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ON COURSE
FOR FIVE
MILLION
JOBLESS*
 
EACH Labourvote missing on June. 9 will be a note of consent
for five million unemployed.

The Cambridge Economic Policy Group has forecast 3.7 to
4.2 million registered unemployed by 1988, and over 5 million
by 1993, according to the Observer last Sunday, if present
governmentpoliciescontinue.

The EEC oredicts 3.7 million jobless in Britain in 1988. The
semi-official National Institute of Economic and Social
Research foresees continuing growth of the dole queues. Cam-
bridge Econometrics (which is quite separate from the CEPG,
and uses radically different forecasting methods) reckons that
registered unemploymentwillbe over four million by 1988.

The government’s own economic plans assume an increase of
250,000 in unemployment over 1983. And on March 2 the
official National Economic Development Council votedto post-
pone publicationof a report on the British economy because (in
the words of CBI-president Campbell Fraser) it was-“so gloomy
that people reading it would wantto get the first boat out of
the country”. CBI director-general Terence Beckett agreed that
“publication would not be productive, because there was not a

single item of cheer in it” though “he did not dispute its factual
contents’.

All-these economic forecasts are .essentially nothing more
than sophisticated versions.of the method of looking at a graph
and guessing that it will go on in the future much asit has gone
in the past. But there is every reason to believe the general
picture they paint. :

If the unemployed who don’t bother to register (mainly
married women) and people on government schemes are
included, then unemploymentis already aboutfive million. And
behind the rise in unemploymentis a dramaticdecline of basic
industries — a decline which can only accelerate with a new
Tory term ofoffice.

Cars, steel, coal, rail — these industries, once :central to

 British capitalism, are now being choppedtopieces. If re-elec-
ted, the Tories will privatise BL, probably dividing it into several
companies, junking parts of it, and cutting many more jobs.
They will continue McGregor’s work in British Steel, probably
feeling confident to close Ravenscraig. They will speed up pit
closures. And they will implement in one form or another the
Serpell proposals for a drastic cut in the rail network.

Britain’s top 50 private manufacturing companies now have
44% of their production and 38% of their employment overseas
— and this drive of capital overseas is continuingfast.

‘New industries will emerge to take their place’, the Tories
say. But investment is, and continues, low — especially state
investment, which over the last eight years has fallen from 9.5%
to 5% of national income.

‘It’s all due to the world economy’, they declare. But what
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causes the chaos in the world economy,if not the same blind
rule of profit that the Tories so vocally champion in Britain?

The shifts in the capitalist world division of labour haveleft
Britain’s basic industries crumbling. The Tories’ plan is to push
through this process of demolition as brutally as possible, taking
advantage of it to beat down the working class and transform
Britain into an economy with low wages, vicious speed-up in the
factories, mutilated and crushed trade unions, and minimal
overheads in the way of public services. Then, they reckon,
Britain could see a revival — as a sort-of South Korea of Western
Europe!

A Labour vote on June 9 is

a
first step in fighting back. If we

can get the vote out for a Labourvictory, it will be a demonstra-
tion that the labour movementis not resigned and demoralised,
but onits feet, fighting, and demanding reconstruction in place
of demolition.

Labour is pledged to increase public spending and public
investment, restoring services and restoring jobs. The Labour
leaders must be held to that pledge. ;

However, that’s only the first step. Increased state spending
alone will do no more than dent unemployment; and, faced
with problems of inflation and balance of payments, a new
Labour government led by Foot and Healeyis likely to do what
Mitterrand and Mauroy have donein France, and declare a U-
turn.

A 35 hour week without loss of pay is also Labour policy,
though it is not being featured in the official campaign. Along-
side fighting for a Labourvote,socialists need to be fighting for
this 35 hour week policy, for work-sharingwithoutloss of pay,
for nationalisations to make possible reconstruction of industry
under workers’ control, and for direct action to defend jobs and
win such measures.
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Labour’s
Generals sound
the retreat

THE Times on May 24 reported a comment that goes a long
way to explain Labour’s problemsin thisgeneral.election.

As Jill Craigie went’ on a walkabout with the press Jin
Bermondsey, the first voter she met was Karen Downey; who
asked her: “What are you going to do for the country? They
say Labour's working class, but whoevergets in it’s the rich for
the righ and the poorfor the poor.” :

Ms Downeyhad voted Alliance in the February by-election.
Labour canvassers will have come across the same response

time and again — working class voters with a pretty clear aware-
ness of the basic facts of class inequality,who nevertheless may
abstain or even vote Alliance or Tory because of despair at
Labour's record.

.

Yet many Labour leaders seem set on deepening that despair.
John Silkin last. week said that Labour's policy to cut

defence spending did not mean thatspending would actually be
cut. The percentage of national income taken by defence_would
be reduced — by national income rising. Howall this related to
Labour's pledge to scrap nuclear wéapons, he didn’t explain.

James Callaghan — with Michael Foot silent-beside him on
the platform — told a meeting in Cardiff that Labour's “no wage
controls” pledge meant wage controls. The National Economic
Assessment would include regulation of wages: “| say to the
trade unions if they have any mental reservations on this, they
will not be playing fair by the next Labour government, or by
those who are unemployed.” -

Len Niurray was revealed to have consented ina National
Economic Development Council meeting to the suppression of
an NEDCreport on the economybecauseit was too gloomy!

Dennis Healey has assured voters: that Labour’s policy of
scrapping nuclear weapons acfually means keeping nuclear
weapons, only promising not to use them first. The Labour
manifesto promises no return to the wage-contro! policies of
1975-9 — and Healey has declared that wage controls must be
introduced quicker under a new Labour government.

So while the Tories are campaigning on the basis that Labour
represents the demon of ‘Marxist socialism’, Labour leaders are
busy declaring that all their radical policies really don’t mean
whattheysayat all. :

Labour thus loses out both ways. Its policies are denounced
by the Tories, and instead of defending those policies, the
Labour leaders rush to explain that no offencewas meantreally.
So there’s no fight to convince people of Labour’s radical
policies.

Those who agree with policies like unilateral nuclear disarm-
ament see Labour as unable and unwilling to fight for them.
Those who see these policies as evil and dangerous hear no
counter-argument: instead, the Labour leaders’ frantic effort to
distance themselves from the policies will tend to confirm all
these fears.

What the Labour leaders won't do, local Labour Parties must
do. The Tories have posed the issues starkly: capitalism versus
socialism.

..
,

We have to answer in equally clear terms. We have to con-
vince those voters who despair that if they not only vote Labour
but also join their Labour Party and trade union and fight with-
in them against the leaders who seek only to placate the Estab-
lishment, then society can be changed.
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Membershipof National CND
is £6 (adult), £9 (couple),
£3 (student) and £1 for
YouthCND (under 21).
Send to CND, 11 Goodwin
St, London N4. 
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leaflet gives a
lead
The Labour Campaign for
Gay Rights has published a
model campaign leaflet.
Copies from LCGR, 61a
Bloom St, Manchester1.

JOHN
HARRIS

DO wereally want Britain run on
Victorian values?

Four years of Thatcher’s
“Bovernment have meant drastic

cuts in our most basic services.
Even the Health Service is being
cut, which has led directly to the
import of blood products from
the USA which passed on AIDS
to haemophiliacsin this country.

The basic principle of the
Tories is simple: “The pursuit of
equality is a mirage. Opportunity

   
 
Foot with Labour manifesto
means nothing unless it includes
the right to be unequal” —

Margaret Thatcher.
In other words, the destruc-

tion of a system where basic
needs — housing, health, educa-
tion — are for all, and the replace-
meni of this by the greed society,
where only those who can afford
it get what they want.

The Tories go on and on about
the family. There is pressure to
conform with her idea of how
things should be, and those who
do not fit in are increasingly out
on a limb. Labour is the only
party that recognises the diversity
of Britain today — something
which gay people are particularly
aware of. Labour is, building on
that diversity to help enrich all
ourlives.

Many Labourlocal authorities
are now introducing employment
clauses which outlaw discrimina-
tion on the grounds of ‘sexual
orientation’. Authorities which
have done this include the GLC
and the ILEA — which would
both be abolished by a turther
Tory government. The next
Labour government will amend
the Employment Protection Act
to stop a petson’s sexuality being
an admissable reason for

 
dismissal.

Labour councils in-many areas
now recognise what gay people
give to the community — not
least in their rates bills — and are
beginning to give somethingback.
The GLC is funding a lesbian and
gay centre for London and has
given grants to many gay organ-isations including Lesbian Line,Gay Switchboard and the Gay
Teenage Group. Other Labour
councils in Londonare also fund-

 

ing local gay initiatives. Another
Tory. government could mean a
virtual end to local council auto-
nomy as more and more powers
are stripped away. Labour is com-
mitted to local democracy.

The relationship between the
police and the gay community has
never been worse. Yet the govern-
ment want to reintroduce their
Police Bill which would:

*Allow the police to arrest
anyone on the streets ‘if they
suspect them of having com-
mitted any crime’.

*Hold them in custody for
four days, and for 48 hours with-
out even letting them see alawyer.

*Allow police to gain access
to doctors’,. social workers’ —

even priests’ — records.
This is a recipe for confron-

tation. Labour on the other hand
would introduce measures to curb
the abuse of police powers bymaking the police accountable for
locally elected committees: At
present the police in Londonare
accountable to no-one except the
HomeSecretary.

The next Labour government
will amend the law so that ‘impor-tuning’ and ‘sex in private’ are
dealt with for gay people exactly
as for heterosexuals. Labour is
also committed to reducing the
age of consent, working towards
introducing complete
'

equalitybefore the law for lesbians and
gay men. The Tories are silent on
this.

Four years ago who would
imagine we would now have the
worst level of unemployment and
the heaviest tax burden ever. Four
years ago the Tories promised the
earth. What will they promise
this time

. . .
and where will we be

after five more years of Victorian
values?

I
No time to los  

* Socialists for a Labour Victory, 28 Middle Lane,London N8.
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THE LOCAL reports below cover only a small cross-section of about 600
events, demonstrations and protests in England on May 24. And those
600 events in turn were only part of an international women’s day of
action for peace.

In Britain hundreds of thousands of women took part — though not
the millions that would have been needed to makeinitial hopes of a
women’s general strike cometrue. Labour Party women’s sections were
actively involved in many areas, but it seems that organised trade union
involvement was mostly limited to a numberof NALGObranches.

Active and public identification with the protest by prominent
Labour Party and trade union women,or even strong publicity for the
Labour Party NEC’s support for the day — say, the Labour Party giving
over its daily press conference that day to a platform of women peace
campaigners — could: have boosted both the action and Labour’s election
campaign. But Labour leaders were too busy trying to fudge the mani-
festo’s unilateralistpledge out of existence.

The job nowis to use the contacts, links and organisation built up for
May 24 to take the fight for unilateral nuclear disarmament further into
the labour movement (especially the trade unions) and the women’s
movement,

The next majoractivityplanned is an internationalwomen’s blockade
of Greenham Commonon July 4 to 8.

LEICESTERsaw a wholerange of
activities on the 24th. There were
a midday demonstration and
rally; strike action by 50 women
NALGO members, supported by
some men; demonstrations at Bri-
tish Telecom (who have an under-
ground communications centre),
Cundys (a firm that decorates
air force quarters at Greenham
Common) and the army recruit-
ment office; a peace studies sess-
ion at the University School of
Education and an exhibition at
Countesthorpe college, a four of
Leicestershire villages; banners
and washing lines strung with
symbols of life put up along the
main roads into Leicester and in
Leicester station; peace camps in

caught!
IN THErushfor theelection,
don't forget thisyear’s Lab-
our Party conference.

Thedeadlinefor resolu-
tions is July. 8. Normally
wards would discuss themin
June. But now most regular
June ward meetingswillbe

I cancelled.
Make sure your ward org-i anises a special meeting in

June to discuss resolutions in
time to go throughthe GCfor
theconferenceschedule.
- ThelastSocialist Organis-
er delegate meeting decided
to back modelresolutions

i from the Labour Committee
on Ireland, the Campaign
for Labour Party Demo-

I cracy (its resolution on the
i ‘Greenwich amendment’,
1 andtheconstitutional

amendmentto clause9), and
Ii the Labour Campaignfor
i Gay Rights. There will also
i be a SO modelresolution on

incomespolicy.
Also: theclosing date forBoaymentofaffiliationfeesis

Ju.:e 10. Make sure your
Jf CLP treasurer doesn't miss

it, or you lose yourvote!
ns2es

 

 

About 5,000 womenrally
 
a park and in the town hall
square; and a lot besides.

There were at least six differ-
‘. ent leaflets producedfor different

Don’t get!
activitiesduring the day. ‘

Labour Party support was
shown by local councillors Sue
Waddington, who spoke at the
1,000-strong rally, and Pete
Soulsby, who helped with the
crecheall day.

DERBY: There was a 12 hour
vigil outside the Rolls Royce fac-

|

tory, which makes. parts for
Trident. SHEPSHED: A_large
demonstration. took place at
Amey Roadstone, a firm that
supplies granite for work at
Greenham Common. LOUGH-
BOROUGH activities included
factory leafletting and demonstra-
tions outside schools, hospitals,
and construction firms.

EAST LONDON: women from
the Labour Party, East London
peace group, and Greenham Com-
‘mon itself came. together outside
the London Hospital at noon.

For two hours wedistributed
leaflets, talked with passers-by,
offered people the chance to buy
— with specially-made ‘paper
money’ — items from a display
board: would they prefer to
have the money spent on weapons
or on the health service?

Hackney women toured the
area in a float, passing the Lon-
don Hospital, the crowd of 200
outside Bethnal Green. hospital,
and a familyplanning clinic which
had been decorated with graffiti
about defence spending and hosp-
ital cuts.

Thefloat attracted a crowd of
well over 100 @9 Hackney Town
Hall for‘arally.
ISLINGTON: Many women coun-
cil workers came out on strike —

Islington NALGO had voted to
strike and got approval from the

union’s emergency committee.
There was activity all day.

Leafletting at tube and BR
stations and in the streets got a
good response: many women
were reading the leaflets rather
than putting them straight into
their bags.

There stickerswere every-
- where and posters up in some

shops and offices as 500 women
(with many children and banners)
marched with a ragtime band ‘to
Highbury Fields, where food was
laid on for us by men who had
struck in support. s

SOUTHWARK: After planting
white crosses on Peckham Rye,
women marched to the Imperial
War Museum, where we put a
wreath on a gun, danced andsang.

Hospital
HARINGEY:a rally at the Prince
of Wales hospital, which is threat-
ened with closure, aimed to und-
erline the link between the arms
drive and health service cuts.

There wasalso a stall, an ¢xhi-
bition, a float, and leafleting at
Wood Green Shopping City, with
a good responseto a petition.

Members of Haringey NALGO
struck for the day. And there was
a 24 hourvigil and fast at Horn-
sey Town Hall organised by a
‘Families Against the Bomb’
group. :

OXFORD:20 womenwerearrest-
ed when they. lay down in the
street to stop traffic at Carfax,
but a lot of publicity was gained.

The Trades Council co-spon-
sored a demonstration andrally in
the-evening.
NOTTINGHAM:womenfrom the
Raleigh factory and from the
County Council NALGO branch
were among the 100 at a rally.

inTrafalgarSquare
COVENTRY: A women’s peace
camp was organised for the day,
and there were die-ins in five
different spots in the main shop-
ping precinct. Coventry Labour
Women’s Council heldarally in
the evening attended by around
100.

ROCHDALE: There was a good
response passers-by ‘to street
theatre in the town centre at
midday. After’ that, some of us
went to Manchester, and others
went to a demonstration at
Stoodley Pike, a memorial to
victories in the Napoleonic Wars,
out in the countryside. About 50
women and 100 children gathered
at Stoodley Pike, and then walked
to the Job Centre in Todmorden
to. underline the links between
the arms drive and unemploy-
ment. BURY: At midday women
encircled Kay Gardens, in the
town centre, sang songs, andleaf-
letted. They also petitioned the
council to reinstate Bury’s Nuc-
lear Free Zonestatus.

MANCHESTER: Many hundreds
of women held hands round Pic-
cadilly Gardens, near the, main
bus station, at afternoon rush-
hour time, and then staged a die-
in. There was a good response
from many passers-by.

Manchester CNDis planning a
festival on June 4.

TRAFALGAR SQUARE: About
5000 women gathered in Trafal-
gar Square from 6pm for the Lon-
don-wide women’s protest for

~ peace. After singing some songs,
we made our way in small groups
down Whitchal! to the Ministry of
Defence — a grim, massive build-
ing, with great steel doors, built
to withstand Russian tanks no
doubt.

Several chains. were formed
round the building, with police ~

following suit and making a chain

Peace campaigners joined thePeople’sMarch
of their own. A number of wom-
en were arrested.

There were women from all
over London arriving as their local
activities finished. Women
brought banners from the Clap-
ham Common ‘peace camp’, set
up near the threatened South
London Women’s Hospital, and
many women brought NALGO
placards with ‘hospitals, not
bombs’ written on them.
 

| New issue 10p
plus postage
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‘Die-in’ in Coventry shoppingprecinc:

Women Against the TTors CenteGreenhem Women'Pave the Way
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Fighting Sexism: ¥‘oung WorkerViolence Against Women ** 6
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Despite a huge police presence
many passers-by and bus passen-
gers showed their support.

- Reports from. Colleen Molloy.Jenny Fisher, Jo  Thwaites.
Amanda Barnes, Mary Corbishlex.
Anne Marie Sweeney, Rowena
Jewers, Anne Crowder, Kate Will-
lams, Sue Arnall, Julia Redman.
JudithBonner, and Jim Denham.
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Can Labour win? With a good campaign — yes! The chart above shows howtheTories only gota lead, quite
suddenly, with theFalklandswar fever (and the Labourleaders’flounderingbetweenfeeblepacifistpleas and
Jingoist bluster). As thefactscome out about theBelgrano andthecost of ‘Fortress Falklands’,more and
more people must be seeing the criminalfolly of that war. The Tory lead could yet vanish as quicklyasit
appeared,

Usingthepolicies
we foughtfor |

WHILE Labour leaders seem
to be joining a competition as
to which of them can public-
ly junk the greatest number
of manifesto commitments
before polling day, many
local Labour Parties are stick-
ing to theirpolicies.

Mick Cashman from Wallasey
CLP told us: “We’re fighting on
Labour Party policies, and we’re
confident of winning. We’ve had a
lot of support from trade union-
ists, including the Labour Partyworkplace branches at Cammell
Lairds and Vauxhall, and CND
membersand tenants’ associations
are also helping with the cam-
paign. We're recruiting new
members’’.

Many. local Labour Parties are
campaigning boldly on unilateral
nuclear disarmament even where
they have fudged other issues.
Some women‘s sections and

LPYSs have written their own
leaflets — Peckham LPYS and
York LPYS, for example, have
been able to get out youth leaflets:
based on the ‘Socialists for a Lab-
our Victory’ text — and won the,right to platform speakers at Lab:
ourelection meetings.

Examples of Labour election
campaigns being linked in with
direct working-class struggles are
unfortunately none too common.
But in Basingstoke the election
address includes not only items
about what a Labour MP would
do in Parliament if elected, but
support for industrial action ag-ainst cuts and privatisation: and

-
one ward has put outa leaflet on.election expenses to campaign ag- -ainst the plans by Tories on: the
local council for privatisation of
refuse collection.

From ail indications MargaretThatcher’s “chance to wipe outMarxist socialism”line will be re-
produced, only more crudely, in
 Blunders on
the right

WHILE THE Labour leadershipflaps, fumbles and retreats on
conference policies, ‘dismaying
many supporters and alienating
the undecided, the Tories too are
making some blunders — though
their friends in Fleet Street ensure
them minimumpublicity.

First there was the Saatchi and
Saatchi gaffe — a party political
broadcast which involved hiring a
deserted ward in the axed Mild-
may Mission hospital andfillingit
with actors dressed as doctors and
DUrTses.

NUPE members in. Tower

Simon
Katz

IT IS with deep regret that we
have to report the death of Simon
Kaw, for several years a member
of Birmingham IMG and a
popular figure on the left in the
area. We offer our sincere condol-
esces w all Simon’s family.
frmeads aad comrades.

 
Hamlets threatened to strike if
the filming went ahead; and the
affair leaked to the Guardian and
the DailyMirror — but waslargelyignored by the hardline Tory
press.

Then there was the absurd
Tory leafletaimed at blackpeople
— ‘Laboursays he’s black, Tories
say he’s British’ — which the
Caribbean Times refused to print
and which was widely condemned
by black leaders as a complete
travesty.

There was Thatcher’s visit to
her Finchley constituency which
was met and surrounded by alarge, angry, chanting crowd of
Labour supporters. They were
filmed and recorded only- by for-
eign TV crews, while BBC and
ITV focused obediently on the
Iron Lady of the Falklands.

And the proliferation of em-
barrassing leaks of economic fore-
casts and draconia&. plans to
attack union rights and the wel-
fare state are fended off with the
aid of friendly editors — who\ will
join Dennis Healey in the queuefor more New Year’s Honours in
198-4 if Thatcher gets back in.

local Tory campaigns —

Alliance campaigns, too. TakeIsl-
ington South, for example.

SDP candidate George Cunn-
ingham’sfirst leaflet contains ndt
a single policy item, but a picture
of a boot stamping on a snakelab-
elled ‘creeping extremism’. ‘The
extremists are taking over in Isl-
ington”, it says. “They’ve got
control of the Borough Council.
They’ve got control of the GLC.
But you'vestill got George Cun-

”ningham... -

The Tory leaflet also: has no
policies. It takes the argumentthat “a Socialist MP would be a
puppet of the extremists” for
granted, and directs its main argu-
ment against the SDP: “Only a
Conservative vote ‘can beat the
left wing Socialists”.

‘Red menace’ campaigns like
this cannot be fought by shuffling
apologies, timid disavowals, and
‘more moderate than thou’ acts.
Working-class voters want to
know what Labour will do about
jobs and bombs. Clear socialist
answers can convince them and
leave the Tories and Alliance
screaming their abuse into deaf
ear§s.

.
Chuck Chapple!
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Bishops.
welcomed:
socialists
expelled!

AS THE People’s March for
Jobs heads towards London,
and the big rally on June 5,
the organisers still persist in
their pretence that the unem-
ploymentissue is ‘non-politi-
cal’. Almost all the support
the march has received has
been from trade unions and
LabourParties,but the organ-
isers — largely Communist
Party members — seem terri-
fied by the prospect of being
identified with the labour
movement.

Whilst bishops and SDPers are
welcomed with open arms, Lab-
our Party members and trade un-
ionists who have come out to
greet the march have beenharass-
ed and abused by the ‘marshals’
who run the march.

Asthemarch entered Birming-
ham, they called in the police to
hold back local Labour Party
members and forced them tore-
move their banners. In Coventry
they used a Church Army band to
separate off hundreds of support-
ers chanting anti-Tory slogans
from the main march:

Meanwhile, three of the
marchers thrown off for chanting
‘Maggie Out’ and ‘Occupy, Organ-
ise, Kick the Tories Out’ have
continued to follow the march de-
spite being denied food and
accommodationby the organisers.

The organisers have attempted
to dismiss the expelled marchers
as fringe elements and sectarians,
but they know that in reality the
expellees represent the real feel-
ings of most non-aligned rank and
file marchers. And the expellees’
credentials speak for themselves.

Pete Cashman, a Socialist Org-
aniser supporter, is branch secre-
tary of the TGWU 6/88 branch,
and was sponsored by his branch:
Paul Davis is TGWU_ district
organiser. for the Wirral, and.is on
the executive of the North West
TUC. Kevin Coyne is a well-
known unemployed activist, a
member of Riverside CLP and the

JOHN
HARRIS

 

People’s
March

comment|
 TGWU, Mark Holte was sponsor-
ed by South Sefton trades coun-
cil.

Region 6 of the TGWU hasal-
ready protested to the national’
organising committee of the
march about the expulsions, and
several Merseyside trades councils
have also objected.

Despite the behaviour of the
march organisers, we must contin-
ue to build support for the march
in the labour movement, and aim
to turn the June 5 rally into a
massive demonstration for the
right to work and for a Labour
victory.

IN Islington North, EETPU
general secretary (and. TUC
president) Frank Chapple has
endorsed SDP candidate John
Grant. Jeremy Corbyn,. the
Labour candidate, told us:

Frank Chapple’s name appears
on the SDPleafletendorsing John
Grant, but on the doorstep I’ve
heard no-one mentionit atall.

Among- local trade unionists,
however, there has been a strong
reaction — of anger at the presi-
dent of the TUC abusing his
position. Our campaign has good
local trade union support, hun-
dreds of shop stewards working
for us, and the backing of all
Labour Party affiliated unions. locally including the EETPU.In
fact the EETPU North London
lodge was one ofthe trade union
branches that nominated me for
Labour candidate.

We have asked EETPU head

 
‘Chapple and call for his

 ptenist

PEOPLE’S MARCH(westernleg):
After some argument, a marchers’
meeting on Monday 23rd heard
Judith Bonner from the Youth
CND National Committee speak
on the link between Jobs and
Bombs.

The marshals finally allowed
the marchers to vote and decide
on additional separate meetings
for women marchers onlyin
future, a minibus to go to Green-
ham Common on the 24th, and a
woman speaker on ‘Jobs, not
Bombs’ at theLeamingtonrally.

On the 24th, the march was
joined between Warwick and
Leamington by a vocal contingent
of women chanting, ‘What do we
want?/Jobs not Bombs’ (though
the marshals instructed the
marchers themselves not to join
this chant). At Leamington the
speakers included a woman from
Greenham Common, and_ the
women’s organiser of the union
ACTT, who said she regretted
very much that the marchers were
not shouting ‘Kickthe Tories :

out’.

office for an explanation, but
we’ve had noreply yet.

The SOGAT 82print un-
ion conference voted on
Tuesday 23rd to condemn

removal as chair of the TUC.
“We don’t want a leader who

acts against his own class”, declar-
ed general secretary Bill Keys.
Theresolution stated: ‘““An emerg-
ency motion should be putto the
next general council meeting of
the TUC that a vote of no confid-
ence in him be carried and to re-
move him as chairman’’.

NUM president Arthur
Scargill has also called for
Chapple’s removal from his
TUC post, for “betrayal of
the Labour Party and labour
movement”.

siv¥yVHNHOF
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JOHN
HARRIS 

The People’:'s March in Coventry

JOHN
HARRIS 

West Bromwich: women workers greet theMarchMarcher’s diary: North West leg
One Joe Stalin said to me: ‘I

14.5.83
Wythenshaw. Nothing much
happened in the morning.
Stopped at the Forum in Altrinc-
ham. Saw a few bands but due to
bad-awful organisation we had
to leave before John Cooper-
Clarke played. Then the fun
started.

Everyone who wanted to
chant ‘political’ slogans
marched behind the North-
West banner. We started chant-
ing as soon as wesetoff.

Not’ a minute later the
marshals stopped the march
and wouldn’t let it move until we
promised not to chant.

We stood there for a while
arguing against the marshals
and CPers calling us ‘wreckers’
and ‘splitters’. We were also
told we weren’t going to be

‘allowed to continue on the
march.

They then manoeuvred the
march so that the North West
contingent ended up at the back.
As soon as we set off we contin-
ued our chanting all the way to
theend. :

15.5.83
Got on the bus to go to the
starting point. The marshals
were holding a meeting. Peter
Lenaham cameup tous,acting
very nice, and asked Peter Cash-
man and Kevin Coyneto go out-
side.

They came back and_said
they’dbeen expelled, along with
another person from the North
West and a Militant supporter
from Scotland.

We were given a spiel about
how if we supported the march
we should leave the bus and the
expelled people should stay on.
A

lot of people leftthebus and
we. decided to also leave and
continue the march until the

. people were chuckedoff.
_The four expelled marchers

stayed on the march until we
arrived at Winsford where they
had a meetingwiththemarshals
when they were again told to
leave.

Theyall decided to leave and
take as many people from Liver-
pool backwiththem. Oneof the
marchers, Paul Davis, was
reinstated — but this is not that
clear yet.

Another of the marchers,
Ali from Scotland, a Militant
supporter, is continuing ‘the
march and we’re going to try

‘ to help him out withfood, money
etc., although he seeems sure

-his contactscan sort all thatout.
During themarch today I had

the megaphone ‘and as I was
coming up to the.South East
banner‘our’ marshal said to
me — ‘‘Go away; we don’t want
you with-.that around here.
People have ‘been: coming and
saying to.me you no longer
represent them; so go and
march somewhereelse.”’

JOHN
HARRIS

thoughtyou were goingto
start some trouble today with
thatmegaphone: * Maggie out’
and all’

Later in the eveningI got a lift
in a car with a couple of Joe
Stalins. One said to me ‘I
thought you were going to
start some trouble today with
that. megaphone. Maggie out
and all that. Don’t you think
your mates were leading you on
a bit?”

Due to them being very big,
‘all I said was no. I kept quiet.
John Cooper Clarke sent a
signed book to a marcher who

“had complained about missing
him. 16.5.83Winsford to Crewe. The march
was one of the most boring yet,
all countryside 4nd virtually no
population to be seen. We made
some serious attempts to get the
support of the grass, birds and
frogs we passed, but apathy
rules.

Wearrived at the Rolls Royce
factory at about 1.40 pm. There
were only 300-400 workers wait-
ing for us. They clapped us in
but nothing sappened, so most
of theworkersariftedbackin.

Weset off for thetown centre,
passing by British Rail’s Crewe
engineering works, where there
were about a dozen to 20 work-
ers outside clapping us by.
There wasa short rally and then
thatwas it.

Later in the evening we saw
Pete Cashman who'd come back
to themarch withthe rest of the
people from Liverpool.

Hesaid how the TGWUNo.6
region had sent out telex’s
everywhere. and that Ron Todd
was going to come down
tomorrow to get them reinsta-
ted.

He asked us to get a resolu-

if,
tion through our Labour Party
GMCcondemningthe apolitical
nature of the march and calling
for the reinstatement of the
expelled.

When Peterasked to be given
some food he was told ‘‘We’d
ratherthrowit away thangive it
to you.””

17.5.83
Countryside, sheep and grass.
But John and I did get a bed and
blankets at the unemployed
centre.

18.5.83
Paul Davis, TGWU official
expelled from march for driving
the expelled around in his car,
stillmarched.

A very hard slog for about the
second or third day running,
covered about 20 miles from
Stoke to Stafford.

There should ‘be a_ full

 
iBxGgh

marchers’ meeting tonight but
at 7pm there’sstillno sightofit.
Beeris 36p a pint but we’ve got
no money.

Began our chanting again,
only a handful of people unfor-
tunately, but received no
warnings and nosign of expul-’
sions.

For a couple of days it has
seemed thatthe march is past
the point of being changed. The
opportunity, the people and the
moneyis beingtotallywasted.83
Wolverhampton to Sandwell/
West Bromwich.Set off fromthe
Poly. As we passed bya hospital
all along and outside there were
nurses clapping us.

People were coming out of
—shops and leaning out of win-

dowsto see usand

a
lot clapped.

Then after a while we came to

some factories where againworkerswere outsideclapping.As we walked pasttheyjoined
- on to theend of themarch.

This continued, lots of work-
ers had come out and they too
clapped us by and then joined
the march.

All in all there were probably
around 500 people there and we
heard the local MP, a well
known shop steward spoke to us
and ofcourse there was a vicar
(groan).

Then we were presented with
a coffin to carry to No: 10 and
as a marshal wholived in the
town wentto collect thecoffin, a
group of us chanted ‘take him
back,take him back

..
.’

Then we marched to lunch in
Walsall where we were treated

- to fish and chips andfree drinks,
with tea and some other food
laid on by the Indian Workers
Association.
A YOUNG woman marcher has
been thrown off the eastern leg of
the People’s March on the
groundsthatshe is pregnant.

The marcher herself felt fit
and wanted to continue. But the
marshals insisted that she be
removed for ‘health reasons’.
They got their verdict endorsed
by a male doctor with no relevant
experience, and then a marchers’
meeting which heard only the
marshals’ side of the case.

Leicester Trades Council, whe
sponsored the marcher, supported
her wish to stay on the march.
and Hull Trades Council has
passed a resolution demanding an
explanation from the marshals.
re

It was a very enjoyable lunch.
Weset off again for Sandwell.
stopping for a break at the
border into West Bromwich. We
arrived at the town soaked after

. heavy rain. Here we were wel-
comed by the mayor (no vicars
thistime).

Then we were treated to an
Indian busman singing a poem
in his own language. His son
also did an Indian folk dance.
And thatwastheend of theday.

Earlier on a steward spotting‘Solidarity’ type
Action headings said ‘‘How
can any socialist paper have that
symbol on it? They support
private enterprise.”’

21.5.83
Breakfast at 6.30!! Set off to
Birmingham which was only
aboutfivemilesfrom Sandwell.

As we camenear to Birming-
ham city centre the police came
up and formed a chain to sop
the support marchers from
marchinginwithus.

The support march consisted
of local Labour Party banners. a
prospective Labour MP, some
union banners and a WRP
banner. Reception in Birming-
ham was very poor.
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How revolutionary  is the Salvadorean
THE Salvadoran Communist
Party has a record as long and

|squalid ‘as any Moscow-line
CP. For fifty years it has
rejected the fight for working
class leadership of the fight
against the dictatorship, and
instead doggedly pursued a
searchforpoliticalalliances with
sections of thecapitalist class.

Its central conception has
been of two distinct ‘stages’ in
the revolution, the ‘first’. of
which is the establishment of a
‘democratic’ bourgeois_state.
This concept, at best, utopian,
has led the CP into outright
reactionarypolicies.

Foreleven years from 1969 it
followed a cravenly electoralist
strategy in alliance with sections
of Christian Democracy and the
social democratic MNR.

Aslate as May 1979 the Sal-
vadoran CPinsisted that:

‘The bourgeois democratic
path to solving the political
crisis has today to be an in-
separable part of substantial
socio-economicreforms...’

Five months later the same
CP leadership ignored even
bourgeois democracy and took
five cabinetposts in the October
1979 junta — with catastrophic
results for its own credibility
as a party.

Government troops stepped
up their murder of workers and
peasants. Angry strikers kid-
napped CP ministers and held
themhostage.

LBy January 1980, in total
disarray, the CP left thegovern-
ment and looked for an alterna-
tive means of lining up with
‘progressive’ sections of the
bourgeoisie. ,

They joined the ‘left’
ance, the CRM, -whose ill-
conceived programme they
hailed as an ‘unstoppable ad-
vance of Popular Unity’, and
then joined the  cross-class
front, the FDR.

:CP General Secretary Shafiq
Jorge Handal took a seat on
the centralised -

command, the DRU
cating a miraculous about-face~
by sectionsoftheleft, which had
consistently and correctly
denounced the CP’s politics as
‘rightist’.

These facts are no secret:

 

LABOURMovement Cam-
paign for Palestine— first
nationalconferencepost-
poned becauseofelection
from May21 to June 26.

Also, on June 18-19,a
weekendschoolwithspeak-
ers includingAvishaiEr-
lich, Moshe Machover,
Nira YuvalDavis, Uri
Davis.
Contact: LMCP c/o *

28 Carlton Mansions,
Holmleigh Road,
London N16.
es 

alli-

Harry Sloan
reviewsthe ‘left
turn’ of the
Salvador CP

PY
they are well documented, and
in the forefront of the conscious-
ness ofmilitantsatthetime.

Yet now they are beingdeliberately concealed not onlyby the legitimately shame-
faced leadership of the Salvador
Communnist Party; not onlyby
their new-foundallies oftheleft
‘and the reformist bourgeois
leaders in the FDR; but also bythe one-time Trotskyists of the
American - Socialist Workers
Party, who have now openly
disavowed Trotskyism and look
to Stalinist leaderships in Cuba
and El Salvador and the pettybourgeois nationalist leaders of
Nicaragua and Grenada as the
basis of a new revolutionary
international.

To paint up the ‘revolution-
ary’ credentials of the Salvador
CPis no easytask.

It demands on the one hand
suppressing references to the
CP’s recent involvement in the
October 1979junta. The SWPis
more than prepared to do that.
A recentissueof its paper, The
Militant (May 6) contains
a potted history of the Salvador-
an left which deliberatelyavoids

‘any reference to the CP’s
involvementin thejunta.

On the otherhand,thetask of
building up ‘revolutionary’credentials for the CP demands
thatits current brand of pupulistrhetoric be accepted as goodcoin andretailedby theSWP.

This was done by SWP
National Secretary Jack Barnes
last December in a_ keynote

~ speech. to the SWP’s youth
organisation theYSA.

He. singled out for special
praise an article by

 

  
   
 

 
 

Shafiq Jorge Handal which was
produced in 1981 (and reprintednearly a year later in Inter-
continental Press, which sup-ports theSWP’sline).

In the article, Handal ~—

General Secretary since 1973
— shows clearly that the CP
leadership is predominantly

- affected by its fears of losingcredibility and influence in the
face of the emergent groupings
to its left.

Hopingat all costs to regainlost support, Handal recognises
the need to throw overboard
some long discredited policies
— most obviously the unwork-
able strategy of electoralism and
the ‘peaceful road to socialism’.

In the wake of the 1973
Chilean catastrophe (which wasbrought-about by the class
collaborationist policies of the
Socialist and Communist
parties) and in an objective
situation in El Salvador where
none of the trappings of bour-
geois democracy have ever
carried much conviction, it is
not hard for even a Stalinist to
take his distance from the
notion of a ‘peaceful road’ to
socialism.
Handal duly does so, declaring—-albeit 50 years too late —

that: *
‘The idea of a peaceful road

to revolution in Latin Americais,
in my opinion, tied to reform-
ism.’ :

He goes even further, and —

in contrast to the CP’s actual
Strategy of seeking to purgeonly particular fascists from the
government and carryingthrough a programme of re-
forms’ — Handal actually talks
about: -

‘dismantling the state ma-
chinery of the capitalists and
their imperialist masters, to
erect a new State and a new
Power‘.

But though Handal talks (in
Strange terms) about Chile
he makesno explicit criticism of
the ‘Popular Unity’ strategy of
the socialist and communist
parties. Either he has learned
nothing of. substance, or his
unbroken loyalty to the Kremlinforbids him to draw out anyuseful lessons.

.Nor does he draw an honestbalance sheet of the CP’s pastrecord, even though his speech
posesasa form ofself-criticism.

Tm of sevi-criticism

.
|

El Salvador’s obstacles to a peacefulroad’...

CommunistParty? !
  
 

He defendstheparty’s eleven
year electoral block with the
bourgeoisie, which he claims
‘was a huge political contribu-
tion to the struggle toward the
revolutionary movement’.
In the ironic sense — that the
CP’s electoralist line alienated
many militants from the CP and
helped line them up with more
radical organisationsto its left,
this may be true — but not in
theway Handal intends!

He now claims that the CP’s
electoral interventions:

‘freed [the masses] of illu-
sions aboutthe electoral ‘path’,
so that they understood that
there was no other road

...
than

the defeat of the dictatorshipby meansof violent revolu-
tion.’

Yet in October 1979 the
Communist Party sent ministers
into a junta which was designedprecisely to crush revolutionary
struggles! Handal,significantly
avoids any reference to this.
Heclaims, on the contrary, that
the CP decided as early as
1977 to redirect the partytowards armedstruggle, thoughthey
doing so’.

What happenedin those two
years? The armed strugglewaged by forces to the left of
the CP grew substantially in
scope. The Stalinist leadership,
still coyly flirting with the
bourgeoisie, was getting left
‘behind.

Handalcertainly hits the right
note when he points out that ~

‘It is curiously symptomatic
that the Communist parties have
shown in the last decades a
great capacity to reach under-
standings*with our neighbours
to the right, while, in contrast,
we have not been able in the
majority of cases to establish
relations and stable progressive
alliances with our neighbours
on theleft.’

In case any cf his members
should fear that he is abandon-
ing the well-worn line of the
Popular front, with ‘democratic’
bosses, Handal hastens to re-
assure them:

‘There is nothing disrespect-
ful or scornful in the denomina-
tion ‘neighbours on the right’;
it is only a way of expressing
these ideas. The Salvadoran
communists swell withpride, [!]
honoured by the friendship
of a large numberoftheseallies,

_
being put

 

_

‘delayed two years in.

 
FMLNbase: CP now aims to achieveby armed‘struggle the reformist

the democraticfighters for
andideals of independence

social progress.”
Handal goes on to offer ex-

planationsof the rise of revolu-
tionary organisations to the left
of the CP, blaming previous
‘reformist’ errors by the CP,
and the emergence of a new
proletariat, the radicalisation of
theagricultural proletariat, and
the enormous ‘marginal urban

- society’ thrown up by economic
development.

In Latin America, leftist
organisations based on these

‘ strata, Handal admits
... appear even where there

are developed communist
parties and reappear even after

down and even
physicallyannihilated; they are
not, then, special expressions
of the infancy of the workers’
Movement and communist
parties, made obsolete by the
further development of these
structures, but rather these
organisations are repeatedly
appearing with greater frequen-
cy than the respective commun-
ist parties [!]. The communist
parties in the majority of our
countriés are small and have
little influence, in spite of the
fact thattheirmean age is about
half a century.’

There is no point in CP mem-
bers believing that they can
defeat thoseleft wing rivals byideological-andpolitical struggle
insists Handal. ‘That schema
hasfailedin Latin America.’

Indeed in Cuba, Nicaragua
and Grenada it has been non-
Stalinist radical forces thathave
led struggles that inflicted
setbackson imperialism (though
of course the Cuban leadership
has since been assimilated
fully into the Stalinist appara-tus). .

From these points arises analmost inevitable conclusion:
if you can’t beat them, join
them —and crush thelife out
of them. Andso it is no surprise
that Handal winds up arguingthat it is the CP who ‘first
raised and systematicallydefended thebanneroftheunity
oftheleft.’

The basis on which the CP
seeks unity withtheleft however
is the same as that on which it
sought unity with thebourgeois-

bourgeois government whichelectoralismfailed to secure.
who are firm and consistent:

 
ie: a popular frontist pro-
gramme of. building a ‘broad
alliance’ to achieve — now byavowedly armed strugglemethods — the reformist bour-
geois government which. a
decade ofelectoralism failed soabysmallyto secure.

So long as this is guaranteed,Handal can offer a few apparent-ly magnanimous_gestures,such as
‘the possibility — sooner or

later — of the formation of a
single revolutionary leadership
and eventheintegration of parts[!] of all the revolutionaryorganisations. into a_ singleMarxist-LeninistParty.’

But beforethe American SWP
andits co-thinkers rush to sign
on the dotted line for member-

-ship of this party, they should
note that on this question, too,Handal remains an unregener-
ate Stalinist. With not so much
as a whisper of inner-partydemocracy, he insists that onefundamental aspect of a ‘Marx-
ist Leninist’ party must be
‘an iron discipline ... impressed
upon and maintained in the
ranks.’

Neither Handal, nor the partyhe represents, have moved in
real termsto theleft: but they

~ have been forced to adaptpolitically to a new objectivesituation of intensified class
struggle; in which the old CP
line brought the dangerof total
isolation and permanentirrele-
vance.

Those like the SWP whopro-
mote such populist versions of
Stalinism as some kind of pro-gressive, internationalist-_leader-
ship for the workers’ movement
are actively betraying the pro-
gramme and principles of
Trotskyismand — insofar as anyworkers heed their advice —
cruelly misleading and _con-fusingtheworkingclass.

The only way forward for the
Salvadorean working class is
through the construction of aproletarian revolutionary partythat will resist pressures to-
wards class collaboration anddefend the political: indepen-dence of the working class
even while engaging in jointmilitary and industrial actio!
with reformist and Stalinist
forces. .
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Polish socialist denounces
Stalinism from the dock
Edmund Baluka,’a leader of
the Szczecin shipyard
workers’ struggle in 1970-71,
a memberof Solidarnosc and
a founder of the Polish
Socialist Labour Party, is now
on trial in Bydgoszcz. These
are excerpts from his defence
speech, reprinted from the

_bulletin ‘Free Trade Unions’
(20p. plus postage from 114
John Scurr House, Branch
Road, London E14).
“I deny that Iam guilty of crimes
against the People’s Republic of
Poland. I am a socialist and I
have never nor would in the
future engage in any activity
which sought to destroy social-
ism, either in Poland or any other
country. There never has been nor
will there be in my programmeof
political action proposals for the
use of
socialist systems.

My aim is to destroy the
bureaucracy in the state appara-
tus which in my opinion is anti-
socialist.

A leader of the KPN (Confed-
eration for an Independent
Poland), Szeremientiew, said
during his trial “The mechanism
which exists in our country is a
mechanism which dates from
another epoch and in order to get
rid of it blood must be shed.”

Personally I see this mechan-
ism referred to by the KPN leader
as being based on Stalinism. It
has already been covered with the
blood of the workers of Poznan
in 1956, of the Baltic ports in
December 1980 and again in
December 1981.

The official propaganda of the
Polish United Workers
claims that such events were
‘exceptional’, ‘mistakes’ in the
exercise of power. My own

violence to overthrow

 
Edmund Baluka

The charges against Baluka:
He edited and sold in Poland the information bulletin “The Hornet” in
which he called into question the basis of the institutions of thePeople’s
Republic of Poland, and in particular, its military alliances, and insulted
and ridiculed the leading organs of the People’s Republic of Poland; he
worked to bring into existence a party of a Trotskyist type: in public
declarations he called for action against the united alliance of Poland
with the Soviet Union, andin particular for the withdrawalof the Sovietfoeces stationed in Poland; he insulted the PUWP and theleadingorgans
of thestate.
a

Party ©

view is very different.
see those events as the con-timaity

‘mistakes’ or ‘exceptional situa-
tions’ in the functioning of the
state apparatus. I would reiter-
ate with all the strength of my
beliefs that the responsibility for
the blood already shed and which

of Stalinism and not

can flow again, rests with those
holding state power and not the
people.

As for myself I put forward
the following principle: Socialism

can be reformed, Stalinism cannot
be reformed.
(...)

When the tanks were

brought out into the streets and
the state of war was declared, we
were faced with the following
fundamental question: how can a
socialist government, a socialist
society carry on a dialogue using
such methods?
G..)

In myopinion, it is not pos-
sible to consider the reform of
the greater part of the state appar-
atus. Indeed, it is the basis of the
bureaucratic system.

That is why the imposition of
the state of war on the 13th
December was certainly not just
directed against the so-called
‘extremists’ — since to get rid of
smali groups would not have
required such radical measures.

The state of war was imposed
to repress the entire Polish people
who were trying to alter the way
in which power was used.

The Polish Socialist Party of
Labour (PSPL)is fighting so that
the idea of socialism regains its
credibility and its respect. This
remains a very difficult fight
because of what Stalinism has
done in the USSR and what has
been done by the Polish United
Workers Party and similar parties
in Hungary, Czechoslovakia,
Roumania, East Germany and
Bulgaria.

The programmatic basis of the
PSPLis the struggle for political
pluralism and for the plurality of
parties. Clearly the PSPL hasits
place within the opposition move-
ment, though this is not to
minimise the fact that it has its
own role to play and its own
objectives.

In an open letter in 1965,
Jacek Kuron and Modzelewski
put forward their view of
workers’ councils. I quote: “This
is why it is necessary for the
working class to organise councils
in the workplace, to set up in the
country as a whole a system of
 CIA chief backtracks —

onleaked warplans
After unguarded statements
on the American covert war
in Nicaragua leaked out from
secret testimony to a Con-
gressional committee,.the
Director of the CIA has been
forced to issue a hasty andembarrassed denial.

CIA chiefWilliam Casey had —

according to the New York Times
— told congressional intelligence
committees that the US-sponsor-
ed anti-government guerrillas in

Nicaragua were planning a steady
increase in fighting, culminating
in a pincer assault-on Managua
later this year.

One Republican’ Senator
echoedthis,telling the NYT:

“We were told that there were
7,000 rebels and their numbers
are -growing. The scenario they
presented us has the rebels pick-
ing up more and more popular
support, which will produce
desertions in the Nicaraguan milit-
ary, all setting the stage for a
drive on Managuathat forces the
Government out of power. They
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thinkit can work.”

“They”refers to Casey and to
Thomas Enders, Reagan’s Assis-
tant Secretary of. State for Inter-
American Affairs, a leading
spokesman on the Central Amer-
ican wars.

The- New York Times also
quotes “‘a senior national security
official familiarwith covert opera-
tions in Nicaragua “‘as saying that
one force attacking Managua
would come from the North in
the CIA bases on the Honduran
border; a second would be from
the east, drawing forces from
Miskito Indians, and a_ third
“Southern Front” would be
manned

_
by forces led by Eden

Pastora, the renegade Sandinista
now in league with the US
imperialists.

The NYT sensibly points out
that Congressmen are sceptical
about the. feasibility of these
plans and the actual numbers on
the ground in the CIA’s cobbled
anti-Sandinista army of what
Reagan has called ‘‘freedom
fighters”.

There is indeed no evidence
that the. murderous gangs of
former Somocista ~ National
Guardsmen and CIA mercenaries
are securing any

©
significant

popular support inside Nicaragua:
most of their bloody operations
are in the least populated areas.

But Casey’s plans are not only
ill-conceived: they arc alsostrictly
speakingillegal under the terms of
the “Boland amendment” passed
last December which forbids the
CIA from attempting te over-

throw the Sandinistas.
This is why, as soon as the

information on his secret testi-
mony leaked to the press, Casey
was forced to issue an immediate
and unconvincing denial that any
such prediction was made.

But an indication of the mood.
of the far right of Reagan’s
Republican Party came in an out-
burst from Barry Goldwater, chair
of the Senate Intelligence. Com-

~mittee.
Reagan should declare that US

troops will be used in E] Salvador
— and announce his willingness
‘Sf necessary” to- invade Cuba,
insisted Goldwater.

He claimed that the situation
had changed substantially in El
Salvador since a month ago —

.

when Reagan won applause from
both houses of Congress for his
assurance that there were no plans
to send US -troops to Central
America.

“I would not oppose invading
. Cuba if it continues to try to

Cubanise our friends in South
America”, declared Goldwater.

The problem which produccs
such extravagantstatementsis the
failure of massive military and
economic aid to “Americanisc”
Fl Salvador — where the guerrilla
forces of the FMLN are gaining
ground on the army of the puppet
regime.

Solidarity with the workers
and peasants of El Salvador and
Nicaragua against the imperialist
offensive will remain a central
task for the workers’ movement
as the struggles unfold.

* statement because it was “

 
representatives from factoriesand
workplaces. This. would mean a
system of workers’ councils and
of workers’ delegates in a central
council. Through this system of
councils the working class could
formulate a national economic
plan, relating to the setting of
production targets as well as the
allocation and use of products.”

This corresponds to the pro-
gramme of the PSPL and it is my
ownopinion as well.

The changes necessary cannot
be accomplished by a single man
or even by a single. party, what-
ever its strength. This task can
only be accomplished by the
Potish people themselves since it
is vital for their interests.

Socialism does not come
about through issuing decrees,
nor can it be imposed by decrees
or violent means. Socialism is the
expression of the interests and the
will of workingpeople.”

“Sinn Fein of Ireland demands
thatyou immediatelygrantpoli-
tical prisoner status to Edmund
Baluka on hungerstrike in prison
in Szczecin. Baluka, during his
visits to Ireland, supported the
hungerstrikers in theH-blocks,
ten of whom died at the hands of
the British government. We do
not wantto see such a tragedy
occuring in Poland and webelieve
thata total amnesty for all those
detained, whether sentenced or
awaitingtrial as a result of martial
law, can only help to advancethe °

cause of democratic socialism.”
 

  Official
‘unions”

flop
DESPITE brutal repression ag-ainst Solidarnosc, Jaruzeisk:s
new state-sponsored “unions
are still being effectivety box-
cotted by Polish workers.

A report in the latest “Voice of
‘Solidarnosc’bulletin gives figur-
es for membership of the new
organisationsin the Gdans& reg-
ion. It lists workplaces wah &
total labour force of 71.480 —

and showsthatthe highex pos-
sible estimate for the state un-
ions’ membership is 4,500. This
must indicate that they have re-
cruited practically no-one
beyondcareerists, foremen. anc
managers.

Typical
In several workplaces — m-

cluding large oneslikethe 2500-
worker Unimor electronic works
— no new ‘union’ has been ex-
ablished at all. Elsewhere typi-
cal figures are between 88 and
450 at the Lenin shipyard
(14,500 workers), about 320 a
the Paris Commune shipyard
(10,000 workers), and 12 a
Gdansk Polytechnic (3.700
workers).

This report should give addi-
tional weight to the call for the
British labour movement to
break linkswithall thestate ‘un-
ions’ in the USSR and Eastern
Europe, and instead to give
support to Solidarnosc and to
those groups in other countries
trying to create independent
trade unions._

Solidarityagainst
apartheid

IN A recent statement, Solidar-
nosc leaders in exile have de-
clared their ‘‘fullest solidarity
with the black majority workers
and their independent trade un-
ion, which — like Solidarnose —

constitutes a trade union and a
grass roots social movement
struggling for the respect of
trade union rights, basic human
rights and democratic freedoms
for society’’

The Coordinating Office
Abroadof Solidarnosc made the

per-
turbed by reports of increased
emigration to South Africa by
Polish workers as-a result of re-

.
jon centre...

cruitment campaigns by South
Africanagents in Polish refugee
campsin Vienna.

“The Office has approached
the Austrian national trade un-

to carry out inform-
ation campaigns among Polish
refugees outlining the true
natureof apartheid, and the fact
that emigration to South Africa
is. tantamountto the denial of
livelihood to a black worker and
therefore contrary to the basic
precepts of trade union solidar-
ity embodiedin thevery nameof
Poland’s independent, self-gov-
erning trade union, Solidar-
nose’ .

Advertisement

Review
Special issue on the
struggle in the
unions: also con- -

tains articles on
workers’ politics
and national libera-
tion, and the Stalin-
ist state “unions”

70p(plus 16p p&p) from WSL, PO Box
135, London N1 ODD
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Ml As if fouryears were not bad en

What theTories want
IF YOU thought the last

four years were bad, the next
five if Thatcher gets backwill
make them seem like a Medit-
erranean cruise.

The Tories have produced
an arrogant package of plans
which make nottheslightest
concession to the interests of
theworkingclass.

.
.

And they are relying on
the salesmanship of Saatchi
and Saatchi, the usual deluge
of slanted coverage from the
gutter press and television,
and the lack of credibilityof
the Labour and TUCleaders
to neutralise or even allow
them to win over some of
theirpotential victims.

For thehardline Tory loyalists
there is a ‘‘robust’’ mixture of
the ‘“‘three Ps’’ — Prisons,
Police and Privatisation, with
the ‘‘three Bs’’ — Ballots,
Bombsandthe‘‘right to Buy’’.
Together they make upapres-cription for some of the nastiest
medicine on offer since before
theNHSwasset up.Significantly few of those
prosperous folk who willbuy the
medicine intend taking anyof it
themselves, but look to
Thatcher’s gangto force it down
thethroatsof theworkingclass.Centrepiece of a Manifesto
which exudes complacency at
the ‘‘achievements’’of the Tory
government is a promise of
further rich pickings for the
prosperous middle class and for
bigger speculators from a
furtherbout ofprivatisation.

Gusto
The motto ‘if it moves,

privatise it; if not, close it
down’’, which has lain behind

.
the Thatcher offensive on
nationalisedindustry and public
services, will be applied with

_

gusto.
Industry Secretary Patrick

Jenkin has confirmed that. if
reelected the Tories plan to flogoff at least half the survivingelements of the British Steel 

 

Harry
Sloan
looks at
theTory
Manifesto
ee
Corporation, along with a large
chunkof British Leyland includ-
ing the highly profitable Jaguar,
Land Rover, Unipart and Truck
and Busdivisions.

On top of this the Tories
promise to hive off Rolls Royce,
British Telecom, -British Air-
ways, British Shipbuilders and
as manyairports‘as possible. —

This extension of what are
effectively new ‘‘licences to
print money’’ in virtually fool-
proof profitable ventures,
followson theTory sale of Cable
and Wireless, Associated British
Ports, British Aerospace,
Britoil, British Rail Hotels,
Amersham International and
the National Freight Corpora-
tion.

In each of these cases the
Tories sold off profitable
concernsat incrediblylow prices
for private speculators to make a
killing, and for capitalist insti-
tutions subsequently to secure
fat dividends. Cable and Wire-
less shares, for example, were
sold off by the Tories at 168p a
share: 2% years later theystand

.at an astonishing 415p. Amer-
sham International shares have
nearlydoubledin price.

Despite populist nonsense in
Tory propaganda, the shares in
these concernshave not, for the
most part, wound up in the
handsof the employees, but in
thevaultsofbigshareholders.

In British Aerospace, 143
 

‘large shareholders own over
60% of non-government shares;
only 3.1% of capital is owned
thiough employees’ shares. In
Amersham International 92
shareholders own 64.5% of the
company.

Eveninthe ‘‘star’’ case of the
National Freight Corporation,
while employees (mainly from
middle management upwards)
hold 83% of the total shares,
the banks hold the bulk of the
firm’s capital, and drew out a
cool £8.3 million in interest
payments in the first seven
monthsof trading — nine times
thetotal dividend!

Withthe sole exception of the
computerfirm ICL, the ‘‘hived
off’’ firmshave been disposed of
by theTories in such a way as to
ensure a sharp increasein profit
figures — and. thus a healthy
handout for their wealthy
owners.

The stock market killing has
been achievedat the expense of
tens of thousands of jobs axed
in efforts to make the firms
attractiveto investors and heavy
subsidies from thegovernment.

This same process has already
begun in BL, British Airways,
British Shipbuilders and British
Telecom. Workers at Heathrow
and other airports appear to be
next in thefiringline.

Chill warning
But those outside the named

corporations should not. breathe
easy: the Tory manifesto has
wordsfor themtoo. There are to
bemovesto draw private capital
into the National Bus Company
and introduce competition and
private capital into the gas and
electricityindustry.

British Rail is to suffer the
cold hand of Toryism, with a
chill warning that ‘‘we shall
examine ways of decentralising
BR and bringing in private
enterprise to serve railway
customers.’””

For workers in other state
industries, too, there is good
reason to be alarmed, as the
Tories promise the arrival of
squads of Michael Edwardes
clones to smash up existing

  

 
 
  
   
   
 
  
 
  
 
    

  
   
 
  
  
 
 
   
   
  
  
 
  
  
  
  
 

conditions and trade
structures: ‘‘those n

_ised industries which
privatised or organis
smaller and more. efficie
will be given top
management and requ
workto clearguidelines.’

Council services — g

larly refuse collection —

come increasingly und
auctioneer’shammer; anq
NHStoo a deadlycombin
middle class ‘‘voluntary o

ations’’ and attempts
“services like. laundry, a

and hospital cleaning
competitive tender’’ proxbitterstruggle in thenext]
to defend standards of
and care, and _protedalready inadequate a

staffing levels against
erosion.
IT IS estimated that
million people belong
Tory Party. They have
democratic structure
decide policy.

Thatcher was eled
leader by the 277 To
in 1975. She appoints
chairman,andall senior
officials, She may not
ignore Tory conferey
policies, which have
authority.

Representative bodi
the Tory Party are “‘mé
advisory to the leader,
constitutionallycan do
likes” (John Cole, BB
Tory leader, Thatcherig
subject to restraint
control than the leader
other political organis:
calling itself democrat
(Robert McKenzie).

And Tories lecture
unions on democracy!

To back up employers
the public and private seq

their war on wages,conditions and staffing
the Tories pledge themse
a new round ofanti-union
lation even more wide
thanthePrior and Tebbit
1980 and 1982. 



 

The Manifesto follows on and
builds upon Tebbit’s Green
Paper last autumn, and pro-
posesto impose:

MBallots for the election of
union governingbodies.

@Periodical decisions on
whether unions should have
party political funds.

Curbs on the legal immuni-
ties of unions to call strikes
without a prior ballot of those
concerned.

' MiStepsto ‘‘ensure that indiv-
idual members are freely and
effectively able to decide for
themselves whether or not to
pay thepoliticallevy.’’

1 ‘‘Adequate procedure
agreements — in_ specified
essential services ‘‘breach of
which would deprive industrial
actionof immunity.”

In short, the Tory proposals
amount to a wholesale, forcible,
rewriting of union rulebooks:

themakingof anothervery large
category of industrial action —

that without ballot endorse-
ment — unlawful; and undis-

ised attempts to smash the-financial basis of the Labour
Party asthepoliticalvoice of the
trade union movement by
changing the present ‘‘contract-
ing out’’ situation on the politic-al levyto ‘‘contractingin’’.

Supremely confident in the
power of the Tory press and
mass media under conditions
where mass unemployment and
chronicmisleadership has weak-
ened the solidarity of the trade
union movement, Tebbit and
thecabinethead-bangersplainly
believe now would be a more
fruitful time to experiment once
again withpre-strikeballots — a
move which failed disastrously
in Heath’s Industrial Relations
Act.

Asifto prove thelinkbetween
all this and the driving down of
wages, theTories go on to spell
out proposals to further strip
away protective health, safety
and employment protection
legislation “which discouragethe creation of new jobs’’, and
to effectively destroy the
authority of Wages Councils

 
 

which fix rates of pay for the
lowest wage-earners.

Halved
Beyond the industrial front,

the counterpart. of the privatis-
ation bonanza is the ‘‘saleof the
century’’ of council housingthroughthe Tory ‘‘right to buy’”
provisions.

Their manifesto boasts that
this has brought ‘‘The largest
transfer of property from the
State to the individual. No less
than half a million council
housesandflatswere sold in the
last Parliament to the people
wholive in them.”’

The other side to this is that
the halving of governmentinvestment in new housing andcash limits on councils have cut
public housebuilding by more
thanhalf from 107,000in 1978 to
52,300 in 1982. The result is thatwhiletheTories boast of having
sold off 500,000 council]houses,
only 181,000 new homes have
beenbuiltto take theirplace.

Thus Thatcher could equally
boast of hitting the 800,000
figure for those households in
overcrowded conditions, with
another 800,000 in shared
accommodation.The numberof
thousand homeless is not
known.

And while the council homes
that have been sold at knock-
down prices are generally the
better and more modern build-
‘ings, the huge cuts in housing
subsidies and council finance
have brought a growingcrisis in
repairs to existing housing
stock.

In total there are 1.2 million
unfit dwellings, housing an
estimated 5 million people —

Tory talkof a
‘property-
owning demo-
cracy’ seems
more thanever
like a sickjoke

- their children’’,

 

while the Tory slump has put
400,000 buildingworkers on the
dole!

Unabashed, the Tories
promiseeven more of the same:
bigger discounts for long-
term tenants who choose to buy,
andotherschemesto extendthis
grand plan to destroy the struc-
ture of council-rented accom-
‘modation — forcing more and
more young workingclass famil-
ies into the clutches of plunder-
ing private (Tory) landlords, or
onto the treadmill of mortgage
payments as house prices begin
to soar once again.

Vouchers
With over 3 million on the

dole, and the prospect of more
unemployment the longer the
Tories stay in, the blithe mani-
festo talk of a ‘‘property owning
democracy’’ seems more than
everlikea sickjoke to all but the
most well-heeled and smug
sections of themiddle class.

So, too, does theTory defence
of the ‘‘right of parents to spend -

their own money on educating
which, coupled

with Sir Keith Joseph’s bizarre
brainchild of the education
‘‘youcher’’ system, means in

reality a furtherboost for private
education at theexpenseof state
provision.

Even more appalling to tens
of thousands of hard-pressed
working class women must be
the prospect of their already
desperate housing situation
being exacerbated by the need ©

to care at homefor elderly or
sick relatives for whom the NHS
makesno provision.

War-whoops
The Tories have consistentlyboasted of their successes in

forcing such patients upon
harassed daughters, wives and
mothers:theycall it ‘‘carein the
community’’. The manifesto
promises still more of this as
part of theTory ‘‘plans’’ for the
NHS.

For those Tories who like a
little blood on their cornflakes
of a morning,there are predict-

able whooping referencesto the
Falklands war, through which
“this country has recaptured
much of her old pride’’; there
are dire warnings of the fiendish
plans of the Soviet Union;
boasts of the level (£16 billion
this year) to which military
spending has been raised, and
promises of more bombs and
missilesto come.

The manifesto swaggers over
the squalid premeditated SAS
murdersin theIranian Embassy
siege, and the callous indiffer-
ence with which Thatcher’s
gang allowed the Irish hunger
strikers to die. It exults in the
9,000 extra cops recruited in
England and Walesalone since
1979, points to the gigantic
rates of pay these thugs in blue
now receive, and promises them
even more sweeping powers to
harass ordinary people under
the provisions of the Police and
CriminalEvidenceBill.

Having driven up the prison
.

populationto a staggering44,000
the Tory manifesto promises

. to build more prisons!
They propose to. complete ten
new prisons allowing another
4,800 workingclass people to be
 

N8 8PL.

36p includingpostage
from Socialist Organiser,
28, Middle Lane, London

locked up; and an opening on
jobs front is offered towould-be
screws, who will be taken on to
hold the keys and batter the
inmates.

To appease the racist ele-
ments of the ‘hang ’em, flog
‘em, lock ‘em up’ brigade, the
manifesto combines a ritualistic
opposition to “‘racial discrimin-
ation”’ witha bragging assertion
of the effectiveness of racist
laws which have ensuredthat:

“Since 1979 immigration for
settlement has dropped sharply
to the lowest level since control
of immigration from the Com-
monwealth began more than 20
years ago.””

The same government has
presided over a soaring level of
deportations andarising tide of
violent racist attacks on black

|people in -the social crisis
promoted by its policies of
slump and the destruction of the
welfare state.
.

“Conservatives reject
Labour’s contention that the
State can and should do every-
thing’’,proclaim theTories. Yet
their four years in office and
theirplans for anotherfive show
thatwith the state machineryin

 
 

 
  
   
  
   
 
  
  
  
  
   
  
  
  
 
   

their hands the party of «
capitalist class can mould ever
very muchto theirown interes
— and reap rich rewards fre
doing so.

Half-baked
The repeated failure ov

decades of the trade union &
Labour leaderships to recogni
the power and the nature
thisstate machinery,theiruto
ian andill-conceivedattempts
utilise it to legislate socialis
inch-by-inch, and the catas
ophic and half-baked resu
they have brought the workp
class, axe part of the reas
Thatcher can hope to cash in |

the disillusion and demorai
ationof thelabour movement.

The immediateanswerto su
disillusion with Labow
programmeand leadership mt

e to confront workers with t
brutal reality of the Tory blu
printfor thenext five years.

Only the biggest possitLabour vote, coupled wi
preparations to fight on aft
the election, offer any glimm
of hope of resisting the To
steamroller.  
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Socialist Action and the
| Labour Committee on Ireland

A NUMBERofpoints needto be
made in response to the less
than honest letter from Martin
Collins which appeared in SO
131 and which criticised the
report in previous issue on the
AGMof the Labour Committee
on Ireland (LCI).

For reasons of space we limit
ourselvesto thefollowing:

*The letter contained a
number of unsubstantiated
slanders (e.g. the reference to
“the sagging confidence of
SO supporters’’) and downright
lies (e.g. ‘‘SO

. . .
is playing no

role at all’’ in building the
LCI’). ~

*Collins does not even make
any attempt to address himself
to the contents of the article,
which constituted an honest
account of a not particularly
fruitful conference. After the
letter’s opening paragraph,
the article itself is completely
ignored.

*Collins lists six points as
‘‘proof”’ of the valiant work of
Socialist Action (SA) supporters
in the LCI. In fact, only two of
the six were put to the confer-
ence. One was defeated, whilst
the other originallyemanatedfom a motion from Glasgow

1.

Gloomy
*The letter dishonestly refers

to ‘‘the gloomy pessimism of
your (SOQ’s) writer.’’ If Collins
botheredto read the article with
any degree of attention or
honesty he would have noticed
that it concluded with a number
of highly positive proposals for
buildingtheLCI.

*Collins takes exception to
SA proposals being character-
ised as ‘‘zany’’. But is it not
zany to propose thattheLCI pro-

duce a magazine at an unecon-
omical price and for which it
does not have the resources any-
way? Is it not zany to still
believe now, after 14 years of
unsuccessful Trish solidarity
work,that a gut reaction to the
Army’s violence (e.g. use of
plastic bullets) can provide the
basis for building a withdrawal
movement?Is it not zany for SA
supporters to lecture and hector
Labour Party members on how
to build a withdrawalmovement
when it is not that long since
theybackedcandidates standing
against Labour, as a way of
building a withdrawal move-

ment?
*What makes Collins’ letter

particularly pathetic is the
record of
Glasgow LCI branch, one of the
most serious in the country. Two
SA supporters are members of
it. One joined five minutes
before the LCI AGM.Theother
joined in February 1983 and has
since attended one LCI meeting.
Glasgow LCI has beenin exist-
ence for three years. The contri-
bution of SA supporters to it
throughout that time has been
preciselynil.

We would be only too happy
to debate out the contents of

supporters -in.

the article and this letter with
SA supporters in Glasgow.
Unfortunately, though, none of
the attempts we have made at
debate with SA supporters has
even provoked a reply, never
mind a debate.

And the last time we chall-
enged them to a debate, their
local ‘‘leading lights’’ never
even informed the other SA
supporters of our challenge.
Would it be any different this
time round?

Yoursin solidarity,
Glasgow SO supporters

  
\

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

DY 
  Dear SO, ~

John O’Mahony’s epic ‘Ireland
— which way forward?’ att-
empted yet again to defendone
of the British left’s most vener-

’ able sacred cows, the peculiar
idea that it.is possible to unite
Catholicand Protestant workers
in the Six Counties around
‘bread and butter issues’, a
notion dismissed by Connolly as
‘almost screamingly

|

funnyin its
absurdity’.

Toillustratethe bankruptcy of
this strategy, I will select two
key events from the manyavail-
able: the 1932 ‘Outdoor Relief’
strike, the case generally cited
as themodelfor future attempts

~ at ‘workingclass unity’ and the
1974 Ulster Workers’ Council

’ Strike which brought down the
‘Power-Sharing’ Executive,
a case about which the left is
(not surprisingly)silent.

Two factors were important in

creating the conditions for the
‘Outdoor Relief”strike. Firstly,
Protestant unemployment had
risen rapidly. Between January

|1930 and October. 1932, when
the strike broke out, employ-
ment had fallen by 87% in the
Protestant dominated  ship-
yards (see Isles and Cuthbert,
‘An Economic Survey of North-
ern Ireland’, HMSO Belfast p.
594). Secondly, the republican
movement had been further dis-
orientated and weakened by the
election of De Valera’s Fianna
Fail (anti-Treaty) government
in theSouth.

As a consequence there was
no apparent threat to partition
in the minds of the Protestant
workers. The combination of
extreme poverty. and the secur-
ity of Partition, the guarantee of
Protestants’ privileged position
in the Six Counties’ labour
market, facilitated the united

~ ment of Protestants’.

Bankrupt search
action. .

However, the traditional
Protestant response to rising
unemployment was never far
below the surface. In 1931 the
‘Ulster Protestant League’ was
set up ‘to safeguard the employ-

Unionist
leaders like Craigavon made
demagogic speeches encoura-
ging Protestant employers not
to employ any Catholics. With
the economic upturn of the mid
1930s, incipient class unity was
destroyed and by 1935 Protes-
tant workers ‘celebrated’
the Jubilee of King George V
by murdering Catholics,driving
hundreds from their work and
burningmanyout of their homes
(see Michael Farrell, ‘Northern
Ireland; the Orange State’,
Pluto 1980, pp. 136-40).Similarly withthe Loyalist
workers’ response to what they
perceivedas a sellout of the link

for unity
between the Six Counties and
Britain, via the Power-Sharing
Executive with its institutional-
ised Catholicrepresentation and
‘Irish dimension’.

John O’Mahony has failed
to appreciate thatit is the social
position of the Protestant work-
ing class which hasled it to line
up with the Protestant bour-
geoisie and with the British
state, the guarantor of capitalist
social relations in Ireland
against any nationalist threat to
the privileged position of the
Loyalist working calss in the
Loyalist state. The actions of
the Protestant working class are
neitherthose of ‘dupes’ nor are
they a threat to the Protestant
ascendency. Their opposition
to the Unionist establishment
was motivatedby the same force
thatdrove them to chase Catho-
lic workers out of the shipyards.
In both conditions they were

defending their privileged
status.

Of course, the Protestant
workingclass is exploited under
capitalism,butits relative privil-
eges, which form the very basis
of Partition and the division of
the Irish working class, mean
thattheycannotactas a working
class so long astheir privileges
and Partition survive. The
crucial modificationof the wage
labour/capital relationship
produced bythesectarian work-
ing class can have nothing in
common with the Catholic
workingclass.

Any call for Protestant/
Catholicworkingclass unity is a
chimera which serves to mask
the real issue: the political
oppression of Ireland by British
imperialism.

AlastairTodd, . .

Cambridge

 

The fight against genetic poverty
THEplants we grow for food all
have wild ancestors and rela-
tives. Presumablyour ancestors
used to just go and pick these
plants to eat. Then later on,
they started actually planting
seeds from theseplants, to make
the supply more regular and
reliable.

The next step was to plant
seeds from only the ‘best’
plants — the ones with the
biggest yield. Then, as plants

 
were taken to different lands,
exposed to different climates
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J genetic resources.

  
and soils, etc., these new fac-
tors influenced their choice of
the ‘best’. Nowadays, domestic
varieties are frequently as
different from their wild rela-
tives as the pekineseis from the
wolf.

Withthe dominance of mono-|poly capitalism in world agri-
culture has come a decrease
in the number of varieties of
food plants, as thesehave been
standardised. And the standard
varieties, obtainable from the
big seed companies, usually
require lots of fertilisers and
pesticides!

This standardisation has
brough with it the serious prob-
lem that food plant species are
now often genetically impover-
ished.

Genetic
The abilityof any species to

survive and adapt to damagingconditions depends on_its
If a plant

meets a disease it has not metbefore thenits abilityto survive
depends on its potential to

Genetic diversity makes it
more likely that some plantsalready have some resistance.These plants will survive andmultiply. A genetically poorspecies will only survive if the

farmer can afford to innundateit withpesticides.
Genetic poverty already

exists — so what can be done
about it? The obvious answeris
to introduce more genetic
variety into plant populations
— but this can only be done by
interbreeding the domestic
plant with a closely related
species with more genetic
diversity. This will usually
be a wildrelative.

A case recently reported in
New Scientist shows how this
works.

The domestic potato (Sola-
num tuberosum) is ravaged by
aphids, while its wild cousin
S. berthaultiiis immune (accor-
ding to R.W. Gibson and J.A.
Pickett of the Rothamsted
Experimental Station).

Gibson and Pickett found that
the wild spud had hairy leaves
—.while the tame spud was
smooth. These hairs were of
two types — long ones which
exuded a sticky fluid, and short
ones with lobes which burst
when touched to produce a
quick-settingglue.

Together, these would
immobilise an unsuspecting
aphid.

But S. berthaultiihas an even
more elegant defence. It pro-
duces a

_
smelly substance

identical to the alarm phero-
mone* of the.aphid. So most
aphids would smell ‘danger’
and leave the hirsute ‘tater
alone.

The next step is to try to
introduce this useful character
into the domestic potato — and
already hybrids have been
produced

So, if you need to improve

the genetic wealth of a food
plant, find a wild relative and
breed with it. What’s the
problem?

Theproblemis conserving the
habitats where these wild rela-
tives grow before theyare made
extinct. For example, the
small area where the perennial
maize growsis threatened with
cultivation by subsistence’
farmers (who are frequently
displaced from better land by
agribusiness).

Further South, the vast
Amazon jungle is being des-
troyed at a frightening pace,
together with untold numbers
of plant species potential bene-
fit. A recent small surveyidentified 1,000 plants with
economic potential as food,
drugsor industrial substances.

Capitalist agriculture is not
ignorant of the value of wild
genetic resources.
there is quite a‘large industry
in stealing resources from Third
World countries. Twoexamples
from America:
1. a genefor resistance to wheat
stripe rust disease from a wild
wheatin Turkeyhas been saving
the US wheat industry $50
millionper year since the ’60s.
2. a gene for resistance to
barley yellow dwarf disease
from Ethiopia protects the Cali-
fornian barley crop, worth
$150 millionper year.

No recompense has been
madeto eithercountry.

.
Indeed, improved varieties

of seeds are sold back to Third
World farmers at considerable
profit. According to Earth-
scan, the international seed
trade is worth £6,000 million
peryear..

In _fact,.

Plant (and animal) species
are being extinguished at a rate
of one per year (perhaps a
thousand times faster than
during prehistory) as_ their
habitats are chopped down,
burnt off, cultivated for a few
years and then abandoned to
become deserts, all under the
pressure of capitalism’s search
for resources. Our future is
being squanderedto let capital-

-ism survive a little longer.
Andthat’swhysocialists should
be conservative!
 

Information from the New
Scientist.
*pheromone: a chemical with a
message which travels through
the air and is detected by smell. 0000000COCCCOODEO

OOS

10p plus postage from
214 Sickert Court,
London N1 2SY.



 
   

 
IdrisDavies 1905 - 1953

The bard of
Abertyswgcolliery!
By John Cunningham (Dinnington NUM)

Idris Davies,poet and one time
miner, was born in Rhymney,
South Wales on 6 January 1905.
At the age of 14, like so many
before him, he went to work in
the local pit, first at Abertyswg
and thenRhymney-Mardy.

For almost seven years he
worked underground, ‘sharing

’ thehardships and dangersof the
miners’ work.

.Looking back on his work
underground, Davies wrote in
an ynpublished notebook of an
accidenthe received:

“‘T looked at my hand and¢saw
~ a piece of white bone shining

like snow, and the:flesh of the
little finger all limp. The men
supported me, and one ran for
an ambulance box down the
heading, and there I was faint-
ing awaylike a little baby girl.’’

He also wrote a novel about
his earlier days, which hetitled
‘Collier Boy’, . & plain
story in straightforward English,
of a boy who did not want to be a
miner but who hadto beone.”’

Unfortunately this novel is
still unpublished. The memories
of thosedays stayed withhimall
his life. The ’20s and ’30s were
periods of great hardship and
suffering in the South Wales
valleys and in his poetry Davies
wasto rile against the injustices
and indignities inflicted on the
working class, his was not a
poetry written in quiet contem-
plation but one in which his
angerat the ravages of a brutal
capitalism, his passionate and
partisan feelings for his people,
were to remain a constant theme
throughouthis writings.

After 1926 and the General
Strike, Idris Davies never
returned to the pit. Like thous-
andsof others he could ‘not find
work and. it was during this
period that Daviesfirst becomes,
acquainted with the world of
literature.

At school, he saysin his auto-
biographical poem ‘‘I was born
in Rhymney’’, he detested
poetry.

\dleness
Through his enforced idle-

ness Davies begins to read
voraciously and widely —

Wordsworth, Shelley, Milton,Shakespeare, the Shropshire
poet A.E. Houseman and many
others As well as his literature,

 
  . .. Do you remember1926? The great dream and swift disaster

Thebravery ofthefaithful,simple folk?
‘Ay,Ay,we remember1926’, said Dai and Shinkin,
Astheystood on thekerb in Charing Cross Road,‘And we shall remember1926untilour bloodis dry’.

(GwaliaDeserta VIII)

Theseare your childrenbeggingfor hread
‘You foolish miners!’ thenewspapersaid
‘Lookat thepicturesthatall may see

_

Victimsof yourstupidity!
/O you stubborn callous men,

Starving your wives and yourkids again,
Strikingbecausetheweatheris fair,
Andleavingyourcollieriesout of repair,And drinkingasif you had theright
To sharein thejoys of a summernight.
Once you were heroes you rescued your kind
Outofthegalleriesleft blazingbehind,
And wepraised you in eloquent journalese
Andchatted about you at parlour teas
Andnow you won't workfor your dailybread
You lazyminers! thenewspapersaid.

(The Angry Summer19)

But Pearse and Macdonagh,and theCountessof thedrums,
The dreamersandthefighters who foughtto save theirdreams,
They strode out fromtheirshadowy echoing churches,
Theystrode out and fought and died
And theyredeemedtheirland from many shames
Andleft thename of Dublin splendidamongcities,
And madethiswhite Glasnevina gardenof glory.

which he often read while walk-
ing in the mountains around
Rhymney, he studied by corres-
pondance course and towards
the end of the ’30s he was taken
on as a student teacher at
Middle:Rhymneyjuniorschool.

He wasn’t therefor long, in
1930 came his first big break .

when he won a place at Lough-
borough Training College, later
going on to Nottingham Uni-
versity andit is from this period
on thathis poetry can bedated.

Between 1932 and 1947 Idris
Davieswas employed as a school
teacher by the London County
Council mainly in Bow in the
East End but with a numberof
periods in the country teaching
to evacuee children and return-
ing to his beloved Rhymney
wheneverholidayscame round.

The time in London was an
important one for Davies, he
made the acquaintance of other
writers and on a Friday evening
he would go drihking with Dylan
Thomas, Rhys Davies, the short

HARD
TIMES

i
i
i
i
i

From Pluto Press: Jj
an analysisof jj

capitalism in crisis |from regular Socialist IOrganiser contributor
Bob Sutcliffe.£2.50
from bookshops,or i
(with50p post andj

_

packing)ftom Pluto, fj
The Works, 105a i
Torriano Avenue, iLondon NWS. i

i
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few and the socialist (GlasnevinCemetery)

story writer and other Welsh
- writers andjournalists.

They would meet in a book-
shop off Charing Cross Road and
then moveon to the ‘Pillars of
Hercules’. where it is said,

‘ Davies, to the delight of his
drinking partners would quote
Shakespeare‘‘bytheyard’’.

Davies’ poetry began to be
noticed and in the ’30s he had
some poems published.
‘‘Wales’’ magazine published a

“Left
Review’’ published two more.
In 1938 Dent published ‘‘Gwalia
Deserta’? which although well
received did not sell very well.

“The Angry Summer’’,
Davies’ bitter and movingrecol-
lection of the 1926 strike was
published in 1943; it sold only
896 copies. ‘‘Tonypandy and
other poems’’ followed in 1945,
thistime selling 1427.

After the war, Davies, not
without some difficulty, return-
ed to South Wales and took up
teaching at Cwmsyfiog Junior
School, very near to his native
Rhymney. His last years sadly
were spent fighting cancer to
which he finally succumbed on
6 April 1953,the same year that
DylanThomasdied.

His “Selected Poems’’
published withthe accolade and
encouragement of none other
than T.S. Elliot,

_
appeared

shortly after his death, but it
was only in 1972 that a book of
his collected poems, edited by
Islwyn Jenkinsappeared.

‘All Davies’ poetry was written
after he left the pit, almost as if
those bitter years of struggle
were an apprenticeship which he
had to undergo before he could
write.

His poems, not all of them,
but certainly the main ones,
have a common theme,bitter
and righteous anger at the
sufferings of theordinary people

 and the ravages inflicted upon
theWelshvalleysby a rapacious
capitalism.

There are other themes as
well: the honesty, determin-
ation, solidarity and the humour
of the workingclass, but partic-
ularly the Welsh miners — all
these qualities, so desperately

_needed, he personified in his
invented figure — Dai, ‘‘Dai —

the great of heart’’ as he called
him, symbolofall miners.

For all miners, and Idris
Davies wasno exception, the
year 1926 was etched indelibly
into the memory and for him
personallyit was a watershed. In
his poem ‘‘The Angry Summer’’
he recollects the pain, suffering
and heroism of the Welsh*
miners as they_struggled
through those difficult and
stormy. months. Like so many,
Daviesneverforgot or forgave.

Humbug
Much of what Davies wrote

aboutis still with us today. He
detested lies and humbug and
he more than once poured his
scorn onthepressofthetime for
the slanders theythrew around
about the miners andtheirleaders:
So you have come down from

London
O young man in plus-fours,
To write about-our trouble
in slickand popular prose?
Say, are you a slave from :

London
Whowrite what you are told
Bya brazen man ofmillions
Whose onlycreedis gold?
Or have youcomefor knowledge
Solid and plain and bare
And haveyoua love for honesty
To teachyou how to dare?

Do you value thecode of
comrades

Andthedecencyoflife
Andthepride thatspurns the

traitor
In thesoaringhour ofstrife?

But ifyou come here to slander
Andtradein yellow lies
Go back,young man to London
Withshame betweenyour eyes.

(The Angry Summer9)

The ‘Angry Summer’ dragged
on. A.J. Cook, the miners’
leader comes to the valleys
‘|.

. arousing his people .. .

almost burning his way to
victory.’? More peaceful days
are spent on the mountains
reading Shakespeare and
dreamingof a betterfuture.

A day trip to Barry Island
provides a welcome break from
queuing at the soup kitchens.
Finally, however, the strike is
lost and the miners are starved
into submission, evoking a
bitterjudgement:
And.thisFriday goes down in

history
Yellowand edged withblack.-

(The Angry Summer48)
The hopesandvisions of 1926

however remain,tragically only
to be realized many years later
in thegreat victory of 1972:
Butthebattle’s end is not

defeat
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 Idris Davies

To thatdream that-guidedthe
broken feet

Androused to beautyand to
pride

Toilerandtoiler,side by side,
Whose faithand courage shall

betold
In blazeof scarlet and of gold.

Angry Summer50)
In his poem, ‘‘Gwalia Deser-

ta’’, published five years before
“The Angry Summer’’, Idris
Davies, as well as writing about
aspects of 1926 and the miners’
life, sets out a much broader
theme — the destruction and
blighting of the South Wales
Valleys he loved so much
(similar in some respects to
Richard Llewellyn’s ‘How Green
was my Valley’"):In Gwalia, in my Gwalia,
The vandalsout of Hell
ransackedforever
The woodedhilland dell.

They grabbedand bruised and
plundered

Becausetheirgreed was great,
Andslunkaway and purchased
The medals oftheState.

(GwaliaDeserta XXTH)
Idris Davies’ outrage at the

‘vandalism’ of the coal owners
and the sufferings of the work-
ing class were often mixed with
a distinct pride and sense of
identity as a Welshman — yet
he wasn’t a nationalist.

He writes of the rich Welsh
heritage and of heroes such as
Owen Glendower, yet he is a
socialist, although there is little
in his poetry, or the other frag-

- ments of his writings which are
|

available, to indicate that this
was ever developedpolitically.

His socialism rather than
deriving from a study of the
political world seems to arise
almost out of the earth on which
he was born.

Hardly surprising — South
Wales and the South Wales.
Miners Federation have long
been one of the foremost
cradles of socialism in the
BritishIsles.
Although first and foremost a
Welsh writer of Welsh condi-
tions and character he did find
inspiration from other places
and people.

In particular he found inspir-
ation in the writings of W.B.
Yeatsand visited the West coast
of Ireland on a sort of poetic
pilgrimage. He identified with
the heroes of the 1916 Easter
Uprising, maybeseeing a paral-
lel between their struggle

 
  

against British domination and
that.of his native people against
British capital and the defile-
ment by the coalowners of the
Valleys. Certainly the rebels of
1916, that strange mixture of
revolutionaries, poets and
nationalists, fused together in
a glorious struggleagainst over-
whelming odds, appealed to the
veteran of the 1926 strike

Important though the trips to
Ireland were and howevergreat
Davies’ love of Yeats they were
temporary departures from his
main themes —

‘‘... the colour-
less streets and long blackhills’’
of South Wales, the ‘“.

. . slag
heaps and hovels and little
bowler-hatted deacons’ and
thatmoment, by thefireside, of
painful reflection, when ‘‘

you knowinyour heart how your
life has beenbotched.”’

For the unemployed life was
grim andfor those lucky enough
to work there waslittle reward
for a life of arduous and danger-
oustoilin the‘localhell’.

“Tonypandy’’, published in
1945, is possibly Idris Davies’
most reflective poem, in it he
ponders on the fate of Dai and
his miserable lot in life, some-
thing which, despite the dis-
tance of the years Davies could
not and would not forget:
So much you have given, so

little received
O Dai you minerofTonypandy!And‘blessedit is to give’ the

biblesays
Mygodthenyou oughtto beanange’ 9

(TonypandyIV)
Idris Davies ends ‘‘Tony-pandy”’ with a call from the

heart to Dai,askinghim to never
let people forget the debt they
owe to him and the tens of
thousands of other Dais who
have’ and still ‘‘toil in the
galleries of grime’’, to those °

whose unseen blood and sweat,
and

-
sometimes. death

_
itself

have allowed others to live in
comfort and a pampered des-
potic few tolive like kings.

Sadly the sentiments of Idris
Davies’ poetry, the crimes and
insults which outraged him so
much are still with us. And for
the Welsh miners, who today
still face the same ravages as
theydid all those years ago, the
poetry of Idris Davies far from
being a sad, nostalgic remin-
iscence is a stark and grim day
to dayreality.

Welsh miners face
thesameravages
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AWAKKe|Paid ads 5p per word,£4
per columninch. Send copy
to Socialist Organiser, 28
Middle Lane, London N8,
to arriveby Saturday for
inclusion in thefollowing
week’s paper.

Labour CND Westinaug-
ural meeting. Sunday June
26, 2.30pm, TauntonCLP
meeting rooms,24 East
Reach, Taunton.LP mem-
bersonly.
CONFERENCEofSocialist
Economists conference
1983: The World Economy
in Crisis. July 9 to 11 in
Sheffield. Details from 25
Horsell Rd, London N5.

NEWHAM8 Defence Cam-
paign. Detailsofactivities,
speakers and modelresolu-
tions from PO Box273,
Forest Gate, London E7.

¢ SCOTLAND
Glasgow. For details of
meetings contact paper sel-
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, CandlemiakerRow.

* NORTH-WEST

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

Manchester. Public meet-
ing, Thursday May26, 7.30
at the Millstone pub, Tho-
masSt, off Tib St. ‘Kick out
theTories — for anew Lab-
our government’. Speaker
Jim Denham.SO is sold at
Grass Roots Books, Newton
St, Piceadilly. Contact:
273 6654. -

Stockport. Contact c/o 38~
Broadhurst St.
every Sunday,
phone 429 6359 for details.
SO is soldat Stockport
market every Saturday, 11
to 12.30. :

Meetings

Wirral. Contact Colin John-

 
7.30pm:-

 
 

GREATERManchester
CNDtrade union confer-

“ence. Speakers Ron Todd —

(T&G),Les Huckfield MP,
Greenham Commonspeak-
er. Afternoonworkshops.
Saturday May28, Town
Hail, Manchester. Further
details: 061 6829334.
“VOICEof Solidarnosce’:
£8 for 6 monthsto Solidar-
nosc InformationOffice,
314-320 Grays Inn Road,
London WC\iX 8DP(01-
837 94964). ,

LABOURMovement Con-
ference on Ireland: July 16,
from 10.45am.at Conway
Hall, Red Lion Square, Lon-
don WC1.Delegates £3,
observers £2, details from
LMCI,Box 189, 32 Ivor
Place, London NW1.

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. Meetingsweekly — see SO sellers
for details. SO is sold atBroadway,Accrington, Sat-
urdays 11.30to lpm.
Stoke. ContactPaul Barn-
ett, 151 Broadway, Meir,
Stoke-on-Trent(828198).
* YORKSHIREAND
NORTH-EAST
Huddersfield. Contact Alan
Brooke, 59 Magdale, Hon-
ley,Huddersfield HD7 2LX
Durham.SO is 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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months,and tt Sainst bos‘arWorkers walk£16 for a year. S Offensive
Bundle of 5
eaci week:
£12 for 3
months,
Bundle of 10
£21 for 3
months.
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London N8 8PL.
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28 Middle Lane,

Police Ti)ll1981Stop. 4ithe -A Police State
The Policea,
;Eee"omposing
;

. iH ugh,8reat fanger thatit. e sometpeee reere it

nd Criminata“  
   

led to.

evidence of anotalleged crithere are no

a her person's
Mes — even ifcharges against 

 Saturday June 4:
national day of
action with pick-‘
ets of police sta-
tions.

.Contact the cam-
paign c/o Room— ice station foror

hout 2 cha; >116, Hackney Deny suspects held —
ze.

Town Hall, Mare $0.2 Solicitor for uptsoy accessSt.aconeee» London E8& suspeonuct forcible intimate(01)-986 3123 ext Setup road Suet boty searcher252 aswant and to cutof

Arrest you for dropping litter inCertain Circumstances,“Hold Suspects in a Poiic
'

Three students from St Martin’s SchoolofArt FilmSchool
have madea filmentitled ‘WhokilledColin Roach?’. It
shows thecampaign in its various dimensions.

This videois availablefrom theRoach FamilySupportCommittee, and can beused for showingat meetings,youth clubs,schools,colleges,etc.During the courseoffilmingall three members of thefilmcrew were arrested. Two were charged and onereleas-
ed withoutbeingcharged.

Details from RFSC, 50 Rectory Rd, London N16 7PP.
Tel: (01)-254 7480.

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

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

_SO is sold at the Prospect
Centre (Saturday 11to 12).|¢ WALES
Halifax. Contact 52156. SO | Cardiff. Contact 492988.
is sold at Halifax Whole-
food, Gibbet St, and at|* MIDLANDS
Tower Books, Hebden
Bridge.
York. Contact 796027. SO is
sold at Coney St on Satur-
day mornings, at the Com-
munity Bookshop, outside

Birmingham. Meets alter-
nate Fridays, 7.30pm, the
Hen and Chickens, Consti-
tution Hill. Next meetingFridayJune 3. SO is sold at ~

the Other Bookshop, Dig- ©

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 all 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 — camipaignfor a programme of useful public works to create new jobsfor the unemployed. .

‘* Defend all 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 council housing and otherpublic services.
* Freeze rents and rates. :

* 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 ali demands to weaken them asa 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 childcare provision.
* Against attzcks on gays by the state: abolish all laws which
discriminate against lesbiansand gay men;for the right of the
gay community to organise and affirm their standpnblicly.
* The trish people — as a whole — should have the right 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 Africangoodsand services should be blacked.
*It is essential to achievethe fullest democracy in the labour
movement. Automatic reselection of MPs during each parlia-

 

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 contro}
over the economy, to make the decisive sectors of industrysocial property, under workers’ control. The strength of the
labour movementlies in the rank and file. Our perspective
must be working class actionto raze the capitalist systemdownto its foundations, and to put a workingclass socialistalternative in its place — rather than having our represent-atives run the system and waiting for crumbs from the tables

  
of the bankers and the bosses.
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ment and the election by annual conference ofparty leaders.
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in Britain?
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NICARAGUA, Guatemala
and E] SalvadorBriefings
are producedbytheCentral
America InformationServ-
ice, 14 Brixton Rd, London| SW9.If you would like to

  
 
  
 
   
  

 
 

receive themregularly,
please write enclosingyour
nameandaddress.

SPARTACISTTruthKit —

a 68 page analysisby John
Lister, published by the
Workers’ Socialist League.
£1 plus 25p postage from
WSL,PO Box 135, London
N1ODD. ’

<a) BLACKWd TRADE
UNIONISTS
SOLIDARITY
MOVEMENT
[Eee
COUNTY HALL LONDON SEI
INTERNATIONALSPEAKERS FROM
USA § SOUTHAFRICA§ GRENADA
APPLY FOR DETAILSFROM 32 ELLERY ROAD LONDON SEI9

Whereto find SocialistOrganiser
bethHigh St.
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. Public meet-
ing: ‘The People’s March
andthe Fight against the
Tories’. Friday May 27,
8pm at the Fish Inn, Fish
St. Speakers: Pat Lally
and a People’s Marcher.

Nottingham.SO is sold out-
side the Victoria Centre
(Saturday 11 to 1) and at
the Mushroom Bookshop,
HeathcoteSt. Contact: Pete
Radcliff, 585640.

¢ SOUTH
.

Oxford. SO is sold at thé
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.

¢ LONDON
North-West London. Read-
ers’ meetings first Sunday

be a supporter.

  
Become a supporter of the Socialist
Organiser Alliance — groups are estab-
lished in most large towns. !t 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.
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Sales soar in
W. London
OVER recent months
Socialist Organiser sales
have tripled in West Lon-
don, as we have grown
from a small group in one
constituency to a_ large
group covering six con-
stituencies.

One newseller, Nick De
Marco of Richmond. LPYS,
has sold 60 papers in the
last three weeks. And from
our last meeting, on May
22, we have another three
new sellers. :

The fortnightly Socialist
Organiser meetings, with
regular political discuss-
ions, have been vital. We
have now built up a range
of activity covering trade
union work (one NALGO
comrade, Nick Driscoll, has

done a lot of work in the
Ealing council unions’fight
for theirjobs and services),
anti-cuts campaigning,
CND activity (we helped
organise a Hounslow ‘nuc-
lear free week’), anti-racist
work, and women’s groups,
as well as the LPYS.andthe
Labour Party. We have con-
stantly fought to turn the
Labour Party out to the
working class and to bring
youth and workers into the’
Party.

 
 Our street sales of the

. paper every Saturday, have
also helped us grow.

We reckon that, given
energy and good organisa-
tion, every SO group could
do the same.

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

of month. Phone Mick,
624 1931, for details. SO is
sould at KilburnBooks.

Hackney. Contact Andrew
- Hornung, 28 Carlton Man-

sions, Hulmleigh Rd, N16.

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

.

Hounslow. Meets alternate
Sunday evenings: for de-
tails see SO sellers. SO is
sold outside All Saints
Church, Hounslow High St,Saturday 10.30am to 12.

Islington. Next meetingSundayMay 29, from -8pm
at Keskidee Centre, Gif-
ford St: business meeting.
Southwark/Lambethmeets
every other Wednesday
at Lansbury House, 41
Camberwell Grove, London
SE5. Business meeting7.30pm, open forum dis-
cussion 8.30pm. Next pub-
lic meeting Wednesday
June 22: Alan Thornett on
the Cowley strike and the

. fight inside theunions.
Next Marxist education-

al: ‘Imperialism — how the
bosses divided the world’.
Sunday June 12. For details

 phone Ian, 670 3279.

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). 
TurkeySolidarityCam-
paign: BM Box 5965, Lon-
don WC1 3XX.Affiliation
fee: nationalorganisa-
tions £25, district organis-
ations/TCs£10, local org-anisations/TUbranches
£5, individuals£3.
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| Debate on shop floor crisis
 

Leadership
and the
rankandfile
TONY Richards’ articles (SO
125, 126) are a welcome contri-
bution to an essential discussion.
of where we are going on the
industrial front. As Tony
appearsto be in substantial dis-
agreement with my views, I
would like to briefly reply to
clarify some of the issues for
SO readers.

This is particularly essential
because Tony has -misunder-
stood or misinterpreted many of
my comments. Lack of space
prohibits me from taking up all
his . arguments,_particularly
thoseon theLabourParty.

.

Take as an example of Tony’s
approachhis claim thatI support
‘thehoary old SWP’” attack on
the ‘‘open the books’’ demand.
In arguing that.one of the prob-
lems we face today is the fact
thatmanyrankandfileactivists
accept bourgeois explanationsof
the crisis including arguments
about capitalist viability, I
wrote:

‘‘How many struggles have
we seen aborted by the basic
trade union idea the employers
have shown us they can’t pay? |

How many  anti-redundancy
fights have been inipaled on the
capitalist logic ‘We are not
making a profit, there is no
alternativeto closure.’ ”’

Acceptance
Tony argues that since I use

the word ‘show’ rather than
‘claim’ this can only be read as
‘tan acceptance of those figures
and an implicit attack upon the
‘open thebooks’ demand.”’
‘The point is that this demand ~

is intended to take workers
beyondthe enterprise andcapit-
alist logic. As Tony points out it
has not been successfully taken
up.

Withintheworkers’prevailing
consciousness employers are
able to show thatthecupboardis
bare. My comments were simply
a recognition that whatever we

may desire workers in the main
do not move beyond ideas of
enterprise viability. They start
andtheyfinishthere.

This is at the root of defeat
after defeat.

The ‘open the books’ demand
attempts to take workers beyond
their existing consciousness. -

Unless we accept where workers
are now we cannot develop
bridges to take them further.
Tony’s attempts to assimilate
me to the SWPare simply with-
out foundation.

:Just one more example. There
is a similar misunderstanding
about what I term ‘‘thebureau-  
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, i For an indepen-
y dent inquiry into
ithedeathof ColinI Roach!
§ Roach Family' Support Commit-.,
tee, 50 Rectory' Rd, London N16

John McIlroy
continues our
discussion on
theindustrial
downturn,
respondingto
Tony Richards’

_articles in
Socialist Organ-
iser nos 125-6

cratisation of the shop steward
movement.”’

This is an imprecise, short
hand term. .There has, for
example, not been any such
‘movement’ for nearly 60 years.
It is often used to describe the
way stewards comparedwiththe
50s or ‘60s have become
enmeshedin written-procedures
divorced from direct bargaining
over cash and integrated more
into unionmachinery.

Having madethis clear and
having criticised this process as

“ weakening the rank andfile, I
then went on to make the very
limited statement: :

“The greater integration
withinthe union has the poten-
tial of focussing a fight for con-
trol of the machines, a fight
which is ever more necessary in
the face of centralisation of
capital and the role, of the
state.’” -

This focus on theleadership of
the unions is, of course, what
has always distinguished us
fromtherank andfilists.

Tony, however, eliminates
my inverted commas, assumes a
model of bureaucratizationpure
and simple in termsoffull-time
officials (even though I specific-
ally pointed out stewards were
distinguished from + ae latter
‘“‘by the fact that they work in
the plant and are subject to
recall’’) and blithely asserts an
irrefutable truism, ‘‘we need
revolutionaries not  apparat-
chiks.”’

This kind of method makes
fruitful discussion rather diffi-
cult. It is not helped by Tony’s

al

.

criticism of some of the
examples I use to show thatthe
rank and file are on the defen-
sive.

The TGWU, Tony tells us,
supported Alan Thornett in ©

- [974.If they did it was like the
rope supports the hanging man.
As the Battle for-Trotskyism,
with which Tony is familiar,
comments:

“The next day recognition as

deputy convenor and shop stew-
ard was withdrawn from Thor-
nett, thetransport drivers struck
in his defence, and the witch-
hunt began in earnest. For. the
next three weeks the transport
section was under attack from
the combined forces of BLMC,
the TGWU bureaucracy at
National, Regional and -District
level...’’

(My emphasis) p.82
Events in the NUM have been

dealt with in recent correspon-
dence in SO and I will not take
up any morespace here. Suffice
it to say thata frameworkwhich
sees, Scargill’s behaviour as
‘thé very highpoint of leader-
ship betrayal’ killing ‘‘the
‘strike wave stone dead’’ pays
little. attention to what actually
occured.

But what is truly amazing in
his treatmentof thesetwo exam-
ples is that Tony adopts and
extends the argument I am
putting and attemptsto useit as
a stickto beatme. :

The reason I raised the
examples of the NUM and of
Alan Thornett was to precisely
makethepoint that the circum-
stances were different in the
°70s than today and that those
very different circumstances
mould workers’ consciousness in
different ways:

Because of this the miners
took action in defiance of mis-
leadership a decade ago but
refused to support principled
leadership over the last two
ballots. All Tony does here is
expand my argument. He does
move in the right direction by
looking at what was actually
happening and its impact. on
consciousness. He  baulks,
however,at theconclusions.

Tony also makes a meal of the
fact that I don’t mention the
1938 Transitional Programme.
Wecertainly need a transitional
politics and I did mention the
need to bridge what is and what
should be. But a formulation
nearly 50 years old, whilst a
useful starting point is in itself
inadequatefortoday’s tasks.

I could go on but I want to
come to the most important
difference between Tony and
myself which centres around the
concepts of ‘‘leadership’’ and
‘‘consciousness’’.

I had no intention of down- ©

grading the importance of
leadership. The point I was try-
ing to make is this: leadership
and consciousness are dialec-
tically interrelated. Like Love

and Marriage we cannot talk
about one withouttheother.

Let us simplify. A revolution-
ary is elected convenor in a
workplace. He or she will find
that they are miles ahead of
hundreds of theirmembers. The
task ahead will be to grapple
withthe backward ideas held by
manyin the ranks to educate his
or her membersin the context of
an overall strategy which can
take themforward.

 

eee

Oe oe

Ford Dagenham:rankandfilerevolt stopsasell-out. But what determines
whether successful rank andfilerevolt emerges or-not?

That is what leadership is:
the_conquest of consciousness,
grasping clearly and honestly
the level of the membership,
having a clear estimation of the
balance of forces and the possi-
bilitiesbattlingfor revolutionary
understanding and_action
against the ruling class ideas
and actionnot from the pulpit of
the pub or canteen meeting,
although that will be important, .

-but centrally from the platform
day to day struggle provides.

_

Now that day to day struggle,
as Tony emphasises, will push
the membership towards con-
frontation with .the employers
andtheirleaders.

‘Material
Moreover, I do accept — and

this point must be stressed —

that whilst the rank and file
share the ideas of the bureau-
cracy the different . material
positions of the two groups
means that the former, unlike

_the latter, have no vested
interest in those ideas and that
whilst formally the ranks may
even at times be to the right of
the bureaucracytheir structural
position ultimately propels
theminto confrontationwithit.

Such confrontation provides
the pre-conditions for develop-
ment. It is necessary for workers
to take up socialist positions but
it is insufficient. We need con-
scious, political leadership to
develop, extend and system-
atise thebasic lessons learned.

Weare Marxists not. spontan-
eists. We knowthatthe existing
ideas of the rank andfileare not
magically dissolved by the heat
of battle. Moreover, those
ideas can often restrain the
workers from giving battle at

The biggest struggles since
the ’20s have accompanied a
deepening economic crisis with-
out any qualitative increment to
the forces of the revolutionary
left and with the unions pushed
onto thedefensive.

Part of the explanation lies
in the failure of Trotskyists to
integrate leadership into an
understandingof consciousness.
Workers are not Pavlovian dogs
who are reactionary, reformist
or revolutionary in direct reac-
tion to events.

Mould
Leadershipalso has to grapple

with the ways in which the
ruling class mould conscious-
ness and the content of that
moulding, the process by which
they maintain control even as.
the material bases. for that
controlare undercut.

The vast apparatus of thought
control in thehandsoftheruling
class today is far more powerful
than when Gramsci or Trotsky
werealive. Lookat the potential-
ity of cable technology in atom-
isingtheworkingclass.

And, of course, consciousness
is not just fluffon a stone. Capit-
alist ideas are a real social force.
They run deep. They are repro-
duced daily by the process of
capitalist production and by
capitalist institutions.

1 repeat we cannot simply
analyse the industrial struggle
in terms of upturns or down-
turnsinmilitancy.
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Whilst we'do have to see the
other side the degree to which
workers can move forward in
struggle, we have to understand
how at certain times the objec-
tive situation.ofwhich their con-
sciousness is one part means
thattheywillnot be prepared to
struggle even when leadership
‘is offered.

In other words, our revolu-
tionary who has been elected
convenor will have to be pre-
pared to accept many reverses
from the membership despite
textbooktactics.

Voluntarism,heroism will not
be enough. This may be a func-
tion of thegeneral lackof leader-
ship but that is the terrain on
which wehaveto struggle.

In the understanding that
sometimes adequate leadership
is not sufficient and not in
wrong tactics at the top lies the
basic roots of an explanation of
what has happenedin the mines
in thelast period.

On the other hand we also
know that in certain periods
workers will not accept mis-
leadership. When the officials
tell themto go backto work they
won’t. When the officials sit
tight they will act themselves.
Theywillkick-overthetraces.

That was the situation in the
early ’70s. Look at the fight over
the Industrial Relations Act for
example. The present period on
the other hand is characterised
by the inabilityof the rank and
fileto take struggles beyondthe
confines set by the leadership.
Strikes keep coming but so does
defeat. .

Unless today we_honestly
explore why the rank and file
acquiesce in the politics of the
bureaucracy we cannot com-
menceto recreate the situation
where they reject those politics
and behave like they. did in
1972 not 1982.

Not only will revolutionaries
in the unions often give leader- -

ship which is rejected. As they
gain more important positions
the constraints of the con-
sciousness of the members and
the limits of trade unionism in a
non-revolutionary situation will
mean that they will have to
increasingly accept all sorts of
compromises and makeall sorts
of retreats.

How you doit is, of course,
vital. In ‘Teamster Rebellion’,
Dobbs describes how the Amer-
ican Marxists in the 1930s
fought against a strike to
support a victimised comrade. It —

has to be subordinated to a
recognition struggle.

The further up the ladder we
go thegreater theproblems. But

  ee
haa

 
wewillhave to go up thatladder
if we are to get anywhere. We
know where we stand here
against ultia left sectarians.

But we have to apply this
understanding of the structural
limits of trade unionism outside
an overall upsurge to theway we
criticise left reformist union
leaders. :

Obviously we have far more
optimisticconceptions of what is
possible thantheydo. In the end
their stance reflects their
bureaucratic position. At times
therewill be sell outs, pure and
simple like ASLEF orthe NHS.
Wehaveto criticise those res-
ponsiblemercilessly.

But at other timesleft leaders
will come up against real limits.
Weshould not set up abstract
ideal conceptionsof what leader-
ship should entail and criticise
on that basis particularlywhen
we havelittle or noi base in the
union or industry.

Conceptions of leadership
divorcedfrom the consciousness
of the workers and the con-
straints of trade unionism
collapse into voluntarism and
impossibilism.They cut us off
from the militants coming to
Marxism.

Twofinalpoints. I thinksome-
times_differences emerge
because of different concep-
tions of the period we are in. I
certainly do not believe that a
General Strike or a pre-revolu-
tionary situation are just around

.
thecorner.

Weare in a Grand National,
not a five furlong sprint. Revo-
lutionary politics have no hold
over even a significant minor-
ity. We need a strategy for the
longhaul.

Trotsky was correct when he
stated ‘‘The mentality of the
class is backward but the men-
tality is not such a substance as
the factories, the mines, the
railroads, but is more mobile
and under theblows of. the
objective crisis the millions of
unemployed, it can change
rapidly.”’

It can. Generally after long
preparation and as a pre-revo-
lutionarysituation looms. As yet
it has not changed. We have to
accept that.

But we need to have a far
more detailed and well worked
out analysisof what thedifferent
sections of the workingclass are
thinkingand doing if we are to
learn from them. Both Tony -and
myself need to go beyond
general formulations like “‘the

- working class’’ and ‘‘the rank
and file’. What exactly do we
mean by the rank andfile?We
are not nearlyscientificenough.

The Bomb and how to
get rid of it — a new pam-phlet from Class Fighter.10p plus postage from
Class. Fighter, 214, Sick-
ert Court, London NI
2S8Y.
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Tremendousfight, but

Whatprompted
Timexturnabout?

a

WHY did the 348. workersoccupying the Timex factory on
the Milton industrial estate in
Dundee.unanimously vote to
endtheirsit-in on May 18, only
two days after a virtually unan-imous vote to continue thesit-
in

According to the Communist
Party’s -Morning Star, the
workers achieved a ‘‘famous
victory’’ and Timex had ‘‘con-
ceded all but one of thepointsfor which the occupation had
beenstruggling.’’

A similar interpretation was
placed upon the ending of the
sit-in by Gordon Samson, chair-
person of the occupation com-
mittee: ‘“‘It’s a tremendous
victory. Our workers can walk
out of here withtheirheads held
high.”’

Staging a sit-in of nearly six
weeks duration in pursuit of the
right to work is in itself a justi-fication for feeling proud. Butin reality the formula forending the occupation which
was accepted on May 18 was
not markedlydifferent from theformula overwhelmingly rejec-ted on May 16. Both formulae
involved the reinstatement ofthe 127 workers declared com-pulsorily redundant and whohad initiated thesit-in, and also
the reinstatement of the 200workers dismissed for support-ing thesit-in.

But both formulae also recog-

Li

Wasita
famousvictory?
Stan Crooke
arguesthatit
wasnot.
be|nised that Timex managementwould seek another 425 volun-
tary redundancies. If these
redundancies had not been
achievedat the end of 90 days,
then management can achieve
them by other means,including
compulsion. This point was not
even mentioned in the MorningStar report.

,

Another point common to
both formulae was thewith-drawal of watch-manufacturing
from Dundee, the main cause of
the redundancies in the first
place.

The only real difference
betweenthetwo formulaeseems
to be that, accordingto thefirst
one, all reinstated workers
would be put on short-time
working immediately, whilst
the second formula guarantees
the reinstated workers

.
two

weeksfullwork.
Both formulae were therefore

_basicallythesame, and revolved
around the acceptance of 425

voluntary redundancies, with
the threat of compulsion in the
background. The 425 additional
redundancies would _mean a
total of 2,200 job lossesthisyear
~— 300 morethanthefigurefirst
announcedbyTimex in January.It cannot be the case, there-
fore, that the workers voted to
endthesit-in becausetheywere
beingpresented with a radically
different set of proposals from
thatput forward on May 16.

Moreover, on May 17, the day
between the two opposite votes
by the Timex workers, the
Advisory Conciliation and Arbi-
tration Service had approached
the AUEW in Dundeeto try to
find a solution — but immedi-
ately gave up. ‘‘We decided that
the gulf that exists is still too
wide,and thereis no point in ourhaving a meeting at present’’,
said an ACASspokesperson.

ACASis not known forlettingslip even a half chance of ending
a dispute. Yetthesame day they
reached this verdict talks were
held at the AUEW offices in

.Dundee, involving local union
officials, Timex representativesand shop stewards from the
occupation. The outcome of
these talks was the end of the
sit-in.

At theendof theall-day talks,
local AUEW full-timer HarryMcLevy read out a statement
which said nothing about the
termsof theagreement reached,
but simplysaid:

“Following discussions with
the company this morning,this
afternoon and this evening, anunderstanding has been

' reached. This will be put to theshop stewards at 9 am tomorrowand following that to a massmeeting at 11 am.”’

Uncritical
Management wanted an end

to thesit-in, obviously. McLevyclearly did so too. Whilst he
had verbally opposed the for-
mula presented to the May 16
mass meeting, the fact that he
had stated his willingness to
meet management over the
weekend, and then arranged
these talks, suggest that he was
looking for a wayto get thesit-in
over and donewith.

What of the leadersof the sit-
in themselves, like Gordon
Samson, Jim Tinney and John
Kydd? On the one hand, theyhad certainly been uncritical, in
public at least, of the role of
union fulltimers. On the other
hand,theyhad taken the lead in
opposing the initial ‘‘peaceformula’ drawn up by their
union nationalofficials.

Whether they were actively
party to getting the sit-in ended,
or finally knuckled under under
pressure, seems destined. for
the time being at least, to
remain a matter for specula-
tion.

  
 
“Much more could have been achievedif those in occupationhad been given theactive support they deserved”

Whilst many questions about
the ending of the sit-in remain
unanswered,whatis clear is that
throughoutthedispute, boththe
STUC, the AUEW and AUEW/
TASS bureaucracies failed to
give thesit-in active support and
were looking for the first half-
plausible reason to call for it to
be ended. In the end they got
what theywanted.

The withdrawal of the 127
compulsory redundancies and
of the 200 dismissed notices
wascertainly a positive achieve-
ment. But how much more,indeed -a genuinely ‘‘famous
victory’’, might have been
achieved had those in occupa-tion been backed up with the
activesupport theydeserved?

(Tl)
SMAIHLLVWNO

 Officials knifed Albionstruggle
“BY A narrow majority”, as
shop stewards’ convenor, Jim
McLean, expressed it, a mass
meeting of the 1,300 shop
floor workers at the BL Albi-
on plant in Glasgow voted
last Monday (May 23) to end
their 2 week.old strike against
the threat of compulsory re-

~dundancies.
The strike had begun after

management had threatened to
implement compulsory redun-
dancies if 146 volunteers had not
come forward bythestart of the
plant’s summer holidays (mid-July).

The strike opposed the com-pulsory job losses, but not the
idea of ‘voluntary redundancies’.

Support for the strike
. was

solid. There was no attempt at
 

Labour Campaign for
Gay Rights, c/o 61A
Bloom St, Manchester 1!

  
 

 by Stan Crooke ©

scabbing,but only a smail number
of the strikers had been involved
in picketing. And while supportfor the strike came from through-
out the BL combine, the strike
leadership was slow to build upoutside support, only asking for
financialand moral backing.

* Management’s reaction to the
strike was in the Michael Ed-
wardes’ tradition. Ron Hancock,Chief of BL Vehicles, issued aletter to all strikers demandingthat the union hold a mass meet-ing and that a return to work takeplace by May 23atthelatest.

“If you do not,” his. letter
continued, “then Albionwill have
retired itself’ out of Leyland’slong term plans, with dire conse-
quences, and Albion will be
closed — permanently.”

Terror
A leaflet issued by the Albion

shop’ stewards’ committee to
counter Hancock’s letter des-
cribed the letters as “designed to
strike terror into the home of
every Albion worker and_ his
family; designed to scnd a
mob of frightened men alongSouth Street and into confronta-
tion with their fellow workers,
out of that would come, theyhope, a return to work on their

. terms.”
BL managementiso announ-ced the lay-off of 3,000 workers

at the Leyland (Lancashire and
Bathgate (Lothian) plants, unless
the dispute was finished by May -

23.

V'rom one sidc, managementapplicd pressure to break the
strike. From the other side, the
pressure came from the AUEW

_

full-timers.
On May 18 (the same day as

workers at the occupied Timex
plant in Dundee voted to acceptthe ‘peace formula’ negotiated
over their heads by AUEW full-
timers: and management) AUEW
full-timers met with BL manage-
ment and drew up an agreement
to end the dispute at Albion.
Shop stewards from Albion right-ly refused to attend this mecting.The main points in this agree-~
ment were:
*immediatereturn to work;*transfer of workers from onc

section of the plant-to another
where workers had taken
voluntary redundancy;*if management still had not
achieved its 146 voluntary re-
dundancics by 2 weeks before
the deadline, the national and
local union officials would
meet. management to find
a solution.
With the threat of union

national officials calling a mass
meeting over their heads the
Albion shop stewards called a
mass mecting for Monday May
23. Both the works committee
and the stewards committee had
voted unanimously to reject the
proposals to end the strike, and
recommended rejection to the
Mass mecting.

Pressure
Iven so, the mecting, voted to

end the strike, although the ma-jority was only about 50. “I
can understand the pressure: on
workers to vote that way”,
commented Jim McLéan after the
meeting, “thecontinuous pressure

.
applicd by management over the
past 2 weeks, the threat of clo-
sure, and also the financial hard-
ship, caused by thestrike.”

But an equal, if not much
more crucial, factor in influencing
the vote must have been “the
manifest opposition to the strike
by the strikers’ own union lead-
ers. Even before a deal had
been stitched up with manage-
ment AUEWfull-timers like Tom
Gougan had been attacking the
strike as irresponsible.

However, perhaps because he
was speaking to the bourgeois
press, Jim McLean wasloathe to
criticise the union full-timers. He
claimed that he was “not dis-

SAVE SOUTH
LONDON
HOSPITAL!

' Save South London
r Hospital Campaign

meets every Thursday
at Balham Food & BookE Co-op, High Street,' Balham at 8.00 p.m.

—

appointed” at the mass meeting’s
outcome on the grounds that“westill don’t accept compulsoryredundancy,and nationalofficials
have pledged to fight compulsoryredundancy in line with AUEWpolicy”’.

Threat
And yet at the same time

McLeanstated that the shop. stew-
ards had recommended rejection
of the national officials’ formula
because it “did not take away the
threat - of compulsory redun-
dancy”. And the very unionfull-
timers who are ‘“‘pledged tofight
compulsory redundancy”hadjust

OSod

Sl
‘klaohMEte

underminedastrike againstit!
By collaborating with BL

management to break ‘the strike
the union full-timers have effec-
tively given them the green light
to implement further cutbacks in
the workforce throughout the BL
combine, arid have inevitably
made anyfightback against them
that much harder to mount.

The role played by unionfull-
timers in sabotaging this strike
could not be a better example of
the need to set up the fight for
democracy and accountability
throughout the entire labour
movement and the need to
elect full-timers who will lead
struggles rather than betray them.

1yur  
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_UCWleaders shrug off
vote of no confidence

DISGUSTat the Union of Com-
munication Workers (UCW) Exec-
utive Committee’s record over the:
last year surfaced powerfully at
the beginning of the union’s 2000
strong conference this week.

On the first day (May 22),aft-
er rejecting the softer option of a
censure motion, delegates over-
whelmingly carried a vote of no
confidence in the union leader-
ship. The reason was its blatant
reversal of union policy on simpli-
fied sorting.

Delegates then went on to
throw out an EC attempt to
undermine last.year’s decision in
favour of five-yearly election of
union general officers. The EC
had wanted to give themselves the
power to appoint defeated offic-
ers to the administration side of
the UCW bureaucracy.

.
However, the impact of the no

confidence decision was lessened
because it took place after the
EC elections, the results of which
will be announced on Wednesday
(25th). After an emergency meet-
ing, the outgoing EC felt able to
announce that it saw no reason to
resign, and simply scheduled an
emergency meeting of the new EC

No move
by

Greenings
bosses

THE management at Greenings in
Warrington last week agreed to
talks with the 400 workers on
strike against moves to abolish the
annual wage claim, end negotiated
holidays, reduce trade union
facilities, and axe 89 jobs.
Management’s only previous move
in the dispute had been to issue
redundancy notices to all the
strikers.

The talks, however, produced
no shift in the bosses’ position,
and ‘the strike continues. The
strikers have been sending dele-
gations round the country, espec-
ially to union conferences, to
appeal for funds.

Messages/donations: N. Green-
ing JSSC, c/o Len Blood, 26
St. John St., Newton-le-Willows,
Merseyside.

.

 

- Trades
 

By John
Bloxam

|

immediately after the conference
to examine‘theimplications’. Un-
ion members would be ‘advised’
of the decisions.

The strongest feeling at the
conference was undoubtedly that
the EC had blatantly ignored and
ridden roughshod over previous
conference decisions. This came
out again on Monday,in the post
office section conference. The
anger was directed at the failure
of the EC to put up anyresistance
to job-cutting through new tech-
nology, or make progress on the
draft new technology agreementpassed by the 1982 conference,
and also at the wayit included an
extension of OCR ‘trials’ in the-
1983 recommendedpaydeal.

At the conference the EC
pleaded that their hands weretied
by that agreement! This position
was overwhelmingly rejected, and
the withdrawal of all cooperation
carried until a comprehensive new -

.
rank and file,

technology agreement was negot-
iated with the Post Office. The re-
solution clearly means that the
EC should withdraw from the
OCR ‘trials’.

Whether this feeling is reflect-
ed in the new EC remains to be
seen. A number of Broad Left
supporters were standing,
although organising for the elec-
tion is still at a relatively rudimen-
tary stage.

The one result so far announ-
ced, however, was hopeful. Gay
Taylor, regarded as a soft left
with a previous record as a mili-
tant, was elected as assistant gen-
eral secretary against another can-
didate with similar policies in a
run-off ballot.

Although the Broad Left has
played an important role in the
union over the past two years,
and its journal sold well at the
conference, it only has loose con-
nections with rank and file feel-
ing. Few delegates turned up to
its badly organised meeting on
Sunday evening. Unless the Broad
Left can make a muchcloser con-
nection with the feeling in the

it- will become
irrelevant. -

.

 

Political issues are discussed
on the Friday afternoon of con-
ference. However, Neil Kinnock
got a slot on Monday lunchtime
and after his speech £2,000 was
raised “in a door collection for
Labour’s election funds.

_

Rejecting the class struggle as
being a Tory policy, and likening
Labour’s programme to Stanley

 
Baldwin’s in the 1930s, Kinnock’s
thetoric nevertheless won two
prolonged standing ovations. Kin-
nock got a silver tea-set with the
UCWcrest on it; and the delegat-
es, in their hatred of the Tories,
seemed to forget the fight they
would face against a government
led by the likes of Kinnock.

TUC gagsTrades
Councils Conference

THE 59th Annual Conference of
Trades Councils was a “low-
key” affair. Not surprising, as
TUC instructions are: “‘no motion
or reference back can be accepted
whichis in conflictwith declared
Congress policy.” To protect this
advisory-only status, the TUC
General Council elects a majority
10 representatives (compared
with the conference’s 9) to the

Councils
tative Committee (TCJCC). And
at the chairperson’s right hand
sits John Monks (appointed
TCICC secretary). ~

Conference opened
almost its~only.
motion—lost by 92 votes to 93
-- which proposed regular reports
to trades councils from the

with

The Newham 8 — Asian
youths aged between 15 and
21 — face charges of con-

I spiracy as well as threaten-
i ing behaviour and actual

bodilyharm. .

They were arrested on
[September 24 1982 after an

incident with plain-clothes
police officers. In the pre-B vious week there had been
three major racist attacks

pon Asian schoolchildren at
Little tlford School, in New-i ham, and an incident where—60 or 70 white youth with
iron bars and sticks went on

gihe rampage in East Ham
and ManorPark.

Send invitations for speak- ~~

Jlers. or resolutions of sup-
p port. to Newham 8 Defence

Campaign. c/o PO BoxI 273, London E7 9JN.| 
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ByBill
~ McKeith
TCJCC (noneat present) and the
right of trades councils as well as
County Associations of Trades
Councils to. submit motions and
amendments. However, following
a_successfyl reference back in
1982 (there was. none this year)
CATCs will in future be able to
submit amendments.

The platform was overturned
on one issue only, when it was
told to press the TUC to
campaign for financial support to
be given to the British Pensioners
and Trade Unions Action Associ-
ation. (There is no other naticnal
inter-union pensioners’ organisa-
tion).

True to instructions, none of
the 40-odd motions challenged
TUC policy. The nuclear disar-
ament composite called on the
TUC to campaign forits unilater-
alist policy.

A similar call made last year
has been ignored by the TUC, and
the platform failed to respond to
the “union turn” inside‘CND —

the need for blacking and strike
actions to prevent the deploy-
ment of Cruise was barely dis-
cussed.

The TCJCC agreed to send a
“telegram” of support to Green-
ham for the May 24 Women’s
Day of Action. Since telegrams
were abolished -last year, this
announcementreflects the restric-
ted nature of the debate on
privatisation.

The election and jobs were
the subjects of a “Labour govern-
ment elected on socialist policies”
composite. ,

The motion on the Youth
Training Scheme “noted” TUC
approval of YTS, following con-
ference’s call last year to reject it,
and insisted that the TUC makeit
a condition of continuing support
that all schemes have local trade
union or trades council approval.
That one is in conflict with TUC
policy!

The increasing political
pressure put on unemployed
centres by the Manpower Ser-
vices Commission was evident:
the TGWU “Record” wassaid to
be too “political” by an MSC
visitor to one centre, and another
centre was told that MSC funds
would be withdrawn if Peoples’
Marchers were received into the
centre. (Two marchers addressed
the conference).

Not one motion on interna-
tional questions or women was on
the agenda. However, the con-
ference ended with two attacks
on the TUC and Labour leaders’
hypocrisy over the Falklands/
Malvinas. One highlighted support
for the right of ‘“‘peoples”to self
determination in the Malvinas,
and the denial of it in Ircland.

The other pointed out that the
TUC had “put on the butcher’s
apron which is the Union Jack to
recruit sailors to go to their death
in an operation designed to keep
Thatcher in power’’. Both contri-
butions received considerable sup-
port from the conference.

No motion mentioned Ireland.
The TUC is again threatening
Tameside Trades Council with dis-
affiliation: (for showing a vidco
about which an anonymousinfor-
mer objected to the FUC). Tame-
side Trades Council has unani-
mously affirmed its right to dis-
cuss whatit choosesincluding the
war in Ireland. Messages defend-
ing this right should be sent to
J. Monks, TCJCC, Congress
House, London WI.

First time
The first thing to strike this

first time delegate was the very
low proportion of womendele-
gates — barcly 20 out of 223
(although creche facilitics were
available not one delegate brought
his/her children) — and the com-
plete absence of any written
Standing Orders or a Standing
Orders Committee. But despite
the constitutional and procedural
stranglehold of the TUC, half the
trades councils in England and
Wales send delegates. Why?

No doubt some

—
delegates

come, see a charade, and go, never

to return. Others come to provide
uncritical support -for the TUC.
But most delegates attend because
they know a meeting of trades
councils has enormous potential
and in the meantimeit is useful to
exchange information and exper-
ience if not form policy.

It was an early conference of
trades councils in the 19th
century (not of national-level
unions) that led to the establish-
ment of the TUC; the conference
used to elect representatives to
the General Council.

Subsequent “rationalisation”
by the bureaucracyhas eliminated
the troublesome complication of.
constitutional powers for trades
councils, because they might be
important organs of progress.

This year’s conference threw
out.a motionto abolish the “‘talk-
ing shop”. The alternative at this
stage must be to fight for the
right of the Trades Councils Con-
ference to send a strong deléga-
tion to the General Council and
for the right to put up motions to
the TUC Congress.

_Kinnock.anti-Toryrhetoric

-calling for

 Pickets
support

-

fight on
sexual
abuse

by Bob Towers
A PICKET line has been set up
outside the Liverpool fashion
store ‘Lady at Lord John’, where
the manageress was sacked after
complaining that her co-workers
were being sexually harassed by
the area manager.

The manageress, Audrey
White, is a member of the TGWU
6/612 branch, and the branch is
picketing the store until sheis re-
instated.

Since the picketing started.
management has first tried to
pay her off (but she refused), and
then offered her two other posi-
tions within the company that
would mean demotion andloss of
pay. Audrey has stood firm.

On Saturday May 14 eight
pickets were arrested and.charged
with obstruction. One young
woman was subjected to a strip
search at the police station.
Since then injunctions have been
taken out on Audrey,her brother
(whois currently on the People’s
March), and full-time TGWUoffi-
cial Bobby Lamb, to prevent
them from picketing the shop.

The rest of the pickets are
constantly in danger of being
arrested for obstruction, too.
Keva Coombes, the leader of the
Labour-controlled Merseyside
County Council, will defend the
eight so fat arrested when they
appear in court, and both he and
Labour MP Bob Parry were on the
picketline last Saturday.

Thepicket is very successful in
hitting trade, with most shoppers
boycotting the store. Thousands
of signatures have been collected

Audrey’s_ reinstate-
ment. As we stand on the picket
line collecting signatures, many
women shopworkersrelate similar
experiences of harassment. One
woman told me that harassment
had forced her fo quit her job.

Over the weekend TGWU
regional secretary Bill Heywood
personally intervened andinstruc-
ted the local full-timer to call off
the picket and thereby the
dispute, because he did not want
to put the union fundsat risk of
legal action. This message was re-
layed to the pickets, who decided
to ignore it. The instruction was
not formally issued, and was in
clear breach of union policy.

This dispute is important be-
cause it shows that sexual harass-
mentis a trade unionissue: andit
is also a test of the local trade un-
ion leadership.

Messages. of support etc. to
TGWU, Transport House, Isling-
ton, Liverpool3.
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Women’s
Fightback
special NUPE
broadsheet —

for copies send
a stamped
addressed
envelope to
10b Landseer.
Rd, London
N19.
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Civiliantargets hit in Mozambique
 Terror raids by
apartheid rulers
THEvicious air raid by South
African plans on the suburbs
of the Mozambique capital
Maputo was an indiscrimin-
ate reprisal attack on civilian
targets.

The planes damaged a jam
factory, a creche, private houses
and a peasant hut, killing six
people and injuring 40, as they
strafed the area with rockets and
machinegunfire.

Reporters. who visited the
scene insist that there was no
evidence of the alleged “main
camp”? of ANC guerrillas, or of
recent ANC presence in the area,
despite claims by the South
African regime that their raid was
aimed at “‘ANCterrorists”.

The episode — like a similar
raid into Mozambique in 1981
and the carnage near the Lesotho
capital of Maseru last year — is
part of the strategy of brute force +

and intimidation through which
the apartheid rulers seek to crush
the black struggle and cut off
support for the ANC.

It followed a massive rush
nour car bomb explosion in
Pretoria outside the South
African Air Force headquarters in
which 18 people were killed and
216 injured.

But it alsq dovetails in with
persistent South Africanattempts
ta undermine and overturn the
nationalist regimes of Mozam-
pique and Angola, and to crush
the liberationstruggle in Namibia,
where a vast South African army
of occupation is pitted against
SWAPO forces. .

South African operations
mside Angola — including more or
less permanent occupation.of
some border areas — are so com-
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s

-FUND
Make plans now!

Make your arrangements now for fund-raising activities after the election! Unless
the fund gets its full target of £1,000 in June, we'll be in real trouble.

 

By Harry
Sloan.

mon they now scarcely rate. a
mention in the press.

_ And the apartheid leaders have
sponsored the reactionary
guerrilla forces of UNITA in
Angola and the MNR in Mozam-
bique. Added proof of this link
came last month when MNR
leader Orlando Cristina was shot
dead — in the South African
capital of Pretoria! Since then
the South African ‘Sunday
Tribune’ reports evidence of a
group based in South Africa
claiming to be the MNR’s
“Mozambique government-in-
exile”.

The latest apartheid raid into
Mozambique was accompanied by
rhetoric exactly parallelling the
cold blooded threats of the
embattled Zionist regimein Israel.
Military strongman, Defence Min-
ister General Magnus Malan,
announcedthat:

“T have no doubt that everySouth African who is proud of
his country and who supportsevolutionary change will agreewith me when I say that South
Africa’s security forces will
avenge every drop of bloodspilled
of innocents — be they white,
black or brown — with all the
powerat its disposal.”

But another parallel with the
Zionist situation is that this
bloodthirsty attitude has caused a

 
degree of embarrassment for the
British and American imperialists,
who have hopes of a longer-term,
more.global development towards
stabilised rule in Southern Africa,
and are courting some of the

‘Diack states Pretoria is abusing
and antagonising.

In Washington, ~ the State
Department — which wantsto site
Cruise missiles in South Africa,
and has been consistently friend-
ly towards the apartheid rulers

We asked for immediate personal donations of £5 from all waged Socialist §Organiser supporters — but only a few have respondedso far. This week’s contribu-
stions were Steve Macarthur £5, Mick O’Sullivan £5, Jo Thwaites £10; Roger Welche

£5 — grand total for May £184.75, or £815.25 short of the £1000 we need.
We can’t continue to absorb that sort of shortfall for long. Send your £5 now. ®

Be bold -- when you see your regular buyersthis week, ask each of them for £5¢
too. And makeyour plans for fund-raising eventsafter June 9.

Money to: The Treasurer, 214 Sickert: Court, London NI 2SY.
CCOCCCCECOCO ODOEEOOEOOOOOSESOC CESOCOOEOOEESOESCODOEODOOCCOS  Publishedby theSocialist Organiser Alliance,'28 Middle Lane, London

N8.Printedby East End Offect {TU). Registered as a newspaperat the
_

GPO.Signedarticlesdo not necessarilyreflecttheviewsof theSQ 4.

eccce:

— criticised not only.the Pretoria
bombing but also the retaliatory
raid on Mozambique. In Britain,
Francis Pym adopted the same
stance, going so far as to “deplore

.

this violation of Mozambique’s
sovereignty.”

Interestingly,while the British
press has focussed on the various
condemnations of the Pretoria
bombing, a leading Roman
Catholic Archbishop has been
among those who have blamed
the regime for the episode:

“Essentially the escalation of
violence is a response by desper-
ate people to the built-in violence
in an apartheid society.”

It is still not clear whether
this bombing — aimed at a ‘hard’
military target, but plainly carried
out without regard for probable
black civilian casualties — indic-
ates a substantial shift of strategy
by the ANC — whohave not as
yet claimed responsibilityforit.

It is clear however thatdespite
evidence in recent years of the
power of the black working class
in the South Africa economy —

with a growth of unionisation and
strike action — the ANC has con-
tinued to focus on guerrillaist
military tactics.

  New
battles  
TT B Iin Bogside* § ~

WHILESinnFein candidates canvass for electoral supportin the
Six Counties of Ireland, republican supporters took to the
streets last weekend in the biggest riots since the hungerstrikes
two years ago.

500 petrol bombs were thrown at. the RUC by youth in the
Bogside area of Derry on the second anniversary ofthedeath of
INLA hunger-strikerPatsy O’Hara.

In Belfast on Tuesday a massive 700Ib car bomb demolished
theAndersonstown RUC barracks.

Meanwhile in Britain the rooftop. protest in Albany,Isle of
Wight, has thrown the spotlight once again on the discrimina-
tion against republican prisoners held in British jails.

These are the visible reminders that whichever party wins the
next election there will remain a long hard battle to foree the
withdrawal of British troops from the six counties, and ensure
the right of the Irish peaple to self-determination.

 
 

Troopsarrest black demonstrator

While the guerrillas’ courage-
ous blows against the regime are
no doubt supported by the vast
majority of black workers, they
do little to organise the mass class
action and massself defence that
are vital if the apartheid-capitalist

State is to be overthrown.

Apartheid will not be ‘refor-
med’ away. Further evidence of
this is the new constitutional pro-
posals' being pushed through,
which would give virtually dicta- —

torial powers to an elected Execu-
tive President, who would single-
handedly supervise the business of
the proposed 3-chamber Parlia-
ment (whites, coloureds, Indians),
appoint ministers, proclaim or
terminate martial law, declare war’

appoint or °and make peace,
remove civil servants, and chair
the cabinet.

As the black working class
faces draconian repression and
mounting exploitation, the task
of international solidarity is an
urgent one.

It can be begun in everyunion, through steps to build
direct links with the emerging
black trade unions. of South
Africa.
 

The ANC bombwas
aimed at a “hard”
militarytarget
 

  Khomeini
regime
courts
Japan

FURTHER moves by the Khom-
eini regime to cement its links
with imperialism have accompan-
ied new threats to exterminate
members of the now banned
Tudeh (Communist) Party:

Last week saw a Visit to Japan
by an Iranian delegation secking
a resumption of work on the
delayed Bandar Khomeini pctro-
chemical complex.

A joint company comprising
the Mitsui group and the Iranian
government will operate the
complex which came to a halt in
the Iran-Iraq war.

But this link-up between
Khomeini’s professedly “anti-
imperialist” regime and one of the
world’s most powerful multi-
nationals is only part of a broader
scheme for economic links
between Iran and Japan, which
will be discussed by a further
Iranian delegation to Japan in mid
June.

This open move towards
restoration of broken links with
imperialism runs .alongside the
heightened witch-hunt of left
wing oppositionists within Iran,
and the purge of the Tudeh Party.

Khomeini on Monday made a
speech in which he lumped
together Tudeh supporters — until
now some of the most craven
supporters of the “Islamic repub-
lic’’ and US sympathisers.

In a chill warning to Tudeh
members — who are bing rounded
up by Islamic’ “revolutionary
guards” -— Khomeini compared

| them to the banned Mujahedeen.
“Except that you are wearing

a different mask, themask of
sympathy with the impoverished
masses, of patriotism.

Let me tell you that you will
not live to witness the return here
of the US, nor will you live to see
the return here of the. Soviet
Union.”

What they will live to witness
is further repression and — if
captured — torture, already inflic-
ted on the Tudeh Party’s General
Secretary to force him to make
bogus “cdnfessions” that he has
worked for the KGBsince 1945.

The workers’ movementinter-
Nationally must take up thefightagainst this promised slaughter of
Tudeh members and the con-tinuing murder of leftists, trade
unionists and militant fighters for
the rights of national minorities,women and gay people in Khom-
eini’s prison-house Iran.

Resolutions and letters of“protest to: Ambassador Ali Reza
Farrokhrouz, Iranian. Embassy,27 Princes Gate, London SW7.


