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Winning the
arguments?

DAY AFTERDAY on television we see a ‘‘balanced’”’ presenta-
tion of the election. First comes the ‘‘news’’ headlines — in
which the latest Labour Party wrangle is introduced.

Then.comestheelection coverage. A Tory speaker denounces
nuclear disarmamentor nationalisationor some other ‘‘Marxist’’
policy. An Alliancespeaker also makessimilarpoints.

Then, to complete the ‘‘balanced’’ presentation, comes a
Labour front benchspeaker... if not actuallydenouncing then at
best fudging and apologising for Labour’spolicies.

The ruling class is not short of convinced exponents.of its
views.

Theirs is the easy role
— swimming with the stream of the

mass meédia, conforming to rather than challenging pedple’s
natural reluctance to embark on abrupt and complete change.
They can concentrate their attention upon presenting the views
of socialists as outlandish, wild-eyed schemesof fringe elements
— whetherdoddering eccentrics like Michael Foot, orhard-faced
Marxist wreckersand rioters.

In complete contrast, the representatives of the labour move-
ment appear constantly uncomfortable, wearing the policies of
the Labour manifestolikeill-fittingand uncomfortablecostumes
foisted upon them by malevolentstage-hands.

_

And in a real sense, this is true. Left policies of nuclear
disarmament and nationalisation have been foisted upon a
bitterly resistant right wing Labour leadership by the rank and

_fileof the labour movement.
The momentum that enabled this to occur was generated not

throughthe ‘‘official’’ politics of Parliamentaryshadow-boxing
and media chat shows but through thousands of committed
activistsflyingin the face of methods and institutions of the
establishment — and teafletting, holding meetings, selling
papers hand-to-hand, striking, demonstrating and mandatingdelegates.

For those in favour of missiles, in support of cuts, and happy
with unemployment, there is no call for such extraordinary
effort. The onusis on thosewhofight for change.

Hereisthecontradictionof the Labour Party. While — unlike
any of the other ‘‘establishment’’ parties — the rank and file
can, at times, foist left wing policies on its leadership, they
still have a leadership steering In quitea different direction.

While rank andfileLabour activistsare committed to the fight
for change, the bulk of Labour’s leaders are respected parts of
the establishment, who see themselves and the Labour Party
as integral parts of thecapitalist state.

One reason why the unilateral case is widely rejected is
_

because it has never been argued by Labour’s leadership; the
reason theywon’t argueit is becausethey recognise and fear the
massive, lasting blow thatscrapping Britain’s nuclear weaponry
would strike at British imperialism,its relations with NATO and
the USA. These leaders identify more with British imperialism
than withtherank andfileof theLabour movement.

So when defeated on policy, Labour’s leaders move to neuter
the new line, by smothering it in respectable establishment
jargon: unilateralism is submerged in talk of multilateral
disarmament and support‘for NATO. Opposition to cuts and
wage controls are wrapped up in vague talk about economic
planning.

The job is done in such a wayas to take the sting out of the
radical policies, and to divorce them from any realistic perspec-
tives of struggle to achievethem.

Labour activists who have fought battle after battle against
cuts and wage controls, arguing that money should be lopped
from profits rather than from wages and services, now find our
leaders saying that the money for public services should be
found by ... borrowing from thecapitalists!

No wonder Labour comesacrossbadly in themedia. We have

part. But-first, most importantly,and as a precondition, we have

 
to change the labour movementandits leadership.

 

 

to change the media, together with thesystem of which they are >

 
 

JOIN
Membership of NationalCND#
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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Tebbit:directors’club foreshadowedhis strategy

 
 
Directors back
salami tactics

UNTIL Thatcher’s gang took
office, the Institute of Directors
was seen asafringeoutfit to the
right of the capitalist establish-

~ ment. Butits rabidpolitics have
been caught up and overtaken
by the Cabinet, making some of
its views appear distinctlymoderate in comparison to
Tebbit.

This is shown by comparison
between an Institute discussion
document drawn up last year
and the proposals for new anti-

’. union measures contained in
theTory election manifesto.

Both the government and the
Institute are agreed on the link
between union-basing moves -

and the privatisation and com-
partmentalisation of large state
enterprises.

The Institute labels the big
public sector unions as the main
element. within the © labour
movement which has not-lost
strength in the recession, and
advocates moves to break up
the existing nationalevel bar-
gaining structures:

‘Decentralisation of bargain-
ing would be a. major step
towards solving the problems of
public sector union power.
However the most obvious and
most desirable method for
achievingthe aims ...

would be
& massive programme of pri-
vatisation.

‘Quite apart from the many
otherdesirable aspectsof such a
change [e.g. inflow of private
funds; better competition and

_

thus greater efficiency; more
consumer choice and lower
prices(!!)]privatisationwould:
1. Present employees with the
choice between accepting
market realities or reducingtheirjob security;
2. Help employees [!] to identify
with their private employer [!]
rather than an industry-wide
organisation [any industrial
actiontaken on an industry-wide

basis would thereforebe second-
ary industrial action and would
thusfallwithintheprovisions of
theEmploymentAct 1980];

_3. Tend to make bargaining
arrangements [and thus the
scope for industrial action] far
more localised thanat present.’

The IoD focus on this line of
action — in preferencéto new
legislation on secret ballots, on
legal enforcement of procedure
agreements, or further frontal
attackson theclosed shop.

And they argue that once
again this ‘salami tactic’ —

eroding conditions slice by slice
— should be adoptedin orderto
minimise working class resis-
tance:

‘The dangerof any attempt to
curb public sector union power
ig that the attempt mightitself
generate massive industrial
action, in which a number of
industries or sectors engage in
sympatheticaction.

‘A piecemeal approach,
introduced first in those sectors
which could most easily acco-
mmodate change, would gradu-
ally isolate those sectors which
initiallymight find such changes
wholly unacceptable, and would
lessen thepossibilityof second-
ary industrial actionbeingtaken
in theirsupport.’

Though the Institute ex-
presses its reservations on pre-
strike ballots, to which the
Tories are now pledged, and the
usefulness of
duringstrikes, it is unreservedly
enthusiasticabout ‘any measure
which mightleadto thedevelop-
mentof non-party political trade
unionism’.

In_ this respect, therefore,
perhaps the Institute should
have lent its backing to the
People’s March which aims to
further the ‘non party political’
approach to unemployment —

and, by implication, to trade
unionismas well.

/

length.

mass lay-offs
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Albanyrio
lifts lid on
prisoners’
frustration
 

Geoff Coggan of
the prisoners’ rights
group PROPexplains
the Albanyriot
eS
THE Albany riot has exploded,
perhaps once and for all, the
notion that overcrowding is the
cause of prison riots and that the
simple answer is therefore to
build newjails.

Albany, like that very ‘other
tiot-prone prison, Gartree, is
modern and uncrowded. There is
never any cell-sharing in these
prisons, nor in the other top-
security prisons ‘of Parkhurst,
Long Lartin, Hull, Wakefield and
WormwoodScrubs D wing.

For 11 years PROP has
been trying to get across the basic
fact that overcrowdingis just one
of the results of the prison crisis,
not its cause. The fundamental
cause of riots in the long term
prisons and of the overcrowding
and squalor in the big city jails is
the same — sentencing levels
which, on average andacross the
range,are the highest in Europe.

The UK does not imprison
‘more of its citizens than other
countries, so the reason for having
proportionately the biggest prison
population throughout the EECis
essentially because of sentence

Now that overcrowding is
becoming untenable as the easy
explanation for the riots, the
authorities have to dream up
other causes to divert attention
from a correct analysis of whatis
happening.

Every national newspaper,
from the Sunday Times to the
Sun, has accepted.without

‘question the charge that the
Albany riot was an ‘IRA plot’.
Prison officers, using the platform
of a conveniently-timed Prison
Officers Association (POA)
annual conference, have fleshed
out the charges with the sort of
detail which insults the intelli-
gence of anyone else, but appears
to go unchallenged by other
prison officers.

Irish prisoners, using their
own babies to smuggle in drugs
during family visits, are supposed
to have steadily built up a drug
teliant prison’ population ‘who
will do anything to pay off their
debts which they owe to a drug
habit fed to them by the IRA’
(DailyTelegraph).

Similar allegations have been
used in the past to justify degrad-
ing strip-searching of visitors,
including women and children,
despite the total control which
the authorities have over tke
prisoner after the visit. Searching’
of visitors is a blatant provoca-
tion with no logical justification
whatsoever.

Yet the prisons to which
these allegations refer are precise-
ly those jails which head thelist
of those issuing, through the
prison medical service, a whole
battery of psychotropic drugs
which are employed specifically
as control measures..

Comparedto thatlot, any soft
drugs which might or might not
be smuggled in represent a drop in
the ocean.

As it happens PROP has
always argued against the accep-
tance by prisoners of drugs that
have no specific medicinal pur-
pose — precisely because we
believe that drug-induced docility

_
Plays into the handsoftheprison

authorities.
Some drugs have, of course,

been the subject of recent public
alarm after medical research has

“identified side-effects leading to
violent behaviour — for example

|after long-term use of Valium.
Whatever else can be said for

or against cannabis, it has never
attracted that particular charge
from any knowledgeable quarter.

Speaking not only on behalf
of PROPbutalso in the personal
capacity of someone who has
served part of a prison sentence
alongside Paul Holmes, Andy
Mulryan, Kevin Dumphy and
other Irish political prisoners, and
who has been on the rooftops of
Parkhurst with them, I would
deny categorically that Irish
prisoners either have or could
have the sort of influence which
is alleged.

Yes, Irish prisoners are at the
forefront whenever issues of
prisoners’ solidarity arise: where
else would they be? But they are
not so superhuman asto be able
to tell other prisoners what to do.
Prisoners must be just about the
most difficult people in theworld
to lead by the nose.

It is notable that the news-
papers which make the most of
these stories of the IRA under-
mining of prison order are those
which at other times entertain
themselves by publishing ‘Irish
jokes’ portraying Irishmen. as
incapable of organising anything.
When racism feeds the imagina-
tion, reason flies out of the
window. ~

A couple of years ago, these
same newspapers were busy
manufacturing plots to explain
away the street riots in Brixton
— anything to avoid recognising
that there are deep reservoirs of

‘justifiable anger in the streets or,
in the present example, the
prisons.Conflagration

The anger will continue to
grow,and the prisons are heading
for the sort of conflagration that
will-makeHull, Gartree or Albany
seem like picnics. The Irish
prisoners could all be repatriated
tomorrow,as they should be, but
the anger will continueto fester,
fuelled by the deeply-felt injus-
tices inherent in a prison system
which gets bigger and more
repressive day by day.

The national press, in its
failure to discuss the real issues
and its willingness to accept at

,face value the most. blatant
propaganda emanating from the
Home Office, will carry a heavy

~ responsibility for the disaster
whichis looming.
anise ‘elles 
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get rid of it — a new pam-phlet from Class Fighter. iplop plus postage from

 

. gClass Fighter, 214, Sick-
got Court, London nif
2SY. iDnseeel

 



 

JOHN
HARRIS

 
   
  
  
  
  
 
 
 
  
 
  
  
   

TO: Director General.
From: Controller of News.
Since. there is one week before
polling day I write to review our

*

coverage of the campaign and out-
line plans for the next few days.

We can congratulate ourselves
on fair and balanced coverage so
far. | enclose our breakdown for
TV newslast night so you can see
a typical programme content.

Thefirst items were not about
the election-as such; Mrs Thatcher
being greeted by President Reagan
and his speech about the upturn
in the world economy,starting in
mid-June providing there were no
upsets, and police providing
armed guards for Tory and SDP
leaders to protect them from IRA
gunmen.

The election coverage started
with the Tories. We had a discus-
sion between Norman Tebbit and
a trade unionist on his walkabout

 

IMAGINEa groupof 219 people.
130 of them (58%) are companydirectors, sharing 400  director-
ships between them. 37 (17%) are
barristers, 36 (16%) farmers or
landowners, and 53 (24%) consul-
tants or “advisers”? to banks or
businesses.

A typical cross section of the
tuling class? A random sample of
today’s capitalists?

Maybe, but these statistics
apply to the 219 Tory MPs who
were not ministers in the last
government and whovare standing
for Parliament again. (Ministers,
by law, have to give up their
directorships).

Wondering why the banks and
finance houses have done so well
out of Thatcherism?

12 Tory MPsare directors of
such businesses, including
Jonathan Aitken (Aitken Hume),
the Rt. Hon. Geoffrey Rippon
(Britannia Arrow), Sir. Hugh
Fraser (Sun Alliance and London)
and Esmond Butler (National
Westminster).

Health
And what about the rundown

of the National Health Service?
The Tory. benches feature

John Browne MP,Director of the
Churchill Private Clinic, and three
other Directors of pharmaceutical
industries.

Or how about our “free
media”, with 11 Tory MPs as
directors of media and publishing
companies, including the Rt. Hon.
Maurice Macmillan (of Macmill-

Daily
DAILY

 
in which the trade unionist said
he votes Conservative because of
communist infiltration of the
unions. (Norman suggests we
makea feature or two on this
theme — I have told current
affairs). ‘

The SDP was featured with a
major speech by David Owen in
his constituency attacking
Labour’s defence policy.: He
claimed that a vote for Foot was a
vote for Andropov. Mrs Shirley
Williams said she criticised Tory
plans to wind up local authorities
although she sympathised with
the desire to stop left wing revolu-
tionaries from using ratepayers’
money to finance IRA bombing
runs,

The Labour Party was ‘split
into two parts (ha ha appropri-
ately you might think), the first
being a recording of a speech
Mr Callaghan made in a’ Welsh

ec!

El Salvador
Solidarity

_Campaign:
affiliation£5
forindividuals
and £10 for
organisations,
from 29
Islington Park
St., Lonuon N1.
(01-359 2270)

 
up

. £50,000)

an), .Tim Brinton (East Kent
Radio), Sir Paul Bryan (Granada
TV and Piccadilly Radio);
Frederick John Silversier (J.
Walter Thompson), and Sir
Geoffrey Johnson Smith (LWT
[Holdings] ).

Other famous names crop. up
in the shadowyfield of “‘consul-
tants/parliamentary advisers”:
John Browne (Barclays. Bank
International),Sir Bernard Braine
(Police Superintendants Associa-
tion); and many others employed
by bosses’ organisations in the
building and other trades, and
multinational corporations.

Thirty-nine MPs (including
Ministers) are “members of
Lloyds”: a nasty little capitalist
enterprise if ever there was one.

The system involves putting
your assets (minimum,

against possible
insurance losses. This brings you a
financial return on your £50,000
plus, but as you don’t actually
have to part with it, you’re free to

EXPRESS
|FINANCIALTIMES

The Daily Celearaph
THE

by PatrickSpilling
chapel saying how repealing the
Tebbit laws could result in the
worst kind of lawlessness, but
that they should only be repealed
if the trade unions agreed to an
incomespolicy 4s part of a multi-
lateral agreement.

The second was a speech by
Michael Foot on the same plat-
form as that Militant tendency
bloke whose name IJ forget. We
hada shot of the Militant saying
‘comrades’ with his arms out.

The next week is of course an
important one for broadcasting
and I am pleased to be able to to
tell you that we have drawn up
a programme of events, based on
some information available to our
reporters about forthcoming
speeches and

- ~government
announcements.

Thursday June 2: World econ-
omic summit ends with commun-
ique declaring the recession to be
over. “Rate of increase in unem-
ployment will start to accelerate
less quickly”. Peter Shgre to
make speech saying paybed? will
be phased out only so long as
those in them agree.

__

‘

Friday June 3: SDP say
Labour now finished as opposi-
tion party. NOP poll showsTories60%; Labour 21%; Alliance 19%.
Foot says policy on pay beds
quite clear. They will be phased
out after negotiations with the
people in ‘them. Harold Wilson
says in televised speech to Horti-
cultural Society that if Britain
leaves the EEC unemployment
will rise to five million. Tony
Benn reported missing topolice.

Saturday June 4: Thatcher
says Japanese have agreed to
sponsor newslimmed downcivil
service budget. Hf Labour win
election, deal off and unemploy-

mentwill rise to ten million. Foot
says policy on EEC quite clear.
Labour would take Britain out,
but only if renegotiations with
Labourright are successful. Denis
Healey in all channel speech to
his neighbour over the fence,
says Labour’s economic’ policy
was workéd out on the back ofa
packet of fags and would make
the country bankruptin a week.

Sunday June 5: Day of rest.
Archbishop of Canterbury gives
service of thanksgiving for Mrs.
Thatcher. Falklands niemorial
snooker contest televised live on
all channels, except Channel 4,
which is showing basketball. Mori
poll shows. Tories 65%, Labour
18%; Alliance 17%. Benn spotted
in Bristol.

:

-Monday June 6:. Thatcher
grants audience to Queen. Queen
poses with grandson outside the
door.of number 10. Thatcher
gives Falklands to Prince William
as first birthday present. Jenkins
says polls show Labour dead and
buricd. Asked about lowrating of
Alliance he says he has never
attached too much importance to

‘ opinion polls. Foot says economic
policy quite clear. Labour would
strive to get unemployment down
after negotiations with the IMF.
Benn announces he will be can-
vassing only his own strect as he
thinks politics have become too
muchofatravelling circus.

Tuesday June 7: Gallop Poll
shows Torics 80%, Labour 11%;
Alliance 9%. Steel -says Labour
will now be squeezed between
Torics and Alliance. Reagan says‘
world peace depends on Thatcher
being re-elected. Labour NEC
votes 14-13 vote of confidencein
Foot’s leadership ‘for the time
being’. Foot abstains. Foot says
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All the way
>

from thebank

invest it elsewhere: so you can
invest your money twice!

And to stop the £50,000 being
wiped out, in the event of Lloyds
having to pay out insurance
money, you can

. . .
insure your-

self against. this; and get the
insurance to pay!

Members of Lloyds include
Tory junior and senior ministers
in the Treasury department, the
ministries of Defence, Education,
Science, Energy, Foreign and
Commonwealth Affairs, and the
Welsh and=Northern Ireland
Offices.

Alike
-~ Of course, Tory and Labour
governments alike will govern in
the interests of<big business. But
at least in the Labour Party we

~ have a chance to establish Party
policy which is in the interests of
the working class (through confer-
ence) and to hold our MPs
accountable to the working class

leadership of Labour Party is
quite clear. Healey says Foot is
in charge so he miust be. Benn
stops canvassing. ‘Politics a

. private matter’ he says.
Wednesday June 8: Daily Mail

world exclusive: Andropov letter
to Foot: “We hope. you win
Britain’s last ever election,
“comrade.” Thatcher asks army to
guard polling booths to prevent
IRA/GLC guerrilla squads blow-.
ing up pensioners. Shore, Wilson
and Callaghan take part in TV
discussion: ‘Why Labour lost
the election”. Healey says Foot
will stay on as party leader “at
least until Thursday afternoon”.

Thursday June 9: Daily Mail
leads on “Red Footletter rumpus
grows”. Guardian fails to appear
as all journalists are on SDP hust-
ings. Poll of Polls’ show Tories
91%; Labour 6%; Alliance 24%.
Owen says Labour are coming
apart at the-,seams. Alliance
poised for breakthrough.
Thatcher says she is too. busy on
Cabinet reshuffle to vote. Foot
says Labour’s manifesto is quite
clear and his advisers are working
on redraft in time for lunch.
Newsnight eve of poll poll shows
that if everyone voted like
Vincent Hanna there would be a
landslide.

Election results give Thatcher
40 moreseats than Labour (32%).
Liberalshave 17 seats. SDP 2. ©

Friday June. 10: Thatcher
drives in triumph - through
London. Foot launches redraft
manifesto at press conference
attended only by Morning Star.
Stay. in EEC, keep nuclear
weapons, find some tiny forgot-
ten island to go to war over.
Unemployed to be fined until
they get a job. Roy Jenkins loses

_

Hillhcud but goes to palace and
pleads to be Prime Minister any-
way. Daily Mail admits Andropov

   
  
    
 
  
 
  
  

(throughlocal Parties’ rights to re-
select).

-

\

But no wonder Tory policies
have been so anti-working class
and pro the bosses. they’re not
only the Party for the Capitalists;
they’re the Party of the capital-
ists!

.

 

letter a forgery. Lord Dacre says
he was fooled by the Moscow
postmark.

Saturday June 11: Healey,
Shore, Callaghan blame Benn,
Livingstone and Footfor election
result. Thatcher abolishes the
health service. Announces plan
for home owners to buy their
own Cruise missile. Shirley
Williams says SDP have succeeded
in aim of stopping a Labour
government. World. economic
recovery over says Reagan. New
slump on way. Opinion poll
shows Tories 38%, \Labour 51%:
SDP Alliance 11%. “Unemploy-
ment up a million. Row breaks
out over break in at Labour Party
campaign headquarters in Brad-
ford... $ ‘
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talk on

the issues
Richard Chessum, Labour candi-
date for Warwick and Leamington
Unilateralism is an issue that ’m
playing up a great deal, and we’re
trying to get CND posters side by
side with Labourposters.

We find thatwe’re losing quite
a bit of the male working class
vote on the question of unilateral-
ism. On the other hand, we’re
picking up some votes on the
issue, mainly from women, and
also in middle class areas.

P’ve got a good response from
women during the day, and then
when their husbandsgetin, in the
evening, less good. “I’m going to
vote Labour, but*my husband
says he’s going to vote SDP
because he thinks we’ve got to
have the Bomb.”

It’s. mainly middle-aged and
elderly working class men who are
defecting on.the issue of unilater-
alism. The Labour Party here had
a big campaign last year against
the Task Force going to the Falk-
lands — I organised it — and the
general reaction: is, “You don’t
even believe in conventional
defence. You were opposed to the
Task Force.”

The black community is over-
whelmingly in favour of us. The
president of the local Indian
Workers’ Association has just
joined the party. We immediately
made him vice-chairperson of the
constituency,and he’s been work-
ing hard for us; and severat others,

.

in other black community. organ-
isations,have joined as well. --

Even in the working. class
areas, we find people ‘blaming the
trade unions for unemployment(though’-there’s. beenJess: tacism
than-I expected). The economicanalysis of the Tories seems io
have. a dig: hold, even among.

_

people whostillvote for us,
The way I’ve tried to counter

it is to say, yes we do live in a
new age when it’s going to be
capital‘intensive industry ‘but we
have. to: use the wealth that’s
created in capital intensive indus-
try to finance public services and
people’s needs.

Vd like then to go on and say
that the people who have the
private ownership of the means of
production won’t allow us to use
their wealth to finance public
services, and therefore we'll have
to take them over — but it’s diffi-
cult to argue thatone becauseet’s
not in Labour’s programme.

Election
Peoples.marchfor jobs,

4

Labour candidates and
activists in the Labour
Party. and trade unions
around the country told
Socialist Organiser of
the progress and
problems in the cam-
paign.

Lol Duffy, GMBU shop steward
and secretary of the Labour Party
workplace branch at Cammell
Lairds, Merseyside.
We're holding factory. gate meet-
ings for as many candidates as
possible — we've already had two
fairly successful ones. We're
organising teams ofpeople to go
to marginals to help deaflet and
canvass. Wehadabout 13 out the
first time, andmore than half of
them were newi0 it,

-.We've distributed_posters
round the yard, and there are a

dot of. people. wearing. Labour
stickers. - We're’. meeting every

. week-up to theelection to coor--
dinate the rampuign, and we've
got the Confed“shop stewards’
committee callingfor a vote for
Labour ané producing a special
issue. ofme.stewards’bulletin. - 
Jerry. Hughes, Hackney North
LabourParty.
We've done a lot of work with

“particular groups in the com--
munity, like the black commun:.
ity for example— Ernie Roberts,
our candidate,’ #as heen quite
closely involved.with the Colin”
Roach issue. Thelackcommun-
ity seems to be determined to
vote Labour en masse.

We had a joint event with
Hackney South on the day when
.the fares went down on London
Transport. We got an open-
topped bus, and drove round the
borough with the candidatespub-
licising the GLC fares policy and
saying vote Labour in order to

vote for gayliberation. 
Labour Campaignfor
Gay Rights, c/o 61A
Bloom St, Manchester 1

0000000 SO OOOO OOOSEHEOHSHOOHSOHHHOHOEOO
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defend cheap public transport.
That was followed up with leaf-
lettingat the main tubestations.

Weil have a rally on unem-
ployment this Friday, with a
speaker from the People’s March,
and on Saturday a meeting with
the Turkish community, organ- |isedjointly with IslingtonNorth.

Martin Willis, Labour candidate:
' for Birmingham HallGreen.:

The key issues coming over are
very clear. First, nearly everyone
on the doorstep knows that the
Tories have made. a mess_of it.

“What they'renot-convincedabout
- as -that : Labour's: programmgoing to work.

The nuclear issue is algo com-:
ing up quite a lot. There are twa-
sides. to it. Some peoplesate:getiing the ‘idea that a?snon-!

‘ nuclear defence policy mean:
:“defence at all. ‘Others fearthat

“What's. been’saidabout Polarisin -

 
 

 

* the last few: days -weakens our.
commitment ‘on-getting*rid ofnuclearweapons.

_

.
Mick O'Sullivan, UCATT shop
steward,Haringey DLO. ve
At present there’s only a smullLabour Party workplacebranch in
the architects’ department. But
when the election was called we
had a meeting covering all the
council.

We've got out a leaflet, to go-
to ail Haringey councilemployees
and we’ve arranged a dinnertime
meeting next week with both the
Labour candidates (Hornsey and
Tottenham) speaking.

We've tried to use this to build
up contacts in different areas of
the council, so that we can form
new. workplace branchesafter the-
election. We've also held one
council workers’ canvass, ‘and
there’sanothercoming up.

Be
Peter Tatchell, former Labour
candidate in Bermondsey.
Labour can win the Seat -back.

%

Our canvass returns are stronger -

than in the by-election and the
Liberals have a lot fewer window
posters.

Steel’s statement that the
Liberals were prepared to go into
coalition with the Tories in the’
event of a hung parliament, and
thereby sustain Thatcher in power
is proving very damaging to their
local support.

 

 

 

   
 

Unemploymentisa key issue
The Liberal campaign is much

more on policies thistime. But
their leaflet still says: “Beware.
Tatchell’s not the candidate, but
the party’s still the same. Labour
is still the same party, still the
same policies, still the same
mess.”

a
“There is a

fantastic
response
from ethniccome
Kevin Flock;1Labour ‘agvat ‘in
LewishamEast: -

It’s the most political campaign
Fve beeninvolved in. People want
fo talk politics. There’s massive
support fr:-n trade. unions and
the ethnic communities. I just
duni’t believe thenationalopinion
polls.

foeeee

SAVESOUTH
LONDON
HOSPITAL!

i Save South London’
i Hospital Campaign

meets every Tuesday.i at Balham Food & Book
Co-op, High Street,
Balham at 8.00 p.m.

Labour’s general staff: leading or undercutting?
 

 
 

‘On defence, the
working class is
not with Labour

Whatare the problems? Unem-
ployment — both getting our
message across, and people getting
fed up with us telling them how
bad unemployment is. Rates —

the local rates went up by 25%
- and people are saying that’s too

high. Housing. — the big issue is
people who want to buy their
council houses.

On nuclear weaponsit’s been
50/50 — split between people
who are very pro-unilateralism,
and people whoare very worried
that we’re not going to have any
defence atall.

Unemployment has been the
key issue. We’ve got public meet-
ings on unemployment,©& and
there’s a local People’s Marchnext Saturday.We’ve done a lot on thehealth
service. We’ve got the Labour
candidate speaking at a meeting
organised. by the workers them-""selves at one hospital.

Overall; we seem to be gaining
voies in themiddle class areas and
josing in.the working class areas.
There’s2 fantastic,response from -

, the -ethnic- communities. A
number of black groups are outcanvassing

|
for theLabour Patty.

Vai Veness, Labour candidate for
Hornsey andWood Green.

The issue of the Health Ser-
vice is a big one in Haringey.
There have been two hospital
closures, and the borough: now
has no accident and emergency

 
facilities. That does strike home
to people. Pensionersalso seem to
be solidly with us. And the most
solid section of all is the black
population.

On defence, the working class
is not with the Labour Party, but
a small section of the middle class
is.

We’ve had a lot ofreactions in
.

working class areas like, “You're
going to leave us defenceless’’.
When we stop and argue and
discuss, we can get through, but
there’s still this fear.

The other problem we've
found, which we didn’t expect,is
the Common Market — opposi-
tion to withdrawal, reactions like
“you’re going to throwalot of
people out of work”,and *‘We’ve
been at war with Europe before,
it’s better thatwe're all stickingtogether.”

On unemployment,I thinkthe
- party nationally hasn't got itself - -
together tobet the messagé over
— but ‘we’ve been. hammering .
awayatit.

One person said to me, and f
thought it was. interesting: “The
trouble with the Labour Party:
now. is that. talksabout issues: It.

never talks about dhe working
-class, the classenemy and being#
class|

party.” .

There’s a lot of anti-Thatcher
. feeling around, butit’s not neces-.

sarily translating itself into pro-
Labour.. After the election, we'll
have to analyse what’s wrong.and
think whattheleft can do to get
across what we're saying.
Wier  
   
 dnlawhDhae|
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- “Oh yes,

Flaggingfortunes: theAlliancehas decided to move Steel centrestage in placeofJenkins

 
 

at the top’
|

‘We're being undercut
 

Jo Richardson, Labour candidate
for Barking.
I find it very difficult to reconcile
the reaction we've had on the
doorsteps, and the fact thatwe’ve
got more party workers than ever
before, with the opinion polls.
Labour voters seem more enthus-
iastic than ever before.

Disarmament is obviously
causing question marks: in
people’s minds, but when we’ve
explained that it is not a. total
‘viving up of all weapons — as they
seem. to have been conned into
thinking — then they2ve-beenOK.

I’m all against nuclear
weapons.”

Anti-Tory
On unemployment, reactions

are very anti-Tory. I thinkthere is
something in the theory that
some people are so stunned by
Thatcher that they think it is all
because of the world recession
and no party can do anything
different. But that’sa minority of
cases.‘Don’t get!icaught | i' iN THE rush for the election, i
don’t forget thisyear’s Lab- i
our Party conference.

The deadline for resolu- i
tions iss ¥ 8. Nermaily
wards would discuss them in iB June. But now most regularIf June ward meetingswill be i

i cancelled.
i anises a special meetingin i

‘Makesure your ward org-
El Juneto discuss resolutions in

time to go throughthe GC for i
1 the conferenceschedule.

The fast Socialist Organis- ier delegate meeting decided
to back model resolutions

IJ cracy (its resolution on the
I ‘Greenwich amendment’,
i and theconstitutional

the Labour Campaign for
Gay Rights. There will also

i
amendmentto clause 9), and :

i
be a SO model resolution on Ii incomespolicy. .

i CLPtreasurer doesn’t miss i

Also: theclosing date for ipaymentof affiliationfeesis
June 10. Make sure your

it, or you lose yourvote!

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

Andy Harris, joint secretary of
Socialists for a Labour Victory.
People on the ground have been
working hard, putting out imag-
inative, hard-hitting stuff, only to
have it cut-away every. time they
turn on the television, or open a
newspaper, and find out what the

leadership and Callaghan are
doing.

The campaign in Putney is
very good indeed. The council
estates are plastered with posters.
But everything we're doing is
being undercutat the top.

 Black people: a
survival vote
Vidya Anand, London Region
Labour Party:

June 9 must be victory day for
a Labour Party unequivocally
committed to -conference
decisions on peace, jobs and the
socialist reconstruction of our
society. We who represent the
ethnic minorities cannot afford
another term for Thatcher and
her counter-revolutionary politics.

Ethnic minorities have no
illusions. They have not been
mesmerised by the ‘Falklands
Factor’ and have seen through
Mrs. Thatcher’s designs. They
realise that in some constituencies
they are in a position to swing the
pendulum in favour of Labour
Party candidates. ;And while thefe may be
apathy among some sections of
the white working class on June
9, there will be no abdication of

|their responsibilitiesby the ethnic
minorities. -The overwhelming
majority of their vote through-
out the country must and will
go to the LabourParty.

If there is a greater sense of
urgency among Asian and West
Indian voters about the need to
throw out the Tories, it is becausei they sense that if-a new Tory
government came to power,it will:
be the most extreme ever. They
are well acquainted with the
historical parallels.

They knowtoo well what fate
befalls racial minorities in
societies economically — wrecked
by the militarists, and minoritics
who are ethnically and racially
identifiable at that!

Racial, religious, and ethnic
minorities have always been made
a scapegoat, with fascist thugs
capitalising on discontent of the
workers. Histogy mayrepeat itself
if the monetarlsts are allowed a
further term of office to contin-
ue their havoc in Britain.

When on June 9 the ethnic
communities cast their

|
biggest

ever vote for the Labour Party, it
will not just be voting for more

jobs, for better education, for
better housing, for a stronger
National Health Service, and_a
compassionate and caring socicty,
but it will also be voting for its
very survival in this society.

Asians and West Indians,
alarmed by the racist Nationality
Act 1983, the Police Bill, which
will surely be revived whenever
Tories come to power, and the
cavalier and contemptuoustreat-
ment of the trade unions, are
convinced that the signs unmis-
takeably point in the direction of
greater totalitarianism if  the-
Tories win on June 9. ‘

Mick Woods, Brent East Labour °

Party.
In Brent East we’ve had a candi-
date imposed by the National
Executive. Committee and an
agent appointed by the candidate
who doesn’t enjoy the confidence
of the party. The reaction of the
Left has been very varied. Some
are refusing to work in Brent East
and going to margiials-elsewhere,
but we're working in this con-
Stituency. In my ward were
running the campaign through the
ward structure as much as

possible.
We have got 15,000 of the

London Labour Party's women’s
.

leaflet out. In our ward we've
flyposted a lot of People’'s March
posters, and we're going to do
CNDposters.

Obviously the attack on
Freeson recommences on June
10.
 

 
, BL Cowleyworkers: privatisationan added dangerifTories return

“Callaghan’s speech
has been a big blow”
 
Joy Hurcombe, secretary of
Labour CND and Labour candi- -

date for Shoreham.
Callaghan’s speech has been a big
blow. I think it was built into the
campaign document. It was
ambiguous on Polaris. We said at
the time that every opposition

|

speaker would use it to claim that
Labour’s policy is not a non-
nuclear policy. I didn’t expect the
opposition speakers to be from
our ownparty!

Many candidates have had a

very straight, clear commitment
on unilateral nuclear disarmament
— and then we haveall this non-
sense at the top.

In a sense Polaris is a red
herring. Unless you put money
into it, it’s going to be obsolete.
So the real issue is Cruise,
Trident,:and nuclear bases. But
the current position makes the
Labour Party look stupid. The
issue of disarmament is complete-
ly glossed over now, and we’re
all talking about defence.

The only thing is to keep
-battling on, and hope that we can
recover in the next ten days. We'll
have to say that the Labour
policy is the conference policy.
Callaghan and faded politicians
can do what they, like, but they’re
speaking as individuals, not for
the party.

I don’t know why Michael
Foot can’t say that. Why doesn’t
he call their bluff? A lot of people
admire Thatcher for her resolu-
tion and determination — not
what she says — and he could
have taken a Ieaf out of her book.

We’ve got to be morestraight-
forward in future. It’s like the
issue of where do you get the
money from. The strongest thing
to say is that there are huge
profits being made at the expense
of ordinary people, and we will
take those profits into the public
sector to use for the community.
That is ‘far better than saying
we're going to borrowit.

Dave Edwards, Labour candidate
for Coventry South West.
We’ve defined unemployment as
the main ‘issue. We meet many,
many people on the doorstep who
are unemployed. But the Labour
Party’s programme hasn’t really
got over yet.

In Coventry South West we’re
having street mectings, very
successful ones, trying to wake up
the Labour vote. A lot of people
are don’t knows.

We’ve had several factory gate

 
‘Callaghan

meetings,
ponse.

ee
Ricky Houston, POEU Edinburgh
External branch.
We're doing a leaflet, and circul-
ating it ‘through the branch
machinery, calling on members
not only to vote Labour but to
join the Labour Party and hold
their MPs to account. Theleaflet
has been sponsored by the
District Labour Party.

Tory strategy and privatisation
is a big issue for POEU members,
and we've tried to put the
election in the context of that
fight.

James McAllister, Labour .candi-
date for Basingstoke.
On nuclear disarmament, the res-
ponse is generally good, but
understanding has been dulled by
FleetStreet and the media.

Those who have lived through
the 1930s are rock solid Labour
voters. The young are not as solid
as they should be.

The campaign is drawing in
new people, and one of the tasks
of the constituency parties after
the election must be to build the
membership and consolidate that
increased. active support. Despite
a management ban, I did manage
to address the annual general
meeting of the G&M~ hospital
branch in worktime.

Colin Ellison, Labour candidate
for Halesowen and Stourbridge.
We started by working in the
areas which had given us a good

with a very good res-

‘For the first time disarmament
is an issue in the factory’

Labourvote in the local elections
At that point it looked as if ou:

_vote was firmingup.
Since then we’ve been moving

into the middle areas, and weare
finding someresistance, particul-
arly on the nuclear disarmament
issue. It could be that some ofthe
traditional areas of Labour
support are going weak on us on
the sameissue.

When we push it further. we
find that people don’t want tc
see Trident bought. They don:
want to see American-contrcliea
Cruise here. Cutting out the
American bases doesn’t get toc
bad a response. Going: furthe:
than that and cutting out Polaris
~ dropping our so-called indep-
endent so-called deterrent
seems to scare them.

One of the troubles is that u
we convince them that it 1
credible just to stop Trident. rc:
instance, and to stop Cruise, then
there’s hot much difference
between us and the Alliance.

A TGWU steward, BL Cowley
Assembly Plant, Oxford.
For the first time nuclear dis-
armament has been a big issue
of discussion in the factory, ané
that’s been quite useful. I think
there’ll be a very big Labour
vote from the factory. The main
discussion nowis how the hell car
the Tories have such a bir

“majority.
Weput a ‘Vote Labour’ leafle:

in on Tuesday (24th) and had =
factory gate meeting with the
local candidates and a speake:

 

 
“committee. On Thursday. nish:

and Friday-smorning we put in
another ‘Vote Labour’ leafle:
with a bit on privatisation of BL.
which went down very well.

HARD
TIMES

From Pluto Press:
an analysis of

capitalism in crisis
from regular Socialist
Organiser contributor

Bob Sutcliffe. £2.50
from bookshops,or
(with 50p post and

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

London NWS.
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Elections
in the
SIX
counties
THE BRITISH general election
involves the people of Northern
Ireland in electing 17:Westmin-
ster MPs. But apart from the
timing the election in the Six
Counties has little in common
withtheelection in Britain.

Even where the same terms
are bandied about, they mean
very different things. What, for-.
example, is meant in Northern
Ireland by a ‘marginal’ seat? It
is a seat in which the Catholic
and Protestant communities are
close to being evenly balanced.

Muchof the outcome of
the election is decided beforeit,
inside the Catholic and Protest-
ant blocks, by way of deals and
after fierce competition to be the
Catholic or the Protestant
candidate. .

The most important political
contest in this election. is _be-
tween the SDLP and Sinn Fein
(political face of the Provisional
TRA), within the Catholic com-
munity.

The SDLP has been the main
~

victim of the collapse ofpolitical
structures in Northern Ireland in
1974-5.

Impotence
Relegated to impotence as the ~

party of a minority community,the SDLP has goneto seed in the
last seven or eight years, becom-
ing more and more a Catholic
and merely nationalist party. Its
leadership-level.‘socialists’ —

Gerry Fitt-and Paddy Devlin —

are long gone.
The proven hopelessness ofconstitutionalism to gain an:

thinghas underminedtheSDLP.
The upsurge of support for the
Provisionals during the hungerstrike marginalised the 'SDLP
andits concerns.

The Provisionals directed this
upsurge to electoral purposes,electing Bobby Sands and then
Owen Carron. And they learned

 
Carron: capitalised hunger strike movement  in electoral terms

 
- By John O’Mahony
 
the lesson that the ballot boxcould be a useful back-up to
their military campaign. Their
further electoral successes last‘\year\confirmed the turn, and
now theymaywell pose a mortal
threatto theSDLP.

Sinn Fein has in the last few
years turned to ‘communitypoli-tics’ — taking up grievances in

: order to build a base of support.
The support, and the electoral
work itself, are to be geared
primarily to military ends. The
Provisionalleaders see themsel-
ves fighting a war for perhaps
20 more years, and the ‘turn to
politics’ is a turn to secure
the necessary sustenance and
support in the Catholiccommunity.

Their manifesto focuses on
the turn to community politics
and ‘constituency work’; on
opposition to the/SDLP.as ‘col-
laborationist’ and a failure; and
on theirpolicy of abstentionism.
If elected, they will not take
theirseats.

Short on specific social poli-
cies, they have a general com-
mitment to a ‘32 County Demo-
cratic Socialist Republic’. The
manifestoends: ‘‘Wesee the Six
Countystate as irreformableand
believe that full civil rights, an
end to discrimination, unem-
ployment,social deprivation and
sectarianismcan only be achiev-
ed when weachieveour national
rights — that is, independenceand unity’’.

That sumsuptheirbasic poli-
tics: thenationalquestion is cen-
tral, and everything else must
wait on it, or be coopted as an
auxiliarysupport for thenational
issue.

Between the SDLP and Sinn
peraaSSeeeeee

Join the
Labour

lreland

Committee
on te

TROOPSOUT    

Fein the choice is between two
nationalist parties. It is simply
not true when Sinn Fein says
that the SDLP is not concerned
for unification and independen-
ce. The SDLP hopeto get these
by wayof a deal between Britain
and the South. They differ from
the Provisionalson methods,not
on basicnationalistgoals.

On that level there is nothing
to’ choose’ between the SDLP
and Sinn Fein. The SDLP’s
methods are inadequate: but a
strong case could be made out
that-muchof what the Provision-
als do is, in the extremely com-
plicated circumstancesof North-
ern Ireland, counterposed to
their own case. We havecarried
detailed criticisms of the Provi-
sionals andtheirpolitics in SO.

Nevertheless the Provisionals
are a Catholic working class
based movement whose rather
vague populist - socialism ex-
presses the aspirations and the
traditional revolutionary nation-
alism of theradicalised segment
of the Catholic community.
Development towards better
politics in the Catholiccommun-
ity will perhaps come about
by the development of tKe-poli-
tical and social turn of the Prov--
isionals — which, for sections
of the Catholiccommunity, will
take on a logic and momentum
of its own.

Sinn Fein is the clearest ex-
pression of the legitimate de-
mands and aspirations of the
oppressed Catholic community
to put an end to theartificial
Six County state. It is the party
which embodies the demandsof
the Catholicprisoners of war for
political status.

By contrast, the SDLP is a
straightforward middle class
party with bourgeois links and
conceptions, and unashamedly
bourgeois. aspirations — one
which looks only to regain the
position it had in 1973-5 as the
embodiment: of the common
interest in Ireland of the British
and sections of the Irish ruling’
class.

_

In these circumstances

_
it

makes senseto, vote Sinn Fein
— withoutillusions.

But the Protestant workers
won’t vote Sinn Fein... In that
community, the most: ‘radical’
social comment comes dema-
gogically from the Paisleyite
arch-bigots, in their denuncia-
tions of the Orange establish-
mentrepresented by the Official
Unionist Party. They are now
priding themselves in public on
beingthe party thatnever did a
deal withtheTories!

_The Northern Ireland Labour
and TradeUnion group, which is
associated with Militant, is
standing a candidate in Protest-J ant East Belfast — Muriel Tong,
CoHSErepresentative at Belfast
City Hospital, who becamepoli-
ticised in last year’s strikes.

Their politics, like Militant’s
in Britain, try to evade the
igsues that have kept Northern
Ireland in political convulsions
for the last 15 years. Neverthe-
less. for theworkers in East Bel-
fast. it would be a giant stride
forward even to consider voting

mel] for such a candidate.
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“WE stand for law and order:
Labour stands ffor political
control of the police at the
expense of law and order”. Such
is the Tory message which feeds
off a social imagery almost two
hundredyears old.

On the side of law,it lines up
the deities of individual freedom,
security, equality, social order
and legitimate authority; against
the law are arrayed the godless
forces of anarchy, despotismand
socialism.

On the one hand the police
appear as’ the voice of reason,
helping oid ladies cross the road,
chatting to schoolchildren,
reminding travellers to don safety
belts and crash helmets for their
own good; on the other hand
they appear as the embodiment of
external authority, , tough,
helmeted, trained like a pack of
hounds, capable of swooping
down mercilessly on hardened
thugs or political subversives.

What has happened in fact?
Like the military the police are
exempted from public expendi-
ture cuts. The size and cost ofthe
police farce has grownsharply.

They are armed with new
equipment: protective shields,
tear gas, highspeed landrovers,
plastic bullets, computers and of
course guns (many police forces
now have special firearms units
and over 12,000 have been

‘trained in their use).

Potentates

They have been reorganised
into larger and more centralised
units. Chief Constables have

* become local potentates.
Special units (the SPG, Police

Support Units, the Special
Branch) proliferate. Protagonists
of “community policing” (like
Devon’s Alderson) have given way
to the hard men (London’s New-
man learnt his trade in Northern
ireland).

Police representatives -

whether chief constables, the
Police Federation or the Associ-
ation of Chief Police Officers —

have betgme an articulate poli-
tical lobby on a range of issues.

During the current election
campaign, leading spokesmen for
the Police [Federation have
received loud ovations in their
recent conference as they —

implicitly but unmistakeably —

lent
election campaign.

Not only has the police force
itself been buttressed; its powers
of intervention have been exten-
ded.

The Prevention of Terrorism
Act stays in force, giving the
police the power to arrest and
detain anyone suspected of
involvement in ‘‘the use of viol-
ence for political ends”. the
Scottish Criminal Justice Act
increased the power of detention;
the ABC trial revealed that the
police had been given the power
to vet juries.

The current Police Bill. the
passage of which was interrupted
by this clection, grants to the
police the power to stop and
search you if they thinkyou look
suspicious; to sect up roadblocks
for indefinite periods; to -arrest
people for any offence, including
minor ones like parking, if your
name and address cannot in the
view of the policeman be properly
established; to scarch under a
warrant the homes of people not
even suspected of committing an
offence: to fingerprint compul-
sorily anyone with a criminal
record: lo detain

 
suspects in

their weight to the Tory.

Election

By Bob Fine 
police stations for up to four days
without charge on the. authority
of a magistrate’s warrant, to deny
access of

. suspects detained in
police stations to solicitors for up
to 48 hours.

It is certainly true to say that
previous Labour governments“paved -the way” for the
extension of police powers.

But it is the Tory adminstra-
tion which is turning this prepar-
atory work into a basis for some-
thingmore akin to

a
police state.

Labour’s opposition to the
Police Bill, for all its timidity,
does indicate a decisive difference
from the Tories’ bloodlust.

At the same time as police
powers are extended, their
accountability to open, demo-
cratic organs is diminished. In

“ay :iStopithe
‘PoliceI Bill!!

Saturday June 4.
national day of ©

action with pick- ~.
ets of police sta-
tions.

  
True blue “Law

andOrder”
theory the police are presented as
servants of the law and of the
community.

If this ideal is to be any more
than hollow rhetoric, there must
exist mechanisms whereby the
community and the law can
impose their respective will on the
police. Such mechanisms have
always been limited and weak,
nevertheless they have existed.
What we witness now is the
erosion of even these tenuous
democratic safeguards.

Interference
On the one hand, the powers

of local authorities to control the
police which they pay for is under
sharp attack on the grounds of
“political interference’’ and
Labourcalls for a police author-
ity in London are rejected. We
should not be surprised if the
democratic component of police
authorities is altogether scrapped
if the Tories are re-clected.

On the other hand, the judges
have voluntarily taken the initia-
tive in attacks on defendants’
rights (like the right ofsilence)
and in restricting legal inhibitions
on police- behaviour.

The Police Bill, by making
- practically all violations by the

police of rules regarding detention
and interrogation a matter for.
internal discipline and not legally
enforceable punishment, gives. a
Tory mark of approval to these
judicial innovations.

Now Thatcher raises the
spectre of capital punishment
(presumably oneof those Victor-
ian values she so admires).

Socialists have been fighting
on all fronts to oppose this ever
more rapid drift towards a police
state. We.fight in defence of legal
rights of defendants and suspects
and for legal sanctions against
police misconduct.

Fight
We fight for more democratic

police authorities with more
powers to. control the police. We
fight for the extension of4 police
authority to London and for the
basic democratic rights of “no
taxation without representation”.

We fight for the right ofsclf
defence for those denied police
protection and for self-defence
against the police for those whose
rights (to picket, to walk the
Streets without harassment, to
enter a police station without

’ being shot) are attacked by the
police themselves.

We fight to scrutinise, to con-
trol and to put in question not
only the individual copper who
sins against his hierarchy but also
the police hierarchy itself in its
crimes against the community.
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jobs!
by Jane Ashworth

THE People’s March has been run
like a Stalinist state on themove.
Marchers have been expelled for
‘disobeying the marshals’ (crimes
against the state) and acts of
violence against dissident
marchers have been ignored.

The right wing of the TUC
didn’t want a march going around
the country giving support to
workers in struggle, linking up the
battles of the unemployed with
employed workers, and encourag-
ing the unemployed to join a
union and ‘stand up and fight for
their rights. And the march organ-;isers, dominated by the Commun-
ist Party, have ensured that the
right wingers aren’t embarrassed.

The march has*doneprecious
little of that type of organising.
But it has expelled marchers for
shouting “Tories Out’ and called
in the police to remove labour
movement support banners from
the march in Birmingham.

Scarce
On the western leg march

meetings were scarce, and even
when theywere called, marchers
couldn’t vote at them. On the
eastern leg atfirst there was more
democracy, and anti-Tory chants
were permitted.

Since the two legs met in
Northampton on May 26 matters
have got worse, if anything. The
East Midlands banner was dragged
off the march in Northampton
because of the anti-Tory chanting
and the chants drowned out by

JOHN
HARRIS

“P’ve heard we’re not supposed to
say this” said Tom Robinsonover
the mike at his gig at Milton
Keynes, as he led the audience
into singing ‘Tories Out’. Before
the gig, Class Fighter supporters
had interviewed him and told him
about the march regime.

Among the furious CPers was
chief security steward John Ellis,
a large and drunken man. Later
that night he stumbled on some

a gang of Stalinists. After that the
Eastern leg decided that if anyone
was expelled they would refuse to
march. They would continue to
chant the.slogans their meetings
had decided on.

But the following morning,
after a marshals’, meeting and
recommendation, they agreed not

 

JOHN
HARRIS

The response has been there in the workingclass — butit has been squandered

dissidents and seized his oppor-
tunity to get his own back. He
abused them, threatened to put
one through a window, pushed
a woman against a wall, stamped
on her foot and brokeher toe.

As yet the marshals have done
nothing aboutthis.Ellis is still on
the march. Marshals from the

- western feg didn’t turn up to the
inquiry.
 

to chant that day, until a full
march meeting that evening. The
evening meeting didn’t discuss
the slogans. In Luton the leg went
on sit-down strike. Again the leg
agreed not to chant until another
meeting, due to happen that
night.

That meeting, once again, was

   
ONTHE

undemocratic, with no speeches
from the floor. A list of slogans
was read out and voted on, with
no debate or amendments. 150.
marchers walked out and insisted
on chanting the following morn-
ing.

The marshals hauled them
over to the side of the road and
threatened to expel the lot of
them. Anyone who didn’t like it
should go home, they said. Six or
so did.

As the march enters London,
the CP marshals will find it
harder to control. And for sure
when the marchers report back to
their trades councils and sponsor-
ing organisations, a lot of people
are going to want to know just
whois responsible for this fiasco.

They will find that the answer
is: the Communist Party and their
co-thinkersin the LabourParty.

  Socialist Organiser no. }34. Jar< 2° +83 Fest

 

North-West
marchdiary
 Coventry to
Northampton

22.5.83
GOT up late and missed the
march. We had to get several
buses to catch up and then we
were on our way to Coventry.

_As we cameto the outskirts of
Coventry we were met by a
support march of quite a few
hundred people. Later on a

- Church Brigade band joined us
and was conveniently placed
between the march and the sup-
port march.

We arrived at the Cathedral,
where there was a rally, and we
then went to a nearby school for
dinner. [Trying to find out where
you were’staying was very chaotic
and in addition there wasn’t
enough transport, so a lot of us
were left hanging about. We
finally got away at about 8
o’clock. Stayed the night at
Warwick University.

23.5.84
Rest day. There was a short
march from the Cathedral to the

|shopping precinct where there
wasa rally, a band playing and of
course speakers. A vicar, at one
point in his speech, asked the
crowd to all say ‘‘mass unem-
ploymentis evil”and someidiots
did.

We then went back to
Warwick University for a full
marchers’ meeting. This meeting
turned out to be the same as the
other two, lots of talk, no action.

We made several proposals,
which we had also made at
previous meetings. We proposed
that there should be regular
marchers” meetings and also that
the expelled marchers should be
allowed to tell the marchers their
view of the expulsion.

A vote of no. confidence in
marshals was proposed but the
subject was swiftly changed and
the vote was forgotten.

The meeting was full of com-
plaints about laundry and the
pace of the march but anything
we said was lost as the subject
was always changing.

There were some_heavy
personal attacks being thrown
at people, mostly. by the marshal
chairing the meeting.

In his-reply at the end of the
meeting the chair said there
would not be any chance of the
four expelled being allowed to
speak to us, and thatanyone who
didn’t want to sing the official
slogans could leave at anytime
they wanted.

In the evening we were bussed
to a Sikh community centre for
our meal and afterwards were
presented with a cheque for
the march fund.

24.5.83
March from Coventry to Leaming-
ton. At the march meeting we
got a concession from

_
the

marshals to send a minibus of.
women down to Greenham Com-
mon. On the march itself women
were asked to the front of the
march. It was a really tokenist
gesture and a lot of the women
went along singing love songs.

The support march was mainly
all women who sang “what do
women want — jobs not bombs”.

- Reception at Leamington was
a bit sparse. That evening we went
to another Sikh temple for our
meal and then went to the Spa
centre for a social. When we
arrived, a couple of marchers

told us that there was an occupa-
tion of an empty-hotel, so a group
of about ten went down there,
climbed in through a window and
stayed a little while.

They told us they were there
because ofthe lack of housing in
the area and lots of unemployed
people had no homes.

The hotel, the Clarendon, is
owned by Trust Houses Forte
and there is only the caretaker
still there, but he told us that his
job waslost.

We were only there a short
while before two marshals turned
up and asked us to come down
and talk to them. They said they
were in sympathy but we were
discrediting the march by being
there. They went ‘on to say that

’ the press would tear the march
apart and if we went back in we
would be off the march by the
morning. We had all made a point
to hide or cover up our march
clothes so that it wouldn’t
happen.

25.5.83
Coming out of the Spa centre
after breakfast, the same two
marshals from the night before
came ‘up to us and, looking very
tense, told us thatwe had been on
breakfast TV becauseof the occu-
pation.

Varieties

‘They then went on to spiel
about the structure of the march
and how all these people who
were arguing for democracy
thought there were 57 varieties of
it.

While we were waiting for the
march to start a girl from the
occupation told us five or six
idiots had gone into the hotel,
with iron bars and smashed
the place up.

.After this the people in the
hotel decided it was best to leave,
although some of the people said
it was prebably the police who
had gonein.

.The march itself was a very
hard slog. When we arrived in

_

Daventry we were met by half a
dozen Labour Party membersand
their banner. Later on there was
a rally of about a dozen non-
marchers and only about twice
as many marchers.

26.5.83
Daventry to Northampton. North-
West region held a meeting where
the Stalinists managed to pass a
vote of no confidence in their
marshal, who is-in the Labour
Party, and TGWU. In his place
they now have a member of the
CP who used to be the steward.
Weset off to Northampton where
we would meet up with the York-
shire and Humberside leg of the
march.

As we came into Northamp-
ton our leg of the march started
up their defeatist, pleading
slogans for jobs. One of their
favourite slogans comes from a
spiel. the marshals do over the
megaphones — “Full employ-
ment is the first priority”.
Another is, “All we are saying is
give us a job”’.

The meeting up with the
Eastern leg wasn’t that dramatic
as they were far- smaller in
number but it was probably the
high point of the day.

 People’s Marchers complain to Morning Star
Several marchers have
signed this protest letter
to the MorningStar.
THE People’s March for Jobs ’83
was called not just as a protest at

 

mass unemployment but as an
opportunity to mobilise the
labour movement garound

_
its

alternative policies. ~

That opportunity is
missed.

The broad non-party political
appeal is an obstacle to mobilising
the labour movement to fight

being

unémployment; for support for
workers fighting redundancy; for
a Labour government, for
demands on the Labour Party to
spell out a programmeof policy
and mobilisation of -the labour
movement to make full employ-
ment a reality.

Rejecting such a class perspee-

tive to woo “Tory businessmen”
as suggested in last lriday’s Star-
(20.5.83 p.4) is misguided
nonsense. Tory businessmen
benefit from mass unemploy-
ment. That is why they createit.

To succeed the March must:
*have. factory, labour move-

ment and youth club tours in all

towns en route, not just stage
managed allies with identikit
speeches;

*demand a platform at all
major Labour Party election
rallies;

*be seen as a clear part of a
campaign for a Labour govern-
ment responsive to workers’

needs.
:

*and, as a matter of course,
reinstate the four comrades from
Liverpool expelled for taking upanti-Tory slogans. .

We’re not walking to London
with our caps in our hands asking
for pity. We’re angry and we
demand action.
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 Why has Britain
fared. the.worst ?
 

_

British
.

industry
‘THATCHERenters this election
proclaiming that “monetarism”
has broken the cycle of decline,
that the joy-stick has been pulled
back and the economyis climb-
ing outof recession.

Inflation is down to 4%, the
economy has grown by _three-
quaters of one percent in the first
three months of 1983 and
productivity per worker is up by
11%.

Are these ‘facts’ indicators
that Britain is undergoing a
recovery or are they merely foot-
notes to a thesis of collapse? *

A deeper look at the processes
that generated the economicslide
of Britain reveal a different story.

At the heart of the UK’s
economic decline is the death of
manufacturing industry. True,
over the last twenty years, manu-
facturing has declined perceptibly
in all the developed capitalist
countries.

But whereas in the OECD asa
whole manufacturing’s share of
Gross Domestic Product (GDP)
fell from 29.6% to 26.1% in the
two decades from 1960-1980, the

_

British fall was from 32% to 21%
— a staggering decline of a full
third -— from higher to consider-
ably lower.

A still greater discrepancy will
appear in 1981-83. In short the
“MacWilsonera”whilst ostensibly
signifying “you’ve never had it so

good” in effect signalled an

increasing gap in economic per-
formance with other national
capitalisms.

Export share is a classic yard-
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stick of capitalist production.
Clearly whilst Britain could not
have been expected to hold on to
the full third of export marketsit
had in 1900 — it should have held
its 16.4% share of 1960.

Today it is down to under 8%.

ath
gony of—
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Only the USA hassimilarly been
.

losing its share of markets, prin-
cipally to. West Germany and
Japan. -

From a position of leader at
the top of the First Division,
Britain is now lingering deep in
the relegation zone. :

Sir Terence Beckett of the
’ CBI, summeduphis class’s prob-

lems well. “We have become
uncompetitive in both price and
product.” As regards imports,
the volume of international

,
manufactured goodsbeing sold in
the UF is increasing at 9% a year.

So whilst UK capitalism has
barely retained its proportion of
overall UK -exports, imported
manufactures have massively
increased their take of inward
trade.

In 1950 manufacturesaccoun-
ted for 4% of British imports; by
1979 these figures had leapt to

VEMENT

Road to 

 
  36%. This was the biggest shift of
any capitalist country.

Under Thatcher, the manufac-
turing sector’s output has been in
decline not only relative to the
economy as awhole, but in absol-
ute terms over the last three years
as well.

Needless to say, all other
national capitalisms have done
better. Between 1958 and 1981,
Britain’s output increased by only
49%. Only Luxembourg of the
EEC’s UK partners failed to
match that. Belgium has managed
a rise of 122%, France 144%,
Germany 150%, and Italy 253%.

The average for the orginal
six members of the EEC is 163%
— over three times the UKrate.

Thatcher’s policies have
simply lanced a septic carbuncle
that has been growing for
decades, and unleashing in the
process an unparallelled haemorr-
haging of jobs.

Once again, whilst all
advanced capitalisms have seen
some recent shift of employment
out of industry, the extent of the
exodus out of the UK manufac-
turing sector is unparallelled in
the West.

Taking the same period from
1958 to 1981, of the original
EEC six, France and Germany
maintained stable numbers in
manufacturing while Italy and
Luxembourg increased_theirs.

Labour Movement Campaign
for Palestine

WEEKEND SCHOOL
_June 18-19, 11am County Hall

London. SE1
Speakers: Avishai Erlich (The
Zionist State); Moshe Mach-
over (Labour Zionism); Nira
Yuval-Davis
Women): Uri Davis, Palestinian_
and Lebanese speakers; speak--.
ers from the Labour Move-
ment Campaign for Palestine, -

_Palestine
Womenfor Palestine. z
Sunday: Speakers School. Dis-*
cussion involving representa- ©
tives from other solidarity ~
organisations. Ss
Contact LMCP, c/o 28 Carlton-

Mansions, Holmleigh Road,

(Zionism and

Solidarity and.

London N16

eS

‘The cause
lies withthe
moneyed
interests who
havetradition-
allymanaged
theold
imperialist
warhorse’.
ee
Belgium lost a few and Holland
rather a lot, but even thelatter’s
16% loss pales besides the UK’s
26%.

At just 5.4 million,theBritish
' manufacturing workforce is now

smaller than at any time since
the 1890s, includingthethirties.

Peaking at 9 million in 1965,
it has now, accentuated by
Thatcherism, fallen by one third;
with almost all of the decline
coming in the decade from 1970.

From June 1981 to June 1982
UK manufacturing was losing
1,000 jobs a day — thanks to
structural decline and M.
Thatcher. While Tebbit says
“unemploymentis tailing off” —

workers are losing about 700 jobs
a day thisyear acrossall sectors!

Losses

Interestingly,ifmanufacturing
employed the same number of
people today as it did in 1970,
there would be no unemploy-
ment. The job losses in the last
decade have stemmed from

a
dis-

integrating “productive” sector.
But British capitalists do have

their problems. Take Germanyfor
example. The latter has almost
exactly the same size of labour
force as the UK andisonly

a
little

less export dependent (26% of
GDP is exported as opposed to
the UK’s 30%).

The amazing difference is that
Germany’s 26% of GDP contains
a whopping 21% of the world
market for manufactures, while
Britain’s 30% represents a tiny
8% marketshare.

West German GDP is ‘now
nearly twice the -UK’s £200
billionand thegapis still growing.

So whatare the historical and
structural reasons for the disinte-
gration of the British economy?

The domination of the landed
banking fractionover manufactur-

ing capital within the English
bourgeoisie,. during the early
phase of the industrial revolution,
set the economic, political and
cultural framework for the finan-
cing of British imperialism.

The pre-eminent_historic
project of the*British bourgeoisie
was the growth and maintenance
of extensive imperial markets
abroad, to the exclusion of the
intensive development of produc-
tive technique at home.

For the City of London was
not only the new Mecca for
Indian maharajahs to pay homage
to, it was also the sovereign head
of an economy to which Northern
manufacturersdoffed their caps.

The journal Management for
Industry: put it well:

“Thefree market mechanism
worked well enoughfor the first
80 years or so. But after the first
phase, the short-term economic
interests of the firm and the long
term economic interests of an

‘imperial economy as a whole,
began to diverge, with the advent
of foreign competition”. .

Germany and the USA in
particular -built formidable infra-
structures. (research institutes,
technical colleges) in order to
exploit and apply the new scien-
tific innovations thatwould facili-
tate the new burgeoning

‘economies’ ability to claw back
the UK’slead.

Moreover, by 1913, Germany
was producing 3,000 graduate

JOHN
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engineers a year; the UK with no
|long term strategic planning, had

only 9,000 students in total and
the entire output of all branches
of science wasonly 350.

Hence as George Bernard
Shaw. said at the time “British
industry and its ‘practical’ness
were no more fit to meet this
formidable attack than the British
militia would have been to meet
the Prussian Army.”

Furthermore, the whole
cultural ethos of the British
Establishment was to “make your
moneyand get out”.

The more enterprising capital-
ist turned to finance and trade
rather than “mucky industry”.

Even the great

.
Frederick

Engels retired at 49 with an ample
pénsion and a successful business,
to turn his mind to more import-
ant problems! .

In short a process of “ideolog-
ical de-industrialisation” had
already. set in long before the
economic fruit was delivered by
Thatcher and Tebbit.

Ironically, Terence Beckett
put his finger on a major factor
for his class’s decline. ‘‘So “the
really bright people go into the
City if they want wealth, the Civil
Service if they want comfort. The
rewards are not high enough in
industry. It’s not fair”.

_

The
element reinforcing decline. has
been the imbalance in investment
vis-a-vis the UK and its competi-
tors.

dominant structural

Cumulative.
Indeed, it has been estimated

that

.
overseas investment was

already exceeding net domestic
UK:capital formation by 1870.
By .1914, industrial investment
was inadequate for the modern-
isation of an increasinglygeriatric
industrial base.

Today, argues the -bourgeois
economist Eltis, “there is now a
very large cumulative loss of
capital and research and develop-
ment”.

,
Bourgeois economists are now

forced to admit that the historic
starvation . of investment has
created a massive structural imbal-
ance in the economy: whilst the
private sector has contracted,the
public sector has expanded
throughout the seventies (nearly
£30 billion is now spent on the
NHSand DHSS).

Hence, in 1961 20.8 million
market sector employees were
running parallel with 3.6 million
in the public sector. By 1981 the
respective totals had become 18.1
million (13% fewer) and 5.3
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million (46%more).
In short, an ‘unholysymbiosis’

has taken place whereby low
“investment levels have forced

governments to increase public
sector borrowing. The Thatcher
project of smashing trade union
power and “privatising” national-
ised industries is of course one
“solution” to this dilemma.But it
could only succeed if two condi-
tions were met.

.

Firstly, if the labour move-
ment could be thoroughly shatter-
ed and placed in a legal straight-
jacket and secondly, if that
magical phenomenon “market
forces” could assemble invest-
ment funds of the enormity
required to reinvigorate the UK
mmdustrial base.

The latter notion is about as
realistic as expecting the Victor-
wa cricketers of W.G. Grace to
fez: Viv Richards’ present day
Wa: Indies.

Heart

out the only instrument
the framework of capital-

gm. by which such .a project
ex even be initiated.

Given all this, however, manu-

 

 
  
  
 
   
   
   

Tae “anti-etatist’ policy ot :
rovernment, by definition,

eins is still the heart of the
[K economy,accountingfor 70%:

.

of total industrial output. It now
receives only. one-third of all
industrial investment.

Today’s _- investment is
tomorrow’s production. So what
has “tomorrow” perenially
brought for British bosses?
Between 1955 and 1965 capacity
grew by 3.5% and from 1965 te
1975 by 2.5%. Today it is well
under 2%, :

These realities represent a time
bomb under Thatcher’s bed. For
there is now a real capacity limit
to growth if the economy did
start to expand: over a broad
range of products, the plant and
machinery (and soon even the
skills) will not be there to meet
demand.

So the crisis of UK capitalism
is a crisis of underproduction —
not as the Tories tell us — a crisis
of overmanning.

Confirmation
The story of BL during the

1970sis confirmationof this.
Twelve years ago, the motor

industry employed 500,000
people directly and indirectly,
and say, four times that number
in supplier firms.

.The UKbuiltover two million
vehicles. (1.6 million cars) and
exported’ 827,000 of them.
Imports were around 20%. The
total UK build was a quarter of
the EEC six’s 7.9 million and ran
a European third after Germany
(3.6 million) and France (3
million).

By 1982 the UK was fourth,
having lost one million (half)
of its 1972 total to drop behind
Italy’s with 1.3 million. (It
actually made fewer cars than
Spain).

' UK output was. now a tenth
of the EEC six total. Exports
were 395,000 and imports 59%.

Employment stands at
303,000 and with more sackings
in the offing. In a vastly expanded
market and with new industrial-_
isation drives in the offing in ~

“Third World countries ~ Britain
is the only significant manufac-
turer to be turning out less
vehicles in the 1980s tnan in
1958. To talk of increases in
productivity per man at Cowley
and Longbridge in this context.
as Edwardes and Thatcher have
done,is nonsense.

The car industry was the
heart of mechanical engineering,

~ which was and is the core of the
manufacturing sector. Push
through 50% redundgucies as BL
management have done over the
last period and you destroy the
“relations of production” that
can respond to an upturn, on 2
horrendousscale.

.

No wonder that the final
_mocking epitaph for Edwardes’

. planning for

  reign at BL, is the recent applica-
tion for area development status
for the West Midlands!

Indeed it has been thisgoal of
,

“de-manning/increasing produc-
tivity, per man” that has under-
pinnéd the whole gamut of
formulae from the Participation
Committees of Ryder to the
Corporate Plan of Edwardes, that
has been thrownat the BL work-
force.

Steel
The samestory also holds true

for the steel and shipbuilding
sectors. In 1948 the UK made
two-thirds as much steel as the
original EEC six — 15 million
tonnes.

Thirty five years later the UK
wasstillmaking 15 million tonnes
— but the EEC six were making
108million tonnes with Germany
contributing 41 million.

The Tories say there is gross
overcapacity in the industry —

but capitalist investment starva-
tion has demolished the manv-
facturing base that should be the
source of demandfor steel. The
evaporation of Britain’s shipyards
is anotherclassic case ofthis.

In 1950 Britain had 25% of
the world market. Indeed in the
following 25 years, annual gross
world tonnage grew from five
million to 35 millionyet Britain’s
market share dwindled to 4%.

In 1981 the UK turned out
just 216,000 tonnes compared to
8.4 million tonnes for Japan.

Similarly, the job level in all
aspects of UK shipbuilding is
137,000 (including warships and

-

marine engineering), roughly half
of the 1961 total.

The reason for the decline is
intrinsic to the degeneration of
UK capitalism; lack of strategic

, established and
newly developing markets, an

-obsession by high finance with
short term profitabilitypolicy not
telated to the manufacturing
sector, an increasing willingness22
sell off new technological inno-
vations to other capitalism a total
disinterest in renovating old
productive techniques.

The Falklands expedition was
indeed a military cameo for a
much greater historical absurdity ;
that is the notion that contem-
porary monopoly Capitalist
Britain can be returned to an era
of laissez faire free enterprise
capitalism.

The responsibility for the
decline of UK capitalism lies with
the moneyed interests who have
traditionally managed the old
imperialist war horse. Thatcher’s
call for a return to Victorian
values isliterally “history repeat-
ing itself; the first time as tragedy,
the second timeas farce”.

 

The Tories argue that unem-
ployment is due to the world
recession.

That certainly doesn’t account
for a lot of the job cuts since
1979. 50,000 school meals
workers’ jobs have been lost
because of cuts and price rises
pushed by the Tory. govern-
ment. 400,000 buildingworkers

Tory government has cut public
spending on house-building by
half.

That’s not ‘the world re-
cession’. It’s -government
policiesthatcan be reversed.
But what aboutthebig decline
of jobs in manufacturing?

Yes: capitalists world-wide
produce where it is most profit-
able, and buy from the cheapest
supplier. The ebbs and flowsof
investment andtrade, regulated
by the rule of profit, leave
armies of jobless all round the
world (some much bigger than
Britain’s).

‘The world recession’ does not
just operate through impersonal
forces. It means governmentsand employers across the world
carrying out attacks in their
countries like theTories’ and the
bosses’ in Britain. °

The answer is to change the
world — to get rid of theTories,
their counterparts in other
countries, and the system they
represent.
In the meantime?

Wecan start on changing the
world by changing Britain.
Anyway, although a workers’
government in Britain alone
would be severely limited by the
world economy, it could deal
withunemployment.

Massive resources are wasted
by unemployment itself, or
remain in the hands of specula-
tors, profiteers, and financiers.
They can be mobilised and re-
directed to planned reconstruc-
tion, development of new
industries, re-training, and ex-
pansion of public services —

on condition that the bulk of
industry and the banks is in
the hands of the workers’
government.
How can you put faith in
nationalisation to solve unem-
ployment, when you look at
the jobs cut in nationalised
steel, car, coal, and rail indus-
tries?

There’s a difference between
state-capitalist nationalisation
and socialist nationalisation.
In steel, BL, coal, and rail,
nationalisation meant the state

 
bailing out failing capitalists,N

are unemployed because the -

Whatare the answers
on unemployment?

Policies
By Martin

Thomas
taking over the job of ruthless
rationalisation and running
these basic industries on be-
half of the capitalist class as a
whole. .

What we need is to extend
nationalisation into the profit-
able -sectors, win workers’
control, and develop the in-
dustries within an integrated
workers’ plan.
What about new technology?
When one silicon chip can ~

replace a dozen workers, isn’t
unemploymentinevitable?

Not at all. New technology
creates unemployment only
becauseof the capitalist way in
whichit is used — as an instru-
ment to make a reduced work-
force. work even harder while
growing dole queues increase
the capitalist’s power over
employed workers.

In a socialist economy, new
technology would mean more
wealth produced with less
effort and shorter work hours,
and more resources free for
services like education and
health.
How do we get from Tory
Britain 1983 to a socialist
economy?

The first step is to mobilise
the Labour vote on June 9.
Not because a Labour govern-
ment would introduce socialism:

 
- Organised, they can be a tre-

-national workers’ unity which is

~

it wouldn’t. But getting the
Tories out and Labour in would
be a step in the process of the
labour movement rousing
itself, fighting for alternatives,
and then developing better
alternativesthroughexperience.

We must fight to hold a new
Labour government to its
promises on issues like re-
nationalisation,increased public
services and public invest-.
ment. At thesame time we need
to organise for direct action.

Cuts can be stopped and jobs
can be saved by strikes and
occupations. Work-sharing
without loss of pay is a direct
alternativeto job cuts which can
be fought for at the level of the
workplace, the company, the
industry, and finally the whole
economy.

It is specially important to
organise the unemployed —

in unemployed branches of
trade unions if possible, and in
special unemployed  associa-
tions. Unorganised, the unem-
ployedget demoralised andsplit
up, and can be used by employ-

.

ers against employed workers.
mendousforce fighting together
withemployed workers to main-
tain existing jobs and win new .

ones. :

If properly organised, the un-
employed could also bust up the
government’s attempts to fob
them off and exploit them with
cheap labour schemes, and in-
stead force it to create proper
public projects and expanded
public services at trade union
rates of pay.
What about import controls as
an immediate measure.
Wouldn't they help?

No. At best import controls
are an attempt to export unem-
ployment to workers in other
countries, and usuallytheydon’t
succeed even in doing that.

Welive in a world economy
today. Protectionism is an
attempt to turn the clock back.
It’s not an alternative to capital-
ist crisis, only a way of makingit
worse. :

For workers facing moves by
employers and the government
to cut their jobs, the call for
import controls is a blind alley.
It diverts them away from
struggle against the people who
are cutting their jobs, to unity
with those people against an
unidentified foreign enemy.
And it cuts across the inter-

more and more essential in
thisage of themultinationals. y
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 Women onthe March
Socialist

| Some
victories
were
won

AFTER one woman left the
march as a protest against harass-
ment many of the ofher women
decided to take a stand. .

A women’s advisory commit-
tee was set up. It involved all the
women; any grievances women
had could be brought to it and
discussed; and thecommittee’s
decisions: were then put to full
march meetings as: recommenda-

+ tions and voted on. Some vic-
tories were won.

On May 24 the Yorkshire
and Humberside and East Mid-
lands leg of the march carried
flags which stated the full support
oy the marchers for the interna-
tional women’s disarmament day.
A delegation of marchers also
went to a peace camp to show
solidarity. This happened on the
initiative.of the Women’s
AdvisoryCommittee. ~

women began to meet were the
worst as the male comrades on
the march were often deliberately
trying to get our backs up. This

f was probably due to their macho
pride being questioned.

.Some of them then began to
realise why they shouldn’t call
people such things as cunts,
autheads, etc. The WAC did mean
chat women hada release for the
anger they felt, and that the
marchers had to listen to what the
omen wanted changing on the
march (even though sometimes
chev didn’t take muchnotice).

But the WAC has now fallen
cy the wayside, as have the march
meetings. Now weareall dictated

The first few days after the
.
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Special
Two women describe their experiences on theMarch  
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to by DannyCollins and his band
of merry Stalinists. When the
command is given to march, a
patter of feet can instantly be
heard. We are ordered to march
until we drop and a line of
marchers can t_ seen strung
across the countryside like a
defeated army.

The issues of unemployment,
sexism and democracyare thrown
out. of the window asthe slaves ~

are marched from one point tc
another.

Some examples of sexism on
the march: one woman expressed
a fear of walking across a room
full of men at night when she
wanted to go to the toilet because
of all the sexist jeers she would
receive on the way.

(Separate accommodation was
arranged for women who reques-

ted it, but only after it was
demanded by some women.This
is necessary as it enables the
women to get away from the
sexism for a while if they need
to).

Another woman wasasked if
she was a Virgin because she
wasn’t seen to be engaged in any
sort of relationship with any of
the males. That time, when she
objected and argued the point,
she did receive an apology. A
woman outside the march was
asked “How would she like to be
fucked by one of the marchers?”
— the man wasgivenafinal warn-
ing by the marchers at oneof the
march meetings.

Two women’s sexuality was
questioned in an extremely offen-
sive manner, implying that they
were lesbians and that there was
something wrong with them. The
women were extremely upset and
 

| Why
I'm unemployed and I thought
coming on the march would be

| 2 chance to do something about
unemployment. I had ‘mixedfeel-
mzs whether it would have any
2irect. I thought women had been
encouraged to go on. the march
and that there would be a lot of
eciher women.

I have reservations about the
szbour movement because eit’s
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left the

important that women work
within the male political structure
but they should be allowed to
organise separately. This march
has really been my first experi-
ence of the labour movement.
Until now I have been involved
with women’s groups and femin-
ist politics.

But the women on the march
are completely unreprescntative
of most women. Apart from the

.

two women marshals, we are all
under 25, there is only one black
woman and most of them
haven’t worked since leaving
schoolor college. ‘

I think. if I’d been more
involved in the labour movement
I'd have been better prepared.

One main reason for meleav-
ing the march was the expulsion
of a woman marcher from the
march. She must have told some-
one she was nine weeks pregnant-and this threw the marshals into
a panic.

Iam angry that no ofter ways
were explored to enable her to

“continue without walking all the
way. There was no respect for
her ability to decide for herself
what to do. .

Treat owent is indicative of

arch
the attitude to women on the
march.

I have had to make personal
compromises. When you have to
get on with a group of people for
a period of weeks, it doesn’t
matter if you like them or not,
you: have to compromise and
step downall the time.

When you’re surrounded by a
gang of sexists you can’t do any-
thing unless you feel strong and
effective. ~

I thought they wanted as
many women as-possible on the
march, but no concessions are
made unless someone specifically
asked for them:

More womencould have been
encouraged to go on the marchif
creches and child-minding facili-
ties were arranged. There is a.

‘woman with a child on the West-
ern leg. Perhaps we could have
walked shorter distances.

Six weeks is a long time for
many women to consider sleep-
ing rough with lots of strange
men.

One male marshal has put his
neck out to help women. There
are some efforts going on. If there
is another march, womenactivists
should make sure they go en
masse,
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Star
:snippets
° Fromtheself-styled ‘pap-$ er of thePeople’sMarch’
e$ “The March of 1981 did pro-
e vide a vehicle for substantial
® sections of the churches, for
@a very wide spectrum of
$ politicians, for local author-

ities, a wealth of democra-
tic organisations and, yes,

eeven some employers, to
@ speak out against the crime of

(Mick Costello, Nov. 17)
@ “The People’s March for Jobs
® provides the opportunity foreethe construction of the
$ broadest possible alliance of
eall who agree with the central
®demand, which of course
e ranges from bishops to brick-
Slayers, from non-Thatcherite
e Tories to revolutionary social-
$ ists.”
@

—

(Pete Carter, March 25)
e$ “Some people will continue
@to argue for the People’s@ March to be anti-Tory and

pro-Labour, not recognising® the need for different levels
_

@ of struggle andalliances.”
°- (Tony McNally, Feb 1) “Since this is an appeal to the

whole Scottish people to take
$ up the issue we will be look-
eing for the widest possible
® financial support. Churches,

~ @local councils, chambers of
«3 @ commerce, community organ-

 

WHEN TUCofficials announced the plans for the People’s March, they @
stressed that it would feature the themeof women’sright to a job.

Evenif mention of classstruggle was to be shunned, a feminist tingewould be permitted. The TUC would endeavour to make sure that 50%of-themarchers were women.
In practice it has beenvery different. The women marchers are a smallminority ~ currently perhaps 50 or 60 out of 400 ~ and theyhave faced

continuoussexist harassment.

e isations of every kind will be
€urged to put theinselves on
e the line for the march.”

(Jimmy Milne [STUC]March

e@ Mr Heseltine might be inter-
e ested to know that a meetingSof Young Conservatives

Most of the sexism comes from maje marchers, and at least in words ® recently had a collection for
the marshals have deplored it. Yet much of the responsiblity for the
sexism mustlie with the organisation of the march.

In_ the recruitment of the marchers, it was clear that above all theorganisers wanted to avoid having too many Trotskyists and potentiallydissident political activists. So the march wasfilledout with people with ©
little experience in or contact with thelabour movement.

Sexism is often bad within the labour movementitself. It was worse
among the marchers. And then the atmosphereof intimidation, threats,and bullying in which the march has been conducted made an effectivefight against the sexism difficult or impossible.
 
one was about to ieave the march.
The matter was raised at one of
the meetings and more or less
cleared up.

Few women have spoken at

TWO members of the delegation
from the Oxford People’s March
for Jobs Committee, Oxford TUC
and the Oxon County Association
of TUC’s who joined the People’s
March for Jobs at Towcester for
its march to Milton Keynes were
arrested last Saturday after inci-
dents provoked by the march
officials.

Meeting the following day,
the Oxford Committee heard
reports of the arrests and unan-
imously passed a_ resolution
deploring the conduct of the
march marshals and demanding
the national march organisers
carry out an immediate inquiry
into the incident.

The busload of Oxford
supporters had marched for
several miles behind the main
march shouting anti-Tory slogans
before the trouble began.

After a stop, the march re-
assembled. But the march
marshals then insisted, without
consultation, on putting a medical
van immediately behind the
march, forcing the supporters to
trail along in its wake.

The situation was made worse
by the police then ruling that no-
one could march on the road
behind the van.

At this point, chief marshal
Collins was appealed to directly
by the Oxford contingent. He

the rallies arranged by the town
committees. This is the type of
sexism which is hardest to
challenge as most people don’t
realise that it is a form of sexism.

refused to give them any assis-
tance: Shortly afterwards, some
of the Oxford marchers attemp-
ted to join in behind the end of

“march in front of the van. One
of these was physically attacked
by People March for Jobs mem-
bers, at which point the police
appeared and immediately
arrested theOxford marcher.

_

Another — marcher from
Oxford was arrested shortly
afterwards, and both were
charged with breach of the peace.

Both are Socialist Organiser
supporters who had earlier been
warned by marshals for selling
papersto march members.

This is yet more evidence
of the outrageous behaviour of
the Communist Party-dominated
march officials. It is quite evident
that their actions were politically
motivated and aimed at those
pecple who havecriticised and
fought against their bureaucratic
dictatorship since the marches
began.

At Sunday’s meeting of the
Oxford People’s March for Jobs
Committee, the chairperson and
secretary of which are CP mem-
bers, several people spoke of the
apparent collusion between the
march marshals and police to set
up the arrests. The Oxford Com- @mittee reaffirmed its commit-
ment to a full mobilisation for
the June 5 London demonstra-

,tion.

3 the MorningStar in tribute to
eits support for the Greenham
$ Commonpeace campaigners.

“Labour, Liberal, Com-
$ munist and, yes, Tory, can be
ein favour of CND’s
$ demands.”
e (Editorial,April 28)
e
e
e Halifax Tories first
@claimed the march waspolit-Sical. When that was disproved
@ worries were expressed over@ possible disruption of a youth
® programme.”

$ “An unexpected treat before
eleaving Halifax was a dona-
® tion to march funds made by
e@ twopolice constables. One of
$them was also engrossed in
‘@ reading theMorning Star.
s (April29)
e A moving ceremony took
@ place at St. Mary’s Church in$ Wombwell, where local clergy
@and lay people washed ‘the$ marchers’ feet, dried them
@ with paper towels and dusted@ them with talcum powder.
e@The ritual wasSsymbolic but also  thera-
@ peutic.”

. (May6)
“When Harry Colvin

e explained in Annan that the
¢ march was not anti-govern-
e@ ment as such, but against its
@ policies of mass unemploy-
@ ment, Tory civic dignitaries
@ applauded.”
eA rare occasion indeed,
@ Tory civic leaders giving an$ ovation to a Communist!”
e s<< yS

(April28).
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Communist
Party’s

|long march
to the right

SAATCHI and Saatchi have
seized upon the similarity of
the Communist and Labour
Party manifestos, in the
hopes of witch-hunting the
LabourParty.

What the comparison really
shows is howfar to the right the
Communist Party has evolved
during its inglorious history since
the mid 1920s.

Whatever purpose there wasin
the CP’s publishing its Manifesto
and running its handful of candi-
dates in this election, it was
certainly not to offer a left wing
alternative. to Labour. On the
central issue of the economy both
CP and Labour envisage a reform-
ist programme restricted to more
investment, planning agreements
with private firms, and limited
nationalisation within the capit-
alist economy. On most other
questions, too, they agree.

And while the CP has no
James Callaghan to stick the
public boot into its public cam-
paign, the recent record of its
leading trade unionists on the
TUC General Council and_its
militants in recent union confer-
ences indicates that a sizable ele-
ment of the Party is prepared to
collaborate with, if not argue for
a policy of wage controls in line
with Labour’s National Economic
Assessment.

Reluctant
Given this congruence on

almost every question between
CP and Labourpolicies, it takes
little imagination to see why
workers have shown themselves
profoundly reluctant to vote for
candidates representing_this
dwindling, ageing and particularly
pernicious party which offers a
bizarre blend of bureaucracy,
banality and (on the People’s
March)brutality.

Responsibility for the present
.

rightward trajectory of the Com-
munist Party is no longer to be
laid, as in the past, directly at the
door of the Kremlin bureaucracy.

Long decades of home-grown
reformist and class collaboration-
jist politics in the tiny British CP,
with its disproportionate influ-
ence in the trade unions preserved
by squalid political compromises
with other sections of the reform-
ist bureaucracy,have bornefruit .

in the form of an increasingly
influential “Eurocommunist”
wing oftheParty.

 By
Harry
Sloan

The “Eurocommunists” are a
current that emerged in the late
1970s within the international
Stalinist movement who, under
the pressures of preserving their
own bureaucratic interests and
relationships with the bourgeois
parties in their own countries,
have increasingly been prepared
to distance themselves from and
even criticise the actions and
policies of the Kremlin leaders.

Recent developments have
shown the extent to which the
“Euros” now dominate the
British Party’s Executive Com-
mittee and have taken a firm grip
on the CP’s monthly journal,
laughingly entitled) Marxism
Today.

The magazine has focussed
with dogged determination on the
problems posedby the “rise and
tise -of the SDP” for those — like
themselves — who seek a “broad
alliance” against Thatcherism.

In amongst the very long and
extremely boring articles on the
SDP have “Been concealed little
gems of Eurocommunist thought,
arguing a case for a cross class
coalition in which socialism is
seen as secondary:

,“The defeat of Thatcherism
and the discrediting of the politics
of the Right is the highest priority
at the present time, and while the
Left wili wish to inflect this
debate in the most socialist direc-
tion that is possible, it may have
to recognise that the centre
parties are a lesser evil who may
need to be treated accordingly to
stave off a worse one...

“What is certain is that. any
left strategy must now reckon
with a plurality of class interests,
and the difficulty of achievingpower only on the basis

,

of
Labour’'s traditional constituen-
cy.

“Experience in Italy, in the
regions controlled by Communist
governments or Communist-led
majority coalitions, seems to have
been that some cooperation from
small private capital can be won
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by working _class-controlled
authoritiesthat are committed to
regional economic goals, and that
are in any case thepermanent,
efficient and legitimate adminis-
‘trations of their locality. One
object of regional government
should be to achieve class coali-
tions in which capital’s local
interests oblige it to cooperate
in socialist. economic  pro-
grammes.”

(Mike Rustin, ‘Power to the
Provinces’,Jan 1983).

(The tell-tale reference to the
Italian Communist. Party under-
lines the fact that the British CP
could yet go on even further
along the road to undisguised
right wing policies. The electoral
programme of the Italian Party
makes Britains SDP seem
positively left wing in compari-
son).

Perks

Interestingly enough it is not
this class collaborationistaspect of
the politics of Eurocommunism
which has proved contentious
within the CP. That is a common
line, shared by the old guard
Stalinists and more “innovative”
reformists such as Marxism Today
editor Martin Jacques.

The differences have arisen on*
international issues such as Poland
and Afghanistan, and when the
trendies have raised questions
which tread on the toes of the
CP’s cronies in the unions.

So when last September
Jacques published an article by
non-member Tony Lane which
(among other things) pointed out
the growing perks and privileges.
extended to leading shop stew-
ards, he came under heavyfire
from the traditional Stalinists.

Industrial Organiser Mick
Costello was furious. It was too
near the knuckle for his culti-

‘vated coterie of full time bureau-
‘.crats,. convenors ‘and careerist

stewards.
Costello (author of many an

admiring article on the “unions”
in East Europe) denounced Lane’s
article in an interview in the
Morning Star — whose editor,
Tony Chdter, is also an opponent
of the “Euros”.

But a fortnight later it. was
Costello himself who was publicly
denounced ~— by the “Euro”
majority on the Party’s Executive
Committee.

An angry storm of corres-
spondence followed in the pages.
of the Star — but the EC’s
position was upheld, and Costello
eventually resigned “for personal
reasons” as Industrial Organiser.
He soon took up a journalistic
post on the Star.

Bamboozle
His replacement as organiser

was Pete Carter — a one-time
militant turned full-time official
in UCATT, who had endorsed the
Lanearticle.

Further clashes followed when
Chater used the editorial column
on the Star to attack Labour’s
National Economic Assessment as
“class collaboration” and declare:

“It is almost inconceivable
that those on the left on the TUC
General Council could have
allowed themselves to be bam-
boozled into voting for this
document on the basis of assur-
ances that it did not mean Wage
restraint.”

(March 24)
Amongthis“left on the TUC”

 
 

a
were two Stalinists, George Guy
and Ken Gill. Guy’s pained res-
ponse in the letters column
stressed the “pressures . . . to
close ranks for the defeat of the
Tories” which have consistently
brought CP union bureaucrats to
capitulate to the right wing and
left reformists.

Guy’s line of self-defence has
in fact been a far more accurate
guide to the line in-practice of
Communist Party delegates and
leaders in union conferences than
the formal opposition to the
National Economic Assessment in
the pages of the Morning Star.

Significant in this respect was
the Stalinist assistance to the
wholesale switch of policy in
NUPEthisyear from opposition
to ali forms of wage controls to
acceptance of Labour’s latest
“social contract”con-trick.

Nor is it simply on the wages
front that CP industrial members
have been ~ surrendering to
outright reformist policies.

Alliance
On March 10 Jack Adams —

BL Longbridge convenor — gave a
foretaste of ‘the limited calls for
nationalisation. in the CP’s
election manifesto when he
mappedout a perspective to “save
Britain’s manufacturing base”
which made no call at all for
nationalistion in the motor or
componentindustry, but focussed
entirely on governmenttaxation
policy and investment cash:

“Ford could be assisted (!)
again only on condition that the
number of British built vehicles
increased”.

Of course if all you seek to do
is institute reforms of this kind
within British capitalism, and save
“British industry”, then there is
no need to build a specifically
labour movement, socialist cam-
paign. A “broad alliance” of the
“people” against ‘“Thatcherism”
might seem to be a better idea.

And on such a “broad
alliance” both the “Euros” and
the old-line Stalinists are unanim-
ously agreed. Costello and Carter;
Chater and Guy;bothsides of the
divided and demoralised Com-
munist Party are enthusiastic
about this reformist strategy and
acceptits political consequences.

So it is no accident that this
year’s People’s March, run under
the brutal control of Communist
Party members, rigorously
excludes all politics — since any
element of political debate or
development would cut across the
CP’s desired cross-classaliance.

It is no accident that the
venom of the Stalinist marshals is
directed exclusively against the
left, while the door is opened
wide to welcome chambers of
commerce and in the words of
Star reporter Martin Tostwick:

~ “the churches, theliberals, the
nationalists, students, teachers,
factory workers, unemployed
workers, yes and even Tory
farmers, businessmen and coun-
cillors.”

(May 20)
Nor is it the first time that

such right wing politics have been
combined with outright gangster-
ism and anti-Trotskyist hysteria

JackAdams: no call at‘all for nationalisationof
m

motor industry 
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by the Stalinists.

In the mid-1930s,
Comintern

Stalin’s
issued directives to

switch from an_ ultra-sectarian
policy of branding social demo-
cracy as “social fascist” to the
opportunist cross-class alliance
policy of the “People’s Front”,
including the “anti-fascist” ele-.
ments of the bourgeoisie. s

The results were catastrophic
_~ and grotesque.

In Spain, the turn to the
People’s Front smashed the revo-
lutionary struggle against fascism,
with the Stalinists taking on the
tole of hangmen of the left. In
France, the same policy imple-
mented by- the mass CP neutered
the mass struggles of the work-
ing class. —

In Britain too there was a turn-
to grotesque forms of Popular
Front though with less immedi-
ately obvious consequences.

The Young Communist
League appealed for thecalling of
“mass conferences of all social,
Christian and political organisa-
tions in the depressed areas.” It
convened “keep fit’’ conferences
involving “Boys Brigade, Scouts,
Ramblers Association,Bible Class,
Girl Guides, Trade Union Youth
Advisory Committee, Young
Communist League and many
other youth organisations.”

But of course friendly links
with the Boy Scouts and Bible
Classes do not come easy—still
less, those sought by the adult
CP with ‘progressive Tories’. To
create conditions to hob-nob with
these. people, the ‘broad move-
ment’ must be purged of class
conscious socialist elements who
might offend the vicars and busi-
nessmen.

So it is no accident that in
Britain and abroad this desperate
search for alliances with sections
of the capitalist class ran along-
side fevered witch-hunting of
Trotskyists as “agents of fascism”
and support for Stalin’s Moscow

Review . |
Special issite on the
struggle in the
unions: also con-
tains articles on
workers’ politics:
and nationallibera-
tion, and the Stalin-
ist state ‘unions’
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Trials. Yet in 1939,it was Stal
who was to sign a formal treat,with AdoifHitlerhimself!

After thet betrayal of 1926
there was no revolutionary mas:
struggle for the British CP t
betray in the 1930s: but the
poison of the People’s Front ha:
lingered on in the cadres brough
into the CP and miseducated a
that time, and the leaders whx
prostituted every Marxist prin
ciple to pursue Stalin’s policies.

The same policies. of clas:
collaboration made the CP a key
wartime strikebreaking force ir
Britain after Hitler’s invasion o:
the USSR; and made the CP ir
1945 call for a continuation 0!
the wartime coalition at the very
time when Labour wonits bigges'
ever majority.

Now the same_bankrup
policies, dressed up in Eurocom
munist flannel or Brezhnevite
double-talk, are at the very heart
of the CP’s daily work and lons
term strategy.

Just as in the1930s, the reac
tionary notion of the ‘broad
alliance’ runs flatlycounter to the
needs of the working class for a
principled, revolutionary leader-
ship and for policies that defend
its independentclass interests.

But the gangsterism of the CP
marshals*on the People’s Marchis
an indication that they are only
too aware that their ‘no politics
line is far from ‘popular’ in the
workers’ movement — andleast o1
all among the unemployed whe
have suffered most acutely at the
hands of the capitalist class and
system.

While, for the lifetime of the
march, brute terror and bureau-
cratic control can preserve the
fiction of support for CP policies.
the final rally on June 5 will open
up a newperiod of well-deserved
decline and crisis for a Party thaz
has nothing progressive to offer
the workers’ movement. 
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NICARAGUA,Guatémala London WE1X 8DP.
and El SalvadorBriefings (01-837 94964).
are produced by theCentral
America InformationServ- LABOURelection meeting.ice, 14, Brixton Rd., - Speakers: Ken Living-London SW9.If you would stone and Julian Jaccottet

- liketo receive them (Labour candidate, Oxfordregularly,please write West and Abingdon].enclosingyourname and Wednesday,June 1, ataddress.
;

Oxford Town Hall.
LABOURMovement Con- LABOURCND West
ferenceon Ireland: July 16, inauguralmeeting. Sundayfrom 10.45am at Conway June 26, 2.30pm, TauntonHail, Red Lion Square, Lon-|CLP meeting rooms,don WC1. Delegates £3, 24, East Reach, Taunton.observers £2, details from. LP membersonly.LMCI, Box 189, 32, Ivor
Place, London NW1. CONFERENCEofSocialist

Economists conference
1983: The World Economy
in Crisis. July 9to 1lin

.Sheffield. Detailsfrom 25,
Horsell Rd., London N5.

“VOICEof Solidarnose’:
£8 for 6 monthsto Solidar-
nosc InformationOffice,
314-320, Grays Inn Rd.,

 Don’t miss out —>
onelection sales

MAYBEit’s the sunshine,maybe it’s Les Hearn’s
birthday (see science col-
umn, p.13): it could, I sup-
pose, even betheelection,but something is certainlygalvanising our supporters
into actionthisweek.

Groupswithregular pub-
lic sales — in shopping cen-
tres, round estates, at the
dole are reporting
increased sales. -

Glasgow SO found that
the numberof papers they
sold in their street sales
doubled, and the group in-
creased its paper order
from 150 to 200. Theystill
ran out, and there’llbe 240
papers going to Glasgow
thisweek.

Does your group have a
public sale? Are you miss-
ing out on extra sales this

‘ where we stand’. South

week?
Groupsarealso reporting

big sales of our new pam-‘phlet, ‘Socialist Organiser:
Next
Monday:
Don’t ©

miss
our
election
special

East London SO supporterCheung Siu Ming took 50
last week, and sold them all
in a few days.

If you’ve put your supply
of pamphlets under yourbed, get them out and take
themwithyou to dole sales,
to your workplace, to other
people’s workplaces, to
canvassing, and see how
easyit is to sell them.

Whatever the result on
June 9, the fight for social-
ist policies starts afresh on
June 10. Andthatfight will
be all the stronger if we get
our ideas across now. Sell
the paper, sell. the pam-
phlet, and get organised!

 

 

 Or afterwards
Getting organised means
joining together with
everyone who’s beenactive in the election

. campaign, and doubling
our -forces for the fightahead. ;

Many groups areplanning “After the elec-

Basingstoke. June 15,
7.30pm, Chute House,
Church &. .

Coventry. Friday, June
17, Binley Oak, ‘Paynes
Lane.
7.30: Speaker — John
Bloxam — anddiscussion.
9.00: Wholefood Buffet.
9.30-12: DISCO

Tickets £1.25 (60p un-
waged). Food free. Full
bar extension.

Glasgow. Thursday June

“definite.

tion, where next?”meet-
ings. Here are the details ,

of the meetings that are

11

If your area
isn’t mentioned, phone
the contact number of
your group, or see. SO
sellers.

16, 7.30 pm. Club Room,
bottom of Block 40, Stirling
Sauld Place, opp. Citizens
Theatre, Gorbals-St., Near-

- est Tube:Bridge St+
Hull. June 15. Speaker:
Alan Thornett. Venue to be
confirmed.
Manchester. Thursday 23
June, 7.30 pm. The Mill-
stone, Church St., Man-
chester.

South East London. June
14,, 8pm., Lee Centre,
off Lee High Rd., SE12.

 Whereto findSocialist Organiser
* SCOTLAND Liverpool. Contact 733

.
6663 for details of meet-Glasgow. For details of | ings. SOis sold at Progres-meetings contact paper

sellers or Stan Crooke, 114,
Dixon Avenue, Glasgow
G42. SQ is sold at Maryhill
dole (Tuesday mornings)
and Rutherglen shopping

sive Books, Berry St., and
at News from Nowhere,
Whitechapel.
Hyndburn. Contact Acc-
rington 395753. Meetingsarcade (Fridaylunchtime). weekly — see SO sellers
for details. SO is sold atEdinburgh. For details of|Broadway, Accri n,

:
ringtomeetings ring Dave 229|Saturdays 11.30to lpm.4591. SO is sold at Muir-

house (Saturday 10.30-12)
and the First of May book-
shop, CandlemakerRow.

Stoke. Contact Paul Barn-
ett, 151, Broadway Meir,
Stoke-on-Trent(328 198).

¢ NORTH-WEST
* YORKSHIREAND

Rochdale. Meets second NORTH-EAST
Monday of the month,
7.30pm Castle inn. Huddersfield. Contact

Alan Brooke, 59, Magdale,Manchester. SO is sold at|Honley, Huddersf ld
Grass Roots Books, Newton|HD72LX.
S%., Piccadilly. Contact: :

273 6654. , Durham. SO is sold at the
. Community Co-op, New

Stockport. Contact c/o 38,|Elvet.
Broadhurst St. Meetings
every Sunday, 7.30pm:|Leeds. Contact Garth

Frankland 623322. SO isphone 429 6359 for details.
sold at Books and CornerSO is sold. at Stockport

market every Saturday,|Books, WoodhouseLane.
11-12.30.

Bradford. Contact Barry
Wirral. Contact Colin|Turner, 636994. SO is
Johnstone, 1, Wellington|sold at.the Starry Plough
Rd., Wallasey.

  
bookshop.

Sheffield. Meets every
other Wednesday, 7.30pm,
at the Brown Cow, The
Wicker. SO is sold outside
Boots, Fargate (Saturday
12-1) and the Independent
Bookshop, Glossop. Rd.
ContactRob, 589307.

Hull. Meets every Wed-
nesday, 8pm: details from
SO_sellers. Childcare
available. SO is sold at
the Prospect Centre
(Saturday 11-12).
Halifax. Contact 52156.
SO is sold at Halifax
Wholefood, Gibbet St., and.
at Tower Books, Hebden
Bridge.
York. Contact 796027. SO
is sold at Coney St. on
Saturday mornings, at the
Community Bookshop,
outside the dole office
most mornings, and at th
University on 7
mornings.
* WALES

Cardiff. Contact 492988.
* MIDLANDS
Birmingham. Meetsalter-
nate Fridays, 7.30pm, the
Hen and Chickens, Consti-

Become a supporter of the Socialist
,Organiser Alliance — groups are estab-

lished in most. large towns. It costs
£1.50 a month (20p -- unwaged) to
be a supporter,
1 want to becomea Socialist Organiser
supporter/want more information.

Send to Socialist Organiser, 28 Middle
Lane, London N8 8PL.
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tution Hill. Next meeting:Friday June 3, 7.45pm,
on YTS. Also meeting on

Coventry. Contact Keith
White, 75623. SO is sold at
the Wedge Co-op, HighMonday 138th: Marek|St. Meets on first and lastGarztecki (from Solidarnosc|Thursday of the month,Trade Union ~-Working 7.30 at the ‘Queen’,Group) on the present Primrose Hill St., Hill-condition |

of Solidarnosc. fields.
is sold at the Other|Leicester. Contact Phil,Bookshop, Digbeth High|857908. SO is sold at Black.

reet. thorneBooks, High St.
 

Frida:  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 priceincreases. For a price index calculated by working classorganisations, as the basis for clauses in all wage agreements
to provide automatic monthly rises in line with the true cost
of living for the working class. The same inflation-proofingshould 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 andsupporting strike action to defend jobs and services.
* End unemployment. Cut hours, not jobs. Fight for a 35hour week and an end to overtime. Demand work-sharingwithout loss of pay. Organise the unemployed — campaignfor a programme of useful public works to create new jobsfor theunemployed. -

* Defend all jobs! Open the books of those firms that threat-
en closure or redundancies, along with those of their suppl-
iers and bankers, to elected trade union committees. For
occupation and biacking 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 andrates.

.* Scrap all immigration controls. Race is not a problem;
racism is. The labour movement must mobiliseto drive the
fascists off the streets. Purge racists from positions in the
labour movement. Organise full support for black self-
defence. Build workers’ defence squads.

-* The capitalist police are an enemy for the working class.
Support all demands to weaken them as a bosses’ striking -

force: dissolution of special squads (SPG, Special Branch,MI5,etc.),public accountability,etc.
*Free abortion on demand. Women’sequal right to work and
full equality for women. Defend and extend free state
nursery and childcare provision.
* Against att: sks 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 standphblicly.
* The Irish 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 movementfor their strikes,struggles and armed combat against the white supremacistregime. South Africangoods andservices should be b'acked.
*It is essential to achieve the fullest democracyin the labour| movement. Automatic reselection of MPs during each parlia-
ment and the election by annual conference of party leaders.
Annual election of all trade union officials, who should bePaid the average for the trade.
* The chaos, waste, human suffering and misery of capitalism
now — in Britain and throughout the world — show the
urgent need to establish rational, democratic, human control
over the economy, to makethedecisive sectors of industrysocial property, under workers’ control. The strength of thelabour movement lies in the rank and file. Our perspectivemust be working class action to raze the capitalist systemdownto its foundations, and to put a working class socialistalternative in its place — rather than having our represent-atives run thesystem and waiting for crumbs from the tablesof the bankers and thebosses.

 ContactNorthampton.
713606.

Nottingham. SO is sold
outside the Victoria Centre
(Saturday 11 -1) and at the
Mushroom Bookshop,
Heathcote St. Contact:
Pete Radcliff, 585640.
Next meeting: June 16,
7.30pm, on Gay Rights,
with speaker from Labour
Campaign for Gay Rights.Contact above tel. no.
for venue.

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

Basingstoke. Meets every
other Friday, 7.30, at
Chute House. Next meet-
ing June3.

* LONDON

North-WestLondon. Read-
ers’ meetingfirst Sunday of
month. Phone Mick,
624 1931, for details. SO is
sold at KilburnBooks.

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

Haringey. Contact 802
0771 or 348 5941.-Meets
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Socialist Organiser, 28 Middle Lane,

Subscribe

every other Thursday,
7.30, Trade Union Centre,
Brabant Rd.

Hounslow. Meets alternate
Sunday evenings: for de-
tails see SO sellers. SO is
sold outside All Saints
Church, Hounslow HighSt., Saturday 1030-12.

Islington.
278 1341.

Southwark/Lambeth.Mee-
tings every other Wednes-
day at LansburyHouse, 41,
CamberwellGrove, London

Contact Nik,

SE5. Business. meeting7.30pm, Open Forum
discussion 8.30pm. Next
public meeting Wednesday
June 22: Alan Thornett on
the Cowley strike and the
fight inside the unions.

Next Marxist education-
al: ‘Imperialism — how the
bosses divided the world’.
Sunday June 12. For
detailsring Ian 670 3279.

Meets
Fridays,
Contact

Tower Hamlets.
fortnightly on6.30-8.30pm.
377 1328for details.

SO is sold at the followingLondon Bookshops: Col-
lets, Central Books, The
Other Bookshop, Book-
marks, Bookplace ([Peck-
ham Rd., SE 15], Kilburn
Books, and Reading Mat-
ters [Wood Green ShoppingCentre].
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Stalinismin El Salvador
THANK you for publishingan
historical resume for El Salvador.
I confess that I, for one, had been
having difficulty trying to recall
past developments there. However
I think that the article as publish-
ed suffered from not being put
in a more international context.

Unless Socialist Organiser is
never sold to casual readers who
have never studied. the past
machinations of Stalinism and
reformism, there are bound to be
people who will not easily read
between the lines of Paul
Muddle’sarticle.

~" Thus when weare told of the
Salvador Communist  Party’s
denunciation of Arturo Araujo in
1931, it ought to be mentioned
thatthis was the year of the Red-
Brown Referendum in Prussia.
Stalinism, world-wide, was

pursuing the line that all non-
Stalinist socialists, particularly
those of the Left, were Social
Fascists, and it was ready to
enter into open alliances with
real fascists against these .“‘social
fascists”.

Moreover, this sheds a rather
different light on the attempted
“Revolutionary Military Commit-
tee” rising. Given that Martinez
only took power after the Decem-
ber elections and that the rising
was planned for January 22 it
follows that either the rising was
planned in an adventurist manner
at extremely short notice without
proper planning, or that it was
initially planned asa rising against
the reformists.

Either way the Stalinists, who
were strong enough to consider a
rising in January, saw no reason

to come out for united action to
prevent a right wing rising in
December.

I don’t know what Trotsky
said about that at the time, (as an
anarchist I am not, of course, an
uncritical admirer of his) but I
cannot imagine thathe would not
have stressed that Stalinist
policies must have contributed to
the right wing rise to power there
as they did in Germany.

Similarly when Muddle talks
of the PCS rebuilding itself after
1936, this is presumably as a
Popular Front-based CP; it would
be interesting to know whether
(as in. most of the world) the
earlier leaders had in the interim
‘been denounced and — where
alive — expelled, or (as im Britain)
they had stood on their heads,
changing their policies complete-

ly. A small point, but indicative,
since the latter process, presum-ably makesfor a peculiarly gutless ©

leadership, and this explains much
of the CPGB.

It may well be inexpedient
and dangerous to give a comment
on the strengths of positions of
whatever Trotskyist currents
there may be in El Salvador, but
if Socialist Organiser is to pide
itself on presenting a clear-cut
revolutionary policy that is prac-tical under the circumstances of
differing political situations, then
in order to do this for El Salvador
it must, in some way, contrast its
advocated policies with what
other groupsare offering.

Fraternally,
LAURENS OTTER

Why Khomeini has
launc
HAS Harry Sloan been imbibing
yet again from the poisoned pages
of Soviet Weekly? His article on
Iran (SO 132) would certainly
suggest thathe has.

How else could he present
the banning of the Tudeh Party
(Iranian Communist Party) as
“clear confirmation” of the anti-
communist nature of the Iranian
regime and as “a further blow to
any working class resistance to
the regime’? The whole record
of the Tudeh Party — to which

- the article itself refers. — makes a
mockery of such an analysis.

- More likely reasons for the
crackdownon Tudehare:

a) it could no longer fulfill
a useful role for the IRP regime in
crushing workingclass opposition,b) its alleged spying activities
could be used as a diversion from
internal problems in thesame waythat the American Embassy
‘seizure was previously).

.« ,
Harry Sloanis correct to argue

. @hat the banning of Tudeh is
_"gMeant to be a green light to

foreign investment. But this also
needs .qualification..The Tudeh
 

Party itself has supported capital
investment in Iran and raised the
slogan of “‘produce more for less”
since the beginning of the Iran-
Iraq war. The politics and activi-
ties of the Tudeh were’ therefore
no obstacle to foreign invest-
ment. Quite the opposite in fact.

The article then collapses into
that mysticism so beloved of the
mercenary scribes of Soviet
Weekly. Weare told that the USA
feared that “under the pressure of
the mass movement” Khomeini
might “realign Iran with the
‘Soviet bureaucracy’. But when
did a mass movementever exist in
Iran pushing Khomeini in this
particular direction?

Overflowed
Even worse is the statement

that, “now, overjoyed at the
Iranian .

‘breaK”from Moscow,
American ‘businessmen are scam-
pering around fehran”’. But when
was Iran ever in any kind of
alliance: ‘or - bloc with Moscow
from whichit has “broken”?

Moreover, American business- -banning of the Tudeh,i.e. that it
 

men have been scampering around
Tehran for cight months or more,
whilst German and Japanese busi-
nessmen have been ‘“‘scampering
around” Tehran since before the
start of the Iran-Iraq war. The
banning of the Tudeh therefore
cannot be equated with a sudden
turn to Western imperialism.

Parrot
‘Equally fallacious is the state-

ment, “links are opening upbetween Iran and
. .. Turkeyand

Pakistan”. Links with both these
countries are—long-standing,
particularly with Turkey,through
which Western goods were impor-
ted during the American trade
embargo at the time of the
Embassy siege. And Iran and

_Turkey have long collaborated
in the war against Kurdistan’s
right to self-determination.

Thus,—whilst

Kremlin, and their analysis of the
IRP regime, Harry Sloan ends upparrotting their analysis of the

rejecting the
_

politics of the Tudeh and the

 

“and whose comradesin Iran have
|

hed Tudeh pogrom
is a particular blow against the
Iranian working class and that it
marks a decisive turn towards
imperialism. But the Tudeh was
an anti-working class agent of
Khomeini and the Kremlin, and
the IRP regime has long since
been an ally of imperialism.

After the defective analysis
come the unbelievablyinsensitive
“solutions”. Without batting an
eyelid, Harry Sloan calls for mass
struggle against Khomeini, includ-
ing (quite correctly) the struggle
of gays. But, in my experience,
the better Iranian leftists regard
homosexuality as somethingto be
remedied by therapy and genetic
engineering; the others regardit as
a crime deserving heavy punish-
ment. Perhaps Harry Sloan could
propose how such reactionary
views are to be challenged and
overcome?

Finally, the article concludes
by calling for a campaign in
defence of the Tudeh. Not a
mention of the justified gut reac-
tion that Iranians, who have been
beaten up and informed upon by
Tudehsupporters in this country
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. Khome

been murdered thanks to the
dirty work of the Tudeh, have
against such a notion.

And where were the Harry
Sloan articles calling for cam-
paigns
have suffered at the hands of the
Tudeh? And whatofall the other
oppressed groups in-Iranian
society infinitely more in need of
a solidarity: campaign than the
Stalinist gangsters of the Tudeh?

Insofar as socialists oppose a
reactionary regime turning on its
own reactionary supporters, it is
because it is the sight of. ‘the
working class, not itsoppressors,
to stand in judgement on such
people and implementth appro-priate penalty. :

 

ing event in theworld of science
Jast “week was my birthday.

- However, severalotherinterest-
ing items cameto my.attention,cludingthefollowing: S

ft) First, from the Guardian, a3 rt of the campaign against
accosmokeintheU.S.to

Worries about health -have

ye

an ‘ ‘omnia fall in theproportion
of smokers from 52% to 38%
of males and 34% to 29% of
females between 1965 and 1980.
(In Britain in 1980, 42% of men

.‘and 37% of women were smo-
kers.}

‘

Suffer
But non-smokers also suffer

from the effects of ‘involuntary
smoking’ — breathing smoke
from other people’s cigarettes.
Typical short-term effects are
runny nose, sneezing, stinging
eyes, headaches and asthma,
while long-term effects include
higher rates of lung cancer and
heart disease’ than in non-
smokersnot exposed to tobacco
smoke.

In a historic case, a woman
employee of Bell Telephones
sued her employersfor failingto
protect her
smoke in her office which
activated her alleregies. She
wonafter the company admitted

ARGUABLYthemost interest-

against . tobacco ©

that it banned smoking around
the computer to protect it
from damage.

Now, most American states
restrict smoking in publicplaces, and San Francisco is
bringing in a law to cover all
workplaces.

Predictably,thetobacco firms
have opposed such laws just as
they opposed laws againstspitting during the days of
tobacco chewing, though this
was known to spread tubercu-
losis!

Second: My birthday coin-
cided with the 30th anniversary
of theascent of Everest and with
an article in the Observer
describinga developing ecologi-
cal catastrophe which threatens
to dump the Himalayas in the
sea. Asin last week’s article
about the loss af importantplantspecies, the problem is again
oneof destructionof forests.
‘ The Himalayan forests are
part of a delicate ecosystem.The violent rains df the mon-
soons are absorbedby the soils

By Les Hearn 
of theHimalayaswhichare held
in placebytherootsof thetrees.
The waters are then slowly
released allowing the terraced
fields below to yield plentiful
crops ofrice andmaize.’

But in the last 30 years, half
of these forests have been
felled, mainly to supply the fire-
wood that accounts for 87% of
Nepal’s energy supplies.
And now the monsoon rdins
just sweep away the unprotected
topsoil, in landslides that en-
gulf the centuries-old terraces
and the villages that cultivate
them. Rivers carry away’ the
soil to the plains below and
eventually to the sea. A new
island is appearing in the Bay
of Bengal!

In Nepal, crop yields have
fallen by a quarter in 5 years,
with starvation, malnutrition
and enforced emigration. The
plains also suffer as the un-checked monsoon water causes
erosion of river banks and
flooding.

" CHANNEL “4 is serialising
Thomas Mann’s~novel, ‘Con-
fessions of Felix Krull, Confi-
dence Man’, on

_
Saturday

evenings.
From the 18th century,

German writers had been con-
cerned by what (in different
ways) they saw as a conflict
between, on the one hand,
critically analysing society and
its values, and, on the other,
being part of an integrated
society withshared values.

Even Marx was concerned by
this problem. He found a
solution in a programme of
changing society. Bourgeois
German writers continued to
wrestle with the problem, and
none more so. than Thomas
Mann.

\

Switched

During World War I Mann
supported the German war
effort, in the name oftradition
and the nation- as against
democracy and

_
radicalism.

After the War he switched,
becoming an outspoken suppor-

ter of democracy and‘gppbaent
of Hitler.

|
Throughout,.:his

thinking remained
; sceptical,self-doubting, full of paradoxesandreservations.

He had started ‘Felix‘Krull’ in
1911. In his strongly conserva-
tive and patriotic writings
during World War I, he con-
demned the satire: ‘A writer
who, when this war broke out,
was on the point of writing a
parody of the German Bildungs-
roman in theform of memoirs of
a confidence-trickster, has. a
share in the intellectual disrup-
tion of German culture’. (Bil-
dungsromane were novels
centred on the formation of the
character of the hero as a young
person.)

At the same time as Mann
criticises himself, he also
ridicules his self-criticism.
When, in 1954, he completed
‘Felix Krull’, it was ridicule
piled on ridicule, irony piled on
irony,parody piledon parody.

The themeis not very differ-
ent from that of Mann’s other
novels — like ‘Doctor Faustus’,
in which a composer agonises

 
 

in defence of all the
|Iranian workers and leftists who  
 

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

Ditch
Slipman

Dear Comrades, °

Having just returned fromth:
NUPE National Conference
would like to take the oppo:
tunity through your «pages t

~ make an appeal to all NUPE mem
‘bers who read your paper.

All NUPE members, and you:
readers, must be aware that Sué
Slipman, a full-time paid official
of NUPE,is standing for the SDF
in the Basildon constituency.

It is the weekly contribution:
of low-paid and poorly treated
NUPE members that paySlipman’s £10,000 a year salary
and provide her with a brand new
car every year. It is therefore dis-
gusting that she has been granted
three weeks’ paid leave by the
union to go off and campaign for
the SDP’s Tepressive and reaction-ary trade union and incomes
policies.

We are urging all NUPE
branches to send resolutions
direct to the Executive Commit-
tee and call for her dismissal on
the grounds that her. actions
directly \ contravene Rule-. 24)
under the objects of the National
Union ofPublic Employegs,Yoursfra

 
 
   over selling his soul te.‘the

Devil,or “The Magic Mountain’,
in which a rationalist ‘intellec-
tual and a Jesuit obscurantist
battle for the allegiance of
the hero. But the style in
‘Felix Krull’ is close toto- slap-
stick.

“To be allowed to live sym-bolically spells true freedom’,
says Felix. It could be the
motto of the artist; but the for-
mula is mocked, criticised and
examined by being made the
motto of a con-man.

The style, the allusions, and
the themeare all distinctively
German — very different from
most strands in English litera-
ture.

:I hadn't read ‘Felix Krull’
before, though I had read some
of Mann’s otherbooks. None of
the other books are easy read-
ing, and ‘Felix Krull’ is (for me.
anyway)often difficult to follow.
Still, I found it readable and
watchable, even though I some-
timeslost the thread — and also
interesting enough to make me
want to read more of and about

-
ThomasMann.



- malnternationalnews
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Socialist Organiser no. 134, June 2 1983 Page 14

 

right is on the
streets

AFTERanotherdayofstreet
violence on May 24, the wave
of mass action led by the
right, wing in Franceis likely
to subside, for a while at

—least.
Five separate groups, with sep-

arate grievances, have—been
involved in the action. On May 5,
for example, there were three dis-
tinct anti-government demonstra-
tions on the same day in Paris:
one by students, one by farmers,
and one by small shopkeepers and
businessmen.

The medical students’ dispute
saw 41,000 students on strike
from February until they suspen-ded their action on May 24 —

declaring that they werestill not
satisfied despite shifts in the
government’s position, The move-
ment was sparked by proposals to
change the exam system.

_

The number of doctors in
France has almost tripled in the
last 20 years, and there is now
one doctor per every 450 of
population, as against one per750 in Britain..

Instead of a national healthservice, France has a system of
state health insurance and private
medical practice; but now privatemedical practice is not quite the
money-spinner it was.

.

The junior hospital doctors
— who, like their counterparts inBritain, work extremely long
hours for not specially high pay —

are therefore more and more con-
cerned about their career pros-
pects.

.

Their strike — which ran from

by Martin
Thomas

March until it was suspended onMay 2, and maystart again on
June 1 — was concerned with
increasing the possibilitiesopen to
them for careers within the publichospital system, and with a
number of pay and conditions
issues. :

The government made conces-
sions on pay and conditions and
promised to. create a number of
new posts. .

Since April students of ail
sorts, but most prominently law
students, have demonstrated
against government proposals for
the reorganisation of higher
education.

~ Debate on the proposals began
on May 24 in the National
Assembly, where the ‘right wingopposition have put down over
1,000 amendments, but student
protests. may diminish now
becauseof approaching exams.

Small shopkeepers and busi-
nessmen. have demonstrated on
May 5, on May 16, and on other
dates against the government’s
austerity programme, which they
claim has crippled them through
tax increases. The demonstrations
have repeatedly led to street
fighting.

Farmers have also demonstra-
ted. Their protest is as much
against EEC policies as against the
government.

In each dispute there is a
mixture of economic concerns,arising from the state ofFrench

capitalism and from’ governmentausterity policies, and organisedright wing exploitation of those
concerns.

France has long hada sizeable
right wing ready and willing to
practise its politics on thestreets.
Its large class of small shopkeep-
ers and peasant farmers providesthe strongest social base for thesepolitics.

“The Gaullist movement of the
1940s had a strong paramilitary
wing, supposedly to steward its
meetings. The Poujadist move-
ment, at its height in 1954-8,
again brought right-wing politics
onto. the streets. In 1958 DeGaulle returned to power through
a military coup d’etat, and
created the ‘Service d’Action
Civique’ (SAC) squads. Only two
years ago, 12 members of the
SAC, including its secrétary-gen-eral, were charged with the
murder of a police inspector and
five of his family.

The small groupings of the
hard right overtap and interrelate
with the main right wing parties,theUDF and RPR,andalso with
the fascist CSL, which functions
as a company union in Citroen,Peugeot and elsewhere. Therightin general has gained recently
from discontent with the Socialist
led government, and so has the
hard right: Jean-Marie Le Pen of
the French National Front gained11% of the vote in onedistrictofParis in recent localelections. -

The small shopkeepers and
farmers “have well-established
organisations firmly linked to theSouthAtlanticstrategy

EVEN a year after the bloody
eyents in the South Atlantic, the
‘Falklands Factor’ is a crucial
componentin Thatcher’s electoral
support.

But the outcome of thewar —

Thatcher’s ‘Fortress Falklands’
icy — has long term implica-

tions for British and world imper-
ialism lasting far beyond this
election. ut

A recent article by Simon
Winchester in the Sunday Times
points out thatmillionsof pounds
are being spent building up both
the Falklands and Ascension
Island as major strategic outposts
in the South Atlantic.

As much as £38 million is
allocated to a two-phase devel-

op of the Ascensionair base,which is ‘also being equipped with
long range radar systems,
On the Falklands itself, what

Winchester describes as a “huge
new radar dome rising on Mount
Kent — Project Zeus”has a rangeof over 1,000 miles: “Yet
Argentine Patagonia is but 200
miles away”.

Winchester explainsthat:
“The Falklands are starting to

assume a more global defence
tole, “Diego Garcia South” .was
how one air force man privatelydescribed them, referring to the
Americans’ big island base in the

v. Indian Ocean.”
The costs of all this are enor-

mous. Each 40 ton planeload of

cargo received in the Falklands
costs an estimated £750,000 to
deliver. Why thisvast expenditure
for a previously forgotten hand-
ful of islanders? Winchester
replies: .

“As colonies, the Falklands
and Ascension can seem like twin
Black Holes, swallowing money as
fast as it can be sprinted. As
Strategic bases, the costs seem
more forgivable.”

Yet where is any Labour
pledge toscrap thisvast scheme
and “vithdraw imperialist troopsfrom the South Atlantic? As
before, the Labour leadership is
being carried along inThatcher’sslipstream.
 Greekanti-union
Greece’s supposedly left wingsocialist government has intro-
duced anti-union laws aptly des-
cribed by the Economist maga-zme as “much more radical than
the limitations on trade unions
proposed by Mrs Thatcher in
Britain”.

A bill brought to parliament
Foran emergency debate his
week hits the right to-strike for
the large proportion of Greece’s

For an indepen-
dentinquiry into

Roach!
Roach Family
thedeathof Colin

workers who are in the public
sector.

Public sector unions will be
able to call a strike only if an
absolute majority of members
have votedforit in a secret ballot.Even then, if the strike is called
by’ a federation of unions, anobjection from any one union or
ten per cent of its membershipmakes the action illegal until
endorsed by a general assembly
f the federation. 
 
 

laws
The PASOK: government has

already introduced wage controls
(in January this year) and goneback. on promises to legalisepolitical’ and sympathy strikes.
The foreign policy pledges which
were central to its election
victory — withdrawalfrom NATO
and EEC, and expulsion of US
bases — have been effectivelyjunked. -

The new law hasgot the back-
ing of the General Confederation
of Greék Workers executive — but
this is an executive stacked out
with PASOK members, imposedby a court decree last year. The
Association of Civil Service
Unionshasalso had its leadershipchanged bya court decision.

The Communist Party and the
conservative New DemocracyParty still, however, retain sub-
stantial positions in the unions,

_

and a strike wave has developed
in response to the new law.
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Right. And upper-class-family
backgrounds can explain the right
wing alignment of many of the
students who have been demon-
strating — particularly the medical
students“and law students. But
there is moreto it.

The most complicated situa-
tion is in the students’ protest
against reorganisation of higher
education.

Chaos
French higher education has

long been in chaos by anybody’s
reckoning. Apart from a few
institutions which demandspecial
qualifications, access to higher
education is open to anyone who
passes the school-leaving exam,
the baccalaureat. But then the
system is run so that almost half
the students drop out in their first
two years at university.

The new reorganisation pro-
posais from education minister
Alain Savary follow pretty much
in direct line from the measures
and proposals from previous right
wing governments since the
1960s.

Savary’s major proposals are:
1) Removal of minorobstacles

to access to higher education.
2. Introduction of a new

system of selection after two
years. Access to different special-
ised courses would be determined
competitively, with the numbers
on each course decided in line
with estimates of the needs of
business. oo

3) Further adaptation’ / of
higher education to the needs of
business through sandwich
courses and representation of
employers in university adminis-
trations.

The right wing object to selec-
tion after two years (but would
favour stricter selection for entry
to university), and see in Savary’s.
proposals a risk of ‘political’
control of the universities. Objec-
tions from the left are to the
selection after two years and to
the increased power of big busi-
ness over higher education.

The strongest student organis-
ations are those of the Left. The
‘Right has gained a prominent
(though by no means overwhelm-
‘ing) role in the student protest
crucially because of the passivity
of the Left.

Demonstration

According to the Paris daily

 
 

committee got only 1500.
France does not havea single

student union with more orless
automatic membership, like the
NUS in Britain. There are a
number of student unions,
divided politically. The right wing

-unions are all much smaller than
the two left-wing unions, which
are roughly level pegging:’: UNEF-
solidarite etudiante, dominted by
the Communist Party, and UNEF-
ID, in which the strongest forceis
the PCI, an organisation strong on
Trotskyist rhetoric but weak on
practical initiatives.

The Communist Party UNEF
has generally supported the
Savary proposals (the CP has
ministers in the government).
UNEF-ID hascalled some demon-
strations, but the attitude of its
PCI leadership has generally been
to ‘seek clarification’ from the
government.

But the problem is not only,
or even mainly, to do with the
activity or inactivity of the left
student organisations. At the end
of March the Socialist-led govern-
ment announced its second
austerity plan: tax increases, an
additional tax in the form of of a

Newissue 10p
;plus postage

Only the conservative Force Ouvriere has called strike actionagainst theausterityplan

 
compulsory loan by everyone to
the state; increase in electricity
charges, phone charges, fares, etc;
increased health charges, a strict
limit on money for foreign holi-
days.

Since then, while the right
- wing has takento thestreets again
and again, the big union federa-
tions, the CGT and the CFDT,have done nothing. The only
protest has been by the small,
generally right wing and white
collar union federation FO, which
called a one-hour strike on May18.

Paralysed
The Socialist-led governmenthas been paralysed and thrown

into disarray by the logic.oftry-ing to administer the system in
the midst of capitalist crisis. The
French workers’ movement needs
to stop this paralysis spreadingdown to the organised workers —

to re-mobilise for working class
demands, and thus to be able to
win overto its side the sections of
the middle class who currently arebeing thrust into the handsof the
Right. *
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Telecom engineersin
frontline of attack
THE POEU’s annual conference
this year takes place against the
background of a determined
management offensive to drive
down wages and cut jobs both in
British Telecom and the Post
Office and no real response from
the POEU leadership.

Last year’s campaign against
privatisation began well with a

one day strike of all POEU mem-
bers in British Telecom. In some
places members who work on the
postal side came outin solidarity
despite NEC instructions against
it. (Postal engineers have also
been under: attack. Last year’s
pay deal for the first time gave
the same grades in BT and. the
Post Office a different rate of
pay — a direct result of the
splitting of the business from the
Post Office into BT and the Post
Office, a policy supported by the
POEU’s leadership).

But the potential shown by
the huge support for the strike
was never built on by theunion’s

“right wing leadership. They
concentrated instead on lobbying
MPs and “press release opposi-
tion”.

Pressure ©

Jn the last few’months indus-
trial action has been sanctioned,
but this was only because of the

’ mounting pressure from the rank
and file in a growing number of
branches. When the industrial
action wascalled off, against the
advice of thé branches involved,
after the announcement of. the
General Election, urgent calls
were being made by branches to
step up the action.

The campaign has beenlittle
different from the one against the
first Telecoms Act in 1981. That
was passed, and the second Bill
only fell because of the General
Election. If the Tories are re-
elected, it will be immediately
rushed through unless stronger
opposition comes from all unions
in BT.

The teadership are proposing
calling off the conference three
days early on June 7 because of
the General Election, but it is
likely that theconferencewillvote
to continue, recognising that the
next few months could prove to
be crucial especially, but not
only,if the Tories are reelected.

A special two-day conference
to discuss union structures and
possible moves towards union
mergers precedes the annual con-
ference. ‘

The Special Conference is
around two counterposed posi-
tions. The present union leader-
ship is apparently in favour of a
BT based union. only, encom-
passing both management unions
and workers. The other position,
supported by the Broad Left and
a number,of branch propositions
is for a rank and file based union

‘Holding
i © Greenings, Warrington:on strike against movestoabolish the

annual wage claim, end negotiatedholidays, reduce trade unioni facilities,and axe 89 jobs. Now facingredundancynotices.Green-
i ings is a subsidiaryof Johnson FirthBrown. Messages/donations:
4 N Greening JSSC,c/o Len Blood, 26 St John St, Newton-le-Wil-

lows, Merseyside. :

If © FirthDerihon,Tinsley,Sheffield: anothersubsidiaryof JFB,
i occupied against redundancies.Messages/donations:PaulMc-

Key, 17 Melin Way,Sheffield 5.
I

rpool: TGWU picket to demandrein-
Jf statementof Audrey White, sackedfor complainingagainst sexual
I harassmentof women workersby thearea manager. Messagesetc:

TGWU,TransportHouse, Islington,Liverpool34. :

© Hodkin and Jones, Sheffield: on strike after beingsackedfor
workingto rule against 4 wage cut. Messages/donations:R.

i Horne, 74 Hands Road,Sheffield.
© ArlingtonHouse hostel, Camden:stillon strike for betterwages

@ ‘Ladyat Lord John’,Live

Ricky Houston
“previews POEUconference

spanning both businesses, the Post
Office and BT. :

There is also an exceptionally
high number of propositions on
union democracy to the Special
Conference.

The annualconference agenda
is dominated by the threat to
jobs, but thefirst issue will be the
leadership’s proposed pay sell-out
— 5% in July, followed by 1%,
then %%- in December, for
workers in BT, and a ‘similar
proposal for postal members.

BT last year made record
profits of £450 million, and both
BT and the Post Office are
making huge profits out of the
workforce thisyear.

There will undoubtedly be a
number of emergency proposi-
tions on the pay deal, which was
made known only on May 20.

The management offensive
includes=privatisation; driving
down real wages; regrading
proposals to break down demar-
cation lines in order that a
“rationalised” workforce can
catry out a wider range of jobs,
including those of their tedund-
ant brothers and sisters; area,
regional - and trunk_service
reorganisation in order to break
down the national organisation
and solidarity of the unions; and
tying the introduction of new
technology to reducing the work-
force, not the workingweek.

The offensive has only been
spurred on by thesoftly, softly,
approach of the. present leader-
ship. But this is being seriously
challenged by the Broad Left and
by branches.

Productivity
There are ten propositions

calling for a 32 hour, four day
week, somerealistically‘calling for
industrial action to achieve it.
Other propositions call for future
productivity payments to be con-
verted into a reduction of the
working week and_ increased
annualleave.

North London Internal’s pro-
position on regrading states what
the POEU response should be:
“that such a structure should
represent the interests of POEU
members, not the political and
commercialinterests of BT.”

_
Propositions opposing the

effects of reorganisation (and
some opposing reorganisation

the line

Ij andfor reinstatement. Donationsc/o theLabour Centre, 8 Camden
; t Road, London NW1. -

ome.

itself), show that the union
branches — unlike the _leader-
ship — recognise what manage-
ment’s intentions are.

The Broad Left earlier in the
year circulated a list of suggested
model propositions which has evi-
dently been taken up by branch
activists. There is a motion of
censure and no confidence in the
1982 NEC’s handling of the major
issues facing the POEU through-
out the last twelve months.

Liverpool Internal branch are
calling for the resignation of the
general secretary, Bryan Stanley,
for his alleged “Sid Weighell-type
conduct” at last year’s Labour
Party conference.

The allegations have been well
substantiated by correspondence
from Pete Willsman, the chair-
person of a compositing meeting,
and have beencirculated through-
out the union over the last year.

Swansea branch have the only
proposition opposing the Labour
Party witch-hunt. (This does. not
mean they are the only branch to
oppose it ~ each branch is
entitled to only one proposition

‘

to general conference). The
proposition is of special signific-
ance as the POEU political organ-
iser is witch-hunter general John
Golding.

There are no propositions on
the National Economic Assess-
ment, but some emergency pro-
positions may be forwardedas the
Labour .

election manifesto was
not published until after the
closing date for conference
propositions. ,

The conferenceitself will see a
major challenge to the right
wing’s hold on the union and
could well prove to be oneof the
most important conferences the
union has éver seen.

The POEU faces the biggest
challenge it has seen for years
from the government and manage-
ment, andit is evident thatunless
the membership are mobilised
into taking industrial action in
defence of jobs and living .stan-
dards,-both the industry and the
POEU could well be decimated to
the same degreeas British Steel.

  Missed
chancein
Scotland
IN mid-May there seemed to be a
real potential in the West of Scot-
land to relate the campaign for a
Labour vote to the day-to-day
struggles of the workingclass.

BL in Glasgow wasonstrike
against the threat of compulsory
redundancies. Miners at Cardowan
colliery were organising to fight
its possible closure. The Confed
was pledged to oppose the loss of -

2,500 jobsin the shipyards on the,
Clyde. :

The Timex plant in Dundee
was occupied. And the women’s
Day of Action for Peace was
coming up on May 24.

Instead, the result has been:
job losses at BL and Timex in
line with management’s demands;
a defusion of opposition to
threatened job losses in the ship-
yards and at Cardowan; little
more than token support for the
women’s Peace Day; and

a
staid,

traditional campaign for a Labour
vote.

Nationalism (boththe British
and Scottish varieties) was an
Achilles heel of the disputes.
Timex in particular saw- attacks
on. the French, Japanese and
English, not to mention Nor-
wegians and Americans, whilst
threatened job losses in the ship-
yards are attributed to the
Koreans.

The same type of nationalism
underpins the strategy of the
Alternative_Economic Strategy.
But this nationalistic approach
proved to be a road to deféat-

As soon as the notion of
“nation” is raised above that of
class, then the inevitable conse-
quence can only be an attemptat
collaboration with forces hostile
to the labour movement — and
the ditching or playing down of
any class struggle identity for the
LabourParty.

Timex was one example of
this nationalism.The same think-
ing is also apparent among union
leaders in shipbuilding, and the
organisers of the People’s March
for Jobs.

In the Scottish context. the

i call for a Scottish AssemtMyis a

prime example of such glorifica-
tion of cross class alliances. A
campaign for such an Assembly,
to quote George Galloway,would
involve “Scottish MPs of all
parties leading the fight’.

is “national ~ unity”
approachleadsto “softly,softly”
tactics in industrial disputes — so
as not to put off cross-class allies
— and in the general election,
instead of attempting to rally
support on the basis of providing
clear and militant opposition. to
capitalism, the Labour Party
leadership sees “consensus
politics” as the vote catcher. But
there is not room for two SDPs.
(June 9 may show there is not
room for even one). .

Ironically, the one occasion
when a call for a Labour vote was
related to the defence of jobs, its
result was to undermine both.

At Cardowan, local NUM
branch officers had already raised
the idea of occupation prior to
the militant May 13 rally against
closure.

But -instead of boosting
support for the call for occupa-
tion, Mick McGahey, addressing
the rally, said nothing about this

* and instead called for a vote for
Labour: ‘A vote for Labour will
save your jobs. When Labour wins
the next election, Labour won’t
allow Cardowan to close.”

Miners walked outoftherally
in disgust. “This is more like a
LabourParty rally than anything”
else,” said one.

McGahey effectively counter-
posed a vote for Labour to
occupation, thereby undermining
support for the latter and dis-
crediting the former.

Thusthepolitics and strategies
of the various recent industrial
disputes (nationalism, cross-class
alliances, a conscious rejection of
militant tactics) has dovetailed
into the Right’s nationalistic,anti-
militant, SDP-oricntated policies
and tactics in the Labour Party.
Albeit negatively, this shows the
impossibility of compartmentalis-
ing off the struggic in the unions
from the struectle in the Labour
Party.
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UCWConference:
Tuffin ducksnut
IN THE secondpartofits confer-
ence (May 22-27) the Union of
Communications Workers leader-
ship~managed to regain some of

_the ground it had lost in the first
two days. It suffered only one
more defeat.

The issue was again New Tech-
nology. Following Monday’s vote
to withdraw all cooperation until
a New Technology agreement had ©

been reached with the Post
Office, conference instructed the
leadership to fight for a reduction
of hours from the present 43 to
38, and report. back to the
memberson progress.

But on other major issues the
Executive Committee won. Con-
ference accepted the recommen-
dation to reopen negotiations
with the Communication
Managers’ ‘Association as part of
trade union ‘rationalisation’
which had been defeated by the
1982 Conference in favour of a
union merger of rank and file
grades only between the UCW,
POEU and CPSA:

The bag of peanuts thrown at
Alan Tuffinby a speaker from the
rostrum showedtherank andfile
feeling at the EC’s failure to
deliver any reductions on differ-
entials, but still they won a vote
in support of their record. And on 

pay, the Labour.Party and TUC
new ‘social contract’ docume
was easily carried after an amen
mentcalling for its rejection w
withdrawn.

Other important issues we
not. even reached. Despite i

_

obvious importance, privatisatic
. was not discussed and hard
mentioned by the platform. A
amendment demanding joi
action with other BT unions w:
never heard. Neither was tt
composite against expulsiot
from the Labour Party, whi
called for the reinstatement «

- those’expelled.
The new EC, elected in

ballot immediately befoi
Sunday’s vote of no confidenc
showed little change. The onl
gain for the left was Broad Le
supporter John Griffiths (Whitt
Amal).

There was an undoubte
feeling of bitterness throughoi
the conference at the UCW leade
ship’s; record of capitulation o
both pay and jobs. However,tt
ability of the EC to ride it ou
and even regain somelost groum
underlines the Left’s lack «
coordination and  organisatio
The Broad Left needs to tack
thisproblem.
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Cowley
washing-up ORGANISE
time fight
WECOULD
BE OUT

AGAIN!
There had been no real

negotiations since the nation-
al officials managed to get a
return to work, though
management had met the
INC.

But since many workersfailed
to understand how theyhad been
sold out, and believed that they
scored a moral victory over the
employers, militancy has remain-
ed high.

This was shown when manage-
ment sent round supervision to do
2 straw poll of feeling on the shop
floor.

They asked if workers would
ive up the washing up timein ex-
change for a guarantee of a £22
bonus. Fifty per cent told super-
vision to ‘fuck off’;.20% said it
was in the handsof the unions.

That means — with 10% absen-
teeism:.— that a maximum of 20%
were prepared to accept.

Last week we had a stewards”
meeting — with no recommenda-
tion from theJNC..

A resolution was moved to re-
affirm out position that the 6 and
9 minutes are not for sale, and to
call mass meetings for Wednesday
nght and Thursday morning.
This was carried unanimously.

On Wednesday during the day
shift management: cartied out
another sounding, offering a ‘last
chance’. If workers agreed, they
could have a back bonus of
around £10.50; if they. didn’t,
they would lose the £10.50 and
the washing-up time would simply
be abolished.

The company claimed only
45% were opposed to this — but
that is certainly an optimistic fig-
are for them. In the trim shop,
for instance, management only

 * commendation.

WORKERS at Cowley
Assembly Plant struck
for 4%weeks to defend
their traditional ‘washing
up time’, 6 or 9 minutes
per shift, which manage-
ment had attempted to
abolish.

.

oe

Last week; after a
month’s fruitless charade
of ‘negotiations’, mass
meetings voted again on
where they stood on the

. issue.
Later, an Assembly

Plant TGWU Steward
spoke to Harry Sloan.
claimed a 25% acceptance.

When it came to the mass
meetings, the position was even
stronger. On the night shift only
3 voted against the stewards’ re-

On days, a very
big meeting saw Bob Fryer, the
Convenor, speak very well.

Fryer had asked management
to say how much the 6-9 minutes
was-worth — and they said £1.50
per week. So he asked why in
that case we shouldn’t now be
earning £28.50 of the £30 bonus
we are supposed-to be eligible for.

He also pointed out that the’
extra % hour a week management
are demanding is worth an esti-
mated £25 million a year, which
he calculated at £1.000 per wor-
ker. He said thatwhen he sugges-
ted to management that this
£1,000 be split down the middle
— giving an increase of £500 per
worker per year, the company~

Socialist

nearly fell off their chairs.
The vote for the stewards’

recommendation was carried —

again with only 3 against.
The vote was not actually for

another strike — but most must
tealise that this is likely. They
had until Sunday to negotiate at
national level — then it goes to
national conference.

An idea of the feeling in the
plant came when we wereleaflett-
ing before the mass meeting. One
young worker came up to me ex-
plaining the dangers of the com-
pany moves. I though I recog-
nised him. It turned out that he
was one of those featured ontele-
vision during the strike, arguing
that he would be going back to
work, come what may. 4 weeks ©

of being screwed into the ground
on the Maestro Trackhad taughi
him. a few lessons. Management
have really done a job on them!

The big dangers are firstly the
probability of a Tory election vic-
tory — though from thisplantit’s
hard to. see any evidence of a
Tory voter —‘and secondly the
role of national unionofficials.

Holiday
Already we hear that at 8.15

am on the Monday morning after
the holiday all the AUEW stew-
ards have to get on a coach to
Luton to meet their union Execu-
tive.

You can bet that Duffy and
Co. don’t want to congratulate
them on the struggle so far! The
AUEW stewards have been the
weakest in the dispute.

But if we can keep the nation-
al officials: out of it, and if the
mood holds up, wecould still be
out again on the issue manage-
ment thought -they’d killed a
month ago!

Let’s hit £1,000
8 wira the first paper in June we start the climb towards a new £1,000 target. And with

donationsof £353.50 thisweek, we’ve got thebeststart yet. 
 

As long as we don’t get complacent! Three weeks isn’t long to organise fund-raisingactivitiesaad collett donations to bring in the next £646.50. And without reaching our fund target, we
won't be able to build up the fight for socialism after June 9. :

Congratulationsto threegroups for organising theirafter-the-electionfund-raising plans now:
— to Coventry for planning a mega-social after theirSO meeting (see ‘Where to Find Us’ p.12).
— to Southwark-Lambeth,for organising a social on June 11.
— to Cardiff for organising a barbeque stall totour local fetes, making use of local culinary
We haven’t reached the£1 000 target since February: let’s makeit in June!
Thanks this week to: an Oxford factory worker for launchingthe fund with £150; to Chris

Goodwin for a £10 donation; and a £100 donation ‘becausethepaper’s so good’; to a“friendin.
the media”(yes,thereis one!) for £50; Mark Starr, £25; Roger Welch, £5; a YS memberin York-
shire, £5; and Edinburgh supporters Pete Knight, £5, Dave Nelson, £2, and Callum Macrae£1; §f
and to Jo Thwaites for donating50p, proceeds from thesale of a 3d piece! (rememberthem?).Rush donationsto: The Treasurer,214 Sickert Court, Essex Road; LondonN1._
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Organise the jobless!
UNLIKE those who are idle
because they live from profits and
dividents, the unemployed have
no established share in ‘the privil-
eges and power of society. Only
by strength of numbers and
organisation can they make their
voice heard.

That’s what the People’s
March, and its concluding rally
on June 5, should be about. And
they should also be an opportun-
ity to laythe basis for organising
work after June 5.

The first organising job is to
get the voice of the unemployed
heard on June 9. And the call
from the organised unemployed
can.only be: vote Labour, fight
for jobs! Labour Parties, especi-
ally in London, should be mobil-
ising to make June 5 the biggest
anti-Tory demonstration ever held
at election time.

For the ongoing organisation
of the unemployed, the trade
union movement has so far done
far too little. Region 6 of the -

TGWU has organised the unem-
ployed into union branches; in
some areas NUPE has made an
effort 6 unionise youth on
government cheap labour
schemes.

Official
Apart from that the official

trade union movement has been
indifferentor hostile to the organ-
isation of the unemployed. Trade
union leaders have given full back-
ing to the government cheap
labour schemes. The TUC has
promoted centres for the unem-
ployed: — and, working in league
with the government Manpower
Services Commission, imposed a
tule on them of ‘no politics, :no
campaigning’.

Our job now must be: to
organise the unemployed, and
youth on government schemes,
into theunions whereverpossible;
to organise and win labour move-
ment support for unemployed ~

workers’ associations; to fight for
‘democratic control by the unem-
ployed in the local unemployed
centres; and to work for joint
action of employed and unem-
ployed in struggles for jobs and

Meet
the
March!

This Thursday, 2nd,
thePeople’s March for
Jobs arrives in London.
On Friday at 3.30 there
is a rally at Southall
Community Centre; on
Saturday, a Festival for
Jobs from noon-to 8pm

_
at Crystal PalaceBowl;
on Sunday,a conclud-
ing march andrally,
assemblingin Batter-
sea Park at noon.

 
  
 
 
  
 

 
against cuts.

NNThe People’s March could and
should have been a boost to this
organising work. Unfortunately
for the most part it hasn’t been;
and its organisers have system-
atically silenced the anti-Tory
slogans that marchers wanted to
chant. For reports on a missed
opporginity, see pages 7 and 10.
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