitalist
class — and define a pro-
gramme of working class
actionto change it all.

Our job is to analyse the
system, show the links be-~
tweenthedifferent levels of
its operation, and then to
criticise it both rationally
and concretely. .

Criticise
To define what exists is

not to glorify it: on the
other hand, if we want to
improve it ‘or to go about
revolutionising it), then we
must criticise what really
exists and not some cari-
cature image in our heads
of a regime in Britain now
of lawless arbitrary rule
and courts which merely
rubber-stamp what the
governmentdecides.

 

 

Bourgeois rule is, for
now, more subtle, and
‘revolutionaries who can
remain revolutionariesonly
by closing their eyes to
reality’ will be ill-equippedto fightit.

Too often they fall into a
mish-mash of populism,
nihilism, ete. which, be-
cause it leads to political
blind alleys, actually helps
to perpetuate the injust-
ices.

Bob would not draw guch
conclusions: but many who
would automatically agree
with him, as an expression
of alienation from the
existing system, would also
havelittle time for the idea

- of the rule of law (working
class law) after a socialist
revolution.

Manyontheleft fail fully
and consistently to con-

~ demn Stalinism or to de-
‘fend dissidents because of
a confused notion of, the
regime after a_ socialist

1 AM writing to object to a
statementin the article in
SO 112 by John O’Mahony,
‘“‘Why Militant are wrong
to use courts’’.

He says: “True, the
courts in a_ long-stable
bourgeois democracy
such as Britain normally
dispense a high level of
justice and fair and impar-
tial dealing — within the
existing laws”’.

“Fair and impartial’’!
Even in a ‘‘democracy”’
bourgeois laws are for the
‘defence of. property. Not
only do they operate
against theworkingclass in
general, but also they are
racist, sexist and anti-outh,

Could 0’Mahony ser-

~ Weinvite readers
to send us their
letters, up to a
usual maximum
length of 400. words.

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

   
   

    
 

  
The

}

point is not thatjudges never granta fair hearing,
1

In theirown terms —
but that the labour.

movementshould'notlook to the. fair hearings’of its class enemyWhy Militantis
wrong on courts

 

revolution as a ‘dictator-
ship’ in the common sense
of the word, the permanent
rule of a Committee of
Public Safety.

Bob does not take up the
main point I made, whichis
not that it is unprincipled
to go to court, or even al-
ways to take othersocialists
to court, but that it is un-principled to make the
courts the arbiter of the
affairs of the labour move-
ment:

Authority
I doubt thatLenin would"

have supported socialists
who tried to bring in the
courts in such a role. With-:
out knowing exactly what
Lenin was referring to,
Bob’s quote is (uncharac-
teristically) just an appeal
to ‘authority’, useless as
an aid to thinkingabout the
issue.

JOHN O’MAHONY,
London. 

iously repeat these words
‘to black.youth who have
come under: racist attack

- and victimisation. in the
courts, or to women told
they have not been raped
because they did. not keep
their legs shut, or were
wearing short skirts or
hitching lifts and ‘‘asked
for it’’ — would he say
that these were not racist
and sexist attacks but

‘impartial Britishjustice?
I hope the ridiculous

statementis withdrawnand
westick to our assessment
of the class content of the
courts. They are no more
impartial than the police
or the army.

KEVIN RILEY
-

Oxford
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THE WITCH HUNT!

IN THE end only John
Golding voted against
endorsing Peter Tatchell
as Labour candidate for
Bermondsey at the Labour
Party organisation sub-
committee meeting on
Monday10th.

Michael Foot’s attempt
to claim the episode as a
victory for himself could not
disguise the bloody nose
that he and the right wing
had got after Bermondsey’s
overwhelming re-selection

_of Thatchel] »» Sunday 9th.
Peter Tatchell and Ber-
mondsey were, after ail,
oneof theiriirst listed targ-
ets in thewitch-hunt.

Endorsed
Only just over a year ago

Foot told us: ‘‘Mr Tatchell
is not an endorsed member
of the Labour Party and as
far as I am concerned he
neverwillbe’’.

The right wing diffi-
culties do not stop at Ber-
mondsey.In otherdreas too
the witch-hunt has slowed
down.

Just before Christmas
the National Executive
Committee (NEC)cancelled
a meeting they had arran-
ged with officers of Horn-
sey Constituency Labour
Party, and lifted the threat
to disband the Party if it
didn’t-.comply with their
diktat and exclude Tariq
Ali by December 31. They

‘ told Hornsey that they
needed further consulta-

Notcourt ction
_Witch-hunters.
tion.

And on Monday 10th the
organisation sub-commit-
tee voted by a significant
majority to defer any deci-
sion on Militant until the
full NEC meeting on Jan-
uary 26. Any proposals
would have hadto go to the
full meeting in any case,

but the absence of any
recommendation is a clear
indicationof disarray.

Labour Party general
secretary Jim Mortimer
had been sent away over
Christmas to work out a
witch-hunter’s definition of
‘membership’ of Militant.
His reply was reportedly a

 
the organisation andagitation of therank andfilehavestalled the 

tortuous and lengthydocu-
ment which proposed a_retreat from expelling Mili-
tant supporters. If Militant
would agree not to be ‘a
Party within a Party’, then
that would be all right.
Mortimer wanted. to pro-
ceed ‘cautiously and
properly’.

Defend democracy
ee

‘... So far as we are concerned, the AGM voteson registr-
ation...
Regional Key Persons’ EC membership...
to have one’s viewscirculated...
tionalchannels to bring about change...

on the Manchester/Withingtonproposals... on the
on the freedom

on keeping to constitu-
are votes of con-

fidence. It would also be quite impossible for us to work to-
getherwith an EC, themajorityof which would be opposed
to these policies. If the AGM effectively rejects: the policy
advocated by the majority of the retiring EC, our resigna-
tion would becomenot only justified but the honest thing
to do. Wefeel we oweit to all our supporters to make our
position clear.

‘VladimirDerer, Victor Schonfield,Pete Willsman”’.

‘THISstatement by three of
the leading officers of the
Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy of intent to
split if they lose certain
votes at the campaign’s
AGM has just appeared. in
the December issue of the
CLPDBulletin.

It makes the continued
existence of the CLPDin its
present form probably the
major issue at the AGM,in
just over two weeks’ time.

The kind of organisation
that the three officers are
now proposing is summed
up in their description of
the procedure they object
to: “‘Having secured’ the
control of the AGM andthe
EC, all that needs to be

done is to order those offi-
cers on whose contribution
CLPD work depends ‘to
carry out .majority deci-
sions’.

The officers referred to
are, of course, themselves,
and their complaint is that
they will be asked to carry
out majority decisions if
they lose at the AGM.Lab-

‘ our Party conference might
be ‘sovereign’, but for
them the conference of the
CLPD certainly shouldn’t:
be.

Theidea of the officerseithe Campaign being bound
by majority decisions is
portrayed not as democracy
but as bureaucratic dicta-
tion, treating ‘‘CLPD offi-

cers’’ as ‘‘a-political paid
staff’’. The similarity is
striking between this argu-
ment and those used by
MPs and the Party estab-
lishment against the demo-
cratic reforms championed
by theCLPD.

Resign
The three also threaten

to resign if resolutions are
passed which call for an
end to the use of CLPD
mailings to circulate per-sonal attacks and personal
viewsin a way thatmakesit
seem that they are semi-
official statements of the
campaign.

On ‘key persons’, what
they are threateningto re-
sign over is a proposal to
change a system which
allows for unlimited co-
option of voting members
onto theEC.

And what of those who
criticise? ‘‘Of course it is
perfectly legitimate for
some (!) socialists to op-
pose from outside what
CLPD stands for...‘‘ (em-
phasis added).

The three officers, in
the nameof ‘‘theCLPD EC
majority’, present all this
as ‘‘basic questions of
strategy and tactics and the
kind of organisation CLPD
‘is — or, more precisely,

 
John Bloxam

whatit should become’’.
A split in CLPD would be

severely damaging, and a
boon to the right wing and
the Party establishment. It
would threatento wreck the
work of the CLPD as. the
major organisation with
widespread support fight-
ing for democracy in the
Party. And it would be
criminal, because it is not
necessary.

There aré importantpoli-
tical differences in the
CLPD. But everyone ac-

The stated reason for
deferring a decision was
that there was new legal
advice, and a new letter
from Militant’s lawyers.
Does this justify Militant’s
threatof legal action?

No. It is wrong in prin-
ciple to appeal to the capi-
talist courts as arbiter of
the affairs of the labour
movement; and it won't
work, Militant’s resort to
legal threats has led to the
witch-hunt plans being
expanded from selective
expulsions. to wholesale
‘proscription. And their
attempt to get an injun-
ction before the December
NEC meeting was thrown
out by the High Court.

Weshould not be’ sur-
prised thatthe Party estab-
lishment has emphasised
the legal problems. It is
unlikelythattheywould put
down their difficulties to
fear of widespread resist-
ance in the Party — though
Mortimer privately warned
the November NEC,
‘‘Labour cannot afford to
alienate large numbers of
its activists or to come into
collision with a significant
number of Constituency
Labour Parties in the ap-
proach .-to the
Election’’:

;In addition to the threat
of legal action, widespread
solidarity and defiance are
common features of the
Hornsey and_Militant
affairs — and Bermond-

The statement by Vladimir
Derer, V ctor Schonfield
and Pete Willsmanis pre-
sentedin an exaggerated
and sensationalway as a
‘Reply to Anonymous
Critics’, the better to sup-
port theirpicture of ‘the
EC majority’ defendingit-
self against clandestineand
unscrupulous plotting.

It makes a good story,
but unfortunatelythetruth
was easy to discover — and .

‘ not so dramatic. The ‘anon-
ymousappeal’ was,in fact,
a draft shown by myself to
a few othermembersof the
CLPDexecutive as a poss-
ible response to the threats

cepts that the most con-
tentious item at present —

whether CLPD should reg-
ister — is tactical,whatever
‘importance weattachto it.

And opposition to. the
new EC implementing the
decisions of the AGM
would not be a good basis
to split to form a new
campaign for democracy!

What is labelled ‘‘the
EC minority’ will be argu-
ing a_ different case:
That the CLPD should re-
main in the forefront of

General --

“proposed on Monday 10th

sey.
Neither Peter Tatchell

nor Bermondsey CLP ever
threatenedto take the NEC
to court. What defeated the
witch-hunt was the solid
support in the constitu-—
ency, and the massive
solidarity beyond it. As -

Peter Tatchell said on
Monday:

“The NEC decision to
endorse my candidatureis
not a personal victory, nor
even simply a victory for
BermondseyLabour Party.
It is a victory for all in the

.

labour movement who have"
fought to uphold the demo-
cratic right of CLPs to
choose their own parlia-

- mentarycandidate’’.
The whole rigmarole of

the register is a testimony
to the right wing’s lack of
support in the Labour
Party. They couldn’t> just
boot people out, because
they would never have got
away with it. Indeed, they
hadto say that the register
was nothing to do with a
witch-hunt to get it through
Party conference.

Thisis theroot of the dis-
. array anddifficulties of the

right wing and the Party
establishment.

But they haven’t given
up. When Dennis Skinner

that the witch-hunt be
dropped, he was defeated
by 12 votes to 5.

Bermondsey has shown
theonly waythatit can still
be beaten.

inCLPD
ME by JohnBloxam

from thethreeofficers in
the-previousbulletin to
split thecampaign.It was
nevercirculated, as far as
I know.

The widespread opposi-
tion to themethodsrepre-
sented bythethreatshas
been expressed in four
resolutionsto theAGM,
includingone from the
campaign’s president, Joan
Maynard.

Nosensation,alas,but
there is one useful result.
Thanksare dueto Vladi-
mir, Victor andPete for
now widely circulating my
original draft.

the fight for democracy
and democratic rights in
the Labour Party; that, it
would be a serious and very
damaging mistake to split
the. CLPD; that the present
differences are contain-
able in a united and effec-
tive CLPD; and that demo-
cracy within the.campaign
is absolutely’ necessary.
Majority decisions must be

|loyally implemented by
those responsible; ‘the
rights of minority view-
points must be respected.

HiLessonfrom climbdownon.Tatche||
STAND

A
CT
COT

FRINGE meetings at all

 
Labour Party Regional
Conferences; local meet-
ings withspeakers from the
Campaign group of MPs;
a letter to trade unionists
from Ernie Roberts, Reg
Race and Joan Maynard —

these are someoftheactivi-
ties spelled outin the latest
mailing from Labour
Against the Witch-hunt,
which will be circulated at
theend of theweek.

In addition, there are
details of an advert to be
published in Tribune on
March 4, signed by Con-
stituency Labour Parties
committed to resisting the
right’s: purge and labour
movement individuals
and organisations prepared
to support them. Signa-
tories will be asked to con-
tribute £3 towards the cost
of the advert, which
reads:

We are committed to a
Labour victory at the next
General Election on the
basis of the policies agreed
by Annual Conference.
Any witch-hunt would en-
danger the Party Unity re-
quired to achieve such a
victory. We therefore call
on the right-wing majority
of the National Executive
Committee to halt all
disciplinary measures
against Party. members,
groups of members or
Constituency Labour
Parties.

Should the NEC persist
with disciplinary measures
or disaffiliations, we give
notice that we will not

_

Fecognise any such actions.
We will not expel, nor
recognise the expulsion of
any Labour Party member
or group of members
arising from political
disagreements with the
NEC.

The aim and importance
of the advert ‘is to indicate
publicly and clearly to the
right wing the extent of
resistance to any expul-
sions. This is a message
that also needs to be sent
to any waverers in the trade
unions.

The mailing also invitesdelegates to the next
LAW National Council
meeting on Saturday.
February 12 in County“Hall, London SE1.

JOIN LAW
Affiliationto LAW entitles

-CLPsto a delegate at the
meeting.

Membershipopen to CLPs.
trade unions, Labour Party
affiliatesand individuals.
Nameof Organisation:......
CLP/Union/LPYS/
Women’s Section/society/
OTHER.(specify)............
Address for  correspon-

 Fee enclosed.
(CLPs & unions £10, wards
£5, individuals & other
organisations £3).
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-EALING NALGO BALLOT

AT THEbeginningof Dec-
ember a. special branch
meeting of Ealing NALGO
voted overwhelmingly to
condemn Ealing Council for
threatening compulsory
redundancies in order to
conform to government
spending cuts. The branch
meeting also opposed at-
tempts to cut services. or
privatise councilwork.

NALGOhas a policy of
all-out strike action in cases
of compulsory redundancy.
Ealing branch resolved’ to
ballot members on imple-
mentingthispolicy.

Already in Ealing seven
schools have been closed, a
mother and baby home,
five children’s homes, and
public bathsandalibrary.

Drastically
Council house building

has been drastically cut,
and there has been an al-
most complete stop in
housing people from the
waitinglist.

Increased charges on
services like meals on
wheels, school meals and
luncheon clubs for the
elderly.have seriously
affectedtheiruse.

Staff cuts aren’t new,
either: in 1979 the staff in
Technical Services was cut
7%. Posts have also been
cut from education admin-
istration, lab technicians
in schools, and field social
workers,

Part-time ) non-teaching
staff hours have been cut,
and part-timers have been
put on ‘flexible’ contracts
which enable cuts in hours
to be made automatically
whenpupilnumbersfall.

Over the past few years
Ealing Council hasreduced
its workforce by 600.

The council now aimsto
slash its budget by 4 per
cent — about £5 million.
Proposed cuts include the
elimination of all grants to
playgroups and mother and
toddler groups.

Parks
Play centres in the parks

will cease to offer any pro-
vision to under-fives, and
provision for over-fives will
be drastically reduced.
School meals throughout
theboroughwillbe put on a
snackbasis only. Eight pri-

Defend
Newham

8
THE NEWHAM 8 — black
youth recently arrested by
uniformed police after being
set on by plain-clothes offi-
cers — appeared in Newham
magistrates’ court on Decem-
ret a. 100 supporters pick-
ec thecourt.

The eight were remanded
re tao uw Snaresbrook Crown
Cone were the case will
peigas some up m late
Mas Mosc sgzecartly. a
lew mare tas eer added
Mio ie “aoe core snes
BOeel! irs

|
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UTS
by Nick Driscoll (senior steward, Ealing
NALGO,in personal capacity).

mary schools are to be
amalgamated into four,
one high schoo! closed, and
six further schools amal-
gamatedinto three.

Ealing council is regard-
ed throughout London as a
hard-line Tory  adminis-
tration, and we are con- .

scious of the fact that un-
less we defeat compulsory
redundancies here it may
well set the pattern for
other boroughs. NALGO
district officer Andrew
Jackstold us at the Decem-
ber meeting that Ealing is
the first borough in London
to face compulsory redun-
dancies.

Sexist
Isle of
Man

THE LONDONLegal Work-
ers’ branch of TGWU-
ACTSS has passed an un-
animous motion opposing
the TGWU’s decision to
hold its Biennial Dele-
gate Conferencein the Isle
of Man.

The Isle of Man was
chosen as an_alternative
after the TGWU rejected
Blackpool because of the
local Tory council’s privat-
isation moves. But for gay
membersofthe TGWUthe
shift is a bad one. Homo-
sexuality is still outlawed in
the Isle of Man.

TGWU branches and
membersare asked to write
to the General Executive
Council at Transport
House, Smith Square, Lon-
don SWI, calling for a
change of venue. Further
information about the
campaign from ([01-]737

5798.

In April last year Ealing
NALGO switched to a new
shop steward system of
representation based on
union reps where possible ~

in each workplace.
This has made the.flow

The optionsare.fight cu ts now, or see jobs dwindle...

of information through the
branch much better than
undertheold system.

An important part of this
has beento involve the new
stewards as much as pos-
sible and to hold meetings
in each workplace — quite
an organisational feat in a
branch with over 2500
members scattered. across
theborough!

In the weekof the ballot
on strike action — starting
January 17 — we plan to
join a lobby outside the
council meeting on January
18, organised by Ealing
Trades Council and the
LabourParty.

Already teachers and
parents have had an im-
pressive lobbyof theeduca-
tion sub-committee, and
play-group staff and par-
ents of the Policy and
Resources committee.

Spiral
The choice that faces us

in the ballot is either to
accept the continuing spiral
of cuts and redundancies,
or to stand firm and united
to protect our jobs and serv-
ices now and in the future.
Vote forall-out action!

Stanfords danger
IT APPEARS that moves
could be made
ACTSS to force a settle-
menton the ten strikers at
Stanfords map shop,
London. A senior ACTSS
official met with a manage-
ment representative on
Christmas Eve and they
discussed a settlement of
the dispute which involves
managementpayingoff the
strikers instead of rein-
stating them.

The amounts paid —

roughly equivalent to
redundancy pay — would

Free Phil
PHILRobins,a youngblack
football player, was shot
twice by the police with
Ferret CS gas shells during
last vear’s rebellions in
Toxteth.

Phi] was severeiy wound-
ed and oniv emergency
surgery savec mis fe. The
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The police respondea by
arresting both Ken and Phil
on the sameday in October
1981.

Phil was charged with
two burglaries. In both
cases charges were brought
agamst other people found
rear the crimes. and ther

ermously drepped.
case agains Phi

he evidence
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be about £150 each, with
some of the workers get-
ting nothing. There would
also be no agreement
about union recognition in
the shop, which was the
causeof the strike.

A settlement on these
lines would be unaccept-
able to the strikers and to
the ACTSSofficial handling
their case, and they would
oppose it being forced on
them.

Moves to cut Stanford’s
trade are continuing. As
well as picketing the shop,

the strikers have approach-
ed the Inner London Teach-
ers’ Association (NUT)
and the Association of Uni-
versity Teachers to get
orders to Stanfords from
school, college and univers-
ity libraries stopped. Al-
ready the ILTAhas agreed
to theboycott. :

Money. is desperately
needed — the strike fundis
very low. Send donationsto
ACTSS, 173 Clapham Rd,
Lendon SW9 OQF, with
cheques payable to Stan-
ford Strike Account.

Robins!
years.

In April Phil was sen-
tenced to 18 months on
each charge, to run con-
currently. This.was despite
the forensic scientist being
a proven liar. and Phil
having variousalibis.

Petition
4 Free Phil Robins’

ampaizT. was organised  <.% afer his imprison-
ha: collected a

neuen. gut
tuke up his
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case, and organised:street
meetings, benefits, pickets
andleaflettingregularly.

Since his imprisonment
Phil has faced further
harassment. For asking for
a proper medical examina-
tion he was put in solitary
fur 14 days and hehas aiso
lost remission.

Phil has not lost his re-
solve. and is continuing his
civil action against the
police.

*Free Phil Robins Cam-
paign. PO Box 52, Liver-
pool L698AT.

Everton Williams

THE ‘Broad Left Organis-
jing Committee (Trade Un-
ions)’ is calling a conferen-
ce about ‘Accountabilityof
the Block Vote’ on Satur-
day February 19, withTony
Benn as main speaker, at
County Hall, London (10.30
am to 6pm). The chair-
person and secretary of the
committee are circulating
the followingstatement:

“It is our intention that
the conference shall be as
representative of the Left in
the trade union movement
as possible. Consequently
we are extending invita-
tions only to genuine Broad
Left organisations within
the unions and to trade
union official organisations.

The main aim of the con-
ference will be to discuss
the whole issue of how the
blockvote is cast within the
TUC and Labour Party on
policy and the election of
the leadership of our move-
ment.It is quite clear to our
committee that it is vital
thatthe Left arrive at a cor-
rect view on how we can
extend democracy within
theunions.

The last TUC and Labour
Party conferences have
both raised the issue of
trade union voting at these.

Broad Left
fight for

democracy:

 
 
 
 
 
  
  
 
 

 
 
  

conferences. We are in
danger that undemocratic
practices will deprive the
rank and file of hard-won
gains but these same prac-
tices will also Lring discre-
dit to the whole working
class movement.

The right wing will org-
anise behind closed doors
to formulate and hatch their
plans and conspiracies.Our
conference must fully
discuss and decide if pos-
sible a policy thatwil! make
trade union voting more

open and accountable to
the ranks. Just as import-.
ant, we must ensure that a
wedge is not driven be-
tween the Constituency
Labour Parties and_the
unions because of the rec-
ent disappointments.

On the agenda will also
be a discussion on the need
for a real drive for work-
place Labour Party bran-
ches. Could you please give
the conference publicity
and inform meof the num-
ber of credentials you will
need’’.

PHILHOLT
JOCK McPHERSON

QUINN
108 Prince’s Boulevard,
Bebington,

: Merseyside L63 7PE
[051 645 1375].

National Day of Action
STOP THE DEPORTATIONS!

Suspected‘illegalimmigrants’ are facingnot
only threatsby the Home Office to deport

them,but refusal by the DHSS to pay them
supplementary benefitand child benefit.The
Khan and’KaurDefenceCampaign hascalled

for a protest on Monday January 31.
PICKET YOUR LOCAL DHSS
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Michelin bosses
seek speed-up —

Michelin is planning
to cut 1300 from the
4500 workforceatits
Stoke factory.Arthur:
Boughspoketoa
TGWUbranchcom-
mittee memberatthe
factory.

Throughout the UK a
total of 4,000 job losses are
planned, not taking into
consideration 1,000 jobs
already gone due to early
retirement.

They are made up as
follows: 2,300 — Belfast
factory closing; 1,300 from
Stoke; 400 from the rest of

- the UK.
.

The 1300 from Stoke are
divided equally between
staff and hcurly paid. It is
feared that there will be
compulsory redundancies
for staff. 250 hourly paid
are to go by the end of
January, and another 400
by early retirement and
natural wastage. *

Due to the closeness of
the. announcement to
Christmas there has been
no official TGWU policy yet
adopted. But it is the feel-
ing of the officers of the
branch and the full time
officer that the real reason
for the announcement on
the hourly paids. is to dis-
guise the true situation on
the. company’s intentions
to completely alter the
working practices and
patternsof shiftworking.

From statements madeto
the press, however, it
would appear that the
situation is being accepted
by the. full time officers of
the AUEW and EETPU.

There is no joint works
conimittee. However, there
is constant liaison between
the shop stewards of the
hourly paid and I expect
that there will be discus-Ford sackings part
of speed-up

THE announcement b
Ford that it plans to. axe
1,300 jobs at its Halewood
Plant appears to be related
first and foremost to a
reneweddrive for increased
productivity on the shop
floor.

In addition to the Hale-
wood move, management
are currently refusing to
supplement the

_
near-

exhausted fund to finance
lay-off pay for other Ford
workers on short-time —

dueto run out nextmonth.
Halewood manage-

ment have proposed a
voluntary redundancy
schemete-cut 1,300 jobs by
April:and in its, supporting
arguments has teferred to
the different levels of out-
put from its Halewood
workforce compared with
that at- its -other plant
producing the top-selling
Escort — Saarlouis in
Germany.

A review of labour costs
and efficiency at Halewood
is to be held, and unions

‘

~ FrenchMicheli
sions betweenthefactories
after theholidays.

It would appear that
there is going to be no
reduction: in total produc-
tion, but a rationalisation
of work. This could lead to
conflict as it is against the
policyof theTGWU.

;At the present time there
is no compulsory redundan-
cy. However, if the
required numbers are not
forthcoming by January
31, then compulsory
redundancy will be intro-
duced. ‘

Don’t you think voluntary
redundancies amount to
selling jobs which could go
to future generations, and
that therefore no matter
how good the deal workers
have noright to accept?

I fullyagree.

Michelin is a French firm.

have been told that
‘‘changesin attitudes’’ are
neededat theplant.

“Even if Halewood was
producingat full capacityit
would require a manpower
reduction of about 3,000
in order to match the pro-
duction efficiency of Saar-
louis’’, announced opera-
tions manager Ted Ray-
ment.

.Andto crackthe whip for
speed-up still more loudly
he stressed that ‘‘What
we are talking about is
Halewood’ssurvival.’’

Ford is the only British
motor manufacturer to
have made a profit last
year, and is plainly intent
upon sustaining its lead
both by raising prices and
by tightening the screws on
the shop floorworkforce.

Such cynical attengpts to
play off one plant against
another — in this case a
British workforce against a_
German plant —. must be
combatted by the trade
union movement through

 
in workers:joint action needed

There has been some spec-
ulation that these cutbacks
are to enable work to be
transferred back to French
plants. Doesn’t this illu-
strate what is wrong with
thecall for import controls?
If it is right to protect
British jobs by protecting
British firms, you can’t
blame the French for doing
thesame. .

PersonallyI consider that
import controls can help the
workerfor a period of time.
In the case of Michelin,
France was chosen as the
factory to remain open due
to very poor unionism and
efficiency at the particular
plant.
Wouldn’t it be ugeful to

’ contact the unions in the
French factories to get
them to black the transfer
of work?

|Contact will be made

plan
the fight to expose the
company’s real plans and
the actual figures on which
theyare based.

This means that stew-
ards in Halewood should
seekdirect links with those
in Saarlouis, and take up
the fight for the opening of
the books of Ford’s giant
multinational operations to
the inspection of elected
trade union committees.

In the meantime
attempts in Halewood to
cut manninglevels through
the voluntary redundancy
scheme must be fought by -

all-out stoppages, linked, in
the event of threatened
closure, to occupation

-
of

theplant.
It is not only the motor

industry which is the scene
of the latest drive towards
speed-up. Pay talks cover-
ing thousandsoffuel tanker
drivers have ground to a
halt as a result of manage-
ment insistence on includ-
ing productivity clauses in
their 6.5-7% offer.

through the national
officer. From 1970 to
1978 therewere good inter-
national relations between
France,Italy,Germany and
the UK. Problemsarose in
1979 which led to a break-
down in communications.

However,a world Miche-
lin conference was held in
Geneva in 1982 with dele-
gates from Stoke attending.
Shortly after the redundan-
cies_were announced,
leaders of the Labour-
controlled city council went
on record in the local news-
paper and radio saying
what a responsible firm
Michelin was.

Our response is to
severely condemn the
leaders of the council for
such actions. We intend te
send the necessary motions
to the various constituen-
cies and to theCity Party.
The downturn in tyre
demandis obviously rela-

- ted to the drop in demand
for cars, which is part of
the slump affecting the
entire - capitalist world.
Does Labour’s Programme
in your opinion provide any
solutions to theproblem?

Though the majority of
production goes to the
car industry, this is not the
problem. Demand there
has held up. The problem is
thefall off in truck demand.
Fodens and ERF, both of
which were reasonably
close to Stoke, have cut
back massively. Of course,
the fall-off in truck demand
is part of therecession.
* Tagreeé thatjust national-
isation is not the answer —

look what’s happening in
themines — but I thinkthe
commitment to reducing
unemploymentwill help by
increasing demand. Also,
the proposal to establish a
National Transport. Agency
and give more support to
local public transport could
increase demand.for truck
andbustyres.

My feeling is that the only
real solution is through the
nationalisationof the entire
car, truck, bus, tyre and
components industry under
workers control and the
development of a plan for
the industry.

The present government
is not going to agree to
that,and if Golding and Co.
get their way nor would a
Labour government: so
workers throughout the car
and components industry
have to get together to
draw up their own plans
like the Lucas Aerospace
workers did, to organise
work sharing without
loss of pay, to black trans-
fers of work, to occupy to
stop closures,and to linkup
withworkers in Europe.

What do you thinkabout
sucha strategy?

A lot depends on the
type of Labour government
we put into power’ —

whetherit is left or right.
Hopefully a left Labour
government would intro-
duce a plannedstrategy for
theeconomy.

In the meantime there’s
got to be

a
lot of discussion

in the labour movement as
to how these problems can
be overcome, and then to
take whatever steps are
necessary,
blacking of. work transfer
and occupations if neces-
sary.
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THEREARESocialist Org-
aniser groups in most major
towns andcities. See below
for details of your area —

and if you want more de-
tails, or there is no group
listed for your area, fill
in and return the ‘Get
Organised’ form.

* SCOTLAND.
Glasgow. For details of
meetings contact - paper
sellers or Stan Crooke,
114 Dixon Avenue, Glas-
gow G42. SO is sold at
Maryhill dole (Tuesday
mornings) and Rutherglen
shopping arcade (Friday
lunchtime).
Edinburgh. For details of
meetings ring Dave, 229
4591. SO is sold at Muir-
house (Saturday 10.30-12)
andtheFirst of May book-
shop, CandlemakerRow.

* NORTH-WEST-
© Wallasey. Contact Colin

Wallasey.

Liverpool: Contact. 733
6663. Next meeting: Thurs-
day January 20, 7.45pm at
the Swan Hotel, London

Sunday evening, 7.30pm,
Lass O’Gowrie, Charles St.
SO is sold at Grassroots
‘Books, Newton St,  Pic-
cadilly.
Stoke. Contact Arthur
Bough, 23 Russell Road,
Sandyford (84170).

Accrington.Contact395753.
SO is sold outside Wool-
worths, Town Centre, Sat-
urday 11-12.30.-
Rochdale. Contact 353
Rochdale Old Rd, Bury.Group meets second Mon-
day of each month, 8pm,

‘astle Inn, Rochdale. SO is
sold at Metro Books, Bury.

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

groups are established in most large
towns.

To ‘Get Organised’ in the fight, or
~for more information,write at once to

us at 28 Middle Lane, London NB.

findus
pe
NEXTSocialist Organiser delegate meeting: Saturday Jan-
uary 15, 1lam to 5.30pm,at theStudents’ Union, Coventry
Technical College, The. Butts, Coventry. For details of
creche and/or accommodation,phoneCoventry 75623.

Johnston, 1 Wellingtdn Rd,
|

Rd: ‘1983 — what pro-
spects for capitalism?’ SO
is sold -at Progressive

|Books, Berry St, and at
News from Nowhere,
Whitechapel.

Manchester. Meets every

Socialist O. ganiser no.115January 13.1983 Page.I5

* YORKSHIREAND
NORTH-EAST
Durham. Meets
Tuesday,6.30pm, Students
Union bar, Durham uni-
versity. SO is sold at the
Community Co-op, New
Elvet.

York. Contact c/o 28 Midd-
le Lane.
Leeds. Contact
Frankland, 623322. SO is
sold at Books and Corner
Books, WoodhouseLane.
Bradford. Contact. Barry
Turner, 636994. SO is sold
at the Starry Plough
bookshop.
Sheffield. Meets alternate
Wednesdays, 7.30pm at the
Brown Cow, The Wicker.
Next meeting Wednesday
January 19. SO is sold out-
side Boot’s, Foregate (Sat-
urday 12to 1) and at the In-.

Bookshop, -dependent
Glossop Road.
Hull. Meets every Wednes-
day, 8pm:details from SO
sellers. Childcareavailable.
SO is sold at the Prospect
Centre (Saturday 11-12).
Halifax. Contact52156.

* WALES
Cardiff SO. Contact492988.

¢ MIDLANDS

Birmingham. Meets alter-
nate Fridays, 7.30, the Lab-
our Club, Bristol St. Next
meeting Friday January 14.
SO is sold at the Other
Bookshop, Digbeth High
Street.-
Coventry. Contact Keith
White, 75623. SO is sold at
theWedge Coop,HighSt.
Leicester. Contact Phil,
857908. SO is sold outside
Supasave (Friday4.30 to 6),
the Co-Op, Narborough Rd-
(Saturday 11-12.30), and at
Blackthorne Books, High
Street. :

Northampton. Meets alter-
nate Mondays. Next meet-
ing: January 10, ‘Women
and socialism’. For details
contact 713606.

every ©

Garth |

Where to
Nottingham. Meets even
Friday 7.30pm at the Inter
national Community Cen
tre, 61B Mansfield Rd
SO is sold outside the Vic

- toria Centre (Saturday 11 u
1) and at the Mushroom
Bookshop, HeathcoteSt.
° SOUTH °

Oxford. Meets alternate
Thursdays. For details ash

_
papersellers. SO is sold al
the Cornmarket (Saturday,
llamto lpm).
Basingstoke. Meets every
other Tuesday, 7.30pm,
Chute House. Next meet-
ing, January 25.

¢ LONDON
North-WestLondon. Meets
fortnightly: contact Mick.
624 1931. SO is sold at
KilburnBooks.
Islington. Meets on Sun

_days, 3pm, Thormhil
Neighbourhood __- Project
Orkney House, Caledoniar
Rd/Copenhagen St. Nex
meetings: January 23, ‘De

-centralising council servic
es’, and. February 6
‘Councilbudget 1983’. Fo:
childcare phone Nik 60°
5268. “

Haringey. Contact 802 077)
or 348 5941. Meets every
other Sunday, 6pm, Trade
Union centre, Brabant Rd

.
Nextmeeting January 16.
Tower Hamlets. Contac
790 4937. Meets fortnight
ly on Fridays, 6.30 to 8.3
pm. Next meeting January
14.
Newham.Socialist Organis
er/Communist Party de
bate, ‘Which Way to soc
ialism’, Thursday January
27, 8pm. For venue phone
555 9957. Speakers: Johr
Grahl (CP), John O’Mah
ony (SO).
SouthEast London. Contac
691 1141. ~

Lambeth/ Southwark:
-meets every other Wed

nesday, Lansbury House
41 Camberwell Grove
London SE5. Business 7.3
to 8.30, open forum di

cussion 8.30. Next meeting
January 19.
Hounslow. Meetsfortnight.
ly on Sundays, 8pm. Fos
details phone 898 6961.
Hackney. Contact c/o 2
Middle Lane.

SO is sold at the following
London bookshops: Col
letts, Central Books, The
Other Bookshop, Book
marks, Bookplace (Peck
ham Rd, SE15), and Read
ing Matters (Wood Greet
ShoppingCity).
SO GAY CAUCUS: meet
ing Sunday January 16
in London. For detaik
phone 01-609 3071.



 

        
          

    
  
  
    
  
  
    
    
  
     
 

 
“A government—=—e
age of tax andprice
rises has provoked a
movement developing
towards a general —

strike. Harry Sloan
reports.

IN THE biggest political
movement since the mid-
1970s, millions of Italian
workers have taken part in
strikes, occupations, de-
monstrations and mass
meetings in protest. at a
government package of tax
andprice increases.

Monday saw the second
major stoppage in four
days, as a joint actionby all
three trade union confeder-
ations spilled over beyond
theplanned two-hour work-
place meetings into mass
demonstrat’ons, the block-
ing of motorways, stations
and airports,and, in Milan,
an attempted occupation of
a police headquarters.
In Naples, Alfa Romeo
workers occupied the sta-
tion for an hour. In Bologna
a huge demonstration was
supported by metalwork-
ers, textile workers, and
students. Milan workers.
called for a nationwide gen-
eral strike, while in Genoa
workers are proposing to
go it alone with a generalis-
ed stoppage on Thursday.

In Rome, metal workers
have taken the lead — one
of them telling a TV crew,
“You keep on doing pro-
grammes on workers in
Poland: how about workers
in Italy?’’

      
    
  
    
  
 

Nervous

Franco Grisolia of the It-
alian Trotskyistgroup LOR
told us that the mood and
militancy of the workers
was far in advance of the
guarded and nervous re-
sponse of the leaders of the
three main trade union
confederations — andspill-
ed over beyondthe immed-
iate issue of the rises in
income tax and charges
‘costing an average £8 per
weekper family)to express
a generalised hostility ‘to
the Christian Democratic
coalition government.

  
 

 
 

tnat the austerity package
has been supported by the
Socialist Party representa-

A STRIKE by paintshop
workers in the state-owned
Frenchcarfirm Renault has
paralysed its Flins plant
and spread to Billancourt.

The paintshop workers
cameout on January6 call-
ing for a wage rise of 200
francs (£19) a month, im-
proved conditions, and a
bonus of 300 francs (£29)
for all production workers.
The unions havealso called
for a review ofall pay grad-
es in Renault.

Renault management —

complying with the wage
freeze ordered by the Soc- have refused even to dis-

 tives in the government,
.thoughthe moreright wing

This is despite the fact
.

Renault
strike spread

ialist-led government — .

ITALIAN
 

coalition party, the Social
Democrats, seeking to
exploit the widespread
unpopularity.ofthe govern-

Discussing plans fora
general strike in Genoa,
unionofficialfrom allthree
Italian confederations.were
concerned thattheproposed
mass demonstrationshould
not get out of hand.

A metalworkers’leader
suggested theanswer:the
march should be headed by a
musical band — and should
carry flowersto behanded
out to women!

ment and its policies, has
declaredits opposition.

The position of the
powerful Communist Party
has .been to declare its
complete opposition to the
wage-cutting proposals,
while in the unions CP

|officials struggle to keep
control of their angry
members. In Milan it was
CP members who blocked
attempts to occupy the

cuss the pay demands,say-
ing theywill talk only about
increased shower time and
otherworkconditions.

On January 10 10,000 of
Flins’ 18,000 workforce
were laid off, and the Bil-
lancourt paintshop came
out on the morning of the

‘11th. But the CFDT — the
Socialist-leaning union
which is leading this fight
— has taken a less than
aggressive line in thig.
confrontation with govern-
mentpay policy. ‘‘We are

currently in a waiting situa-
tion’’, a CFDT spokesper-
son told the Paris daily Le
Monde.

Prd

 
 
 

police headquarters.
But workers’ anger has

been fuelled by the pres-
sures of 16.3% inflation,
while talks have now been
dragging on for a year
between bosses and union
bureaucrats aimed at cut-
ting back the measure of
protection to wage levels
given by the ‘scala mobile’
inflationescalator clause.

Inflation
On the other ‘side, the

Italian ruling class - con-
fronts the worst inflation
rate amongtheindustrialis-
ed countries, and a colossal
budget deficit which
compels it to take stern
action against the working
class despite the weakness
of successive governments.

A four-hour national
industrial stoppage has
meanwhile been called for
next Tuesday, January 18,
as thevarious union leaders
attempt to contain the mili-
tancy of their members and
avoid a direct challenge to a
right wing government
which -— for a variety of
reasons — they do not wish
to see toppled from office.

Franco Grisolia told us
thatthepolicy of the LOR is
to build on and raise the
developing consciousness
of the working class, fight-
ing for the demand not of
further sapping

g
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Shipyard workers march through Livorno
.

Let's make
it£1,000!

WE arrived this morning to find the treasurer
in an advanced state of delirium: running
round the office, and jumping up and down
with glee. The reason? This week’s post
brought in a wonderful total of £459.05
— bringing the January total to £646.55,
exceeding our cautious£500 target in the first
half of the month.”

This week’s money. was all personal
donations, and we know of many SO groups
up and down the country who are holding
jumble sales, socials, and other fund-raising

|events. So there’s no reason why we can’t
double ourtarget.

Let’s have a thousand poundsfor January!
Send moneyto: The Treasurer, 214Sickert

Court, London N1.
Thanks to the following: Paul Clift, £2;

Stockport SO supporters £2.55; Sheffield SO
supporters £1.50; Ian McCalman £20; Steve
Mcarthur £100; Ann Duggan £100; Abdul
Sheir £2; Sarah Bryant £90; Mike Grayson
£60; London supporter £20; Barry Turner
£20; Jim. Denham £2; Phil, Birmingham £2;
Lynne Gregory £20; Helen Flack£25.

 
  

 
  

‘guerilla’ stoppages put
of concerted,united,all-out
general.strike action to
bring down the heavilydis-
credited Christian Demo-
crats.

  
    
 
 
   
  
  
  
 
 
 
  
 

Demands
The fight must be for a

government of workers’
parties, while the working
class — employed and un-
employed alike — needs to
organise to fight for its
own demands of anti-
capitalist policies to meet
thecrisis, and for a genuine
workers’ government.

  
  
  
 

 
 

Mandelli: author
oftheausterityplan
 
 
 
 
  

 
 
 
 
 
  
  
   
 
  
 
  
   

   
 
 
 
  
  
   
  
 
  
 
 
 Metal workers march through Rome -
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