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Hy a (:to7 JEREMY CORBYN,Labour

candidate for Islington North,
spoke to Socialist Organiser
about the election campaign
and the demonstrations com-
ing up — May 24,thePeoples’
March, and the protests
against the Police
ON MAY 24there’llbe var-
ious actions in Islington,
starting with leafletting
around the North London
Line, which caries nuclear
waste.

The local campaign has a
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large numberof Labour Party
members in it. As Labour
candidate I'll be fully sup-
porting the action. I’ve al-
ways supported the campaign
against nuclear weapons.

ForthePeople’s March for
Jobs, the London Labour
Party is organising a bus to
take all London Labourcan-
didates to greet the march
when it enters London on
Thursday 2nd. There’ll also
be local activities — which
we'll be supporting as much
as we can.

As far as I’m concerned,

Socialist Campaign, page 6; SDP manifesto, page 7, Tories

Claimants andstrikers 10p

 
May 24 women’s
day of action
onmissiles
 

 

the People’s March for Jobs
is thebest form of expressing
ourselves against the unem-
ployment created by the
Tories: it is something that
people cansee, participate in,
and identify with — far more
effective than any numberof
leaflets or small public
meetings.

In our campaign we’re em-
phasising opposition to the
Police Bill and the need for -

democratic accountabilityof
the police force. I’m active in
the local police accountabih,ity campaign, and wewillbe

supporting the demonstra-
tions called against the Police
Bill.
JIM CRONIN, TGWU con-
venor at Arlington House,
told us why he is campaigning
for Labour.

“Another four years of
Margaret Thatcher would be
disastrous. It’s five million
unemployed now,if you in-
clude the women who don’t
sign on. I don’t thinkshe’d
have any trouble doubling
that in another five years.

2 to beat
Thatcher!
 

ON MAY24, thousandsof women, and men taking action in support,will strikeagainst the
Bomb. Many morewill take part in hundredsof local events — demonstrations,die-ins, leaflet-
ing, factory tours, protests at hospitals facingclosure.

Local Labour Parties should be making sure that they,and their Labour candidates, active-
ly support this day of action, and are seen to be doing so. Kicking out the Tory warmongers’
governmenthasto bea vital step in the fight against the Bomb. And the nuclear weaponsissue
has to be central if Labouris to rally its support and win the argument against the Tories.

May 24is only part of a continuing campaign. Even if. we do achieve a Labourvictory on
June 9, we have no assurance that the unilateralnuclear disarmamentpledge will have a better
fate than many previousradical promises. Dennis Healey has already announcedhis formula
for interpreting ‘scrap nuclear weapons’ as ‘keep nuclear weapons’.

On BBC Newsnight on Monday 16th hesaid: “I believethat we can move towards a no
first use of nuclear weapons, which is a non-nuclear defence policy because it means a conven-
tional deterrent against conventional attack”’.

But the campaign for May 24 has built new and importantlinksbetween peace campaign-
ers and trade unionists. The example of the Greenham womenhas mobilisedthousandsof
other women to come forward as campaigners and take thelead in the anti-Bomb movement.
The job nowis to maintain and strengthen those links and step up activity within the unions.

The unions have the power to push a Labour governmentinto keeping its unilateralist
pledges — by industrial action if necessary — or to beat back the armsdrive of a re-elected
Tory regime. Let’s fight for them to useit.

I think unemployment
must be the main thing that
Labour’s got to go on,plus
stopping Cruise missiles, and
defending the health service
and education.

If this March for Jobs is
successful, with the mass
demonstration in London on
June5, it could swing a lot
of votes towards Labour.

I thinkwe shouldgetrid
of all nuclear weapons, But I
don’t think Labourwill get
rid of them. There'll be too
muchpressure on them.”’

and the Bomb,pages 8-9; Peoples’ March, back page; Union conferences pages 14-15.
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Pressure politics
LAST week brought what for many Timex workers was a baffling
sequenceof events. It began with them confident that their
dispute was fully and energetically backed by the AUEW leader-
ship, and praising thestand taken by its General Secretary Gavin
Laird.

|It ended with them having to vote down a squalid seil-out
deal cooked up by Laird with the employers — offering the occu-piers 13 weeks of 1 day per week working,clearingout themachin-
ery from thedoomed watch-makingplant!

Wouldn’t it-be easier if union leaders were consistent — the
right wing always openly opposedto strikes, the left wing alwaysin favour?

|

This does not happen — because the nature of the full-time
trade union bureaucracy jtself. It is an intermediate layer — a'|
grouping of power-brokers, whose position of influence. andprivilege rests on the one hand on the organised working class,but on theother brings them under theday-to-day pressure of the
employers.

However much the right wing may appear to agree with everydetail of the employers’ arguments, they are not employers,opposed in every instance to strikes. They cannot completelyignore the rank andfile. Rather, like steam locomotive drivers,they must have regard to the pressures that give them power —

and, where necessary, vent excess steam to prevent an explosion
of uncontrollablerank andfileanger.

The extreme right wing can call strikes. Steel union chief
Bill Sirs called the biggest all-out strike against the Tories:Terry Duffy called strikes for the 39 hour week; the shipbuildingunlons have now evencalled for sit-ins to oppose the latest sack-
ings.

:
.Conversely, the ‘left’ wing does not always give the expectedcall for action. NUPE’s ‘left’ talking leadership refused to act on

an all-out strike resolution during last year’s NHS payfight;and Arthur Scargill, having collapsed during February's jobsfight, is now devising schemesto avoid a nationalstrike call.
Whatis almost invariably true is that having called action, the

right wing officials‘do little or nothing to achieveit (shipbuilding),and, once workers are out, do nothing to build, extend and streng- |.then theaction.
What union bureaucrats fear above all is the emergence of a

rank and file leadership that has any serious political and or-ganisational independence. So they seek to dominate orstifle
strike committees and control thespread of publicity. Left speech-
es are ten a penny; but only under a massive pressure will most
officials do anything to spread a dispute, fight for real solidaritystrikes or boycott action, or even arrange adequate finance for
long disputes.

But the most dangerous timeof all is when the rank andfile
appearto be getting things their own way, and have grasped theemployer by the short hairs: it-is always at this point that the
bosses’ pressure is most acute on the officials to turn about and
knife the struggle they have supported. So manybitter experi-
ences in BL, the NHS pay fight, the ASLEFstrike, Timex show
the unending ability of union leaders to snatch defeat from the
jawsofvictory. ,

This is no reason or recipe for despair: the strength has alwaysbeen with the rank and file, the weakness in the conservatism,careerism and class collaboration of the leadership, which cuth-lessly exploits every chink in thearmourof themembership.Piace not yourfaith in full timeofficials — whether right wing
ror left wing; Labourloyalistor Communist Party Stalinist.

Work with us instead towards the building of an alternative
kind of leadership; a principled,revolutionary leadership, dedi-
cated first and last to the interests of the working class and the
struggle to overthrowthe powerof theemployers. JWewillneed such a leadership whoeverwinstheelection.

ee0

The Newham 8 Asian ayouths aged between 15 and soa
21 — face charges of cong§ spiracy as weil as threaten-

gins behaviour and actual
bodilyharm.

They were arrested on[September 24 1982 after an
g incident with plain-clothes

police officers. In the pre-B vious week there had been
three major racist attacks
on Asian schoolchildren at

i Little Ilford School, in New-
ham, and an incident where
60 or 70 white youth with
iron bars and sticks went onpire rampage in East Ham
and ManorPark..8 Sendinvitationsfor speak-fers. or resolutions of sup-

g port. to Newham 8 Defence
Campaign, c/o PO Box8 273, London E7 9JN.
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Weshould be
occupying —

already
OF THE 9,000 redundancies
now threatening shipyard wor-
kers throughout Britain, nearly
one thirdare due to be im-
plemented in shipyards on the
Clyde: 2,150 at Scott Lithgow
alone, and600 in the yards 6n
theUpper Clyde. ~

The union’s Shipbuilding
Negotiating Committee (SNC)
have called for a sit-in of everyyard in the country unless the
threat of all redundancies is
lifted. But how serious are the
union leaders about their
apparently militant stance?
And what are the problemsin-
volved in mounting an effective
sit-in of theyards?

Such questions are posed
particularly sharply for union
militants at Scott Lithgow,since
these yards are threatened with

in in the expectation it won’t
take place. Before meeting
management, the SNC got a
blankcheque from the member-
ship to support whatever they
decided. They were never sub-
ject to any mandate]

Then the SNC decided to call
for a sit-in. But therehad never
been any discussion with the
membersbeforehand. Thatcall
is now being put to mass meet-
ings in the yards for endorse-
ment. It’ll get the endorsement
all right, but if it’s anything
likethe mass meeting here, it’ll
just be a blind vote, with no
discussion again.

The SNC probably reckon that
yards like Yarrow, Vickers, and
the yards in Sunderland won’t
occupy. A national sit-in won’t
be possible. And then the SNC
will turn round and blame the

   
suffered from being isolated.
Theonlypartial exception is the
miners’strikeof 1974. We need
more than a national fight, we
need an international fight.
But. what did we do for the ©

Polish workers? We just sentthema telegram.
We have fallen down in

supporting other workers instruggle. So how can we ex-
pect support from them nowit’s
our turn?

‘Going to the community is
OK. But an all-Party alliance,involivngTories and theLiberals
is a waste of time, though it’s
the Communist Party’s favourite
line.

The local Labour councillors
will all be ready to come downand have their photos taken

strikers
hold out

SINCE Monday, May 9 1,300
workers at the BL Albion Plant
in Scottstown (Glasgow) have
been on strike in opposition to
management’s. demand for 146
jobs to be cut from the plant’s1,750-strong workforce (110

members.
Even at Scott Lithgow. I

don’t like talking of leadership,
but there’s a distinct lack of
fighting leadership. Someof the
stewards were even prepared to
testify against Pat Clarke (a
victimised shop steward) at his
tribunal.

the lion’s share of the redundan-
cies. .

_

S.O. spoke to Joe O’Rourke, a
union activist at Scott Lithgow,
about such problems.
‘SO: So you think the union
leaders are going to launch a
serious fight this time against
thejob losses?

_JO’R: No. There’s devious
thinkingbehind their call for a
sit-in. In fact, they’d settle for
9,000 voluntary redundancies.
Or if the number of redundan-
cies wascut to-5 or 6,000, they’d
call it a victory. There’s not a
snowball’s chance in hell ofthem actually leading official
action.

the yards) is rumoured to have
said that any sit-in should start
not with the announcement of
the date of the redundancies,
but.when the first workers go
out thegate.

MeNeil’s attitude is summed
up in his expression, ‘at other
yards theybuild Minis, but here
webuildRolls Royces.’ -

All the strikes we’ve ever ha

Duncan MeNeil (convenorat
,

“spontaneously,

standing outside the sit-in.
But what they should do is put
a freeze on paying rents, with
no arrears to be paid after the
endofthesit-in.

People are waiting for some-
thing to happen, instead of
making something happen.
They’re sitting back, letting
British Shipbuilders pick the
time.

Stewards should be getting
together and organising action
now. We should be occupyingalready. If one yard occupies,
then it can spark off spon-
taneous opposition. ‘There’s.a
lead,’ people will say, and
they’llfollowit.

Weshould be occupying now,
instead of

shopfloor,and 36officestaff).
1,000 jobs had already been

axed overthelast three years at
the Albion plant befdre the
latest threat. The demandfor afurther cut of 146 jobs came at
the end of March; management
said there would be compulsoryredundancies if not enough‘volunteers’ could be found.
The unions imposed a ban on
overtime and a ban on anywork being sub-contracted. outof theplant.

At the beginningof May, the
management threatened tolay off 60 workers without payunless the overtime ban waslifted. A mass meeting, held onFriday, May 6, voted over-whelmingly to respond with anall-out strike until the threat of

 

 

Their first trick is to call a sit- in this country have always waiting around. compulsory redundancies waslifted. Curb Policepowers!
by Mick Liggins

|

OVER 250 people attended ameeting in London last week-end, organised by the HackneyBlack Alliance and the Cam-paign to Curb Police Powers.
It was supported by manyLabour Movement and Black
organisations countrywide, with
the purpose of organising anational campaign against the
proposedpolicebill.

.
If the Tories

get re-elected they will see the
Police Bill as theirmain priority,telling the ‘wets’ who opposedclause 10 of thebillwhere to get

The morning session wasbilled ‘Briefing on the Bill’.Cecil Gutzmore from the Brix-
ton Defence Campaign outlined
the racist nature of the PoliceBill, and pointed to the link
with Northern. Ireland and theexperience of Irish workers inBritain with the Prevention ofTerrorismAct. :

Trudey De Haney — a G&Mfull timer and secretary of
Nottingham Inter Union Race
Relations Group criticised the
TUC for doing nothingpracticalfor black workers and showed
thatin manycases blackworkers
are not given full representationby their shop stewards. On the
election she said as a LabourParty member she vould befighting for a Labour govern-

°mR

ment although she didn’t have -

illusions. She would rather befighting a Labour governmentthana Tory one.Speakers from the floor in-cluded manyblackorganisations

including the Caribbean Tea-
chers Association and. black
workers in the Labour Party.One said ‘I didn’t join the La-
bour Party to rub shoulders with
the MPs, I joined because I
believe it is the vehicle for

- radicalchange right now.’

‘

ao

Trade Union speakers in-
cluded theAUEW North London
District Convenor who fully
backed the conference and
HackneyNUT, whohave got the
police banned from all but 2
schoolsin thearea.

The afternoon session was
supposed to be a discussion on
how to build the campaign,
but inevitably was disorganised
becausethere was a free for all
on resolutions. Anyone and
everyone could put them
forward throughout the after-
noon.

From the platform, John
Fernandes,sackedfrom Hendon
Police College for leaking essaysfrom cadets thatwere extremely
racist, read out some ofthesick
contents and asked why these
racistsremain in the force.

Ernie Robers spoke mainly on
the Colin Roach campaign and
made some dubious remarks
about ‘Dixon of Dock Green
policing’ which provoked
comments that it never existed
— although his presence and
consistent support was very
much welcomed.

The afternoon was taken upby resolutions. The main reso-lution structured the campaignand committed us to the demon-
strationon May 22.

A resolution was

-
passedcalling on the GLC to keep its

pledge of funding for the demo.
The GLC withdrew the funding
when the election was called

- against increasedpolicepowers.

‘Management has responded
in theusual fashion, sendingout
a letter to the entire workforce
on the second day claiming that
the action meant the danger of
‘further redundancies and was
purely ‘self-destructive’. The
letter — which came from the
managing director of BL trucks
division — also demandedthata
mass meeting be called to de-
cide thefuture of thestrike!

Managementhas also warned
of possible lay 6ffs in other BL
plants supplied by the Albion
plant — though only three daysbefore the start of the strike,theyhad claimed that 200 work-
ers there might be laid off at
Albion because the plants it
supplied were over-stocked.

As yet there has been no
official contact by the Albion

' strikers with workers at other
plants, although a meeting of

—the BL Trucks Division Combine
Committee is being held this

without consultation. One mili-
tant. from the Hackney Black
Alliance said thatthe GLC wereusing us and that black peoplewill not be told when and when
not to march by theGLC.

An important resolution waspassed from Hackney Trades
Council which called on supportfrom the trade union movement
andthewriting of a leaflet from
the campaign directed attrade unionists.

Overall the conference laid
the basis for a mass campaign

But to do this, SO supporters
must play their role too. There
were only 2 present at the con-ference, despite the importance Saturday (May 14).of the issue. Where were the In theshort term managementothers? a, has clearly been unsuccessfulWe must putthis right by

|
in its efforts to isolate and in-sponsoring the campaign,

|
timidate the strikers. In thefightingactivelyto buildit. longer term: though, only ifThe campaign can be sponsor-ed through; Campaign to Curb

Police Powers, c/o HackneyTown Hall, Mare St. ~

active support is won from other
BL plants can isolation be pre-.vented and a successful defence  
  

 
i Sunday May 22,I Ipm: demonsira-
I tion from Brock-

well Park to Hydei Park, —

Saturday June 4:
I national day of

action with pick-Ij ets of police sta-
i tions,

116, Hackney *
Town Hall, Mare
St., London E8

I (013-986 3123 ext
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Timex inte

‘We’remoredetermined
than ever’

IT’S NOW going on for six
weeks since thebeginningof the
occupation. Are youstillfinding
support forit?
Yes, we’re still getting over-
whelming support — from the
Scottish TUC, or from the
AUEWNational Committee last
week, for example, where John
Kydd (the deputy convenor) °

got a standing ovation, which
has only ever happened two or
threetimesbefore.

(Gavin) Laird and (Ken) Gill
have made the dispute official,
and Laird has taken a good line
publicly, which has been a big
boost for morale. We’ve also
been sending speakers round
thecountry.

There is not a union that
hasn’t pledged support. And in
Dundee in particular we’re ob-
viously getting a lot of support.

- Council workers are operating a
50p per week levy, and other
Timex factories£1 a week. Many
otherfactoriesare holdingweek-
ly collections.

Workers in occupation have —

reacted differently when faced
with a court injunction to end an
occupation. At BL in Bathgate
or Bestobell in Glasgow, they
vacated the premises, but. at
PlesseysBathgatetheysat tight.
If the Timex management gets
an injunction, do you know what —

willhappen then?
No, we will have to look at the
situation after the court hearing.
But even if we did get cleared

.out, then we’d keep up picket-
ing on the gates, and nothing
would movein or out of the fac-
tory.
How many workers are now
involved?
It’s complicated.Of the original
197 facing compulsory redund-
ancy, 67 have gonefor one reas-
on or another, leaving 130. All
these 130 have now been dis-
missed for involvement in the
occupation, thoughobviouslywe
don’t accept the

>dismissals.
Another 200 have been serv-

edf with dismissal notices, also
for supporting the occupation.
Management has also declared
another 300 redundancies,
blaming the occupation, but 200
of these 300 are the 200 whoal-
ready had thedismissalnotices.

There are 348names mention-
ed in the legal proceedings to
end the occupation. That’s ab-
out onesixthof the Timex work-

’ force.
Have you managed to maintain
links with the French Timex
workers?
There’s been nocontact of late,
thoughwehave had messagesof
support from ther. It’s a bit
dodgy with the EEC inquiry
situation.
 

Labour Campaign for
Gay Rights, c/o 61A
Bloom St, Manchester 1
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Stan Crooke spoke to
membersof the Timex
Occupation Committee
on Thursday May 12, just
before the attempted °

settlement.

Don’t you thinkthatthe call for
an inquiry into whether the
French Timex factory is receiv-
ing ‘unfair subsidies’ in terms
of EET regulations is problem-
atic? Won’t it weaken or prevent
support from the French work-
ers for theoccupation?
The inquiry isn’t something we
reallywanted.It’s up to the gov-
ernment to get an inquiry into
what another government is do-
ing. The outcomeisn’t likely to
affect our situation anyway.The important thing about it
is thatthe government has been
forcedto admit thatwork willbe
transferred from here to the
French factory, and that man-
agementhastherefore been ly-
ing all along.
Whathas been done to makeit
possible for womento get invol-
ved in theoccupation? There has
been a report of a creche being
setup.
We've got facilitieshere for chil-
dren, and parents bring their
children in if theywant. We dis-
cussedtheidea of a creche, but
never set one up as such. But
there aren’t any problems for
people bringing their children
and we don’t operate a hard
cand fast rota. People cover for
each other if something crops
up at home for someone. And
people with children get the
weekendsfree.
Timex has a large Labour Party
branch. Has there been fric-
tion between the branch and the
shop stewards’ committee, or
has it been an advantage to have
thebranch?
There’s never been any problem
in termsof relations betweenthe
branch and the shop. stewards’
committee, even before the
occupation. There is a lot of
overlap anyway. About 70% of
the shop stewards’ committee
are Labour Party members.

Because so manyof the stew-
ards are involved in the Labour
Party, both inside and outside
the factory, they are known in
the Labour Party and have the
contacts. It helps to do away
with barriers and formalities
whengetting support.

The Labour-controlled Dun-
dee City Council has been ex-
cellent. They gave us an initial
£10,000 towards our expenses,
which weare still using. They
have also passed a resolution
which means that we can have |

accessto council facilitieswhen-
ever we need them.
How do you see the dispute
developing?
Thereis a determination to win.
We’ve been througha lot, and a
few have left, but you have to
sympathise since everyone has
their own breaking point.
What’sleftnow is the hard core.
Morale is excellent and we're
more determined thanever.

Timex must eventually realise
that the occupatign is not going
to collapse. They have been
through pagesone to ten of the
Michael Edwardes Book of In-
dustrial Relations and got no-
where. So there’s nothing left
for them but to negotiate with
us.

|.the AUEW

During CPSA conference delegates took time off to demonstrateagainst theSpecial Claims Control Unit in Hove

Timexsell-out plan
FRIDAY the 13th may be lucky
for some — but certainly not for

national officials
whose hepes of ditching the Tim-
ex sit-in in Dundee cameto grief
last Friday.

On the two days prior to May
13 there had been negotiations
with Timex management in Lon-
don in an attempt to find a give-
and-take compromise solution to
the dispute. The union officials
were ready to give up, and Timex
management wasreadyto take up
the offer of surrender.

The solution involved the rein-
statement of 120 workers declar-
ed compulsorily redundant, but
on the basis of short-time work-
ing, one day a week. Andif at the

end of 90 days the numberofre-
dundancies required by the man-
agement had not been achieved
by volunteers and natural wast-
age, then compulsory redundan-
cies would be reintroduced.

Having reached agreement
with Timex managementon these
points, the AUEW officials then
looked for the occupation com-
mittee’s endorsement. But the oc-
cupation committee rejected the
proposals, and so did the shop
stewards’ committee.

When the proposals were put
to a mass meeting of the 350
workers involved in the sit-in on
Monday May 15, there was a clear
recommendation to reject. The
meeting lasted nearly three hours

but ended with an overwhelming
|vote against acceptance.

Unfortunately, though, the
meeting also voted to endthesit-
in if ordered to do so thisWednes-
day (May 18), when the Courtof
Session in Edinburgh will hear
Timex management’s application
for an injunction to be served on
the workersin occupation.

(The hearing had been due to
take place on May 13, but was ad-
journed in the expectation that
the talks with union officials
would endthesit-in.)

If the court does grant-the in-
junction, and the sit-in is ended,
the workers will continue to fight
for jobs. by picketing the factory
gates(see interview).

Although the end ofthesit-in
would represent a setback, the
fact that the workers refused to
accept the unionfull-timers’plans
underlines their continuing deter-
mination to prevent any compul-
sory redundancies.

The labour and trade union
movement must respond to that
determination by stepping up its
support’ for the Timex workers,
and by stepping up pressure on
the AUEW full-timers to prevent
them having another goat ending
the sit-in.

For speakers from the sit-in
phone Dundee 450308. Dona-
tions to John Kydd, 81 Brownhill
Road, Dundee.
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  Tough fight ahead
of UCW
 

TWO WEEKS before the Union
of-Communication|Workers
(UCW)conference (May 22-27),
theEC got a majority of 85,000
to 52,000 for their recommenda-
tion to accept an insulting 5 per
cent pay rise. But the size of the
vote against, and the solidarity
action for the NHSdispute last
year, show that there is a grow-
ing number of UCW members
preparedto fight.

Many membersare disgusted
with the EC’s record. Policies
passed at previous conferences
on wages, on jobs, and on new
technology, have been ignored.

In the last few weeks alone, the
EC has: recommended a deri-
sory pay deal; slipped into that
pay deal an extension of Optical
Character Recognition (OCR),

.

which will automate sorting and
cut thousands of jobs; and in-
structed Western District Office
workers to stop all industrial
action in defence of Bill Will-
oughby, or else the EC will
cooperate with management in

~ diverting mailto otheroffices.
The UCW EChas consistently

been on the right wing in the
TUC and in the Labour Party,
enthusiastically supporting

,
witch-hunts againstsocialists.
 

Jean Lane, from Coventry involvement in the whole pro-
cess. They have seen their stan-

Post Office anddelegate to’ dard of living falling and differ-
previous UCW confer-
ences, reviews the resolu-
tion book for Socialist
Organiser.
THE agenda pad is now out,
with a mass of motions, resolu-
tions and amendments on everysubject under the sun — from
the cleaning of postal bulcings.through new wechoesosy  rer-
ism. anc Greetbe> Csooer i:
Beirut. The szé exc we
would put Moses to shame

What is i is that
.very little of it actually gets dis-
cussed at conference. Less than
one third of the agenda is gotthrough.

The rank and filemembers in
the branches have little or no

entials rising, and when they
feel ‘strong enough about an
issue to come out, repeatedly
they have been told by their
leaders to get backto work.

The good resolutions certainly
need to be passed, but then we
need to makesure that they are
campaigned for and that the
EC carries them out. What are
themain issues?

© New techpoiogt 4 Somer
1? meres ur ie aar-

El -]mor. om ae
“eh ee

ECUM ac OCR
threatenthousandsof jobs.

All amendments insist that

 
there should be no agreement,

~and existing cooperation should
be withdrawn, until there has
been a substantial cut in hours
(currently 43) and a comprehen-

sive new technology agreement
reached alongthelines adopted
at the 1982 conference.

Wage controls will also be a
big issue. The EC want support
for the TUC/Labour Party ‘Nat-
ional Economic Assessment’
which they accept means ‘that
all incomes must be part of any
assessment of what can be
achieved’. The amendment to
reject this new ‘social con-trick’
must be supported, and also the
instruction that UCW delegates
should support free collective
bargaining at the TUC, unlike
last year.

° Privatisation will be a maj-
or issue at the Main Conference
and at the Telecoms Groupconference.

Conference should vote. for
composite amendment 2B; that
the EC-should instruct members
to take action alongside other
BTUCunions.

008COCO HOOEEEte2” 

delegates
@ Trade union rationalisation:

Last year conference passed an
amendment supporting amalg-
amation with the other main
unions in the Post Office and
British Telecom, but separate
from management unions. Hav-
ing been defeated then, the EC
are back this year wanting to
re-open negotiations with the
Communication Managers’
Association.

This should be rejected. and
last year’s policy reaffirmed.
But it won’t mean much unless
the UCWstarts taking industrial
.actionSide by side withtheother
unions, particularly against the
threatof privatisation.

© Labour Party: a number of
resolution deplore the witch-
hunt, and composite 4A states
that ‘‘theunion should urge the
Labour Party to cease such ex-
pulsions and reinstate expellec
members’’.

2-89 0000080CCOO8CEOEO

‘Fight for a Labour victors amc

erpool postal exxpaerees 12
branch),Lol Duffy ‘Sociales:

Organiser; secretary Cammell
Lairds LP workplacebranch:
shop steward, GMBATU(B}:.
Mannin Hotel, The Broadway.

Central Promenade, Dougias.
Monday May23, 8pm.
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IN ONE of themost cold blooded
declarations to be made by one
of the most cold bloodedly
repressive regimesin the world,
the commanderof Iran’s ‘revo-
lutionaryguards’ has announced
the intention of executing lead-
ers of the Tudeh (Communist)
Party, and torturing 1,000 of
its members,now underarrest.

Mohsen Rozai told reporters
in Teheran that the Islamic
regime, which hasdissolved the
Tudeh Party and demanded
that its members surrender to
the authorities,was ‘not in anyrush’ to deal out death sen
tences.

.

.

After torturing ‘confessions’
of ‘treason’ from Tudeh General
Secretary Noureddin Kianouri,
they were hopingto procuresimilardeclarations from others.
The statements he and others
have ‘made have ‘signed their
executions’. The newlyarrested
Tudeh members, he claimed,
‘have only given us one hun-
dredth of the information they
could give us,’ and will befur-
therinterrogated. .

-

Nothing. could more clearly
confirm that beneath its thin
veneer of—anti-imperialist

- rhetoric, Khomeini’s Islamic
regime has always been in
essence a viciously anti commu-
nist movement, ruthless in its
repression of the working class
and its organisations.

The regime’s turn against the
|Tudeh Party serves a dual

purpose. Firstly, it strikes a
further blow. against any work-
ing class resistance to the
regime, following on the re-
pression of the left wing forces
of the Fedayeen, and of the
Mujahedeen.

In addition, by publicly hu-
miliating and. crushing the
politicalparty identifiedwith the
Soviet bureaucracy, extorting
‘confessions’ that Kianouri
and others were spies for the
KGB, and expelling 18 Soviet
diplomats from the country,the Khomeini regime is declar-
ing its alignment with the Cold
Warriors of the imperialist
nations, and puttingout the
welcomemat for American tradedelegations.

Reagan will be well pleased
with these moves — and withthe growth in Iranian ‘supportfor theIslamicguerrillasseeking
to overturn the Soviet-backed
regimein Afghanistan.

The main US concern over
Khomeini had been that under

-pressure of the mass movement
unleashed in the struggles to
oust the Shah he would break
completely from the control
 

LABOURMovement Cam-
paign for Palestine — first
nationalconferencepost-
ponedbecauseof election
from May 21 to June 26.

Also, on June 18-19,a
weekend school withspeak-
ers includingAvishaiEr-
lich, Moshe Machover,
Nira YuvalDavis, Uri
Davis.Contact: LMCP c/o
28 Carlton Mansions,
Holmleigh Road,
London N16.
eees
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By Harry
Sloan
 

Khomeini
of Western imperialism and
realign Iran with the Soviet
bureaucracy. This

. worryreachedits highest point duringthe early barrage of anti-
imperialist rhetoric, the US
embassy occupation, and the
conflict over Iranian debt
payments.

At no point have the imperial-ists been at all concerned
for the ‘human rights’ of the
Iranianworkingclass or national
minorities, which have faced a
draconian repression that has
intensified under cover of the
war effort against Iraq.

Indeed the repressive appara-
.

tus of the Shah’s regime —

the SAVAK Secret Police —

remained intact after the Is-
lamic revolution and is nowbeing used by Khomeini to
continuetheattackon theleft.

Now,overjoyed at the Iranian
break from Moscow, American ©

businessmen are scamperingaround Teheran in search of
new contracts, US bankers arecoining in the cash as Iran
settles its debts, and US oil
companies have been meetingwith Iranian oficials to discuss
new dealsforthefuture.

Similarly, links are opening
up between Iran andtheviciouspro-imperialist regimes ofTurkeyand Pakistan.

But despite the 30,000politicalprisoners, thecountless 
  
   
 
  
   

 

 

 

   

 
 

Stop Iranian
pogrom!

executions, and the repeated
evidence of the reactionary
character of the Khomeini
regime, the. Tudeh Party has
clung throughout to the notion
that it is a ‘progressive’, ‘anti-
imperialist’ regime — and
supportedits jailingsand execu-
tionsof left wingoppositionists.

Even nowtheBritish Commu-
nist Party, opposing the frame-
up and murder of its Tudeh
‘comrades’ limply queries
whether or not the regime is
reactionary: *

.‘The Iranian Islamic leader-
ship is now in a critical position.
Having been in the vanguard of
the revolutionary movement
which mobilised the whole
people to overthrow the Shah
and his supporters, they now
haveto face the testing of their
philosophyandpolicy: willit ad-
vance the interests of the
people, or mean retreat in face
of thecontradictionsand power-ful pressures within Iranian
society?

: (Morning Star, May 7)
There is no doubt: the Is-

lamic regimein Iran is a ghastly,
grisly regime currently engaged
on a pogrom of Communist
forces and committed to the de-
struction of any independent
organisations of the workingclass.

To revive the revolutionary
movement thatousted the Shah
is to prepare the Iranian work-
ers’ movement, the oppressed
minorities and the countless
women and gay people intimi-
dated by the regime, for a
struggle against Khomeinis
Islamic republic and for a
workers and peasants’ govern-

|ment. ~

In the meantime, however,
every trade unionist and social-
ist should raise resolutions
throughout the British labour
movement demandingan end to
the pogrom against the Tudeh
Party, the release of Kianouri
and the imprisoned Commun-ists, and full freedom of organi-
sation and expression for
organisations of the Iranian
workingclass.

.

Address: Ambassador Ali
Reza Farrokhrouz,
Iranian Embassy, 27, Princes
Gate, London SW7.

Italy's
moderate
marxism

THE political platform of the
Italian Communist Party [PCI]
for the country’s June 26 elec-
tions makes even the British
SDP appear left wing in com-
parison.

;To meet the economiccrisis,
thePCI proposes:*Increased public sector capi-
tal investments
*steps to encourage iabour
mobility to enable a further
‘restructuring’of industry
®a ‘rearrangement’ of working
hours

}’*measures to help the creation
of small and medium-sized

 

companies, ‘the backbone of
thenationaleconomy’.

Thatcher in Britain has
attacked Labour’s plans as
‘Marxist’ socialism: how would
she cope with a ‘Communist’
Party whose policies are barely

 
distinguishable from her own?

THEagreementof the Lebanese
governmentto the latest Ameri-
can ‘peace’ initiative in the
Middle East was no great sur-
prise. .

Lebanon’s President Amin
Gemayel has been courting and
courted by the Reagan adminis-
tration since he took office last
year amid the.. devastation
causedbytheIsraeliinvasion.

Desperately searching for the
wherewithall to finance the
reconstruction of the shattered
economy, Gemayel has been
unableto secure thekind of cash
he had been-hopingfor from the
Arab rulers of Saudi Arabia and
thegulf states. ~

The price of added support
from the West, however, has
been some kind of compromisedeal with the Israeli govern-
ment which wouldfacilitate a
withdrawal of Zionist troopsfrom Lebanon in exchange for
‘ironclad’ guarantees on the
security of Israel’s northern
border.

Theplan which has in fact
emerged from George Schultz’s
nine days of shuttle diplomacyis
in many ways tantamount to a
treaty between Israel and
Lebanon — onlythesecond such
bilateraldeal between the Zion-
ist state and an Arab regime.

But whereas Egypt’s Presi-
dent Sadat went out on a limb
and volunteered to participate
in the Camp David accords, the
Lebanese President was clearly
forced into a cornerbythesitua-
tion following the Israeli in-
vasion.

And the Schultz plan itself —

including an eight week time-
table for an Israeliwithdrawal—
is likely to remain a dead letter
for the foreseeable future, since —

it depends upon.the agreement
of theSyrianregimeto withdraw
its 40,000 troops from Lebanon:
and Syria is very much deter-
mined to stay put.

The agreement is obviously
to the benefit of the Zionists:
-its published provisions include
sanction for joint Israeli/
Lebanese

_
military patrols

in Southern Lebanon; and it
could be discarded by the
Begin government at a mo-
ment’snotice should theydecide
it suited them.

More significantly, given the
certainty that Syria would reject
the agreement, the Israeli
acceptance of the Plan gets
Prime Minister Begin off the
hook with his American backers
who had been pressing for an
early withdrawal from Lebanon
— shifting the heat onto the
Syrian regime, while 35,000
Zionist troops stay put.

The Syrian rejection of the
Schultz plan was as predictable
as theLebanese acceptance.
Since last year’s massive Is-
raeli invasion underlined their
overwhelming military domin-
ance in the area, the Syrians
have feared that they would be
left isolated and vulnerable to
Zionist military attack and im-
perialistmoves.°

The Syrian forces in the

 
North of Lebanon and the

across a 28-mile security zone
_

 
 

Occupied
by Israel

Assad (right}-has blocked the schemes ofSchulz (left) and

 
 

Beka’a Valley serve a combined
purpose: they are an advance
line of defence against ‘an
Israeli attackon Syria; they are
a support to forces of the
Lebanese left and the PLO
(who form a valuable counter-
weight to Gemayei’s Phalangist
power); and their presence in
the current situation keeps a
large Zionist army of occupationbogged down in Lebanon,
thus making further moves
against Syria more difficult. :

Rejection
Syrian President Assad has

been made the more confident
in his rejection of Schultz’sdiplomatic advances by thearrival of vast quantities of
Soviet military hardware,including a new missile screen
thatcomprises someof the mostup-to-date SAM-6 missiles.

The Soviet bureaucracy, for
its part, is doing everything it
can to hold on to its alliance
with Assad — their last moder-ately firm footholdin theMiddle
East. It appears that they aresupplyingthearms on extended
credit, partly in exchange forSyrian civilian contracts and

Begin

orders for power stations, rail
equipmentandairlines.

It also seems that a combina-
tion of Moscow and Syrian
pressure has produced the
sudden recent switch of tore
from PLO leaderArafat.

Only a monthago, Arafat was
prevented at the very last mo-
ment from doing a deal with
King Hussein of Jordan which
could have given a boost to
Reagan’s peace plan.

—Yet this last’ weekend saw
Arafat turn round completely
and make an apparentlymilitant
speech,declaringthat:

‘Effective war on the practical
level is the only available
means now of recharting the

.

political map through an Arab
; military movement supporting

the Palestinian-Lebanese na-
tionalstruggle.’

To. procure a lessening of
Syrian--resistance — and thus
also create conditins for Arafat
to revert to the kind of diplo-

   
 

Syria puts Schultz
shuttle in limbo

macyhe was engaged upon with -

King Hussein — could prove a
costly and difficult venture for
theUSA.

It would involve breakingSyria’s economic and militarydependence upon the USSR —

and offering guarantees of
military protection against the
Israelis, along with some hopes
that a road of compromisemight retrieve the SyrianGolan Heights from Israeli
occupation.

Since the USA has shown
itself time and again incapableof dictating terms to the Begin
government, President Assad
is likely to remain convinced
that the only defence of Syrian
interests against its aggressiveneighbour is militarydefence.

And with the conservative
_Saudi regime apparently still

sitting on the fence, siding with
the imperialists on the one hand
while bankrollingthe Syrians to
the tune of $800m per year,there is no immediate chance of
a change in thisline-up.
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Unionbacking for
|

Salvadorfighters
a
By Paul

he
( ay)i,“ilEvery Area of the National

Union. of Mineworkers was
represented at the El Salvador {
Solidarity Conference last
Saturday 14th. Muddle 7 ,

There were 338 labour . 77] iy
movement delegates  alto- : UT)

a

J

gether, plus 100 observers.
Jenny Pearce (author of the

book ‘Under the Eagle’) and com-
rade Juan Martinez of the Salva-
doran Revolutionary Trade Union
Federation told us howlandless
rural labourers were forced to
look for work in the towns, and
how those lucky (or unlucky)
enough to find work in industrial
free trade zones were forced to
accept low wages and subjected to
persecution if they attempted to
organise unions. °

Militant unions have been or-
ganised since the mid-70s, despite’
the repression. They now fought
around six demands:

A living wage,
Decent housingforall;
Repeal of all anti-working
classlegislation;

4 Release ofall political prison-
ers; .

§ Reductions in the prices of
basic goods;

6 A national dialogue between
government and opposition-
ists.
On the question of Nicaraguan

and Cuban involvementin El Sal-
vador, Martinez declared ‘Revolu-
tions cannot be exported, but

~~ great examples have nofrontiers’.
“More revealingly, Jenny Pearce
reported that a US State Depart-
mentofficial had concluded that
the Nicaraguans were giving the
FLMN ‘no more than peanuts’.

The Conference was undoubt-
edly a great step forward for the
solidarity movement in thiscoun-
try — a turn towards the labour
movement and away from middle
class pressure group politics.Politically, however, it was

whe

El Salvador Solidarity Cam-
paign: c/o 29, Islington Park
St., London N1.

IN Washington, the uneasy
combination of ‘liberals’ and
conservative politicians who
have held back Reagan’s Cen-
tral American war effort appears
to have arrived at a compromise
packageof military and econom-
ic aid to theSavadoreanjunta.

Military aid for this year is
fixed at $76m — $60m less than
Reagan had requested. Other-
wise his demands are largely
accepted.

Meanwhile it has been re-
vealed that yet
clandestine agency is active in
Central America over and
above the CIA forces now
acknowledgedby Washington.

The Army Intelligence
Support Activity is pushing its
nefarious line of work in both
Nicaraguaand El Salvador.

dominated by those sectors of the
FDR/FLMN whoare in favour of
a negotiated settlement with the
regime. Salvador Moncada, UK
representative of theFDR, argued
at length for negotiations, and’ an
EISSC declaration, issued at the
Conference, includes the follow-

another US -

“oppression intact.

  
oe LG

ing clauses:
‘We are encouraged by the

growing international support for
the calls for dialogue made bythe
FDR/FLMN and by the recogni-
tion extended to the FDR/FLMN
by the French and Mexican gov-
ernments...

‘We therefore urge that the
‘present and any future British
government doall in its power to
promote a negotiated solution to ;

the conflict...’
Calling for imperialism to neg-

otiate ‘political solutions’ can
only mean leaving the fundamen-
tal structures of exploitation and

It is likely to
lead ‘to a repeat performance of
the disastrous reformist junta of
1979, which was responsible for
more deaths than its right wing
forerunners. .

 New USsanctions
THE undeclared American war
on the Sandinista regime in
Nicaragua saw a further front
openedup last.week as Ronald
Reagan announced economic
sanctions which will virtually
emiminate Nicaraguan sales of
sugar to the US market from
October. e

The cutback amounts to a
90% drop in the current 58,000
ton import quota: the remaining‘shipload’ would be allowed in,
say officials, to show that trade
could expand in the regime
kow-tows to Americandemands.

Reagan claims that Nicaragua
is sending extensive aid to the
guerillaforces currently striking
heavy blows at the puppet
regimein El Salvador.
 

Social
The Australian socialist mon-
thly Socialist Fight-is appeal-
ing for funds to finance ex-
pansion. — 

ist Fi
-THISis the 21st issue of Social-
ist Fight!

During our period of publi-
cation we have built up reader-
ship, contributions and debate.

haveWe shown ourselves

ht ap
willing to work with others of
various political opinions on the
Left, with the aims of construc-
tive debate and furtheringaction
and demandsfor the interests
of the working class and the -

oppressed.
The class collaboration of the

Economic Summit makesit more
obvious than everthata resolute
fighting left is needed in the
ALP andtheunions.

Nowthatthereare five Labour
governments in Australia,
Australian workers can expect
a halt to declining living stand-
ards and social services and
rising.unemployment...

Hawke
The struggle for the main-

tenanceof real wages will chall-
enge the prices and incomes
policy of the Hawke govern-
ment. Buildingworkers showed
the way with demandsfor catch
up rises and a 36 hour week.
These demandsmust be suppor-
ted in the labour movement.
Other. struggles for the defence
of social services and public
enterprises, begun under
Fraser, need to continue and
develop. The fight for jobs is
desperately important. ~

If the left of the labour move-
ment does not mobilise to build
support for the mounting
struggles and to relate these to a
programme for socialist change

peal
the capitalist policies of the
Hawke governmentwillproduce
a swing back to the Liberals and
demoralisation of the labour
movement.

In the context of this urgent
neéd to organise a broad fight-
ing alternative in the labour
movement, Socialist Fight
aims to broaden out. We aim to
publish more frequently, to
increase written contributions
from a widerrangeof views, and
to devote more space to labour
movementissues.

To achievethis Socialist Fight
needs your support. Our pages
are open for your written con-
tributions. Any help with layout
would bewelcome.

To pay for our new format we
will need an extra $3,000 this
year. Asbillscomein regularly,
our budgeting would befacili-
tated by promises of regular
weekly and fortnightly contri-
butions, arranged by bank
order. Lump sumsarealso, of
course, welcome.

Finally, there will be more
work in distributing a more
frequent paper. If you are pre-
pared to -sell on a regular
basis, even if just a few in your
ALP branch, union or campaign
group, we will provide you with
thenumberrequired.

Contact SF
Sydney: PO Box 147, Rozelle,
2039; Melbourne: PO Box
1729 GPO, Melbourne 3001.

a

it has been suggested that if
this support were halted, and
the war in El Salvadorsettled,
then US harassment of Nicara-
gua might be ended. :

But every indication is that ”

the Reagan team haveset their
sights -on_ destabilising the
Sandinistas as part of a long-
term preservation of the right-:
wing, slavishly pro-imperialist
regimes elsewhere in Central
America.

The only hope for defence and
development of the Nicaraguan
revolution is through its exten-
sion across the arbitraryborders
of Central America as part-of a
sustained struggle against
imperialist domination and for
socialist revolution. 
‘It was six hours of nightmare,’ a witness reported.Jj began at 4am. The militarycame into our houses, woke us up, and

 Murder!
TWO American lawyers who
interviewed Guatemalan refu-
gees in Southern Mexico have
drawn up a damning report on
the bloodstained Guatemalan
military regime’s slaughter of
the Indianpopulation.

Between 70,000-100,000 In-
dians hav fled across the border
into Mexico, running the guant-
let of a ‘free fire zone’ along the
border.

Guatemalan troops are
murdering Indian men of all
ages, women and children.
Women are routinely raped
beforebeingput to death.

But an American government
spokesperson claimed that the
refugees — survivors of the
bloodletting -— are ‘not a
representative proportion of
thepopulation’.

‘Although some are not
guerilla sympathisers, others
might be,’ he warned.

The Reagan administration
recently re-opened the flow of
armsandaid to the Guatemalan

{ regime, whose President Rios
Montt is a lynch pin of State
Department plans to crush
left wingguerillaforces.

Chilean junta
cracks down

i THEPinochet dictatorship in Chile has crackeddown in thewake ofJ] a mass demonstrationand street-fighting on May 11-12.
In the early hours of the morning on May 14, the police and the

army descended on working class aréas of the capital, Santiago.

madeall men aged over 14 go out into the street. We were very
afraid becausetheymadeuslieon theground...’

2,000 people were taken in-for ‘checks’, and 200 detained. On iMay 11-12 itself, when a protest called by the copper miners’
union ‘federation was followed by street-fighting and barricades
throughthenight, two people were killedand 550 arrested.

Behind the growing revolt against the dictatorship stands the
economiccrisis, more abrupt in Chile thanalmost anywhere else in
theworld. Unemploymentis about 30%, thecountry is deep in debt,
andindustrialproduction went down 22% lastyear.

y
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Brent
gets that
Fulham
feeling
BRENT East know how Fulham
feel. In the last minute That-
cher invaded the pitch and the
National Executive Committee
abandoned the game before we
could beatFreeson.

The May 12 Brent East
Labour Party GMC, wrongly in
our opinion, voted to take legal
advice with a view to taking the
NECto court. Most dangerous
was the view put by some com<
rades that if Freeson were
imposed they would abandon
Brent East and only work in
marginals.

This would allow the right
.

Wing to take over the campaign
and improve their presently
marginalposition in theparty.

At present the Freeson clique
are organising their election
campaign in secret from the
party. The party should take the
campaign out of theirhands and
fight it on Brent East policies to
build the party andprepare for
thenext round.

Brent East has stood in the
front line against the witch
hunt. Its democratic right
to reselect its MP has been de-
nied it by the right wing caucus
on the NECincluding Kinnock
and Foot.

Refusing to be intimidated
Brent East willgo ahead withits
reseléction process on Wednes-
day 18h and will again lobby
the NEC on Thursday 19 to
demand that it recognise our
democratically selected candi-
date. :

In the event of Freeson being
imposedlocal Irish groups will
probably stand their own candi-
date. The people allowed into
his little anti-party caucus are
incapable of fighting the elec-
tion adequately andit is possible
thathe could reduce his majority
if not lose theseat.

This local microcosm of the
defeatist and coalitionist drive
of the bureaucracy shows that
the fight for a Labour victory,
socialist policies and democracy
are inseparable. Win or lose
the election we are going to be
fighting much harder in a much
more dangerous environment
against the Tories and the
bureaucracy.
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Look w
have done to women:

at home lookingafter
* when nurseries close, who stays
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and home helps disappear, who

day"oo leaves workto look

capped and disabled without@

thekids?
* When meals on wheels

fTax cuts of thousands of

by ‘saving’ on public spen
“school dinnerladies, hospital

helps, social workers, have been

And with the services
work, unpaid, at home.

es to caring. That isthemselvesto¢: care’.

Use Labour’s conferencepolicies!

 
   

pounds a week for theri
ding. Women's jobs as te:

workers, Clerks and nur:

done away with.

gone, women have had to do the caring

took
have
and social life to devote

money,free time,holidays the
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‘If the G
Ughts angTeallyWonldn tna m

hat theTories LABOURWILL:-
@ Extend employmentrights to part-timers and _ Margaret Thatcher |homeworker

one-parent
withchildrenimprove support for _

extra heip to

disabled dependents.
@ Make sure thatevery local authorityprovides
‘ nursery education

whoee parents wish it. :

@ Expand social services for the elderly,the sick
and the disabled.

@ As a major employer, give a lead for equality at
work, apd f°

for all pre-school children

security.
@ Give more support for victimsof rape, and review

police and court treatmentof women who have
its axe to thewelfare
had to give up jobs,
reality oftheTories’ 50-

suffered rape and violence.Support more refuges
for battered women.

@ End VAT on sanitary protection; improve

Don’t hand over
to the right wing

‘SOCIALISTS for a Labour Vic-
tory’ has now doneits mailing to
Constituency Labour Parties, with
model leaflets arguing Labour
conference policies on youth (re-
produced, right), on the Bomb,
on racism, and on Ireland. Other
model leaflets are available to
CLPs who wantto fight the elect-
ion by arguing socialist poli-
cies, instead of the Foot-Healey
approach of fudging all the issues.
The London Labour Party has
leaflets on racism (SO last week),
women’s rights (excerpts above),

‘etc.
There are also local feaflets,

like the draft on jobs reproduced
on the right. And leaflets from
CND, from the Campaign against
the Police Bill (top right),etc. canbe used to argue issues without
counting against election ex-
penses.

+

ice Bill, Room 116, Hackney
Contact: SLV, 28 Middle

Lane, London N8 (Andy Harris,01433 5000); CND,-11, Good-
win St.,*London N4 (01-263
0977), Campaign againstthePol-

Town Hall, Mare St., Londdn E8
(01-985 3123 ext. 292), London
Labour Party, Herbert Morrison
House, 195, Walworth Rd., Lon-
don SE17 (01-701 4760 or 703
6511). :

“Miairied women Should no)

(00d Lord hading,en,

 re

munister Rhodes Boyson
, wietheewilllook at

ver Tors miniren to stayaoul
er Lynda Chalkercompete. for Jobs.”

— Tory Lord Spens
out

© Creat
oe me

2Ad woman *  
  Thatchergovern,meneople? NOTHINGAT

> Nojobs. Less th
4 anhYear'sschoolleavers wil}

alt of th

ints worth 10% less1979 than in
Tory Party ‘thinkers’

Britain,
© They talk of Stoppii

a “OPPINg Supptary Benefit 8ee
ome Payments for al} 16 year
* They threaten
non-union, £25 aun People onto
‘training’ schemes:
army. .

© They wilt cut
. Collearen't needed by industry, courses that

© They will rej

Bil, ‘introduce their Police
The Tories promiS€ a kick jiteeth by the Poliee for those who bi

Election, 

can expect from the T
young peopie

_ _.

get a job.
*

4S one withoutNo training. There are 40%, education, They will have flats or
apprenticeships than in 197: fewer—time to stand and watch Plenty of
—No money. s

179. §Pend billions on bombo. the Tories
og * Noefit for two monthseet Ben. Dlowus UP 30 times over.” Sought

school. Trainin, leaving IF Y, -
to £25. Grants wonaesKePt down MAKE gy WANT A JOB, THENUREBEATEN ON SUNE 8th,

;

LABouR STANDSFor:© Unilateral Nuclear disarmame
* Agrant for FE students

TM
® Anincrease in training allowance:© Trade Union rights on

°

Courses
© No Police Bint
© Cutting unemployment
© Speciat training Schemes for you:

 

1984
A Police State in Britain?

i

i been
i riminal Evidence Bill has
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LABOUR will restore the right to a decent job, by reversing the
Tories’ crazy economics.

Wewillexpandpublic services and public investment. It is crazy to
havebuildingworkers andteachersjoblesswhilewaiting lists grow for
housingand school classes are overcrowded.

Wewillscrap nuclear weapons, and redirect resources to socially
,

‘usefulproduction. It is crazy to spend millions on megadeaths while
penny-pinchingforvital needs.

The Labour Party and trade unions are committed to fight for a-
shorter workingweek — 35 hours without loss of pay. It is crazy to
have some people working long hours and others unemployed, when
you could have themall employedon shorter hours.

We willexpand nursery facilitiesand combat sex

| thatwomen havean equal rightto a job.
discriminationso

We will expand public ownership and move towards economicplanning, democratically controlled by working people.employment depends onprofit-making, then you get a crazy spiral:people remain jobless becauseit is unprofitable to employ them,it isunprofitable to employ them because demand for goods is low, de-
mandis low becauseso manyarejobless. .

Thereis an alternative to Tory devastation. Tory policies are dicta-ted by the interests of a small privilegedclass of profiteers and mil-lionaires who want mass unemployment because it enables them torule by fear. Your local Labour Party stands
class,for theinterests of workingVote Labour, join the Labour Partypolicies.
 

Stop the hive-off; stop the Tories! |
ON THURSDAYMay12,follow-
ing the announcement of the
General Election, the POEU
leadership called off the selec-
tive action in London againstprivatisationof BT. /The London City branch, one
of the branches taking indus-
trial action, sent a letter to the
may 12 Executive meetingrecommending that the Mdus-
trial actioncontinue.

The BT Bill has nowfallen —

but it will be rushed through

By Ricky
Houston

Parliament if the Tories are re-
elected. .

During the previous ight
anotherletter had been deliver- 

® Socialists for a Labour Victory, 28 Middle Lane, London N38.
2Seeeeeneeeee ee

ed to Bryan Stanley the POEU
General Secretary from
Michael Foot, recommendingthatthe industrial action against
Whitehall be called off because
of bad publicity. Despiteprotestations by the West-

minster branch, the branch in-
volved in the Whitehall selective
action, the National Executive
called off that action in favour
ofselective actionelsewhere.

Photocopies
Westminsterbranch has since

i the country askingbranches to give them support,and enclosing photocopies of
Foot’s letter.

So thecallingoff of the selec-
tive action was to be expectedThe leadership have used
industrial action solely as pro-
test aimed at thegeneral public,and have seen the return of aLabour governmentas the onlypossible way to stop privatisa-tion.

The Broad Left has argued formobilisingtherank andfile,but
has never counterposed this to
using Parliament.

.99.9% of the activists in thePOEUwill be out working for

the return of a Labour govern-
ment committed to scrapping -

planstoprivatise BT.
But even if Labour does win

theelection, theproblemsfacing
workers. in BT will not dis-
appear.

POEUworkershad to fight for
a shorter working week the last
time Labour were in power.The CPSAhadto fight for their
wage increaseunderLabour.

The increasingly

_
hostile

management, the drive for
increased profits, and the intro-
duction of new technology at
breakneckspeed mean thatwor-
kers in BT face difficult prob-
lems in the immediate future.
The return of a Labour govern-
mentalonewillnot solve them.

Impact
If the Tories are re-elected,

the right wing leadership may
- throwin thetowel as theysee no

way of forcing Thatcher to re-
treat. Cosy deals such as the
newly hatched National Eco-
nomic Assessment can be
stitched up with Labour in
power, but not withThatcher.

If the Tories are re-elected,
demoralisation may be spread

by the Tories’ determination
and the defeatism of the rightwing Union leadership. Thiswill only be overcomeif we canlevelop a more clearsigh'leadership with a fully develop-ed set of policies. The member-
ship will not fight unless they
haveagoal to fightfor. ‘

Rejection
The supporters of the Broad

Lefts of all BT unions need to
develop and fight throughout
the Unions for a workers’
plan for theindustry.

Policiessuch as a sliding scale
for shortening theworkingweek
with no loss of pay to fight the
threatto jobs; a sliding scale to
increase wages in line with
inflation; a working class price
index; and workers’ control of
industry need to be adapted to
BT for BT workers. A workers
plan for the industry must be
worked ‘out and preserited
intelligentlyand concretely.

We must also link up with
workers in otherindustries for.a
united working class response
to the crisis facing not only
workers in BT but workers
everywhere.

Where

f
against that privileged

le. .

and join the fight for socialist

Don’t get!
caught !
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i IN THErushfortheelection, Jdon’t forget thisyear’s Lab- ri our Party conference.fl Thedeadiinefor resolu. I
tions is July 8. Normally iwards would discuss themin ri June. But nowmost regularI June ward meetingswillbe ff
cancelled. i

i Makesure your ward org- 5anises a special meeting in
Juneto discuss resolutions in a
time to go throughthe GC for J

i theconferenceschedule. iThelastSocialist Organis-Ber delegate meeting decided i
]] to back model resolutions i
i from the Labour Committee q

on Ireland, theCampaign fi for Labour Party Demo-Ecracy (its resolutiononthe ff
“Greenwich amendment’,

i and theconstitutionalamendmentto clause9),and
theLabour Campaignfor

i Gay Rights. Therewillalso |
i be a SO mode!resolutionon

incomespolicy.
i
i
a

Also: theclosing date for
;

i paymentof affiliationfees is
June 10. Make sure yourjf CLP treasurer doesn’t missL. or you lose yourvote!
2
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The not-so-
nice policies
of theanti-

worker‘Herewe are again,
Happy as can be,
All good pals and
Jollygood company!’
Those terribly nice and civil-

ised Social Democratic People
and their lovely Liberal friends
have got together a frightfully
nice manifesto, with something
for absolutelyeveryone, haven’t
they?

Well no, actually, they
haven’t: but the two Davids,
Roy, Bill and Shirley are going
to do theirbest to win the ‘soft’
right vote of the horse-owning,
professional middle classes,
togetherwith 4 few worn-out or
confused former Labourites and
faint-hearted Tories.
I all sounds terrifically

moderate and well directed.
The Alliancemanifestopromises
a government that will turn its
backon ‘dogmaandbitterness’,
act in the best marriage guid-
ance tradition to ‘bring people
together again’, and listen to
‘ordinarypeople’.

They are even prepared to
see some good in the period of
Tory government: ‘Britain
needed a_ shake-up’, they

- assure us, ‘But the government
has not succeeded. ...

The last
four years could now be forgiven
if we had a springboard for the
future. We do not.’

The reason of course is that
the Tories — representing big
business and thebankers — are
not as nice and cosy as the
Allianceandits well upholstered
clientele of managers, lec-
turers, administrators and small
business people.

‘Our whole approach is based

TROOPSOUT
Now!

Join the
Labour

on
Ireland !

I BM Box 5355,§ London WCIN 3XX
lane

SS
By Harry
Sloan

on co-operation: not just be-
tween our parties but between
management and_workers,
between people of different
races and above all between
government and people...
The vision which unites us is of
a nation of free people working
together in harmony, respect-
ing each others’ rights and
freedoms and sharing in each
others’ success.’ ’

_The only problem which the
Alliance would lull us into for-
getting is that some of these
‘free people’ are stinking rich
employers, ruthlessly speeding
up theirworkforce, closing down
plants at will in pursuit of
profit, and livingoff the sweated
labour of other ‘free people’.  Re

te

‘|
 

government will im

Alliance
Behindthe “terribly nice andcivilised”’front — ‘“‘thesharpened knives ofa far fromliberalmiddle class anxious

There are all kinds of sugges-
tions to reform existing institu-
tions: but predictablythere are
no plans to do anything about
the power, wealth and privilege
of therulingclass.

Indeed while the—Alliance
repeatedly bemoansthe ‘class-
based’ politics ofthe Tory and
Labour Parties, its own pro-
grammeputs forward proposals
to shackleonlyone class — and,
surprise, surprise, it’s the
workingclass!

.

Mind you, they do it from
terribly nice and civilised mo-
tives, ‘not in any. spirit of
union bashing’. But central to
their plans are new anti-union
lawsto enforce .

O compulsory secret ballots,
normally on a postal basis, for
the election of the national
executives of unions and where
appropriate General  Secre-
taries’.

.OThe right of a tiny section —

about 10% — of the relevant
bargaining unit to require a
ballot before an official strike
can be called.

:OlEncourage arbitration —

including laws to force public
sector unions to go to arbitration
beforetaking strike action.
CiChanging the law to force
trade unionists who wish to
support the Labour Party to
‘contract in’ on the political
levy and enforce secret ballots
to decide on theunions’ political
affiliations.

Package
Add to this not-so-nice little

package the Alliance’s sole
categoric and consistentelection
promise’ — that an Alliance

pose an in-
comes policy by law — (backed
up by all kinds. of terribly

Some“free people” are stinking

      
to get at the throatsof the workingclass” _

sophisticated and refined
mechanisms like a ‘counter-
inflation tax’ on firms who pay
over the odds), and you can see
thatthey are not offering much
to people likeyou and me.

This should be no surprise:
after all, the Alliance makes no
bonesabout thefactthat

“Webelievein enterprise and
profit and in sharing the fruits
of these’.

* Most of the followers would
agree with at least the first
part of that statement, and also
agree that the ‘moderate and
well directed stimulus to the
economy’ which the Alliance
promises should ‘unlike the
Labour Party’ be done ‘in a way
which encouraged_private
business.’ After all, there’s no
use being nice and civilised if
you’re as badly off as the
reallyordinary people,is there?

Foster
In contrast to the moves

against the unions, there are
plansto foster thegrowthof new
and small businesses — and a
whole page of proposals aimed
at throwing up a plethora of
well-paid quangos, managerial
consultancies and ‘admin jobs
for the aspiring petty bour-
geoisie.

This is thereal meaning of the
Alliance’s plans for ‘decentral-
ised’ regional and local struc-
tures, their ‘broader bridges’,
their ‘major reorganisations’,
and ‘constant and rigorous
examination’of issues: it is one
reason why they favour more
spending on the NHS and edu-
cation.

Meanwhile other middle
class sacred cows are left to.
wander the streets unharmed.

The milkingof the NHS by the
drug monopolies is to be curbed
but not halted by stopping
excessive prescribing of
branded drugs;
medicine and private education
are to remain untouched by
thesegreat egalitarians.

Shouldn’t ‘ordinary people’
who want to jump hospital
waiting lists or send theirsons to
Eton havetheright to do so?

The middle class ideal of
house ownership is to be further
promoted at the expense of
existing council estates where
the Alliance would maintain
theTory ‘right to buy’.

And the sacred cow of animal
welfare is given an insipid bale
of hay from the back of the
AllianceVolvo, withthepromise
to ‘establish an advisory stand-
ing commission on animal
welfare’ which should offer a
few people a free lunch and
expenses cheque occasionally.

On nuclear weapons, the
Alliance steers niftily clear of
the Liberal Conference policy of

‘outright opposition to Cruise
missiles, but calls for the can-
cellationof Trident.

David Owen — oneofthelast
friends the Shah or Iran could -

count on — and veteran cold
warrior Bill Rodgers have
ensured that the manifesto
pledges support to a strengthen-
ing of NATO’s conventional
weapons.

‘The ‘‘first past the post’’
voting system ensures the
under-representation of all
those who: reject class as the
basis of politics. Electoral
reform is thus a pre-condition
of healing Britain’s divisions
and creating a sense of commu-
nity.’

The Alliance points out that

rich employers, living off
the sweated labourof others

and private’

 

 

undertheirproposed system ‘in
‘order to form a government,
parties ...

willneed to command
the support of about half the
voters.’ .

Given the immense material
disadvantages under which the
labour movement operates in
capitalist society, the Alliance
are justifiably confident that a
majority Labour government
under such conditions would be
highly ‘unlikely. What would
dominate would be more or
less ‘civilised’ combinations of
theAlliancewiththeTories.

This — if thebrutal impacton
Labour of the recent boundary
commission changes were not
enough to make the point —

should at least serve to remind
workers of the limitations of
the existing democracy and the
extent to which they must look
not to the Parliamentary set-up
but to their own class organisa-
tions to defend and fight for
theirinterests.

The ‘nice people’ of the
Alliance can certainly not be
looked to as friends in need.
Inside the fur coats and sports
jackets are the sharpened
knives of a. far from liberal
middle class anxious above all
to get at the throats of the
workingclass.
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AS UNEMPLOYMENThas roc-
keted and the devastation from
social spending cuts has mush-
roomed across Thatcher’s Brit-
ain, one area at least is boom-
ing: militaryexpenditure.

Irradiated in the glow from
the Tory cold war policies, and
given a boost by the Falklands
war, military spending for 1983-
84 will top £16,000 billion — a
rise of 22% in real terms since
theToriescameto office. During
the same period public service
spendinghas gone down 9.5%.

Thelift-off in defence spend-
ing includes massive increases
in pay for the armed forces de-
signed to drum up newrecruits
from thebattalions of theunem-
ployed, and also thebest part of
£1billionper year for thenext 12
years to purchase the new and
lethal Trident submarines and
missiles. ,

Theelection of the ‘Iron Lady’
in May 1979 had been preceded
by salvoes of Tory anti-Soviet
rhetoric, and coincided with a
new burst in the arms race led
by US President Carter.

Carter’s plans, since expand-
ed even morerecklesslyby Rea-

gan, included not only a vast
new missiles system — the ten-
warhead MX — to be based in
the USA, but also the develop-.
ment of new ‘conventional’
weaponry and a ‘Rapid Deploy-
mentForce’ for use in any future
Middle East conflict.

Reagan’s schemesincludethe  

would buildup
a stockpileof
ten tons of
TNTfor every
personin Brit-
ain by 1995.
Harry Sloan
looks at these
plans and why
theyshouldbe
fought.
_—_ 5= = =
shing missiles in Europe, along
withvast arsenals of Cruise mis-
siles on US ships and plans, in
an all-round $1.6 trillion five-
year build-up of nuclear and
conventional weapons, which
would increase the US stockpile

‘of nuclear warheads by no less
than 65%. There are moves
afoot to base US nuclearmissiles
in South Africa and in US out-
posts in the Indian Ocean and
thePacific. :

Against this titanic effort, the

esSSOASE

The Bomb and howto
get rid of it — a new pam-phlet from Class Fighter.10p plus postage from
Class Fighter, 214, Sick-
ert Court, London N1
2SY.

Tory contribution to the arms -

racemay seem a mere pin-prick:
but it would be a big mistake to «

underestimateit.
In launchingthe Trident pro-

ject, Thatcher has given the go-
aheadto construct four gigantic
nuclear-powered§submarines
(threetimes the size of an aver-
age destroyer), each carrying 64
missilesarmedwitha total of up
to 896 warheads.

- This, compared with the pre-
sent British strike force of 64
Polaris missiles, is a fourteen-
fold increase.

On top of this, the Tories are
planning to double to. 412 the
numberofaircraft witha nuclear
strike capacity. Nuclear stock-
piles will double or treble over
the next 12 years if the Tories
have theirway,reachingby 1995
theequivalentof tentons of TNT
for every man, woman and child
in Britain.

Isolation
Of course it would be crazy to

see thisTory war effort in isola-
tion from that of Reagan. In
particular Thatcher has led the
pack of European governments
prepared to give house-room to
American land-based Cruise
missiles. 160 are to be sited in
Britain — 96 at Greenham Com-
mon and 64 at Molesworth in
East Anglia — if the Tories are
re-elected.

A tactful shroud of mystery
hangsoverexactlyhow many US
military bases there are in Brit-

q ain — and how many of these
hold stocks of nuclear weapons.i It appears thatthere are at least

a 52 main sites, includingthe long
range bomberstations at Laken-B heath and Upper Heyford, the

§ Poseidon nuclear submarine
i base at Holy Loch in Scotland,

and the arsenal for nuclear
shells at Burtonwood.
1 Alongside this

|
array of nuc-

ear hardware, Thatcher’s gang,i liketheUSA if on a much reduc-
ed scale, sees the armed forces

i as not so much for ‘defence’ as
playing a global role in pursuit
of imperialist diplomatic and

§j militaryadvantage.
Hence, in the wake of the

“nuclear weapons

Falklands war, the Tories are
committed to a long term mass-
ive 3,000-4,000 strong garrison,
equipped with the latest weap-
onry, sustained at enormous
cost (£424 million in 1983-4
alone) to ‘show the flag’ of
imperialism in the South At-
lantic.

Entrenched

British troops are also ex-
pensively entrenchedin the six
counties of Northern Ireland,
and, at an annual cost of £1.9
billion,in NATO bases in West
Germany. :

Obviously,unlike the US gen-
erals two thousand miles away,
no British political or military
leader could seriously expect
to escape a nuclear war in West-
ern Europe. Yet Thatcher, Hes-
eltine and other Tories have
slavishlyechoed those American
warmongers who have argued in
favourof NATO’spolicyof using

first in the
event of serious military conflict
in Europe.

This is why the Tories’ plans
— temporarilyheld upfor theel-
ection — include measures to
compel local councils, council
workers, and health workers to
engage in so-called ‘Civil De-
fence’ preparations.

In effect the plans amount to
conscripting the services of tens
of thousands of civilians in re-
hearsing for the ghastly prosp-
ect of a nuclear war whichin rea-
lity would annihilate them all.

Sustains
The Tories — and someright

wing union leaders — claim that
the military effort sustains jobs
in the armaments industry. Yet
thefactis thatthesums expend-
ed are huge — andthepotential
to convert munitions plants to
peaceful use, and divert the
workforce to socially useful em-
ployment is correspondingly
large. .

There will be work for the
foreseeable future to occupy :
the -scientific research staff

- programmes.

 
Tories’ arms bonanza

currently employed on the Brit-
ish nuclear. programme, who
would need to findsafemeans of
disposingof thedismantledwar-
heads of scrapped nuclear mis-
siles,bombsandshells.

In any event experience over
thepast period showsthatrising
militaryspendinghas run along-
side a fall in civilian employ-

|ment — and indeed the closure
of naval dockyards and repair
facilities.

Even in theUSA, where Reag-
an’s much bigger runaway arms
spree does appear to be creating
a boost for employment in some
of the vast military manufactur-
ers, the cost is estimated at one
job per $120,000 spent — four
times as’ much as civilian jobs

Westinghouse
expect sales revenue to double,
but their workforce to expand
only 10%.

There is no argument that
justifies the retention of Brit-
ain’s nucleararsenal, or the sus-
tained increase in ilitary
spending to which the Thatcher
government is pledged if re-
elected.

Vote Labour on June 9 — and
keep up boththe fight inside the
Labour Party, and the cam-
paigning on thestreets, for nuc-
leardisarmament. :

a—_ the Thatcher government with a Labour government,
whose stated policy is to ban Cruise, scrap Trident, expel US nuclear
bases and abandon Britain’s existing nuclear armaments, is a vital
startingpoint in thefight against thenuclear threat.

 

 
IN Leicester, it won’t be a .

general strike, as women had
initially hoped for, but some
workplaces are’ coming out
for the whole day, and unions
have pledged support for the
lunchtimerally.
The Leicestershire and. District
Trades Council and other union
banners (e.g., NALGO, T&G, Na-
tional Union of Hosiery and Knit-

It would however only be a starting point: whole sections of the
Labour leadership have a long-standingand undisguised commitment
te British imperialismand theNATO alliance.

It was the post-war Attlee government which began work on the
British atomicbomb; the
NATOasan anti-Sovietalli

e Labour governmentthathelped found
ce. In the 1960s Labour Prime Minister

Wilson supervised the purchase and deploymentof the present-day
Polarissubmarines,and authorisedresearch on a more advanced war-
head, later to become the Chevaline project, on which the Callaghan
governmentspent £1billionin the 1970s.

To break this run of betrayals on the disarmament issue, it is
necessary not only to vote and campaign for a Labour victory, but to
maintain the fight in the trade unions and the Labour Party for the
policy of unilateral nuclear disarmament — and for the removal of
Denis Healey and any other Labour leader who pulls back from its
implementation.

ee
 



 
Picket outside arms exhibitionin Brighton

en reach into unions, Labour Party

END greets Greenham
AT THE European Nuclear
Disarmament conference last
year, in Brussels, the Green-
ham Common womenhad to
fight to get a hearing. This
year, in Berlin, they were
greeted with a standing ova-

tion.
Last year there were 800 dele-

gates. This year 2000 delegates
came to West Berlin, from nearly
every country in the world, it

_

seemed.
The biggest ovations I heard

were for some survivors of Hiro-
shima, for Luis Caldiero (repres-
enting the Sandinistas and speak-
ing .of the struggles in Central
America) — and for the women of
Greenham Common.

There were manysessions that
I could not attend, but I read or
heard about speakers from Turk-
ey, from Chile, from the Mothers
of the Disappeared in Argentina,
and from the Palestine Liberation
Organisation.

The feeling of solidarity with
the oppressed, and a direct link
between their struggles and that
of the peace movement, came
over very strongly. As one Dutch
Christian delegate put it, “The
Third World Waris not likely to
start at Checkpoint Charlie, but
from one of the 46 so-called little

 icester built for May 24

 
  
   
  
  
  
 
   
  
  

Colleen
Molloy reports.

ear Workers; and AUEW)willbe
on the lunchtime demonstration

rough the city to the TownHall
square.

Women have persuaded the
uclear Free Zone (NFZ)} Labour
‘ity Council to give. them free

office space. And theyare going
outside the city itself, to tour
Leicestershire villages, showing

elen Caldecot’s video ‘Critical
Mass’, and initiating discussions
on the arms race.

Other groups of women are

to Leicester with banners and
washing lines strung with sym-
bols of life. (children’s photo-
graphs, nappies, etc. similar to
he fence at Greenham on Decem-

ber 12, 1982).
School

 Many mothers are keeping
their children off school, and will
be writing .to the schoolfo.explain’why. “-

 

decorating all the main roads in--

A temporary peace camp will
be set up in one of Leicester’s
parks and leaflets distributed to
let people know that the. park
is within a 200 mile radius of
Greenham Common. In times of
national emergency, Cruise miss-
iles will be transported anywhere
within a 200 mile radius on the
backsoflorries.

Bunker

The City Council’s nuclear
bunker(ironically just below. the
women’s peace office) will be
opened. by womenfor a children’s
party and a creche. Leaflets dis-
tributed outside will draw the
links between arms spending and
cuts in nursery facilities.

Leicester station will be decor-
ated with banners andleafletswill
draw attention to the nuclear
waste trains passing through
Leicester.

NALGO womenare building a
nuclear shelter according to the
government’s ‘Protect and Sur-
vive’ pamphlet outside the Coun-
ty Rooms. City .and County
NALGO have organised: show-
ings of ‘Critical Mass’ 4in local
governmentoffices.

A peace memorial is being
erected beside Leicester’s war
memorial...

-
The. town hail

+ square is “-being- -turnedTMintes a.

peace camp from the day- be-
fore, with entertainment by
women’s groupsin the evening.

Contacts in some workplaces
are organising for meetings and
showings of the video ‘Critical
Mass’ after May 24. For May 24
is just the beginning. All the hard
work, organising, making contacts
in the labour movement, learning
about the different bureaucratic
machinery of the trades unions,
etc., has established the ground-
work, the network and the ex-
perience for even bigger and
more widespread action against
nuclear weaponsin the future.

The strength and beauty of
the women’s peace movementlies
in its ability to foster the creative
self-activity of women. Women in
work, women at home, women
who have never made a conscious
political act in their lives before
will be leaving their normal jobs
for the day and taking positive
action for peace.

Budge
Womenin Britain and in Eur-

ope where the call has been made
will be joined by womenin Japan,
Australia, India, Scandinavia and

|Canada (25 countries in all).
All this is hardly likely to

buage the Uhatchers and Reagans,
but it is bound to have. a pro-
found effect.on the people of Bri-

‘Not a Third
Force, but the
regenerationof
thelabour
movement’,
was themessage
thatDave
Spencertook to
ENDconference

local wars, and we can’t afford to
stay neutral on the sidelines in
this. We must stand with theviol-
ence of the oppressed against the
oppressor’”’.Although there was some dis-
sent from thisview, it did seem to

~ have themajority.
The largest gap in representa-

tion was from the Eastern bloc.
The official peace movements
there were invited to send observ-
ers only, and they declined. Re-
presentatives of dissident peace

tain two weeks before a general
election. Theelection willgive us
a chance to vote out the reaction-
ary and repressive Tories, and re-
place them with a Labour govern-
ment formally committed to uni-
lateral disarmament.

Women whohave been politi-
cally awakened by the peace
movement will in all likelihood
vote Labour. But many are not
under the sameillusionsas many
Labour Party delegates who voted
for unilateral disarmament but
against withdrawal from NATO.
From their experiences, these
women arc fully aware of the
need to completely do away with
the present power relations and
economic structures that inevit-
ably lead to warmongcring.

As one woman — Andrea —

put it: ‘We knowit is not simply
a question of getting rid of the
weapons, because it would be im-
possible to get rid of the know-
ledge of how to make them;itis
the whole structure of society
that must be changed, so that the
need to possess these weapons in
order to protect positions of
powerandprivilege is eradicated.’

So, whether or not Labour
gets in, the struggle against nuc-
lear weapons and the strugglic to
take this into the unions and to ~

the mass of the working people
. will continue.

Colleen Molloy

 
“We areall Trotskyistinfiltrators”’?

groups were refusedvisas.
Thus the only spokespeople

were exiles. I heard representativ-
es of Solidarnosc, Dialogue of
Hungary, and Charter 77 of
Czechoslovakia. A letter written
that day was read out from some
peace activists in East Germany.

Greens

This issue came alive when
Petra Kelly led a group of four
German Green MPsinto East Ber-
lin on the first big day of the con-
ference, unfurled the banner of
the East German peace groups
bearing the slogan ‘Swords Into
Ploughshares’ and started giving
out leaflets. They were all arrest-
ed. The East German media went
through the rather embarrassing
process of first denying that the
Greens had been there, then
denying they. had’ been.arrested,then refeasing anapology. °

From then on the conference
received wide coverage in both
the East and West German media.

The arguments this created in
the conference seeméd mainly to
concern tactics rather than prin-
ciple. Some people obviously re-
sented not being involved in the
action and felt that it had been a
publicity stunt for the Greens. In
general, however, there seemed to
be support for the action, and
Wolf Biermann received tremend-
ous applause when, during his
benefitconcert, he defended it.

Mentality
West Bertin was chosen for the -

second European Nuclear Disarm-
ament conference because it re-
presents, with the obscenity of
the Wall, the cold war mentality
that the peace movementseesit-
self breaking down. There was a
lot of talk about creating non-
alignment, a third force, an alter- ALL OU

women
native to the blocs. Criticism was
levelled at the step-by-step
approach of German Social Dem-
ocrat (SPD) spokesperson Egon
Bahr, who seemed to many dele-
gates to rely on changing the
minds of existing politicians rath-

’ er than buildinga movement from
below.

Missing from these discussions
was the experience of socialists
attempting to renovate the labour
movement — for example in Brit-
ain, our efforts to sweep out the
bureaucrats and -careerists in our
movement, the trade unions and
the Labour Party.

I did raise this issue in one ses-
sion on Nuclear Free Zones, when
I described the experience, as I:
saw it, of the NFZ campaign in

’ Britain. This linked up very much
with the experience of council re-
presentatives from Italy and the
USA, who saw, time and again,
the declaration of a Nuclear Free

“Zone as an attempt by bureau-
* crats to head off a mass campaign,

rather than to start one.
There was a lot of support for

the concept of strike action by
workers involved at every stage in ~

the manufacture and transport.of
nuclear products. German SPD
politician|Oskar Lafontaine
reminded trade unionists of their
anti-war traditions. Also, he-said,
the peace movement must make
the link between high expenditure
on defence and mass unemploy-
ment.

In a very moving speech sum-
ming up the conference, author
Robert Jungk pointed to what we
must learn from .the women of
Greenham Common — a different
approach to action, a different
vocabulary, a change particularly
in men’s attitudes.

We shall overcome, he said,
not with a mailed fist, but with
our arms crossed as we strike ag-

~ ainst our class enemy but open.in
love towards our comrades and
friends throughout the world.

  * NUPE and ACTT have
pledged support, and the
NALGOleadership has pro-
mised to consider requests
for strike actionfrom local
branches. Press for actionin
your workplace: call on
men to take supportive
strike action and help by

 
 

 

organising creches.
* Phone 0273 553466for
your regional contact, find

- out what’shappening local-
ly. If nothing — organise a
loca! group, plan action.
* Press Labour Party wom-
en’s sections and Labour
NFZcouncilsfor support.

the. London Greenham
office, 5, Leonard St., Lon-

‘don EC2.

 

“*Leaflets can be got from

_SIYPYVHNHOP
‘OLOHd



 
_

Socialist. Organiser nid.132.May 19 1983 Page 10

Whysocialists oppose incomespolicy

 

 Wilson’s road to
wagecontrols

ONEOFthemost vital points in
the Socialists for a Labour
Victory programme is the ‘no
incomespolicy’demand.

_

Acentral question facing any
incoming Labour government
will be the question of wages.
This issue, as in 1964 or 1974,
will be the essential touchstone
of whether such a government
will moveto act.in the interests
of theworkingclass, or whether
it willmove to control and disci-
pline that class in the interests
ofcapital.

A government which tries to
make the existing system work
in conditions where profits, the
engine of that system, are in
collapse has no alternativebut to
cut wages. It was the incomes
policy issue more thanany other
which dug the grave of the
74-19 Labour government.
That experience is rich in
lessonsfor thoseof us today who

_

argue thatwe must vote Labour
but prepareto fight. -

The Labour government came
to power in March 1974 through
the direct action of the miners
in bringing down Edward
Heath. Othergroups of workers
in emulation of their militancy
moved into the breach. By
November average earnings
were 26% higher than a yearpreviously.

The postal workers wona
24% increase, the power wor-
kers 31%, civil servants 32%,
gas workers 34%. Average
earnings were increasing at
twicetherate ofretailprices.

The minority government,
knowingit owed its existence to
militancy, could not act before
another election. The em-
ployers were pushed onto the
defensive. .

The Manifesto itself had
supported free collective
bargaining.It specifically re-
jected ‘the authoritarian and
bureaucratic system of wage
control imposed by the Heath
government’. However, its
exact wording like that of
today’s Economic Assessment
carried within it the seeds of
wage control. ‘The social
contract is not concerned even
primarily with wages. It covers
the whole range of national :

policies. The unions in response
confirm how they will seek to
exercise the newly restored
right of free collective bargain-
ing.‘Naturally the trade unions
see theirclearest loyalty to their
own members. But the social
contract is their free acknow-
ledgementthatthey have other
loyaltiesto themembersof other
unions too, to pensioners, to

paseseee
a

#1 BOOKS
E Critique of the Gotha
ff Programme, 30p; Wages
Bl price and profit, 40p; |

I Communist Manifesto
ff 60p; Capital volume 1
§ £3.95. Availablec/o
E Socialist Organiser, 28
i Middle Lane, London N8:
Badd moneyfor postage.iby MARX

John Mcllroy looksat theargu-
ments about the ‘National

ONFLICT)

the lowest paid, to invalids (!!),
to thecommunityas a whole.’

This represented the thinking
of the leadership of the TUC
General- Council newly crys-
tallised around Len Murray and
Jack Jones. They saw the
advent of the Labour govern-
ment as heralding not an on-
slaughton thecapitalist system,
but as providing once andforall
guarantees of their role within
thatsystem.

Frightened by the instability
that the 1968-74 militancy they
had failed to control had cre-
ated, and, fearing confront-
ation with the state, they

'.

were determined to integrate
themselves into the_state.
Wage control was an essential
part of thisprocess.

What they felt was vital was
thatit should not be imposed
directly by the state but through
theirown good offices. That was
their job, the job Heath had
cheated themout of — actingas
brokers between capital and
labour.

Four weeks after the first
1974 election, Jones was opining
‘The social contract does not
mean control of wages but it
does mean

a
realistic approach.’

Economic Assesment’

“Mini wages” — that’s what the Social Contractmeant

 
  
  
 
  
  
  

 
By June the General Council
were telling the membership
what a realistic approach meant.
Its statement Collective Bar-
gaining and the Social Contract,
formulated prior to any decision
making within their unions by
the tops, many of whom were
actingin violationof Conference
decisions,instructed negotiators
to recognise that ‘the scope for
real increases in consumption is
limited’.

Their objective should be to
simplysee that ‘real incomes are
maintained’. The documentalso
insisted on a 12 month interval
betweenmajor increases.

We were already some way
from free collective bargaining.
By the TUC Congress in Sep-
tember miners leader Laurence
Daly was publicly urging
‘some form of incomes policy’.
Murray was pontificating ‘Do
not confuse the sort of wage
restraint we are asking unions to
accept temporarilywith the sort
of restraint governments tried
to impose on unionsin previous
periods. The purposeis differ-
ent and the policy context is
different’.

Some failed to appreciate
Len’s subtle distinction. As Ken
Gill acidly commented, ‘It
appears we are saying that we
hate restraint under Heath but
we welcome it under Wilson

...

instead of the employers re-
fusing, we don’t ask’.

Nonetheless the policy was
carried. With the TUC going in
as spineless, the Labour leaders
followed fast.

In his first TV address after
the victorious October election
Wilson was _indistinguishable
from Heath. The country
‘could not afford the big battal-
ion philosophy with power
groups, whoevertheyare, trying
to seize more thantheir share of
what is available.’ By January
1975 with wage militancy show-
ing no sign of abatement
Healey was putting it straight
on the line: ‘Britain must now
accept lower average wages or

Wilson’ssocial con-
tract was argued in

just the same terms
as today’s ‘Eco-

nomic Assessment’

facemountingunemployment.’
Three things were now ab-

solutely clear: acceptance of
free collective bargaining had
simply been a tactical ploy;
the argument for control had
shifted from ‘in return for
radical measures’ to ‘in return
for stopping job loss’; and the
government were now moving
from persuasion and threats to
action.

4Labour’s left was paralysed.
As early as January 1975
Michael Foot had endorsed
Healey’s position. The defeat of
the left in the June referendum

.

over Europe and_Wilson’s
ensuing swoop to remove Benn
from theDepartmentof Industry
withno response from the union
leaders put them on the de-
fensive.

With average earnings in-
creasing at 27% and the retail
price index soaring the govern-
ment and General Council
moved to a formal incomes
policy. Murray
unions not to base claims on
anticipated price increases or
attempt to protect their mem-
bers against tax increases.
The General Council were dis-
cussing Jack Jones’s plan for
overall flat rate increases.

As usual capitalist crisis
provided the justification for

§

attacking labour. In June 1975
thedissatisfactionof capital with
the slow pace of Wilson and
Murray sent tremors through
the economy. The pound fell
almost six per cent thatmonth.

On July 1 Healey announced
that wage increases would be
held to 10%in thecoming round
If the TUCdid not agree this
‘voluntarily’ it would be im-
posed by law. A mere 15
months after Labour’s return
to power, and Iss than that
since Heath policy was cleared
away, the TUC agreed to ad-
minister control over-the wages
of its members.

"There was to be a £6 a week
limit on flat rate increases.
The TUCfailedto get the £6 as

instructed -

of right. Their request for a
price freeze was also turned
down on the: grounds that it
would affect investment.
Despite the ‘voluntary’ nature
of the policy there would be
sanctions against employers
whodidnot comply.

With inflation now running
at 30%, the policy represented a
real wage cut for most workers.
Once again theywere to pay for
capital’s problems.

In return the unions got
nothing. The ‘temporary’
policy soon entered a Phase II.
Now it_was required not just to
stop unemployment increasing,
but to stave off cuts in the wel-
fare state. By the end of Phase
II real earnings were 10% down
on their 1974 level.

The economists Andrew
Glyn and John Harrison argue
that there had been no com-
parablecollapse since the 1850s.

Unemployment nearly
trebled from 600,000 in 1974 to
over 1% million in 1978. Nor
was the welfare state protected.
School building was slashed by
over 60% between 1974 and
1979; councilhouse buildingfell
below the levels of the Heath
years; and hospital construction
was cut by over a thirdas Wilson
and Callaghan blazed the path
for Margaret Thatcher.

Because today’s capitalist
crisis is deeper, we could ex-
pect any Labour governmentto
moveeven faster towards wage
control. But what the 1974
experience shows is that the
General Council would be even
quickeroff themark.

As Dennis Healey said of
1975: “The most impressive
thing has been the speed with
which members of the General
Council have themselves
reached a voluntary agreement
on a limit to pay which falls
considerably short of the full
compensation for the increase in
the cost of living and which will
mean some reduction in real
take home pay. I do not think
there has been any previous
occasion in the history of this
country or maybe any other
country in which the trade union
movementofits own willhas not
only agreed to such a policy but

-has agreed to it in very great
detail’. .

If we cannot rely on the union
leaders to fight’ an incomes  

 
 
 
 
 
  
     policy we cannot rely either on

the left MPs. There is no evi-
dence that Benn argued against
incomespolicywithinthe Parlia-
mentary leadership.

Thirty-four MPs voted against
in the Commons and Ian Mi-
kardo madea well justified on-
slaught on Jones at the Labour
Party Conference. But the
left MP’s line on the mainten-
ance of the government at any |

cost, and their conception that
anyalternativewould have to be
implemented by Parliament,
left them impotent, with no
alternative. Having made the
breakthroughon incomespolicy,
Wilson was then able to gut
the remainder of the very
limited Alternative Economic
Strategy. _

Yesterdaythe Social Contract.
Today the Economic Assess-
ment. Always incomespolicy.
The major lesson of the 1974
experience is that whilst we
have to fight within the Palia-
mentary Party and the union
hierarchies, the basic fight
against incomes policy would
have to come from the shop
floor. And whilst the °74

_experience unmaskedthe limi-
tations of democracy in the
labour movement, it - also
illustrated the limitations of
militancypure and simple.

The rank and file failed to
overcome the orchestrations of
theirleaders. Crucial sections of
the rank and file saw no alter-
native.

Inflation is a problem for
workers although a different
problem than it is for the em-
ployers. We have to fight
negatively against incomes
policy but to. say no is not
enough. We have, to provide
alternatives

The labour movement should
demand that a new Labour gov-
ernment legislate a national
minimum wage — and deal with
the problem posed to the work-
ing class by inflationby legisla-
ting for automaticmonthlyrises
in wages and benefits, tied to a
working-class price index. And
we. should also thedemand for
inflation-protection of wages a
programmefor direct trade un-
jon action, against individual
employers and against Tory or
wage-cuttmg Labour govern-
ments.

HARD
TIMES

From Pluto Press:
an analysis of

capitalism in crisis
from regular Socialist
Organiser contributor

Bob Sutcliffe. £2.50
from bookshops,or
(with50p post and

packing)from Pluto,
The Works, 105a
Torriano Avenue,

’ London NWS.
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  ‘Homage to J S§ Bach’

Clockwise: Juan Gris, ‘My Mother’,PabioPicasso, ‘Nude Womanin an
Armchair’,Pablo Picasso, ‘Man Leaning on a Table’; Georges Braque,

‘Essential Cubism’reviewed
 “The last optimists
in Westernart”

WHATdoes your mother look
yvtike? It probably wouldn’t be

merely diplomacy which pre-
vents you from describingher.as
a complex fragmentedpatternlof
angular shapes.

That, however, is how youmight describe a famous work
called ‘‘My Mother’’ by Juan
Gris, one of the handful of
artists who revolutionisedpaint-
ing in the first two decades of
thiscentury.

Gris's more famous artistic
comrades were George Braque
and Pablo Picassoand themove-
ment,or ratherstyle,which they
collectively established became
known as Cubism — a name
coined by art critics and not by.
thepainters themselves.

Only the paintings done by
Picasso and Braque in 1907 and
1908 can strictly be called
cubist (literally made up of
cubes). But the name is now

Bob Sutcliffe
reviewsthe
‘Cubism’exhib-
ition whichis at
theTate Gallery
untilJuly 10

used to describe a whole series
of related paintings done from1907 to about 1919.

That, at least, was the time
when Cubism was a revolu-
tionary movement in art — a
movement in the vanguard of
culture.

The Marxist critic -John
Berger, one of the most illumin-
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Solidarity.
Available(at
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20p post)
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28 Middle

Lane,
‘London

N8.

Fine
ence“Weich
 

ating writers on Cubism, has
argued that, though Cubists like
Braque continued painting in
the style after 1920, it had by
then become a_ conservative
form. Cubismwasrevolutionary
for only a brief moment of
history.

Beautiful

The beautifully compiled
exhibition,Essential Cubism, at
theTate Gallery pulls togethera
wonderfully large collection of
paintings from that revolution-
ary movement.

How revolutionary was it?
Some idea of that can be given
by theway even today — three-
quarters of a century after they
were painted — many of these
paintings, though very familiar,
lock extremelymodern.

How much more modern they
must have seemed in 1907! This
exhibitionis designed in such a
way that you can get some idea
of what that initial impact must
have been.

The first picture you see is a
landscape by Braque which
looks almost exactly like the
paintings which the great land-
scape painter Paul Cezanne was
doing at the sametime. It is as
if theseedlingof cubismin these
landscapes was transplanted
from Cezanne to Braque.

Very shortly you can see,
since the pictures are presented
in roughly chronological order,how the seedling developed in
an explosion of growth in the
fertile imagination of Picasso,
Braqueandtheirfriends.

Juan Gris expressed the
natureof therevolutionwroughtby the Cubists as ‘‘simplya new
wayof representing the world’’.
Picasso, in apparent contrast to
this,said that ‘Cubismhas keptitself within the limitations of
painting,never pretendingto gobeyondit.

These statements express two
sides of Cubism. It was about
theworld in thesense thatnone
of the Cubist paintings areabstract, however much they

maylookit at first sight. They
are all paintings of somethingin
theworld.

Juan Gris’s picture of his
mothermight not be acceptable
to thestate authoritiesas a pass-
port likeness,butit is stilla pic-
ture of his motherand not just a
design.

But the Cubists were not so
revolutionary in their choice of
subject matter even thoughthey
chose to paint everyday objects
ratherthan exotic or sophistica-
ted ones — more gin bottes and
daily newspapers than bowls of
flowers or elegant people and
buildingsand views.

They were more revolutionary
in their choice of materials —

especially the collages made of
wallpaper and newspapers. In
this, -John Berger observes“they challenged the wholebores concept of art asprecious, valuableandtoneerizedlikejewellery.’’

But Cubism’s real revolution
was in how it depicted these

’ things. Its ‘‘new way’’ consist-
ed in finding an answer to the
contradiction between the four-
dimensional nature of reality
and the two dimensional ‘‘pri-
son”’ of painting which hitherto
seemed. forced to restrict its ©

depiction of reality to a single
vantage point and a single
instantof time.

Cubism, by shattering its
objects, was a way of viewing
them simultaneously from
different vantage points — or
showing how their appearancechanged duringa period of time.
It was in Berger's words ‘‘the
most complex view of reality
ever attempted in the visual
arts.’

The object of a Cubist paint-
ing is integrated and whole in
themindof theartist. But in the
two dimensional painting it has
beenfragmented,almost dissec-
ted, to reveal its interconnected -

many-sidednature.
These fragmented images can

thenbereintegrated in themind
ofthebeholderofthepainting.

One of the things which
makes these Cubist paintings

. gether

exciting to look at is that a crea-
tive effort is.clearly required of
theviewer.

John Berger has written that
‘Before Cezanne, every paint-
ing was to some extent like a-
view seen through a window.
Courbet had tried to open the
windowand climb out. Cezanne
broke the glass. The room
became part of the landscape,
the viewer part of the view.”’
(Success and Failureof Picasso,
p. 55).

Unfortunately if you wanted
to become part of the view in
this exhibitionto the extent of
buyingthecatalogue you would
have to pay the outrageous sum
of £10.

:For 40p you can buyafairly
informativeTate Gallery booklet
called ‘‘What is Cubism?’’.
This, however, is an example of
the ‘tendency condemned by
John Berger to see Cubists
entirely in the context of art
history, thereby losing their

significance
Berger’s own writing on

Cubismis scandalouslynot even
mentioned in the pamphlet’s
bibliography. For that reason it
is worth endingthis review with
a lengthy quotation from John
Berger’s own evaluation of the
historical icance of
Cubism: :“Usually it is explained.
purely in terms of art history.
By so-called Marxist critics in
Moscow it is condemned to-

with Expressionism,
Dadaism and Surrealism, as
modernist and decadent. To
do this is ludicrously unhis-
torical.

:‘Dadaism and Surrealism
were the result of the 1914 war.
Cubism was -only possible
because such a war had not yet

  
been imagined.

‘‘As a group the Cubists were
the last optimists in Western
art, and by the same token their
work still represents the most
developed way of seeing yet
achieved. ‘It is to Cubism that
the next serious innovators are
boundto return.

“Today the magnitude of the
Cubists’ achievement is un-
appreciated in theWest because
of our overpowering sense of
insecurity and

:

(Their paintings fetch high
prices — but as treasures from
anotherworld). .

“Tt is unappreciated in the
Soviet Union use there the
official view of the visual arts is
still that of the nineteenth
century. When eventually the
full Cubist achievement is
appreciated, it will not- be
possible to explain it in terme

of
of

personal genius alone.
comparison with the catty
Renaissancewillagain apply.

“The Cubists were
wore

af a point
of startling coincidence. They
inherited from nineteenth
century art the revolutionary
promise of dialectical material-
sim. They sensed at the turn
of this century the promise of
the new means of production
with all its world implications.
They expressed their conse-
quent enthusiasmfor the future
in terms which are justified by
modern science. _

.“Andtheydid this in the one
.decadein recent history when it

_

was possible to possess such
enthusiasm and yet ignore,without deliberate evasion, the
politicalcomplexitiesand terrors
involved. Theypainted thegood
omensof themodern world”’.
(Success and Failureof Picasso,
pp. 70-71).

Dissecting theobject to
reveal many-sided nature
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Paid ads 5p per word, £4
per columninch. Send copy
to Socialist Organiser, 28
Middle Lane, London N8,
to arriveby Saturday for
inclusionin the following
week’s paper.
SOUTHLondon CND/ab-
ourmovementconference
originallyscheduled for
May21 — postponedbe-
causeof general election.
BROADWATERFour De-
fence Campaign/Newham
8 NorthLondon Support
Group/HaringeyImmigra-
tion and NationalityAction
Group:‘Resistance to
racismsocial’, 8pm to mid-
night Friday May 20 at
Haringey Community Cen-
tre, Brabant Road, N22.Tickets £2, unwaged £1.

Labour CND Westinaug-
ural meeting. Sunday June
26, 2.30pm, TauntonCLP

Whereto find Socialist Organiser
¢ SCOTLAND
Glasgow. For details of ©

meetings contact papersel-
lers or Stan Crooke, 114 |

Dixon Avenue, Glasgow
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)
and the First of May book-
shop, CandlemakerRow.

© NORTH-WEST

Rochdale. Meets second
Mondayof the month, 7.30
Castle Inn.

Manchester. Public meet-
ing, Thursday May 26, 7.30
at the Millstone pub, Tho-
masSt,off Tib St. ‘Kick out
theTories — for a new Lab-
our government’. Speaker
Jim Denham.SO is sold at
Grass Roots Books, Newton
St, Piccadilly. Contact:
273 6654. :

Stockport. Contact c/o 38
Broadhurst St. Meetings
every Sunday, -7.30pm:
phone 429 6359 for details.
SO is sold at Stockport
market every Saturday, 11
to 12.30.

Wirral. Contact Colin John-
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 meeting rooms, 24 East
Reach, Taunton.LP mem-
bers only.
CONFERENCEofSocialist
Economists conference
1983: The World Economy
in Crisis. July 9 to 11in
Sheffield. Details from 25
Horsell Rd, London.N5.
‘POPULARPlanningfor
Social Need’: conference
‘to develop a democratic
AlternativeEconomicStrat-
egy’. Saturday May21,
llam-5pm,CountyHall,
London SE1. £2.50, £1 un-
waged. Organised by
CAITS.
NEWHAM8 Defence Cam-
paign. Detailsofactivities,
speakers and modelresolu-
tions from PO Box 273,
Forest Gate, London E7.

DEMONSTRATI
ainst thePolice Bill:Sun-
day May22, assemblell

stone, 1 Wellington Rd,
Wallasey.
Liverpool. Contact 733
6663. SO is sold at Progres-
sive Books, Berry St, and at
News from Nowhere,
Whitechapel.
Hyndburn. Contact Accr-
ington 395753. Meetings
weekly. — see SO sellers
for details. SO is sold at
Broadway,Accrington, Sat-
urdays 11.30 to lpm.
Stoke. ContactPaulBarn-
ett, 151 Broadway, Meir,
Stoke-on-Trent(328198).

¢ YORKSHIREAND
NORTH-EAST
Huddersfield. Contact Alan
Brooke, 59 Magdale, Hon-

Jey, Huddersfield HD7 2LX
Durham.SOis sold at the
Community Co-op, New
Elvet.
Leeds. Contact Garth
Frankland, 623322. SO is
sold at Books and Corner
Books, WoodhouseLane.
Bradford. Contact Barry
Turner, 636994. SO is sold
at the Starry Plough book-
shop.
Sheffield. Meets every oth-

-er Wednesday, 7.30pm at
the Brown Cow, The Wick-
er. SO is sold outside
Boots, Fargate (Saturday
12 to 1) and the Indepen-
dent Bookshop, Glossop
Rd. Contact: Rob, 589307.
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- sellers. Childcareavailable. 
am at Brockwell Park,Brix-
ton, and march to Hyde
Park. Called by National
Campaign against the
Police Bill.
““VOICE OF
SOLIDARNOSC”’
£8 for 6
monthsto Solidar-
nosc Information
Office, 314-320
Grays Inn Road,
London WC1X 8DP
(01-837 9464).
GREATERManchester

ie :

CNDtrade union confer-
:

TM

ence. Speakers Ron Todd
(T&G),Les Huckfield MP,
Greenham Commonspeak-
er. Afternoonworkshops.
Saturday May 28, Town
Hall, Manchester. Further
details: 061 682 9334.

THOUSANDS of NALGO
“members will be striking
against the bomb on May 24.

NALGO is one of the
main unions to have pledged
support for the Women’s
Day of Action for Peace.

Largely thanks to the
efforts of the union’s wo-
men’s organiser, Tess
Woodcraft, and its equal op-
portunities committee, a
mass publicity campaign of
posters, stickers and leaflets
has been launched.

Despite a request from
the equal opportunities
committee for industrial ac-
tion on May 24to be author-
ised, the national emergency

 

RICHMONDLPYSpublic
meeting. TuesdayMay 24,
8pm,at Starr House, 57
Church Road, Richmond,
Surrey. ‘Socialismand
Peace’: speakersTariq
Ali, KeithVaz (Labour
PPC), Chris Hickey,and a
woman from Greenham
Common.

the dole office most morn-
ings, and at the Univers-
ity on Fridaymornings.

Hull. Meets every Wednes-
day, 8pm: details from SO

SO is sold at the Prospect
Centre (Saturday 11 to 12).
Halifax. Contact 52156. SO
is sold at Halifax Whole-
food, Gibbet St, and at
Tower Books, Hebden
Bridge.
York. Contact 796027. SO is
sold at Coney St on Satur-
day mornings, at the Com-
munity Bookshop, outside

* WALES
Cardiff. Contact 492988.
* MIDLANDS

Birmingham. Meets alter-
nate Fridays, 7.30pm, the
Hen.and Chickens, Consti-
tution Hill. Next meeting
Friday May 20. SO is sold
at the Other Bookshop,

Where we stand
* Organise the left to beat back the, Tories’ attacks! No to
attacks on union rights; defend the picket-line; no state
interference in our unions! No to any wage curbs. Labour
must support ail struggles for better living standards and
conditions.
* Wage rises should at the very least keep up with price
increases. For a price index -calculated by .working class
organisations, as the basis for clauses in all wage agreements
to provide automaticmonthly rises in line with the true cost
of living for the working class. The same inflation-proofing
should apply to state benefits,grants and pensions.
* Fight for improvements in the social services, and against
cuts. Protection for those services against inflationby auto-
matic inflation-proofingof expenditure. For occupations and
supporting strike action to defend jobs andservices.
* End unemployment. Cut hours, not jobs. Fight for a 35
hour week and an end to overtime. Demand work-sharing
without loss of pay. Organise the unemployed — campaign
for a programmeof useful public works to create new jobs
for the unemployed.

 
“* Defendall jobs!. Open the books of those firmsthatthreat-
en closure or redundancies, along with those of their suppl-
iers and bankers, to elected trade union committees. For
occupation and blacking action to halt the closures. For
nationalisation without compensation under workers’
management.
* Make the bosses pay, not the working class. Millions for
hospitals, not a penny for ‘defence’! Nationalise the banks
and financial institutions, without compensation. End the
interest burden on councilhousing and otherpublic services.
* Freeze rentsandrates.

:

* Scrap all immigration controls. Race is not a problem;
racism is. The labour movement must mobiliseto drive the
fascists off the streets. Purge racists from positions in the
labour movement. Organise full support for black self-
defence. Build workers’ defence squads.
* The capitalist police are an enemy for the working class.
Support all demands to weaken them as a bosses’ striking
force: dissolution of special squads (SPG, Special Branch,
MI5,-etc.), public accountability,etc.*Free abortion on demand. Women’s equal right to work and
full equality for women, Defend and extend free state
nursery and childcareprovision.
* Against atts zks on gays by thestate: abolishall laws which

discriminate against lesbiansand gay men;for the right of the
gay community to organise and affirm their standphblicly.
* The Irish people — as.a whole — should have theright to
determine their own future. Get the British troops out now!
Repeal the Prevention of Terrorism Act. Political status for
Irish Republican prisoners as a matter of urgency.
* The black working people of South Africashould get full
support from the British labour movement for their strikes,
struggles and armed combat against the white supremacist
regime. South Africangoods and services should be blacked.
* It is essential] to achievethe fullest democracyin the labour
movement. Automatic reselection of MPs during each parlia-
mentandtheelection by annual conference of party leaders.
Annual election of all trade union officials, who should be
paid the average for the trade.
* The chaos, waste, human suffering and misery of capitalism
now — in Britain and throughout the world — show the
urgent need to establish rational, democratic, human control
over the economy, to make the decisive sectors of industry
social property, under workers’ control. The strength of the
Jabour movementlies in the rank and file. Our perspective
must be working class action to raze the capitalist system
down to its foundations, and to put a working class socialist
altermatwe m its piace — rather than having our represent-
atiwes run the system and waiting for crumbs from thetables
of the bankers and the bosses.

\

 

 
committee agreed only to
consider applications from
individual branches. So far
26 NALGO branches have.
made requests to. take indus-
trial action.

This support must be de-
veloped into ongoing action
in. support of the women's
peace movement and the
fight for nuclear disarma-
ment.

HULL NALGOlocal govern-
ment branch has agreed to
ask the national executive
for permission to take strike
action on May 24.

A Jocal NUT branch has
agreed to circularise schools

-DigbethHigh Street.
‘Coventry. Contact Keith
White, 75623. SO is sold at
the Wedge Co-op, High St.
Meets on first and last
Thursday of the month,
7.30 at the ‘Queen’, Prim-
rose HillSt, Hillfields.
Leicester. Contact Phil,
857908. SO is sold at Black-
thorneBooks, High St.

Northampton. Meets every
other Monday. Next meet-
ing May 16. Details: con-
tact 713606.
Nottingham. Meets every
Friday, 7.30pm at the Inter-
national Community Cen-
tre, 61b Mansfield Rd. SO
is sold outside the Victoria
Centre (Saturday 11 to 1)

,and at theMushroom Book-
“shop, HeathcoteSt.

ee
* SOUTH
Oxford. SO is sold at the
Cornmarket(Saturday 11 to
1) and outside Tesco,
Cowley Rd, Friday 5 to 7.
Also at EOA Books, Cowley
Rd.

Basingstoke. Meets every
other Tuesday, 7.30 at
Chute House.
 

be a supporter.

 
Become a supporter of the Socialist
Organiser Alliance — groups are estab-
lished in most large towns. It costs
£1.50 a month (20p -- unwaged) to

| want to becomea Socialist Organiser
supporter/want more information.

Send to Socialist Organiser, 28 Middle
Lane, London N8 8PL.

with leaflets,and other acti-
vities are taking place at
school fevel.

Action on the day will
start at 9am,. with women
placing flowers on the local
Cenotaph and - reading.
poems.

Then there will be a pic-
nic in Queen’s Gardens at
12.30pm. There will be
street theatre, balloons,
badges, songs, and fun.

Wewill be walking to the
Gildhall at 2.30 to present
Our peace requests to the
leader of the city council —

for: more publicity to be

- by

  

 

 
  
  
    
  
    
  
  
  
  
    
  
     

given to the fact that Hull is
a Nuclear Free Zone; asking
the council to refuse to co-
operate with government
civil defence exercises, and
refuse to give tenders to
firms involved in construc-
tion workonbases preparing

..to house nuclear missiles,etc.

The events on May 24 in
Hull are being co-ordinated

the Hull Women for
Peace. Contact numbersare
445263, 43380, and 446-
893. We hope many women
and children will join us and
menwill support us.

Socialist Organiser is not just a paper.
We fight to organise workefs in the
struggle for a new leadership in the
labour movement. If you agree with
what we have to say, you can help.

* LONDON
North-West London. Read-.
ers’ meetings.first Sunday
of month. Phone Mick,
624 1931, for details. SO is
sold at KilburnBooks.

Hackney. Contact Andrew
Hornung, 28 Carlton Man-
sions, Holmleigh Rd, N16.

Haringey. Contact 802 0771
or 348 5941. Meets every
other Thursday, 7.30,
Trade Union Centre, Bra-
bant Road.

Hounslow. Next meeting
Sunday May .22, John
O’Mahony on_‘Socialist
Organiser and organising
the left’. ‘For venue see
SO sellers. SO is sold out-
side All Saints Church,
Hounslow High St, Satur-

"day 10.30am to 12.

Islington. Next meeting
Sunday May 29, 6pm to
7.30 at Caxton House, St
John’s Way:_business
meeting. For childcare
phoneNik, 278 1341.

Southwark/Lambethmeets
every othér Wednesday at ~

Lansbury House, 41 Cam-berwell Grove, SE5. Busi-
ess meeting 7.30pm,.open

forum discussion 8.30pm.

Tower Hamlets. Meets fort-
nightly on Fridays, 6,30
to 8.30pm. Contact 377
1328 for details.

SO is sold at the following
London bookshops: Col-
letts, Central Books, The
Other Bookshop, Book-
marks, Bookplace (Peck-
ham Rd, SE15), Kilburn
Books, and Reading Mat-
ters (Wood Green Shopping
Centre).
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| LCI?

MARTIN Collins’ letter on the
Labour Committee on Ireland
(LCI) AGM (SO; last week) is
bothwildlymisleadingand blurs
overthereal issues at stake.

_Firstly he claims that such
ideas as affiliation to Socialists
for a Labour Victory, opposition
to the witch-hunt and continued
recognition of expelled mem-
bers,work in the unions and a
model resolution on the Assem-
bly for this year’s Labour Party
conference, were Socialist Ac-
tion initiatives.

In fact, all of these points
were. generally uncontentious
within the LCI. They were sup-
ported, and in somecasesintro-
ducedinto theLCI,by SO.

Asfor work in the unions, two
sets of proposals, were put to
the AGMin April:one in Mart-

. in’s name,and one in mine and
those of two other SO support-
ers. With the exception of the
idea of a trade union delegation
to the Six Counties (which I sup-
port) the practical conclusions
wereidentical.

.

No‘‘SOideas about establish-
ing a front organisation in the
unions’’ were put to this AGM.
Last year SO supporters put a
proposal for an LCI+type organi-
sation for the unions to get
round theproblemthat (for good
political reasons) only Labour
Party membersare able to join
theLCI.

Whatthenwasall the fuss ab-
_

out? There was a major argu-
|

ment about the LCI’s publica-
tions, which was based on a maj-
or difference of assessment. of
the stage of development and
potential of the Irish solidarity
movementin Britain today.

Martin andotherSocialist Ac-
tion supporters put forward a

  
WwW Mass vanguar in

tion) for a regular bi-monthly
28/32 page discussion journal,
less closely linked to the LCI
than the present ‘Labour and
Ireland’. The political justifica-
tion for thiswas thatthe election
-of Sinn Fein Assemblymembers
and the publicity given to Ken
Livingstone’s visit to Belfast
had drastically changedthesit-
uation the LCI faces, and pre-sented us with a potential mass
audience.

Never mind that the LCI’s
resources are small and stretch-
ed to the limit; never mind that
active interest in Ireland in the
Labour Party is at a far lower
level than in 1981; never mind
that the solidarity movement
(particularly the Troops Out
Movement)has been intoxicated
for years withthe illusionthatat

 Writeback

Sendletters to Socialist Organiser,
28 Middle Lane, London N8. No
longer than 400 words,please:.
longerletters are liable to be cut.

|

e making?An opinion Pp
the result that thePope andKen Livingstoneare the two people most admired by Londoners.

’ proposal (whichhe doesn’t men- somepoint a mass movementfor
withdrawal can be conjured out
of nothing. No, instead the LCI
was invited to gamble all on
Socialist Action’s leap in the
darkbased on wishful thinking.

As evidenceon thismass aud-
ience, we were treated to vaguegeneralisations and Martin
quoting a radio poll in which
Londoners. had placed Ken Liv-
ingstone second to the Pope as
the person they most admired.
Maybeas a result the Catholic
Herald has doubled its print
run!

,

Martin’s letter passesoverall
this and implies that here the
LCI. followed Socialist Action,
rather than the pessimists of
Socialist Organiser. In fact
SA’s proposals were overwhelm-
ingly rejected by the AGM in >

favour of more modest andreal-
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Permanent Revolution
is not relevant

Dear Comrades,
Most of those who have

written in over the past few
monthsto take issue with John
O’Mahony’s views on Ireland
are clearly people with no-
great knowledgeofIrish society,
Irish history or of the basic
positions: of communism —

Peter Flack(SO Feb 10) being a
classiccase in point.

One might, however, have
expected better from Rayner
Lysaght. But when you cut away 
istic proposals, for a 16 page
bulletin appearing at least
quarterly,put by myself and two
non-SO comrades, and support-
ed by SO.

These proposals were argued
for on the basis that, though it
has becomeeasierto discussIre-
land in the Labour Party, and
there are more sympathetic
people, the LCI is still a long
way from having the impact
needed within the Party to ser-
iouslychallengethehalf-hearted
measures adopted as official
policy.

If Martin’s letter had been a
less factional account of what
happened, we might at least
have heard some of this. Read-
ers may be better able to judge
whois zanier by a full account of
the facts. BRUCE ROBINSON,

Islington.

the U Sec gobbledegook, all
comrade Lysaghthasto sayis:
1. All attempts to conciliatethe
Protestant community (e.g.
through Federalism) are futile
until after the creation of a 32
county state.
2. To even attempt to foster
unity betweenthe Catholicsand
those who ‘oppose imperialism
...

if at all, from the right’ (i.e.
the protestants) inevitably
leads-to rightist deviations and
capitulation to British imperial-
sim ala BICO, SFWP,‘Militant’
and

...
Dr. Conor Cruise OQ’-

Brien!
3.-BICO, SFWP, ‘Militant’,
the Cruiser and John O’Mahony
all share oneoriginal sin: they
‘all deny Permanent Revolu-
tion’svalidityin Ireland’.

I get the impression that
comrade Lysaght objects to talk
of workers’ unity in the existing
Irish context essentiallybecause
it sounds like the sort of thing
‘Militant’ uses as a cover for
their scab position on the
national struggle. That’s
certainly the reaction of many
comrades in England, anyway.
But what a tragedyit would beif
we wereto discard such a funda-
mental communist slogan
simply because renegades like
‘Militant’have misusedit!

_

Paradox

Does comrade Lysaght be-
lievethata united Ireland can be
achievedby militarilydefeating *

and physically crushing the
protestants? Does he advocate -

such a strategy for the creation
of a united Ireland? I cannot
believe that he does, but that
seems to be the only logical
conclusiononce you've ruled out
conciliating the protestants —

and (paradoxically) it also con-
signs thegoal of a united Ireland
to the dim and distant future
when the forces of ‘Permanent
Revolution’ have had their
way!

The comrade’s confusion
seems to me to stem from a
misconception he shares with
manysocialistson the mainland,
whoin their (correct) eagerness
to solidarise with the nationalist
cause, end up forgetting the

ABCs of working class pobmcs
and lapsing into petty
nationalism. In fact, there neec
be® no contradiction between
being ‘an anti-imperialstsupporting the Irish national
democratic struggle’, anc
advocating measures to concil-
ate the Protestant working class
(and, really, whether or not any
Protestant worker is botherec

- about Federalism is a rather
cheap way of dismissing the
orientation that O’Mahonr
advocates). The only people
who see any contradiction are
those who have given up anr
independent working class view
of the situation and optec
instead for Catholic nationakem
plus ‘Trotskyist’rhetoric.

Finally, although I don’
intend to go into the whole
business of Permanent Revoln-
tion and Ireland, two points
must be made. For a star.
‘Militant’ do not ‘deny Perman-
ent Revolution’s validiy to
Ireland’. In fact they proclaim
the applicability of this theory
to Ireland very loudly and wih
monotonous regularity — and
I’m surprised comrade Lysaght
is not aware of this. So much for
the idea that allegiance to this
particular view of the Irish
struggle guarantees intransi-
gentanti-imperialism...

Although comrade Lysaght
clearly sees ‘Permanent Revo-
lution’ as some kind of on-
going process, complete with
‘vanguards’, ‘rearguards’ and
‘the centre’ (??), I would still
ask him — along with all those
who proclaim the relevance of
this theory to Ireland — where
are the ‘peasant masses’, and
whereis the unresolved ‘agrari-
an question’? As far as I can
see, to try to apply Trotsky’s
theory (of central importance in
backward, non-industrial
societies) to an advanced,
industrialised country with a
numerically dominant proletar-
iat and a developed: labour
movement, is at best mislead-
ing, and at worst to use Trot-
sky’s theory as a cover for
seeking an alliance with the
nationalbourgeoisie.Yours,

JimDenham
 

by Sean Matgamna
AND STILL they have not’
sued! .

The WRP andtheirsuer-in-
chief, Ms V. Redgrave, have
still not acted to wipe off the
public record their implied
admission that the WRP is
subsidised by the Libyan
bourgeois government.

They have still not dared sue
me for saying and repeating that
all the political and circumstantial
evidence indicates that they are
pensioners of the erratic Islamic
despot Col. Gaddafi. Nor have
they sued me for saying and
repeating that at the time, four
years ago, when Newsline endors-
ed, justified, and defended the
shooting of members of the Iraqi
Communist Party, there were
similar indications that the WRP
was receiving money from the
vicious Hussein regime that shot
them.

As regular SO readers will
know, this is not because of a
principled reluctance to invoke
the courts against a labour move-
mentorganisation. The WRP have
steadfastly refused our call for a
labour movement inquiry, and

through Ms Redgrave they have
involved Socialist|Organiser
(through John Bloxam and my-
self) in a costly law suit for,
among other things, comparing
them to a quasi-religious sect. If
they do not sue me now,it is be-
cause they do not dare.

It is because they know what I _

say to be true and indefensible.
Now even those who have so

far been inclined to give theWRP
the benefit of the doubt have no
good reason left for doing so. The
WRP’sinabilityto sueis itself the
final clinching piece of circum-
stantial evidence: itis an admis-
sion of guilt. .

They don’t dare act to try to
wipe out this implied admission.
Instead they continue to try to
bury it. For the last two months
they have waged their biggest and
most energetic campaign in the
labour movement these many
years. It is quite a skilled cam-
paign of its — Stalinist — kind.
They denounce the BBC’s ‘witch
hunt’ (the BBC ‘Money Program-
me’ said they were subsidised by
Libya)— they do not answer the
charge. Their message is: ‘The
BBCsaysit, so it Can’t be true’.

Such is the hostility to the
media in the labour movement
that it protects those whose basic
‘case’ this is. But it is both illogi-
cal andirrational.

 

We have no- other source for
most of our information about
the world than the serious bour-
geois media — no more than did
Marx and Engels for all their lives
or Lenin and Trotsky for most of
theirs. It is necessary to read and
view critically and with due
regard to bias. But to say you
don’t believe anything the media
says would be to say you know
virtually nothing about the world
you live in! There is no indepen-
dent working class world-wide in-
formation network, and the Stal-
inist media are qualitatively worse
than theliberalbourgeois media.

The cry of ‘bourgeois lies’ has
always helped the Stalinists hide
the horrors of their regimes from
the labour movement.

50 years after’ it happened,
one could still find Maoists ob-
sessed with the fact that Trotsky
contributed an article to the Daily
Express in 1929! It is necessary to
know how to separate the essen-
tial from secondary or even trivial
considerations.

The WRP have also skilfully
used the Stalinist technique of the
‘amalgam’. Socialist Organiscr,
which has long said what the BBC
said about. the WRP and Libya,
did not denounce the BBC as
‘witch-hunters’ for saying what
we say and believe to be truce —

for that would be to say cither

that we ourselves were ‘witch-
hunters’, or else that the anti
working class BBC saying it made
it untrue or irrelevant that a sect
claiming to be part of the labour
movement may be a bought and
paid for stooge of one or more
bourgeois states.

The WRPcover their guilt and
deflect attention from the issue
by denouncing the latest accuser

_— the BBC — and in the same
operation try to cover Socialist
Organiser iri mud.

Arsenic
Now the WRP have put their

articles on the BBC — and Social-
ist Organiser — into a glossy 60p
pamphlet. Its cover is appropriate-
ly green — the colour alike of
Gaddafi and of arsenic poison, the
physical equivalent of the ‘poli-
tics’ that the WRP purveys.It is
called ‘The Money Programme
Exposed’. ‘What it exposes is that
for the WRPSO is thereal target.
The selection of ‘readers’ com-
ments’ is concerned far more with

~ SO than with the BBC.
That’s the nameof the game.
Even if the allegations about

the WRP andLibyafirst appeared
in the Sun, that would beless im-
portant than establishing whether
the allegation is true or not. Do

RPpamphlet:a 60p smokescreen
they get money from Libya?

/

Are
Healy, Banda, Redgrave and Mit-
chell people whose organisation
was being paid by the Iraqi
military dictatorship at the time
they justified thatregime’s butch-
ery of Iraqi CPers? These are the

1YCND | 
i
i
i
i
i
a
I

issues.
Of course, Healy, Banda, Mit-

chell, Redgrave, you could still
try to retract your implied admis-
sion of guilt by suing me. Youdon’t dare.

Sen

i
Manchester, July 2. For details contact YCND, 11 Goodwin 'St, London N4. To join YCND,send £1 to 11 Goodwin St.
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Watershed for
CPSA militants

CPSA conference 1983, held Pe
Penny Barnett
reports on
CPSAconference

last week in Brighton, was a
watershed for the left in the
union. After a year of. an
overwhelming Broad Left
majority on the National Exe-
cutive Committee, theright“
wing ‘Moderate’ group swept
back to power, leaving the
union once again with right
wing leadership and left wing
conference policies.

Despite a clear Broad Left
majority in the conference hall,
affiliation to the National Abort-
ion Campaign, and the constitut-
ional amendment to affiliate t6
CND (which required a two thirds
majority) were lost. These two
defeats, with the election result,
showed the fature of the Broad
Left to organise in the branches
throughouttheyear.

Large Broad Left branches,
such as the DHSS Newcastlecom-
plex, were mandated againstaffil-
iation to NAC after AGMs which
concentrated far more on nomina-
tions for elected positions than. ©

debates on the issues.
Left-talking

That this left-talkingexecutive
had also capitulated to manage-

|

ment over the Birmingham/Ox-
ford staffing dispute, sealed its
fate. The right wing mobilised in
force.

Even in the conference itself,
the only serious atiempt to
organise the left and orientate to
the rank and filewas made by the
Socialist Caucus within the Broad
Left (which includes SO support-
ers). A fringe meeting organised
by the Socialist Caucus attracted
a numberof activists who rejected
Militant’s programmatic block-
buster approach to the conference>
but wished to distance themselves

PHOTO:
JOHN
HARRIS
  

Kevin Roddy
from the ‘Labour Left’ approach.

The conference itself, chaired
by the ‘Militant’ outgoing. presi-
dent Kevin Roddy, was conduct-
ed, for the first. time in four years,
in an orderly and_dignified
manner. A wide range of bread
and butter issues on pay and con-ditions were debated. But when
conference moved onto the key
political issues,it became obvious
that Roddy. intended the debate
to be between Militant and the
tight wing. The rest of the organ-
ised left was squeezed out.

This was most glaringly ob-
vious in the debate on the propos-
ed merger with the managementunion SCPS, where noleft opposi-
tion speakers were called, despite
the fact thatmuch of the non-Mil-
itant left opposes a merger.

WhyBroad Left
IN ITS final bulletin to CPSA
conference on. Friday 13th, the
Militant tendency declared that
‘conference this week has
carried many important policies
on behalf of members’ —

‘against low pay,for a 35 hour
working week, the defence of
jobs in opposition to privatisa-
tion and the defence of the
NHS’

Great week
It concluded by saying thatit

had been a ‘great week for the
rank andfileand for Militant’.

Thereality is different. :

The ‘victories’ claimed by
Militant were in fact no more
than repetitions of last year’s
conference policies not yet
implemented.

Why has the biggest Broad
Left in the trade union move-
ment suffered such a major
setback? The answer lies not
only withtheBroadLeft domina-
:ed ‘NEC andits inept handling

by Ian Leedham
MemberCPSANationalBroad

Left Steering CommitteeBroad Left candidate for NEC

of disputes such as ihe Oxford
and Birmingham DHSSstrike,
but also withtheorganisation of

- the Broad Left itself and the
attitudes that some comrades
have about the purpose of the
Broad Left.

The Broad Left this year has
been seen as nothingmore than
an election machine. It has not
inspired members into action.
Whatwe need to do nowis take
a cold clear look at the organisa-
tion and learn byour mistakes.

Our first major sin this year
was complacency — many
comrades did not believe that
such a large Broad Left majority
on the NEC could be overturned
in one year, and there wasstill
a belief that the election of a.Ueeee

= AGAINST THE !
WITCH-HUNT! :

Join LABOUR AGAINST THE WITCHHUNT
Membershipopen to Constituency Labour
Parties, trade union organisations,

Party affiliates,and individualsp2bour
Fee. CLPs and unions £10, wards £5, indivi-
duals and other organisations £3. Write to-
LAW, 11 Wilderton Road, London N16.
ee

i major Left block.

Again, the debate on the Ox-
ford and Birmingham sell-out was”
smartly curtailed, AHhough Mili-
tant supporters were. lined up to

_.votefor the censure on the execu-
tive, no analysis of the dispute or
reference to Militant’s dubious
role in it was wanted. This bodes
ill for the strikers in Liverpool
DHSS, again fighting staff cuts,
and at Hackney DE and DHSS,
locked out after protesting at over
crowding.

The fight in the CPSA on
women’s issues is only just begin-
ning. Although the setting up of a
women’s rights committee by the
Broad Left NEC, and minorsteps
taken to increase representation
on it, are advances, Militant lined
up with the right wing to block
attempts to introduce women-
only schools into theunion’s edu-
cation programme and to bar any
mention of positive discrimina-
tion or separate organisation.

Yet the need for these steps
was graphically illustrated within
the conferenceitself. In a union
which is three-quarters women,
on an average day 68 male speak-
ers were called and only 18 wom-
en. In some debates no womenat
all were called, although there
were (a-few) womenon their feet.

Broad Left attempts to coop-
erate with the Civil Service Wom-
en’s Rights Group seemed doom-
ed to failure after they forgot to

_book a room for a creche at the
Broad Left/women’s rights meet-
ing. In a union so dominated by
women, and in which so few are
active, taking up women’s prob-
lems and drawing them into the
activities of the union has to bea
major perspective for the left. It
arises directly out of the need to
orient the Broad Left towards
rank and file — instead of allow-
ing the current factional heat to
force moves to turn the Broad
Left into nothing more than a
delegate meeting which draws up

. an annualelectionslate.

failed
Broad Left ran NEC would mean
all of our policies would be
implemented from the top.
When it became evident that
this was not going to happen
the rank and file membership
becamedisillusioned.

Secondly, we were not or-
ganised. The Broad Left
journal ‘Broadside’ only came
out twice in the year — not
becausetheeditor was unwilling
to produce it, but because no
one had written anyarticles for
it. The Broad Left steering
committee met only twice —

there hasn’t been a meeting of
_

local Broad Left convenors for
over a year — thelist is endless.

The most fundamental reason
for the failure was reliance on
resolutions to conference and
the election of Broad Left candi-
dates, rather than the buildingof Broad Left Groups and
campaigning amongst the mem-
bersfor our policies. In thenext
year the Broad Left needs to
re-establish its links with the
rank andfile.

I support the Socialist Caucus
in CPSA, and would obviouslyprefer to see people join that
grouping within the Broad
Left. Nonetheless, the over-Hiding aim of the Broad Left
must be to attract members:B
mus after this can we concern
ourselves with attracting them
to particular factions within the

IN LAST wecek’s report) from
BHCPSA conference, we wrote that

“over 4,000 members were pre-pared to take all out action” on
pay. It should have read “over
$2,000”.

  Jim Cronin(leftforeground),barricadedin ArlingtonHouse as Rowtons movedto evict the strikersLessons
ofhostel
strike

Martin Thomas spoke to Jim
Cronin, TGWU convenor at
Arlington House hostel, and
to other strikers, about their
nine monthstruggle.

They came out onstrike
last September for an increase
on their wages, which ranged
from £26 for 40 hours. Since
then theyhave fought sacking
and eviction from their rooms
in the hostel. Now moves are
underway for the local Lab-
our Council (Camden) to buy
thehostel.
First Jim Cronin explained the
presentsituation.

“The independent valuer is
still-doing his work. We hopehis
report will be ready by May 25.

Then it goes to the three
councils involved [Camden, and
Tower Hamlets and Lambeth,the
two other London boroughs with
hostels for single men belonging
to Rowtons, the owners of Arling-
ton House].

There is
from the three councils and the
GLC, and I thinkRowtons, that
they will respect the report.
Whether Rowtons goes through
with it is another kettle of fish.

|

We're part way through nego-
tiating on wages and conditions
with the UKHousing Trust [who
will take over running the hostel
when Camden Council buysit].
The negotiations are going well.

They’ve undertaken to renov-
ate the place. There’ll also be a
survey done of the residents to
find out what exactly they want.

There’s a lot of guesswork by
different organisations as to what
they want, but no-one has asked
them yet. We don’t want a bunch
of do-gooders telling them what
they want”.

Anotherstriker added:
“They’ll be respected. Before,

if you mentioncd youlived in Arl-
ington House, employers would
not cmploy you, you couldn
even get on doctors’ lists. We
want the residents of Arlington
Housetobe respectedcitizens...”

‘Give them self-respect, and
then they can get respect from
the community. It'll be a good
place to-work”’.

What enabled you to win?
“It’s just a small group that

has stuck together. We got back-
ing from the labour movementin

already agreement »

general — not just the Labour
Party. People have come to see
that the

,
Single homeless are a

problem.”
What have the union officials
beenlike?

“We did have a problem at the
beginning, but after that they’ve
been good. We have a very good
district official — not just as a un-
‘jon official, but a man whocares
about the single homeless’’.

Howdid you get support?
“We went to every meeting

possible in the labour movement
to ask for help. Fortunately for us
about half of us are members of
‘the LabourParty.

The Labour Party has been
very good — supported usall the
way through, especially the Arl-
ington Action Group, in which
Labour Party members from
Chalk Farm are active. They were
mainly behind the union being
formed in Arlington House.

Eventually what happened was
- that one of the staff got badly

beaten up. by a senior member of
Rowtons staff. The idea of the
union was there before, but that
made everyone’s mind up. We had
a stoppage that evening. Then we

‘had 95% union membership from
the start”.

What do you thinka new Labour
government should do about plac-
es like Arlington House, and ab-
out theproblem of low wages and
unionisation in hotels and cater-
ing?

“T think they should purchase
all these places and put them un-
der socially responsible ownership
— the Salvation Army,the lot.
There are a lot of hostels as badly

 
 
   
 
 

i! For an indepen-
1 dentinquiry intoithedeathof Colin
g Roach!
' Roach Family' Support Commit-.,-1 tee, 50 Rectory
i
5 Rd, London N16

run as Rowtons or worse. Some
of them are death traps. The
sooner Jim Marshall’s Bill gets
through, the better. [The Private
Members’ Bill by Labour MP Jim
Marshall seeks to establish checks
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by local authorities over “Housesin Multiple Occupation’} .

I think there should be a mini-
mum wage. The GLC hasa policy
of £100 minimum wage.It should
be a law,notjust policy.

At the momenttheunionsare
not strong enough. There are too
many right wing top officials in
all theunions, not just the T&G.

The unions need a good vic-
tory. They have never won a big
dispute yet in hotels and catering
— only some small ones”.

Isn’t the reason that widespread
blacking is necessary to win these
disputes, and the unions have not
been willingto organise that?

“Yes. That’s right. When a
restaurant goes on strike, there
should be the full power of the
union behind that onelittle strike
— we should blow it up outofall
proportion,if you like.

I thinkthe unions would get a
lot more members that way. You
have to show by example before
people will join’’.
We discussed the problem of
employers in hotels and catering
using immigrant labour to under-
cut the unions.. Australians and
New Zealanders were particularlymentioned, and someof the strik-
ers suggested that the answer was
to keep them out.

Jim Cronin’s view was:
not going to help the unions keep-
ing them out. We should bring
them all into the union. People
say that immigrants take jobs
away from the British — but they
sometimes do what the British
wouldn’t do”. ’

Then the discussion came back to
-
the union leaderships again. The
view was put that “the catering
industry has not got a man in a
top position in the union to look
after it. The men at the top ake
from other trades. They don’t
know about catering. They know
about engineering, or the-motor
industry”.
sometimes, I said, the union lead-.
erships did not do very well in the
motor industry. either. What ab-
out election ofofficials?

Jim Cronin replied: “Yes. If
they were elected every so often,
instead of being stuck there until-
they retire, it would be better.
Then if they’te no good you candump them.”

“It’s -



  
IN A SHARP swing to the
tight, the NUPE conference
has effectively prepared the
way to support a wage con-,
trols deal in the form of a
National Economic  Assess-
ment involving the TUC and
a Labour government.

NUPE’s new ‘left wing” gener-
al secretary Rodney Bickerstaffe
steered through this fundamental
shift in NUPE policy, fromfree
collective bargaining to wage
controls, with many of the skills
of_more experienced general
secretaries.

.

He had nailed his colours to
the mast on the first day of the
conference. “The press will be
waiting to know the NUPE view’
of the National Economic Assess-
ment. Is it an incomespolicyor is
it not an incomes policy? [I will
tell you what NUPEseesit as. It
is an attack on unemploymentin
this society and an attack on the
low pay of our members”’.

The pay policy debate on
Tuesday was a walkover for a well
organised platform. The left was
weak and disorganised, and most
seemed oblivious to the issues in-
volved, although the timing of the
NUPEconferenceclearly made its

.

decision crucial for the immediate
adoption of a new social contract
should a Labour government be
elected on June 9.

Opposition
Composite resolution A, mov-

ed by Socialist Workers’ Party
(SWP) member Alan Walter from
Camden,called for ‘“‘total opposi-
tion to any form of wage rest-
raint, incomes policy, or producti-
vity scheme, whether introduced
by the Tory, SDP, Liberal or Lab-
our -Parties’”. Unfortunately it
went on to make a numberof de-
mands about the conductofa fut-
ure wages struggle, such as. a com-
mon review date and a united
struggle of the public sector. Al-
though correct and important,
these were completely subordin-
ate to the main issue of wage
restraint.

Composite A was counterpos-
ed to an executive statement. on

pay policy which took no posi-
tion either way on wagerestraint,
and a resolution from the Staf-
ford branchcalling for a statutory
incomespolicy.

The major issues involved did

eerieeriniSAVE SOUTH
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Balham at 8.00 p.m.

NUPE turns
sharp right

BillPeters.
reports from:
NUPE _confer-
ence (May 15
to 17)
not come out in the debate. The
mover of Composite A managed
to mention the National Econom-
ic Assessment not at all, and
incomes-policy only briefly.Both
he and the SWPspeakers who fol-
lowed him spent the bulk of their
speeches talking about tactics for
the next pay round.

The Communist Party openly
supported the executive state-
ment (and this was reflected in
the uncritical report in Tuesday’s
Morning Star). Only one delegate,
Anna Lunts from Manchester
NHS, a Socialist Organiser sup-
porter, spoke on the National Ec-
onomic Assessment and called for
specific rejection of it along with
all forms of wage controls.

Bickerstaffe could not have
had an easier ride. In his summing
up Alan Walter failed again to
mention wage controls or the Nat-
ional Economic Assessment.

The platform successfully call-
ed for rejection of both compos-
ite A and the Stafford resolution,
and acceptance of the executive
statement.

This left the conference with
no policy on wage controls except
Bickerstaffe’s unchallenged state-
ment the previous day supporting
the National Economic Assess-
ment — which will be used in the
event of a Labour government to
support a social contract Mark IH.

Although the SWP, which had
_

the biggest group of delegates on
|the left, fell into the trap because

they. regard the struggle within
the Labour Party as irrelevant and
direct themselves ever more to
minimal ‘rank-and-file’-ism, all
this was consistent with the gen-
eral mood of the conference,
which wasnotto take up the Lab-
our Party or a future Labour gov-
ernment, but simply to have an
anti-Tory jamboree.

Conference opened with long
militant speeches ridiculing That-
cher and Thatcherism from assist-
ant general secretary Tom Sawyer
and from Rodney Bickerstaffe,
without a word about why That-
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Rodney Bickerstaffe
cher has been able to impose her
policies so effectively” Labour
Party general secretary Jim Morti-
mer was brought in to make a mil-
itant speech. The overwhelming
mood of the delegates, including
the Labour Left, was to go along
with the unity bandwagon and to
cooperate with the. platform in
order to ‘win the election’.

This could have been challeng-
ed in the wages policy debate if
the implications of what was hap-
pening had been forcefully point-
ed out. The sharpest reflectionof
the mood for sinking differences
was the success of the leadership
in getting the withdrawal of the
motion condemning the witch
hunt in the Labour. Party ih
favour of an anti-Tory statement
by the executive.

Section
The key section of the motion

was as follows: “We urge this
year’s delegation to the Labour
Party conference to vote~ inNational Executive Committeeelections first for those candidates
who support NUPE’s main poli-cies, including opposition to ex-

1
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pulsions from the Labour Party
under the register. We also ask
that our member of the NEC
opposes any expulsions, and sup-
ports the reinstatement of any
member. Conference defends the
traditional right of Party members
to belong to pressure groups with-
in the Party, and considers that
such groups. should no longer be
subject to arbitrary powers of the
Party’s National Executive Com-
mittee”.

The Labour left went along
with the withdrawal of this mot-
ion, as did Militant. Speech after
speech justified the withdrawal
of the-motion. In the words of
one delegate, “We have to drop
this resolution in order to win the
election”.

The daily bulletin of the
NUPEBroad Left, heavily domin-
ated by the Communist Party,
commentedthat thisaction “‘con-
firms the tactical sense of the
comrades in the Labour Party de-
bate in remitting their resolution
in order to avoid what would have
been an acrimoniousdebate in the
election run-up”’.

The unity mood even over-
took the debate on last year’s
eight-month NHSdispute, and the
failure of the NEC to carry out
the all-out strike decision of last.
year’s conference. The platform
spent their time congratulating
themselves on the way they had
led the dispute, and despite some
sharp criticism,got an overwhelm-
ing vote against a resolution
which sought to censure them for
not carrying out last year’s con-
ference decision.

Privatisation
Privatisation was inevitably

an major item on the agenda,since if it is not stopped it will
wipe out not only thousands of
jobs but NUPE as a unionaswell.

Although the resolution called
for joint trade union committeesat local level to organise againstprivatisation and Private contrac-
tors, and pledged “maximum sup-*port to membersfighting contrac-tors”, many delegates pointed out
that a similar tesolution was pass-ed last year and privatisation has
not been seriously challenged by
the union.

The platform had an embarr-
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“We don’t wanta pay policy,not even one cleverly
disguised as an economic assessment”’.

— Manchester delegate Anna Lunts

‘*Bickerstaffe
steered through
a fundamental
changein
NUPEpolicy,
from free collec-
tive bargaining
to wage
controls’’

assing time when one motion in
the debate revealed that NUPE
has bought shares in Grand Metro-
politan, one of the major contrac-
tors involved. The resolution said
the following: “This conferenceis
appalled that NUPE’s funds are
invested in private service com-
panies such as Grand Metropoli-
tan and calls for the immediate
and complete withdrawal of un-
ion investment in any company or
institution that is in any way con-:
nected with the attempted privat-
isation of local authority
services”.

Although the platform immed-
iately pledged to sell the shares,
they actually defended their deci-
sion to buy them onthebasis that
they had been able to make a suc-
cessful intervention into the share
holders’ meeting.

In the course of the debate it
was noted that 50,000 women
have lost theirjobs in the devasta-
tion of the school meals service,

but school meals delegates had toorganise and campaign in the con-ference to get the item discussed.
The conference passed over-

whelmingly a motion calling for
unilateral nuclear disarmament.
but an amendment from Manches-
ter NHS “to secure Britain’s with-
drawal from NATO membership.
which inevitably draws Britain
into the centre of any future con-
flict” was rejected on the advice
of the platform.

Manchester delegate Anna
Lunts said: “NATO is not just a
military alliance. It is a political
alliance developed in the cold war
period. Whilst we are tied to
NATO,Britain is tied to an allian-
ce which is prepared to use nuc-
lear weapons”. The right wing
opposed with the argument that
the Labour Party will be fighting
the election on the basis of conti-
nued membership of NATO. ‘We
should not get unilateral nuclear
disarmament and. NATO mixed
up”. The EC opposed the amend-
ment with the argument that it
was“‘divisive at this time”.

There was a useful debate on
Ireland, around a_ successful
motion, supported by the execu-
tive, to “continue to exert press-
ure for the repeal of the Preven-
tion of Terrorism Act and in part-
icular to highlight the deplorable
use of the Act on NUPE members
and other trade unionists in the
course of their union duties”.

The brevity of the conference
— effectively two days — led
to important issues like women’s
oppression and racism being left
off the agenda. The conference
ended as it began, with calls for
unity around the election and for
a Labourvictory on June 9. Litt-
le, however, had been said as to
what should be done on June 10
or after.

Advertisement
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Special issue on the
struggle in the
unions: also con-
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New pit
closure
ieee

AFTER Lewis Merthyr, the Nat-
ional Coal Board has moved ag-
ainst Cardowan colliery in Scot-
land. But the miners there are
ready to fight.

.The issue has been taken to
national level to delay the closure.
But direct action is also being dis-
cussed. And then the outcome
will depend on the willingness of
Mick McGahey, Arthur Scargill,
and other NUMleadersto fight to
spread the action nationally.

Stuart McCann spoRe to Alex
Hogg of Cardowan NUM. “Speci-
fic action has not totally been
worked out by the branch com-
mittee or the members. But to go
for occupation is more than a
possibility.We willbeprepared to”
resist to themaximum.

Resistance will depend on the
type of support the rest of the

If the men of Cardowan take
positive action in defence of their
jobs, then the responsibility for
the support from other Scottish
miners rests with the area leader-
ship. I believe there is a wind of
change going through the industry
and indeed the nation. The men
now realise that the promises of
a secure long-term future at an-
other colliery are meaningless.

To quote a recent example:
some members were transferred
to Cardowan 15. months ago and
promised a long-term future. The
promise of a long-term future is a
massive con-trick.

We fight now or becomeind-
ustrial gipsies, tramping from area
to area at the whim of the Nat-
ional Coal Board.

Young socialists in the labour
movement must be activelyinvol-
ved in ensuring that their trade
union is not found wanting in any
department to supportany action
the Cardowan miners may take.
Activists in the political wing of
the movement must pressurise
councillors and MPs to makeclear
cut statements of support, and
must ensure that these people are
using their positions to pressurise
the powers thatbe to concede the
justice of our case.

When the Cardowan men take
action, we expect the entire
labour movementwill be prepared
to extend physical and financial
support”,

FUND ALERT
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PEOPLE’SMARCH!

THE PEOPLE’S March for
Jobs was already well under
way when Thatchercalled the
election. The march will con-

verge on London for a mas-
sive rally on June 5 — just
four days beforepolling day.

It ought to be a golden oppor-tunity for the labour movement
to link up the struggle: for jobs

- Communist Party andtheirfellow

with theneed to kick out theTor-
|ies: But the march organisers,

dominated politically by the

8.5.83. Arrived in Ellesmere Port
yesterday from Shotton (Deeside,
Wales). We leave from Birkenhead
from Liverpool this morning,
about a nine mile march. For
second night running had to sleep
on hard floors: At the moment
I’m sitting at the breakfast table
waiting for the beansto arrive.

The CP seemsto be/is domi-
|

nant in both presence and author-
ity. All the marshals and somestewards are CPers. Apart from
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WE'VE had £112 worth of resjonse to last week's appealfor donations, i
including s6me contributions sent specially to help us in the election
period.

£112 is an improvement on the first 2 weeks in May, but it has only
i brought the total to £159.75 — a long way short of our £1,000 target for

May.
Weneed a flood of donations now to boost the May fund.

|

Meanwhile, Coventry SO group has set the pace for fund-raising in
i June. Veteran Social organisers (their last social raised over £75), they‘ve

planned a social to take place immediately after an SO public meeting
on June 17, organised to discuss the way forward after the elections.
Other groups should follow their lead, and make their own plans now,i too. It'll be too late if you wait till after the election. .

Thanks this week to: Dai and Sarah Stephens, £50 to help with work
around the election; a donor in York, who sent £10 to ‘aid the struggle
for a Labourvictory’; for £10 donationsto Cheung Siu Ming, a supporter
in Putney, and Alan Clinton; for £5 donations to Jo Thw; ites, Bob Sug-
den, a supporter in East London and Stephen Corbishley;.andthis week's
contributions from Brent supporters, Christine McKimmie, £1, andMatt i
Hanlon, £1. 0° |

Senddonationsto.
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traveliers in the trade union bur-
eaucracy, have decreed that the
march must ‘non-political’,

The official slogan, ‘Make Full
Employmenta First Priority’, is,
they say, aimedat all parties and
all governments — including the
Tories.

SDP councillors have been in-
‘vited onto the People’s March
platforms. But marchers who have
attempted to raise politics have
been told to shut up and threaten-
ed with expulsion by the march
marshals,

that there is no other large group-ing in our contingent — one WRP,
one non-aligned YS member, us
two SO supporters, two ordinary
Labourpeople, and two Arlington
Housestrikers.

The official slogan is: “This is
the People’s March for Jobs... we
are marching from Wales to Lon-
don... there are 5 million people
unemployed... we call on thisgov-
ernment to make unemployment
its first priority”. When I suggest-
ed that we all start chanting, the
stewards asked what, and

I
said:

“Maggie Maggie Maggie Out Out
Out!”I was told that this was not
an official slogan and that we
should not personalise the issue,
but make a call to all govern-
ments!

Between here and Birkenhead,
“the only sign of life on the march
comes from the supporters who
are chanting anti-Tory, anti-nuc-
lear slogans. There were banners
from the Wirral support march —

Labour Party, Trades Council,Bf CND,and NALGO.
At Birkenhead we heard that

the CP marshals were furious be-
cause one of the speakers at the
rally raised the question of wom-
en and unemployment. I made a
speech of thanks, and then we
were bussed to Liverpool Stud-
ents’ Union. I was looking for-
ward to hearing the Au Pairs, but
they’re not on because apparently ~

-they’ve split up.

9.5.83: Breakfast was good, the
student union accommodation

_the best so far. On the way to the
‘rally, stopped at a picket line at
‘Lady at Lord John’, where the

Our latest information is that
three marchers have been thrown
off for shouting-anti-Tory slogans,
and that another six or seven, in-
cluding a TGWU official, haveleft
the march in sympathy with
them.

The march organisers must not
be allowed to succeed with this
gag law. Militants in each ~area
should bring their Labour Party
banners onto the support marches
and raise anti-Tory slogans. Work-
ers in struggle should be brought
onto the platform at every march
rally,

.

mar
local manageress had been sacked
when she complained about ‘the
area manager’s sexual harassment
of womenstaff.

Arrived at Liverpool Pierhead
for the rally, the largest so far
though the Liverpool people were
saying it was.a poor turneut be-
cause of the weather. Heard
speakers from the council and the
Labour Party, and a vicar. The
size of the march was more than

.

doubled by supporters.
After the lunchbreak the CP

showed themselves for the rats
they are. The chanting was what
really brought things to a head.
The Liverpool contingent, Labour
Party, dockers, etc. all started -

chanting their own slogans like
“Occupy, Organise, Kick the Tor-
ies Out”.

It didn’t take the CP long to
bring their megaphone over to
where we were chanting to try to
drown us out with ‘official’ and
‘non-political’ slogans. After a
while we simply added our slogan
onto the end of the CP’s. This
really wound them up, and one
of the marshals started ranting ab-
out what we’d done in the class
struggle compared to his record.
The replies he got from some of
the Liverpool miliiants soon shut
him up.

We arrived in St Helens (ab-
out 22 miles from Liverpool) and
were received at the town hall.
Here we were. told where we’d be
staying. Me, my mate John and a
CP branch secretary ended upstaying at the very large house of
two Tribunite teachers. For the
first time since the march began
Thada bedtosleep in! ,

In Manchester the organisers
were persuaded to accept a speak-
er from the Greenings dispute. He
spoke strongly about the link be-
‘tween the struggle for jobs and

.
the need to elect a Labour govern-
ment — much to the annoyance
of both the ‘non-political’ CPers
and the sectarians from the SWP .

who also objected to any mention
of the Labour Party!

As the march reaches theMid-
lands and polling day gets closer,
it will be increasinglydifficult for
the organisers to maintain their
grip. Our job must be to organise

maximum support for the march,and to turn it into a workers’
march against theTories and for aLabour victory!

STOP PRESS: TGWUregion 6
committee, Merseyside County
Association of Trades Councils,
Wirral Trades Council, and Liver-
poo! Trades Council,have all con-
demned the three expulsions from
the march, and called for the
march to bepoliticised.

her’s diary
11.5.83: Left Leigh, where we'd
stayed the night before, and set
off for Salford — only about six
or seven miles. As we came into
Salford, we started to chant
slogans that the CP didn’t likeagain. We met up with the main
march about 12 noon, and some
of our chants were taken up by
them,

Someone from the main
march told me that they had tried
to sing as well, but the marshals
had stoppedit.

On the way to the townhall,
we had the best reception so far
from people in the streets. Even
the little kids in an infants school
were singing “Maggie Out”.

 

TORYindustry miniser Norman Lamontlastweekconfirmedthatthegovernment intended to privatise BL ‘‘assoon as possible’.Meanwhile the Labour Research Department has published a
new report on privatisations already concluded. Its findings:speculatorsmake a killing,privatisation Is followed (as well aspreceded)by massivejobcuts, and thesubsequentprofits fill thepocketsof a weaithyfew.

W Oc cccccccccccooccocosoooccencoceooegce

12.5.83: Penniless. We got strand-
ed in a comrade’s flat where we
were staying, and had to call
NALGOto comeand pick us upand take us back to the march.
Some of us organised an ‘opposi-
tion’ meeting of rank and file
marchers where we outlined our
demands. regular meetings, elec-
tion of marshals, stewards to be
allowed into marshals’ meetings.
13.5.83. A marchers’ meeting this
morning. It lasted nearly twohours, and got quite heated, theCP arguing more orless for keep-
ing the march as: a-political aspossible and against anti-Toryslogans. Thinly veiled. threats to
throw us off if we continued to
chant “Maggie Out”. 

 
 

  
 
  


