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WITCH-HUNTER-in-chief
John Golding has endorsed a
Kinnock/Hattersley team for
the Labour Party leadership,
saying that a combinationof
‘the respectable Left’ and ‘the
moderate wing’ is needed.

And indeed Kinnock has done
quite enough to prove -himself
‘respectable’. in John Golding’s
eyes. He sabotaged Tony Benn’s
campaign for Deputy Leader. As
front-bench spokesperson on
education, he threatenedto resign
if Labour committed itself firmly
to reversing Tory school meal
price increases. And this is his
record on six important recent
votes on the NEC, as compiledby
the Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy.

Keep commitmentto national-
ise clearing banks: AGAINST.

Amendment to remove NEC’s
arbitrary powers over groups in
the Labour Party: AGAINST.

Total opposition to incomes
policy, support for minimum
wage: AGAINST.

Replace Benn by Golding as
chair of Home Policy Committee:
ABSTAINED.

Allow CLPs full re-selection
after the boundary changes:
ABSENT.

Expulsion of Militant editorial
~

board: FOR.
Hattersley is an open -right-

winger: an aggressive advocate of
nuclear weapons, of. incomes
policy, and of the witch-hunt.
Kinnock is a ‘left-winger’ of the
stripe of Harold Wilson or Ram-
sey MacDonald: marvellous left
preaching, vicious careerist prac-
tice. No wonder the leading trade
union bureaucrats think that
Kinnock/. Hattersley (in which-
ever order) is a ‘dream ticket’. A
Kinnock/Hattersley ticket would
mean sugary phrases about Party
Unity masking a redoubled purge
of the Left.

Eric Heffer and Michael Mea-
cher are on a different side of the
fence from Kinnock. On all the
six issues cited above, while Kin-
nock voted with the Right on the
NEC or abstained, Heffer voted
with the Left.

We should campaign not only
‘in the CLPs but also in the
broader arena of the unions,
where Kinnock has morecredit as
a left-winger.

The Hattersley camp is press-
ing for more democratic proce-
dures to decide how unions vote
on the leadership. They have their
own motives: obviously Kinn-
ock did his groundwork with the
general secretaries better than
they. did. But that should not
deter the Left from also press-
ing for ballots through branches
(where a conference vote is not
possible) and for maximum dis-
cussion at rank andfilelevel. -

Thereis no question of‘letting
the Right in’. The leadership vote
is by eliminating ballot, not first
past the post. If and when Heffer
is eliminated, we can (withgritted
teeth) vote for the fake-Left
Kinnock against the open right-
winger Hattersley. i

But the first job is to build a
real left wing campaign in this
leadership contest. And

_
that

means a campaign behind Heffer
and Meacher.

CHILEAN
 
ROCK
THE JUNTA

by Harry Sloan

CHILEAN dictator Pino-
chet’s fight for his political
life has already brought
death to demonstrators,
blood on the streets, the
jailingof union leaders, and
the opening of a new con-
centration camp in the far
northof thecountry.

But far from subduing the
protests from growing sections
of Chilean society, Pinochet’s
latest crackdown has-been met
by escalating strike action, and
now the calling of an indefinite
general strike by leaders of 1%
millionworkers.

The first big protest was on
_~ May 11. A mass demonstration

was followed by street fighting
in which two werekilledand 550
arrested. Subsequent police
raids on working class districts
brought 2,000 arrests and_ 200
detentions.

The Workers’ National Com-
mand — an umbrella group of
labour organisations whichcall-
ed the May 11 protest — then
organised a follow-up protest for
June 11 and the llth of every
month until the junta concedes
workers’ demands.

Crushed
June 11 proved to be the big-

gest challenge since Pinochet
rode to power over the crushed
and tortured bodies of working
class and student militants in
September197%.

Tens of thousands took to the
streets in Santiago, Valparaiso,
Concepcion andothercities — to
be met by police using dogs,
tear gas and guns. Hundreds
were injured, three killed, and

1,351 more arrested — including
the main organiser of the pro-
test, Rodolfo Seguel, Christian
Democratic leader of the key
copper miners’ union CTC.

Pinochet followed up the re-

pression by publicly threatening
to ‘harden the Government’,
which is among the most bar-
baric of the dictatorships in Lat-
in America.

But thethreatsdid not intimi-
date thecopper workers, who on
June 17 walked out on strike atTM
the Teniente, Chuquicamata,
Salvador and Andina mining,
smelting and refining works,
demanding the immediate re-
lease of Rodolfo Seguel.

At the Salvador workers,
management promptly sacked
900 strikers, as Pinochet bluntly

1973: the rule offear. But nowtheterror is losing its

ORKERSE:

 
threatened to imprison trade
unionleaders.

“We are going to give them
what all of you are asking for —

a heavy hand’’. And he warned
* political leaders, ‘‘Politicians,

sirs, go away from here, we do
not want you any more’’.

As the copper workers stood
firm, Pinochet put two mines
under military control, and
threatened to exile union lead-
ers in the remote north of the
country. The ten-year ban on
political activitywas re-emphas-
ised by interior minister General
Montero, as police rounded up
more copper workers’ leaders,
and leaders of the construction
and farm workers’ unions.

In response to this a further,
clandestine, meeting of. the

INSIDE: Fight Tories’ plans
Jeremy Corbyn on tasks of new MPs

 

 

     

Workers’ National Command
met and called for an all-out
indefinite general strike from
Thursday June 23.

As a further body blow to Pin-
ochet, the announcement of the
strike call was made by Adolfo
Quinteros, president of the con-
federation of truck owners,
which had once been a base of
Pinochet’s support.
~ Quinteros was promptly ar-
rested — but this alliance be-
tween the truck owners and the
militantworkers is a symptomof
the isolation of Pinochet’s reg-
ime from the mass middle class
support which it once mobilised
in the overthrow of Salvador
Allende’s ‘Popular Unity’ gov-
ernment.

The June 11 day of protest
had produced surprising levels
of support from the well-to-do
as well as the workingclass dis-
tricts of the Chileancities. Pino-
chet’s disastrous monetarist
economicpolicies,bringing 30%
unemployment, the collapse of
Chileah banks, and a 20% drop
in industrial production last
year, have alienatedthe wealthy
landowners and the industrial—as well as the working
class.

Chile’s economic plight rules
out the kind of economic conces-
sions ‘to the workers which
defused massstrikes in Brazil in
1978-9. The optionsare limited.

Withinthe ranks of the armed
forces groups of young officers
have been circulating duplicated
documents advocating radical
alternative policies including a

   

  
 

break from the IMF and a mora-
torium on debt payments —

which could only be implement-
ed through the removal of
Pinochet.

With the General formally
installed in office until, 1989,
and no. established ‘political
structure to fall backupon, there
are few safety valves available
if thegeneral strike proves solid,
and succeeds in breaking down
the barriers of fear which have
held backwider opposition, sec-
tions of the armed forces may
see a pre-emptive coup and a
switchof policies as theonlyway
to head off a pent-up. explosion
of potentially.revolutionary
dimensions.

Pinochet, on the other hand,
appears to be looking to a com-
bination of brutal repression
with political confusion as the
meansto stem thetideofrevolt.

Swallowing earlier arrogant
words, he has announced that
120 leading Christian Democrat-
ic politicians are now free to re-
turn to Chile.

The massive resurgence of
working class struggle in Chile.
however,cries out for the deve-
lopmentof a revolutionary lead-
ership politicallyindependent of
the Christian Democrats — who
welcomed Pinochet’s 1973 coup
— and committed to secure the
rights of Chile’s workers and
peasants through the overthrow
of capitalism.

The Thatcher government im
Britain is eagerly courting Pino-
chet’s junta as part of its deve-
lopmentof‘Fortress Falklands’.
Admiral Montero, head of the
Chilean navy and a member of
the junta, is making an officiel
visit thisweek.

The workers’ movement must
mobilisethe fullest possible sol-
idarity with the Chilean workers
— through an immediate boy-
cott of Chilean trade, and espe-
cially of military supplies
Pinochet.



r

Socialist Organiser no.137 June 23 1983 Page 2 
Voe to the

vanquished?
“WOE to the vanquished: to the victor the spoils’’. This is the
idea which will guide the Tories in their second term. Theyfeel
that they won a crushing election victory over Labour, and that
they now have a mandate to govern as they like.

The details will be set out in the Queen's Speech on Wednesdayafter-
noon. We go to press before it is delivered, but an outline has already
been leaked to the press.

The Tories will start by: bringing in a further measure of union ‘re-
form’; taking away union immunities for any strike not preceded by a
ballot; completing the hiving-off of British Telecom and bringing in new
measures of privatisation; tightening the financial controls on local coun-
cils to. make them mére instruments of central government; and starting
the process of abolishing the metropolitan councils and the GLC.

These are all measuresof class war against the labour movement. What
is the labour movement going to do about them?

Docileacceptance will encourage the Tories to step up the attack,The
Tories have targeted the welfare state and will openly attack it once. a
decent interval has elapsed since their denials in the election campaign
that they had a ‘hidden manifesto’.

:

But is the labour movementin a state to fight? Pessimists will cite the
recent smashing-electoraldefeat, and the ravages which mass unemploy-
ment, the employers’ offensive, and wretched leadership have wreaked on
industrial militancy. The right wing and. the softer Left will therefore
counsel docility and patience.

In fact the electoral defeat of Labour does not accurately reflect the
relationship of class forces in Britain. The massive Tory majority in the
Commons does not even accurately reflect the Tory vote, down 2% on
1979, let alone tell us anything about what the attitude of millions of
workers who voted Alliance, abstained, or even voted Tory, will be in
struggles that the labour movementinitiates over wages, conditions, un-
ion rights or the welfare state.

58% of trade unionists who voted, votedAlliance or Tory. What they
may have thought or imagined at. the election does not change the fact
that they will be affected by most of the class-war measures of the
Tories. Their views on wages, jobs or unions jn general may not corres-
pond to what they do when their own wage,job, or union is at stake.
They will fight back if the stable hard core of the labour movementdoes.

There is no mechanical relationship between the attitudes
that the mass of workers will take to direct struggles and how theyvote.
In 1968 the most powerful general strike in history occurred when ten
miltion workers struck in France. Factories were seized throughout the
country. The workers refused the initial wage concessions offered them.
It was .piain even to hostile commentators that they wanted more, that
they wanted to transform society.

Yet a mere matter of weeks later, after the Communist Party and Soc-

the subsequent general election than there had been strikers. And the
same holdsin reverse: it is possible for a bad-election defeat to be follow-
ed by militant struggles.

Woeto the victors.
The worst thing that could happen to the labour movement would be

for us to accept, even subconsciously,that on democratic principles we
must agree that it is ‘‘woe to the vanquished”, If the labour movement
mobilises,it can be ‘woe to the electoral victors’ before Thatcher's elected
span is out. Health workers and carworkers have recently shown how
much militancy there is. It can be developed and built on.

We must fight back. The first thing to do is to withdrawfrom collab-
oration with the Tories. The TUC must break off participation in bodies
like theNEDC,

We could have won the election if we had launched an anti-Tory
crusade, organising al! those groups who have reason to hate and fear the
Tories — women’s groups, black groups, etc. — around the local Labour
Parties (as Socialist Organiser proposed). We canstillmount thatcrusade.

Labour MPs can disrupt business and dramatise the issues: they
should do so. -

We must rebuild the shop-floor stewards’ movement.It is. impossible
we can and should prepare forit.

:

The Tories didn’t win the election — welostit (partly becauseof the
SDP split). The labour movementcanstill fight this reactionary Tory
governmentto a standstill where it matters.

  
_
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ialist leaders had sold out the strike, these left.parties got fewer votes in~

to predict exactly the course a revival of industrial militancy will take:
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AVESHow the left press
responded

IN THE weekfollowing the
general election, many activ-
ists must have looked to the
left press for new inspiration.

And the left papers certainly
addressed themselvesto, the chall-
enge. The question is, how? «

For Socialist Worker the
answer was: Don’t worry too
much about large-scale politics.
The way forward is smallstrikes.

“Opposition to Thatcher can
be built in the factoriesand work-
places. It won’t be built by calls
for action from thetop...”

SW’s ‘What We Think’ column
expands further on this scenario
of local struggles and reveals a real
pessimism about the current
mood oftheworkingclass.

“Winning financial support for
[the Greenings strike] on the
shopfloor is important... Most
workers won’t contribute just
now, but those who do can be
won to identi ing with that fight
for jobs... Sm: disputes—like
Greenings can be important in
changing workers’ ideas’’.

In the centre pages, SW goes
even further overboard, singling
out the Bermondsey by-election,
Benn’s defeat in Bristol and Pat
Wall’s in Bradford, “which”, it
claims, “all showed that the left
cannot draw thedifferent sections
of the working class into a new
political unity any more than the
right can”.

SW is conspicuously silent ab-
out the two Militant supporters
who were élected in Liverpool
and Coventry.

Instead it spells out the SWP’s
strategy. :

“The central task of winning
workers to socialism a few at a
time [!] and of building and
spreading the struggles of large
numbers of workers, has never
been takenseriously”.

In short, for the SWP all the
policy and leadership struggles in
the existing mass labour’ move-
ment are so much froth andfury.
Never mindall that, it tells us —

instead, the job is to build a new,
really socialist, movement, bit by
bit. This ‘new inspiration’ looks

 Press
 

By Martin
Thomas

very muchlike despair. -

Nobody could accuse Militant
of despair. In a crazy mirror
image of Socialist Worker, it
insists that the existing labour
movement is moving irresistibly
to the left. It’s not so much a
matter of struggle, more an
unstoppable Law of Nature.

It presents a scenario in
which: “The Tory Party could
split in the same way or even on
a greater scale than has the Lab-
our Party”, And “The SDP/Liber-
al Alliance has probably seen its
high point”.

In the Labour Party, arguesMilitant,
“There will be no major swing

to the right”. Objective processes
will work wonders: “The chronic
decline of British capitalism, as
well as the general policies of
Thatcherism, will. have a
profoundly politicising effect up- .

onlarge layers of workers”.
in fact,everythinglooks good,

with a prospect of “stronger shop
floor trade union organisations...
the general developments inside
the trade unions will be towards
the election of militant leaders,
more willing to fight... Office and
shop floor representatives will be
replaced, especially by. youngermilitants. District and. regional
committees... likewise... some
workers will even go direct from
Toryism to Marxism... The defeat
and the abysmal performance of
the right wing will only accelerate
the moves to the left and increase
the support for Marxist ideas”
and, hey presto! “More and more
workers will come to theconclus-
ion advocated by Militant’’.

Don’t worry a bit about. the
future. “The recovery and renew-
al of theLabour Party is assured”.

Daily < Mail
EXPRESS

FINANCIALTIMES
The DailyTelearaph

vas]ST
by PatrickSpilling

One can picture the Shores,
Hattersleys, Duffys and Basnetts
bending under this inexorable
logic and meekly handing over the
apparatus of the Labour Party to
the leftwing!

But while Militant anticipates
an unstoppable rise of their fort-
unes, the eyes of Socialist Action
have been focused through artic-
les by John Ross on another com-
forting notion — the decline of
the Tory:Party!

-Never mind their massive maj-
ority and the immediacy of the
Tory attack thatwill follow: Ross
assures us that: “These election

_

fesults are part of a decline of the
Tory vote which has now been go-ing on for fifty years”. (This con-
clusion is reached by starting
from ‘the ‘National Government’
landslidé in 1931). -

Strangely, Ross does not find
room to mention the parallel de-
cline in theLabour vote, whichis
now at its lowest since 1918. His
conclusion — even while the
Tories draw uplegislation design-
ed to sever Labour’s links with
the unions and destroyit as an el-
éctoral force — is that the main
dangeris from... the SDP!

.“The Tory Party will rapidly
become dramatically unpopular”,
Ross writes. They are likely to be
“crushed in by-election after by-
election”. The problem is that
“the entire press, and every other
weapon [?], will be mobilisedto
ensure that the Alliance defeats
Labour’’.

So? “The aim. must be to getthis government out and to force
a new general election in which

~ theTories are crushed’’.
It’s a pity that amidst these

heady speculations on the future,
Socialist Action didn’t find time
to consider the lessonsofthefail-
ure of the Socialists for a Labour
Victory campaign, and to recogn-ise now (as they did not prior to
the election) the need for such:
campaigns to. have an independ-
dent rank and file orientation if
they are to resist pressures from
the leadership and reach out to
the vital new forces in the work-
ing class that must be wonto the
fight for socialist policies. ~

Gang 
 

Never mind the ballots...
.

NEWS THATstriking ABS
téchnicians are threateningto
black out live coverage of the
Kinnock-Hattersley election
will comeas a shattering blow
to readers.

_

This contest, in the best tradi-
tion of British sporting greats,brings innocent pleasure to pens-

.

joners, pundits, and Tories of
every type.

Now the ABS are demanding
the right to triple expensesif they
have to listen to one more Hatter-
sley speech, threatening to putthe mockerson thiscontest.

This promised to be one ofthe
great sporting contests since Sup-erbrat Tony Benn has been side-
lined for calling Party leaders
names. :

Sick
Now these ABS criminals

- expect us to listen to the election
on Radio 3 medium wave.

What a sick comment on our
union bosses.

How much better if theywould follow Frank Chapple’s ad-
vice and demand that the TV
coverage go on — but the election

be cancelled.
Chapple knows that these

things are done better in the SDP.
How refreshing to have one

union leader, at least, not afraid
to whattheordinary average
Fleet Street editor is thinking.

There is just one word to sum
up Roy Jenkins — statesmanlike.
After his great triumph_at Hill-
head andhisvictory in leading the
SDP into second place almost
everywhere, he had the good
grace to step aside.

Hideous
And what follows? Do we get

one of these hideous slanging
matcheslike in the LabourParty,
where everyone stabs each other
in the back? No. We get a calm.
handing over of power. to Dr
David Owen, the man who knows
the sunken Belgrano whenhesees
one. One person, one-vote, and
Roy’s the one person.

As for Chapple himself. How
many people doeshe have to béat
to become chairman of the TUC?
Quite.

Only last week theQueen gave‘her personal stamp of approval to
the SDP style of leadership in a
veiled way by sending a message
of congratulations to Yuri Andro-
pov of the Sovict Union.

 

Yuri has just been elected
president. But did you have to see
15 rounds of gruelling contest
first? Did you have the unseemlysight of Politburo memberscallingeachother. revisionist swine at
party conferences in front of TV.
cameras? Of course not. Even thereds know howto dothese things
with dignity. Only the Labour
Party doesn’t.

Mob
The Queen sent her congratul-

ations. It was a veiled wayof say-
ing well done Roy and David to
the two men whoshould have had
Labour’s seats in the House of
Commonsif only we hadanelec-
toral system which completely
outlawed lefties from sitting in
parliamentatall.

So why is it the Labour Party
has to tear itself apart in publicjust so they can claim they have
‘democratic accountability’.
That’s the logic of the mob.

Besides, we can tear the Lab-
our Party to pieces perfectly ade-
quately without wasting time on
elections.

So get those ABS sods back to
work. Let’s have a lot more TV
spectaculars on the Labour Party
and a lot less of this voting non-
sense.

- odds with thePart;   Tasks
before
the new

Jeremy Corbyn reports
from Westminster
THE election campaign just
gone will go down in history as
one of the turning points in our
struggle; Labour fought on a
manifestothat includedmany of
the main policy proposals put
forward from our conferences
over the years and the old right _
of the Party quite clearlytried to
sabotage theParty.

Speeches from
and Healey were deliberatelyat

¥ policy, and
Frank Chapple, chairman of the
TUC, went so far as to endorse
the SDP candidate in North
Islington.

On the other side the Tories
and SDP bought themselves

- massive amounts of newspaperand other forms of advertising,exploiting the unfairness of the
electoral law, and created a
media stampede which was
tryingto tell workingpeople that
there is no alternative to mass
unemployment,innercity pover-
ty, nuclear arms and discrimin-
ation against womenand ethnic
minorities.

: The Saatchi and Saatchi route
backto victorianvalues does not
preclude the use of high tech-.
nology mass indoctrinationtech- 7

niquesor theuse of the ‘big lie’
of opinionpolls. ©

-
The Tory election machine

and the willing chorus from
Fleet Street in praise of
-Thatcher are frighteningly
reminiscent of the 1968 Nixon
campaign for President in the
USA. Perhaps when unemploy-

ment has goneoverfivemillion
and the jobless school leavers
are up to ninety per cent of. the
press lords will be prepared to
publish ‘Thebigliesof 1983’.

What the Party has to recog-
nise now is that the crisis of
capitalismhas reachedsuch pro-portions that another five yearsof theThatcherTories willwreak
total havoc on millions; unem-
ployment. is already at four
million and in inner city areaslike Islington the underlying
trend is an even faster rise and
for youth, already sixty per cent
without a job, the prospects are
bleaker than they have ever
been.

It-is not the basic message of
theParty that is wrong, far from
it, the problem is one of leader-
ship andcredibility.

The ParliamentaryParty must
understand that the battles.against the Tories will not only |

not be won in Parliament, they
will not be understood atall if
the obsession with Parliamen-
tary games continues.

The new Labour MPs met for
the first time on Wednesday
after the election defeat and
after hearing from Michael Foot
and Dennis Healey we were then
treated to & nauseating discus-
sion about the election of a

“speaker; the choice of Toryclothing.manufacturer BernardWeatherill was portrayed as
some sort of ‘victory’ for the
back bench opinion and this
Parliamentary ‘‘matter’’ was
then dispensed with by Jim
Callaghan taking his place as
‘father’of theHouse.

To those of us sent to Parlia-
ment to fight against the rav-
ages of massunemploymentand .

for a socialist system it all
seemedamillionmilesaway.However, the ampaignGroup of Labour MPslookslike
being bigger than in the. last
Parliament, is committed to
weeklymeetings and to buildingand developing the closest
possible links with the constit-
uency and trade unionlefts; our
job is to be fighting, working
and organising outside Parlia-
ment to defeat the Tory govern-
ment, expose the crass hypo-.
crisy of the SDP and rebuild our
Party. .
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Foot inthe
door for
Kinnock

"WHY DID Michael Foot rush ~

post-haste from Ebbw Vale to
London in the early hours of
FridayJune 10?

The answer is not unconnec-
ted with the fact that Neil
Kinnock plainly knew on Elec-
tion night thatFoot was likelyto
announce he was standing down
as Labour leader.

Kinnock is Foot’s chosen
successor: and Foot’s delay and
mad dash to London were in
large part to make arrangements
on the Friday to give Kinnock a
flying start in the campaign for
theleadership.

With late election results still
being declared, and the body of
thetorpedoedelection campaign
still warm, Foot met with union
leaders Clive Jenkins (ASTMS)
and Moss Evans (TGWU). They<
worked out a plan of action that
would secure votes for Kinnock
before any other possible candi-
dates even knew for certain the
contest was on.

The schemewasthat:
*Jenkins would attend the

ASTMS NEC meeting on the
Saturday, and propose a resol-
ution nominating.Foot as party
leader, or Kinnock. ‘‘if’’ Foot
refused to stand.

*He would take this for

 
endorsement to the ASTMS
Labour conference delegation
meetingon theSunday.

*From there he would tele-
phone Michael Foot, and tell
him of thenomination.

*When (surprise, surprise!)
Foot declared he would not be
standing, Jenkins would ring
Kinnock, who would promptly
accept.

*Then Jenkins would at once
ring the Press Association,
revealing for the first time that
Foot was standing down, simul-
taneouslywiththeASTMSblock
vote for Kinnock.

*From:thereon Moss Evans
could use thismomentum onthe.
Kinnock bandwagon to knock
down any possible resistance on
the TGWUExecutive, and press
through a further hefty block
vote of support for Kinnock.

All went according to plan.
Jenkins successfully routed an
attempt on the ASTMS NECto
have the union take a ‘‘low
profile’ and nominate nobody,
made the arranged phonecalls
on the Sunday — and by the
middle of Brian Walden’s
‘‘WeekendWorld’’ programme,
the newsof the leadership elec-
tion was announced to one of
Kinnock’srivals, Peter Shore.
 CP weighs in
against
Heffer
ERIC Heffer’s candidacy for the
‘Labour leadership is opposed in
the unions not only by the right
wing and soggy ‘left’ among the
top bureaucrats, but also by the
Communist Party and its fellow
travellers.

_Although_the
‘Mornin;
bets, CP ‘members in ASTMS
have warmly supported the un-
ion’s ‘initiative’ in launchingthe
Kinnock bandwagon. CP mem-
‘bers in the TG raised their
hands in unanimous endorse-
ment of Kinnock on the un-
ion’s General Executive Council.

Morning Star correspondent
Mick Costello is ‘confident’ that
thiswill be carried by delegates
at next month’s TGWU'con-

CP paper
Star’ has hedged its

 
Heffer

ference.
In the Sheet Metalworkers’

union, Stalinist general secre-
tary George Guy is one of four
national officers recommending
Kinnock’snomination.

In throwingtheir trade union
support behind Kinnock, the
CP plainly hope that they can
back an ostensibly ‘left’ candi-
date while: retaining their cosy
links with the right wing of the
bureaucracy.
' There is no reason to believe

that this stance would change
shonld Kinnockwin the post and
embark upon a full-scale purge
of theLeft.

  
 

 
 
 Get out of that
armchair and into

the country! |

Labour Party Young Socialists summer

camp 1983: July 30 to August 6. All
YoungSocialists should come; a week

4

of YS workshops, Class Fighter meet-
= ings, and very much moredebate than

“cg there is at YS conference.
Js ContactClass Fighter, 13 Buxton

= Road, London N19 for details arid
transport. Bring sleeping bags andtents.

 
 

  
Audrey Wise, Labour
candidate for Woolwich

There were two principal
causes for the defeat. One was
that most of those running the
campaign simply weren't in
sympathy with the policies on
which they were running, andit
showed. The manifesto wasn’t
put acrossin a crediblemanner.

They accepted the manifesto,
but theyeitherhad nointention,
or were incapable, of running a
campaign onit.

This was compounded by the
factthatit was very mucha tele-
vision election, and all attention
focussed on our leader. Leaving
all other more complex matters
aside, whoever designed
Michael Foot’s programme
really needs serious examina-
tion. 4

.

So on every level, from the
level of the merest question of
competence right through to
the key politics, it was a
disaster.

‘On defence, they didn’t even
succeed in capitalising on the.

...fact that the majority “of. the
population doesn’t want Cruise.

If the local campaigns had
been run at that level of com-
petence, then we would have
finished up with no MPs! The
factis that,certainly in my area,
you had a contrast between a
really hard-working local cam-
paign and every possible clanger
dropped nationally.

I’ve heard it said that the
Labour Party is grief-stricken,
and I think that’s true. I hope
that as well as being grief-
stricken it’s also very, very
angry.

We’re in abad position. At a
deeperlevel, I think that there
has been both lack of political
education in Britain, and mis-
education by theruling elements
in the Labour Party, for many,
many years. It takes an awful
lot of overcoming. :

People reacted best to the
defence of the Health Service.
Other socialist policies we
haven’t been so successful with.
I think it’s partly because we
haven’treally listened — we’ve
gonein too muchfor experts and
not enoughfor the people at the
receiving end.

Peoples
march
for job
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“The ruling class’s annual celebrations. withan addedspice thisyear becauseof theTory election victory: Ladies’Day at A
Ball at TrinityCollege, Cambridge nen

~ ry: ly at Ascot, and theMay

More post-election comment

ELECTIO

 

Right wing ammo
for the media
 

Jerry Hughes, secretary
Labour Against theWitch

.

Hunt and political assist-
ant, London Region Co-
Op committee

The results of the general
election in London disguise the
details of how local Labour
parties fought the campaign,
and the significanceof this for a
future Labour victory.

In the four constituencies in
which I worked, the Labour
Party presented the electorate
witha socialistcandidate stand-
ing firmly on party policies, at
no point trying to fudge the
manifesto. In all (Ealing North,
North Westminster, Hornsey
and Wood Green, and Hackney
North and Stoke Newington) the
party did not rely on the ‘tradi-
tionalLabour vote’. On thedoor-
steps, on high streets and in
public

_
meetings, the

—
party

argued “the case for socialist
policies. Publicity material not
only took up local issues, but
related these to the national
fight against Thatcher and for
socialism.

- “Listen
Accompanying the candidates

in each constituency, I found
voters wanting to know what
Labourpolicies really were, and
a willingnessto listen and more
often thannot to bepersuaded.

The national election cam-
paign. influenced the individual
constituencies through the
media, and through visits of
thenationalleaders. Neithercan
be said to have helped the cam-
paign.

In Ealing North, North West-
minster, and Hornsey and Wood
Green, canvassing revealed a
high number of undecided
voters. These people were
doubtless helped to their final

decision by the party’s national
projection. They saw a leader-
ship that was unsure of its
policies and unclear in its
delivery. ,

The media found leading
Labour figures providing them
with ammunition to attack the
party. At the local level,
Dennis Healey waffled in a
speech in Ealing North, and
Michael Foot never.quite made
his appointment in Hornsey.

The general election. found
constituency Labour Parties
willing to fight a vigorous and
committed socialist campaign
thatcould win support. We have
got a strong grass-rootsorganis-
ation in many constituencies.
What we need urgently is a
party leadership and National
Executive Committee equally
committed andpositive. _

We need nowa party leader-
ship that fights the Tories with
as much determination as the
old leadership attacked the
members and

_
policies of its

own party.
~ NN AGAINST THEWRN witcH-Hur:

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

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

Next National Council meeting, open to delegates
from CLPs and trade union bodies: Saturday July 2,
12 noon, Camden TownHalil,Judd St. entrance.
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Richard Chessum, Lab-
‘ our candidate for War-.

wick and Leamington
There were a number of

things that lost us votes, which
we found going round on the
doorsteps. Surprisingly, what
lost us most votes was some-
thingnot related to policy at all
— it was just that people
thoughtthatMichael Foot was a
bumbling old fool and not up to
béingprime minister.

So obviouslythe leadership of
the Labour Party is important.
The other lesson that we’ve
got to learn is that if we’re going
to have policies which are
different from the past, like
unilateralism,then we’ve got to
have twoor three years at least
campaigninghard for them,as a
party, in a unifiedway.

We found no end of people
who said they weren't going to
vote for us because of our
defence policy -—_ and the
Common Market,too: theywere

-afraid that they were going to
lose theirjobs if we pulled outof
the Common Market. There just
hadn’t been the kind of cam-
paign that would offset. those
fears.

On the Labour Party leader-
ship —-we have a problem that
the Parliamentary Labour
party is not as left wing as we
hopedit would be. I don’t think
there’s the slightest possibility
thatwe could get anyone of the
hard left elected in the present
circumstances. My own view is
that it’s obviously going to be
between Shore and Hattersley
and Kinnock, .and I think it’s
in the interests of the whole
eft that we support Kinnock,
although it may go against the
grain withus becauseofhis role
on the NationalExecutive.

Meecams
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 Joy Hurcombe, Labour
candidate in Shoreham
and secretary of Labour
CND
Unfortunately I thinkthe-Labour
Party has failed to get its policy
across over the last four years.
For example the lack of support
for the People’s March. It’s crazy
to suppose you canjust put across
a pragramme without campaign-
ing forit.

Inside the Labour Party we'll
be into a period of recrimination.
No doubt there’ll be a lot of mud
slung at the Left. But the start of
the decline in our credibilitywas
Callaghan’s speech on defence
policy which quite deliberately
sabotaged themanifesto. The Left
will have to keep fighting for clear
policies.

People had genuine concerns
about disarmament because they
hadn’t heard the issue presented
except one way. When Callaghan
madehis speech about Polaris we
lost all the concern about Cruise.

In the whole campaign there
wasn’t much socialism. It’s really
no alternative to propose borrow-
ing and reflationary methods
without taking control of the eco-
nomy, and people realised that.
We'll never get our message across

_

unless we get it on a socialist
basis.

I think there were socialist
principles involved in someof the
policies. The Labour Party does
start off from somesocialist con-
cerns, but not a revolutionary
concern to change things rather
than tinkering around within the
system.

Over the next five years, there
will have to be a positive fight
against Tory policies. We'll have
to go out on thestreets,as far as I
can see. The trade unions will
have to make a chdice as to

=e eeeeeeee TM

 factory or office complex.

branch can send one delegate to the Labour Party GC in each
constituency where it has at least ten membersliving.

-
—
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The Labour Party membership of workplacerecruits has to
be processed through their ward branches. But theworkplace

The unions mustchoose
We haveto.
get out on
the streets

whether to cooperate — which is
their usual policy — or to fight. I
think there’ll be a lot of public
disorder when people see what
the Tory policiesreally are.

And we'll be fighting back
very strongly for unilateral nuc-
lear disarmament. We hope the
Labour Party will lead dem onstra-
tions on this issue.

Kevin Flack, Labour
Party agent in Lewisham
East

It went quite badlywrong. We
wereso sureofvictory here.

In terms of future perspec-
tives, people like Ken Living-
stone and Michael Meacher
seem to have got it right thatwe
must turn to extra-parliamen-
tary work as a priority, partic-
ularly to the struggles of the
unions.

We've got to put a lot more
effort and energy into the
Labour Party branches working
in their localities, with union
struggles or with community
groups, tenants resisting rent
increases, and so on.

Dennis Healey has said that
theby-elections coming up must
be the priority,but I don’t think
that’s going to make any differ-
ence. We’ve got to be working
outside the traditional Parlia-
mentary routes, and at the same
time buildinga very strong base
of support for the Labour
councils that are going to resist
theTories.

It’s going to be very tough,
but there is a real spirit to fight
back. We’ve picked up 150 to
200 new membersin ourconstit-
uency during the election cam-
paign, and they’llall be eager to
do work. 
  
  

at wener
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You need tenmembersto start a branch in any workplace.
The definition of ‘workplace’ is left open in the rules: separ-
ate branches can be establishedin separate sections of a large.‘

JOHN
HARRIS
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“Labourlackedallcredibilitywhenits leaders were attackingthe manifesto”

Vast public ignorance 
Colin Ellison, Labour
candidate in Halesowen
and Stourbridge
The result: we got hammered.
The next task is to win back the
popular vote. How we do it, I
don’t know. Things are going to
get much rougherin the next four
years. So any policies we can pro-
pose will look less practical to the
know-nothingvoters.

Welost votes because most of ~

the working-class voters in this
area didn’t believe thatwe should
get rid of nuclear weapons, and

|

they didn’t believe we could
reduce unemployment by two
million. We're up against a vast
pool of public ignorance. If you
talk to people about things like
Keynesian economics, they. just
don’t understand.

People learn by two things —

rational argument and hard exper-
ience. We’ve got to provide the
rational argument, and the Tories
are going to provide the hard
experience. “

We can’t rely on the trade un-
ions. The only way we can beat
the Tories is through hard organis-
ation.: Martin Willis, Labour
candidate for Birming-
ham Hall Green

The reason whywelost it was

a lot of time for Thatcher’s
government, and although they
generally thought the policies
we were putting forward were
likely to be more successful,
they didn’t trust. the Labour

i Party to put theminto action.
we’ve spent 2% yearstalking
out our internaldifficulties. That
was necessary to do, but it
didn’t put out a strong picture to
thepublic.

During the campaign, too, I
don’t thinkour policies were
presented as clearly as they
should have been.

/Now, obviously, there’s the
leadership question. lso I think
we’ve got to look at certain
areasof policywhich need closer
argument. I want us to remain
committed to unilateralism,butIf we’ve got to be much more

I specific about what we are
intending to do on conventional
defence.

I hope that the Labour Party,
i and other socialist parties, will

play a major role in non-violent
resistance to the introduction of

i Cruise missiles at Greenham
Common over the next few
months.That’llbea crucial test.

thatalthoughpeople didn’t have ©

That was a consequence that
|

 

 

     
     
    
 

Graham Bash, political
editor, London Labour

- Briefing
Welost the election because

the Labour Party lacked any
credibilityat all when its leaders
were attacking the manifesto
on which the election was
fought. We had the worst of
bothworlds: a manifesto which,
for all its weaknesses and limita-
tions, went beyond and outside
of consensuspolitics, but which
lacked any credibility at all
because the leaders were
attackingit.

We'releft in a very, very diffi-
cult position. I thinkthe central
question we. now face — and
we've faced it before as well —

is the struggle for the machinery
of the Labour Party and the
unions. The central question is
thecrisis of leadership.

We’re in a_ contradiction,
becausewe're left leaderless in
the Parliamentary arena with
Benn’s defeat in Bristol. What
we should do in the leadership
election is this. We start from
saying thatthe constituencyleft
and thetrade unionleftcan have
no confidence in  Kinnock.
In a final ballot we may be
forced to put our cross against
his name against Hattersley or
Shore. But to start off with a
vote of confidence in him would ~

be a disaster.
It’s absolutely vital that the

hard left comes up withan inde-
pendent campaign and indepen-
dent candidates. Probably that
will not be more than a token,
for the moment, and not a
struggle for powerfbut it none-
theless lays the basis for such a
struggle tomorrow.

Finally,I thinkwe haveto say
two things. We failed because
the left’s struggle for power
within the Labour Party only
went halfway. It was very good
at constituency level, but it was
‘never brought into the trade
unions. That’s why Benn failed
 

Party has come out. of “

to win the Deputy Leadership,
that’s why welost the election,
and that’s why the left. is in a
relativelyweak position today.

-Flowing from that, I think
there’s now got to be structures
within the hard left to unify our
common struggle. If we don’t
get this off the ground soon,
we're going to bein difficulties.
o that end, London Briefing is
coordinating an initiative in call-
ing for the Briefing groups to
meet again in County Hall on
July 3 to see if we can get some
structures in which to
sections of the hard left and the

- revolutionary left at a national
level. I hope we can make
someprogress.

Dave Edwards, Labour
candidate for Coventry
South West

The ruling class brought the SDP
on the scene in order to ke
their power base. We’ve got’to
sweep them out of the way. They
have brought this third party in
against the-advance of the social-
ists in the Labour Party. We’ve
got to tackle the SDP, expose
them like we expose the Tories.

I think the national leadership
could have run a harder campaign,
a more political campaign.

My own Constituency Labour
very

healthy. We have a prospect of
recruiting many members and
building a mass party. That’s the
way to beat the Tories and the
SDP.

On the trade union front it’s
going to be a very difficult four
years. We’re going to face legisla-
tion after legislation. | think that
the unions should withdraw from
bedies like the NEDC. If the
Tory government announces
fierce anti-union laws, they
should have nothing to do with
the state at all — nothing to do
with ruling-class politics.

Pve got.a faith in the working
class that they can rise above
attacks by the ruling class — but
they need a mass party to doit.

|The left’s struggle
for power went
only half way
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time
O

lose!
by Francis Prideaux

WITH PARTY conference only
threemonthsaway, thedeadline
for resolutions and nomina-
tions(July 15) is less than three
weeks off. The rank andfilewill

~have to move fast if we are to
have any effect.

Model resolutions have been
prepared by CLPD on Party un-
ity and the need to end expul-
sions. One supports the Green-
wich amendment, one gives the
final decision to the Party con-
ference (as opposed to the
NEC), and oneis itself a consti-
tutional amendment to Clause
IX. There are three furtherdraft
texts — on-PLP democracy, on
nationalising the 25 top com-
panies and on the general prin-
ciple of positive discrimination.

The Women’s Action Commit-
tee (WAC) propose five addi-

- tional resolutions which make
specific demands for women in
the Party. Three were raised at
Blackpoollast year but have not
yet succeeded. The others seek .

to give to thewomen’s organisa-
.

tion and conference the official
status and constitution which
theystillso conspicuouslylack.

Draft texts are available from
CLPD, 10 Park Drive, London
NWI1 (tel. 01-458 1501) and
WAC, 39 Calderdale Road,
London SW4(tel. 01-622 3983).

CLPDis also seeking support
for thosedeclared candidates for
Leader and Deputy Leader —

Eric Heffer and MichaelMeach-
er respectively — who clearly
have the bést record on Party
democracy issues. Please note
thatyour CLP’s nominationswill
be ruled out of order unless they
are accompanied by the signed
consent of your nominees. The
main challenger for Eric Varl-_
ey’s position as Treasurer will
now no longer be Michael
Meacher but committed unilat-
eralist AlbertBooth.
It remains essential for all

seven of the CLPs’ representa-
tives on the NEC to vote solidly
against thewitch-hunt. Whether
or not Neil. Kinnock becomes
leader, it is imperative that the
job of replacing him with
Norman Atkinson is now com-

following the good
groundworkbegunlast year.

Allaun, Atkinson, Benn,
Heffer,Richardson, Skinner and
Wise are the strongest team to-
win. Diversionary candidates
should therefore be discour-
aged.

 
National meeting of
Briefinggroups

SundayJuly 3, 11.30am,
County Hall, London
SE1.

 



Women ask‘What’s in it for us?’

Only socialism
eanlift burden
of-housework
LAST WEEKwecarried a piece
by Ken Livingstone calling for
the labour movement to shift
from the Alternative Economic
Strategy.{increased_public
spending, import controls,
planning agreements, etc) to a
much more radical approach.

Livingstone’s call broke a
long-standing consensus. It is
the first time that a major figure
outside the organised Marxist
left has arguedfora left alterna-
tive to the AES. :

However, there has already
been a strong criticism of the
AES,if not an outright challenge
to it — from many feminists in
the labour movement.This criti-
cism is summarised in a new

pamphlet, ‘‘What’s in it for us?
Womenand the AES”’, from the
SouthEast Region TUC.

In many ways the pamphlet is
excellent. It iswell-written, it
raises crucial issues, and its
criticismof theAESaretelling.

‘Tf ‘full employment’ simply

 
means cutting down as far as

‘possible the«number of regis-
_

téred unemployed, it will not
tackle the problem of women as
the ‘hidden unemployed’...

If

the ‘full employment’ goal is
pursued without changing the
way domestic work is shared
between men and women, it
could '. reinforce exist-
ing inequalities...’"~

Andin public services: ‘‘the
last thing women need is more
of the same .

...’’ Nursery-
buildinghas to comefirst rather
than being an optional extra.
Health and education services
need remouldingto fit theneeds
of women.

As for new housing: will it
’ “he designed with access not

only to adequate child-care
facilitiesbut also to community
laundries and restaurants, and
with safe, easy access to shops,
transport, play areas, etc? Will
old housing stock be over--.
hauled with similar aims in
view? What kind ofpriority will
be given to eliminating damp
and improving cooking and
washing facilities in individual
homes?’’

The pamphlet also stresses
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' that, ‘“‘It is actionnow that’s
important.”’ ‘““‘Women’’, it

" points out, ‘‘are already taking
actionon issues seen as integral
to any alternative economic stra-
tegy aimed at benefitting all
working people’’. It cites the
NHS dispute, Lee Jeans, Ples-
seys, the Liverpool typists, and
cuts struggles.

But how does ‘‘action now”
link up withthe overall strategic
questions? That’s not at all
clear. .

The pamphlet does make
some links: shorter workifig
hours as a central issue both in
“‘action now’’ and strategically.
“‘shorter workingtime shouldn’t
just be seen as a strategy for
tackling unemployment. It is a
preconditionof genuine equality
andthesharing out of unpaid as
well as paid work’’.

It also talksaboutlocal ‘‘alter-
native plans’’ for public service
 

Roots of male violence
ELIZABETH Wilson, in her
book ‘“Whatis to be done about
Violence against Women’’,
marshalls a great deal of

- evidence and provides us with
much ammunition for smashing
the cultural stereotypes in our
society. The book, published by

-Penguin in association with the
Socialist Society, is one from a
new series of ‘Crisis in the
Eighties’ issues.

She uses, almost exclusively,
a feminist analysis, and I found
it difficult to reconcile this -

with her plea at the end of the
book for a ‘‘more socially coop-
erative’ society.. She locates
rape, domestic violence, harass-
mentat work, incest, etc., with-
in a general understanding of
women’s oppression in which
the source of men’s poweris
seen to be patriarchy, made
possible by the ‘superior’
social; political and economic
power of men. Her penultimate

‘JOIN
i £3.(student) and £1 for

YouthCND (under21).; Send to CND, 11 Goodwin
i St, London N4.
' . 

Membership of National CND
is £6 (adult), £9 (couple),

 

 

Anita Preston
reviewsthe
new Penguin
book on
violence
against
women
 

line, ‘‘That is why I am a social-
ist’’ didn’t seem to fit too
snugly with what she argued
throughouther book.

- However, she does explode
manyof the myths surrounding
sexual violence.

Accordingto popular myththe
rapist is a Jekyll and Hyde
character, a maniac, a beast.

 

 
 
  
      
 
  

Rapists such as these are
atypical. Rapists are ordinary,
their behaviour is indistinguish-
able from much of ‘normal’
male behaviour.

.
And what’s more, it will be

other ‘normal’ folk, largelymen,
who. will. decide whether a
woman has been raped or not.
An acquittalmeans there was no
rape. The woman’s actual
experienceis denied.

In what other crime is the
‘victim’ accused of having
encouraged the crime? Is one
encouraging muggers by carry-ing a handbag? As recently as
1975 Judge Sutcliffe remarked
“It is well known thatwomenin

particular, and small boys, are
liable to be untruthful and
inventstories.”’

Wife beating, still looked on
as a music hall joke, often
involves a degree of violence
which if it occurred in the
street could result in heavy

Youth

ter. Open to YCND mem-
bers and to visitors.
Delegates fronyYCND

members.Visitors must
notify YCNDoffice be-

anddelegates.

conference|
; YouthCND conference: i

‘ July 2-3, UMIST
| Student-Union, Manches-

groups: 1 delegate per4 fj

fore conference, Registra- If
tion fee £1.50 forvisitors

prison sentences. ‘‘The family
is a very violent place.’’ Ms
Wilson asks us to consider how
we would feel if there were
40,000 victims of soccer hoolig-
anism in London? Butthe esti-
mated numberof beaten women
— 40,000 — producesvery little
indignation.

Elizabeth Wilson is highly
critical of the conservative bias
of many social workers using a
‘family therapy’ attempt to
reconstruct the ‘family’. It is
amazing, in.a society where we
can be sent to prison for a small
social security fraud, that incest
aggressors,
dangerto theirfamilies,are not.

Ms Wilson also charts his-
torically the violence of porno-
graphy, the nature of sexual
harassment at work, the paral-
lels between prostitution and
marriage, .and the way that
feminism has brought. many
horrors to light.

Thesilenceis over. In the ’50s
and ’60s there was a blanket
denial that women were
oppressedat all. More recently
the taken-for-granted behaviour
of men has meant a néw leap
into a new definition of: the
political. Men,
challenge, in many instances
showed what their true colours
were, and replied with insults,
anger and contempt.

Midwayin thebook she uses a
quote from ‘Shrew’, a quote
that highlights the radical
reappraisals that women
engaged in the struggle are
obliged to make.

“One has to deal with the
uneasiness that comes with. a
shift of loyalties from one’s
husbandor lover, maybe, to the
group of women. Thesafety and
reflected power that makes it
comfortable to identify with
one’s oppressorhas to be given
up and strength found to iden-
tify with one’s oppressed group
and otheroppressed groups.”’

who are a real:
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though withoutprovision —

mentioningthe issue of opening
thebooks of the relevant author-
ities, which should be part of
thatstruggle.

But there is no mention. of
workers’ control — which,
surely,provided thereis positive
discrimination for women in the
workers’ committees exercising
the control, can be a crucial
bridge between immediate
struggles and transforming
society.

Instead,the pamphlet implic-
itly assumes that all its critic-
isms can be dealt with by
tacking bits on to theAES or
shiftingprioritieswithinit.

Despite the many important
things it says about the
‘‘unequal balance of power
between women and men’’, the
pamphlet thus relies fundam-
mentally (as the AES does) on
reforming action from above by
the thoroughly male-dominated
captalist state machine.

The ‘‘shifting priorities’’
argumentis actually quite dan-
gerous. ‘‘Many unions have a
strong commitment (in theory)
to state, child care provision,
but’’, the pamphlet asks, ‘‘will
this be carried through to the
point where it is given priority
over other forms of public
spending?”’

Whether nurseries or univer-
sities should be a priority might
well be a real question in a
socialist state. But the pamphlet

“operates entirely within the
frameworkof the AES — i.e. of
private profiteers owning and
controllingcrucial chunksof the
economy. As long as_ those

Newissue 10p
plus postage
from 10b
Landseer Rd,
London N19  
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private profits continue, it is
disastrous-for the labour move-
ment to get caught in arguing
about one public service versus
another, rather than about
getting wealth out of the hands
of thecapitalists.

Essentially_the pamphlet
assumesthattheAESis fine for
menandonlyneeds adjustingto
serve women as well. ,

But even if the AES were fine
for men, the issues of women’s
oppression are. sufficiently
subversive to blow it to bits. In
its opening pages the pamphlet
shows clearly how women’s
unpaid labour in the home dove-
tails with their position as
cheap and disposable wage-
labour. But then it goes on to
discuss ways to alleviate this
system of domestic labour/wage
labour, ratherthanto overthrow
it.

The pamphlet does talk about
the needfor child-careprovision
and for ‘‘new services, such as
community laundries and
restaurants, to ease the burden
of domesticwork’’ — but only as
addedprioritiesfor the AES.

The socialisation of house-
work — for that’swhat’s implied
— cannot, however, be just
another item of public spending
in the AES.Its implications for
the reorganisation of the econ-
omy and for capitalist control
over wage labour are too far-
reaching. It can only be won
togetherwith the ending of that
capitalist control.

*‘What’s in it for-us?’ 30p
plus postage from SERTUC,
Congress House, Great Russell
St., London WC1.
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Central America
Will Reagan

— get desperate?
‘*WE SUCCEEDEDin Chile, in
Bolivia, in Guatemala militarily
...

That’s the only thing they
understand: mightis right’.

This comment from a White
House official cuts aside the
flimsy veil of rhetoric on ‘de-
fence of democracy’ which has
been used to obscure the brutal
policies. of the Reagan govern-
mentin Central America.

Reagan has insisted that,
“We willnot permit dictators to
ram communism down—the
throatsof innocent people in one
country after another in Central
America’’.

Butif he is to stop the gather-
ing momentum of struggle ag-
ainst American-sponsoreddicta-
torships, he must reckon with
the likelihood that US military
intervention could prove to be
his last and only resort.

Asanotherofficial told News-
week: :

‘Military intervention, which
was inconceivable, now is only
improbable, and if El Salvador
is about to fall to the commun-
ists, it becomes inevitable. An-

othercountry is not going to fall
to communism while Ronald
Reagan is president’.

In a desperate effort to turn:
thetide of thewar in El Salvador
which has been running consist-
ently in favour of the FMLN
liberationforces, and destabilise
or overturn the anti-imperialist
Sandinista regimein Nicaragua,
the US is pursuing a ruthless
two-prongedpolicy.

On the one hand millions of
dollars are being funnelled into
strengtheningthe military forc-
es of the Salvadorean regime: on
the other, US cash and arms are
being liberally dispensed to
gangs of former Somoza Nat-
ional Guardsmen and mercen-
aries in order to create a counter
revolutionaryguerilla force aim-
ed at undermining the Sandin-
istas.

In El Salvador, 5000 of the
army’s best troops with US
trained officers and US advisers
are currently mounting what’
could be amake-or-break sweep
of San Vincente province, aimed
at driving out the FMLN and

implementing a Vietnam-style
‘pacification’programme.

Thetacticfailed lamentably in
Vietnm, and it is no more likely
that the bloodthirsty govern-
ment troops and their equally
brutal American advisers will.be
any more successfulin El Salva-
dor.

In Nicaragua, however, where
the counter-revolutionary guer-
illa forces have been assembled
largelyoutside the country, with
hefty transfusions of dollars,
Washington now claims to have
a reactionary fighting force of
8,000 men. They hopethatin the
more sparsely populated reg-
ions these forces can swiftlytake
control of substantial areas —

posing a major militaty head-
ache to the Sandinistas. The
‘contras’ are increasingly sup-
ported by the Honduran army
across theborderto the North.

.

But the imperialist position in
Central America is far from
strong. The contrasin Nicaragua
have struck no chordof. popular
support, and even Washington
admits that they are unlikely to

Moscow silent
Khomeini’ po
THEreaction(more exactly,lack
of reaction) of the Stalinist
bureaucracyin the Soviet Union
and Eastern Europe to the
banning of the Tudeh Party in
Iran casts a revealing light on
the nature of Soviet foreign
policy and avowed support for
“‘theinternationalworkingclass
in its struggle for peace, demo-
cracy andsocialism.’

The Tudeh Party (TP) is the
Moscow-loyal Iranian ‘‘com-
munist’’ Party. Its leading mem-
bers were arrested in February,
theparty as a whole was banned
in May andsince then another
1,500 of its membershave been
arrested to date.

Its leaders have been cruelly
tortured — someto thepoint of
death — as the regime has
attempted to extract ‘‘confes-
sions’’.

Given thecomplete servility
of the TP to its mentors in Hast-

Workers
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ern Europe and the Soviet Union
it might be expected that the
latter would condemn the Iran-
ian government’s action and
mount a vigorous campaign in
defence of the TP and for the
overthrowof theregime.

On the contrary, in fact, the
|attack on the has been

passedoverin virtual silence by
the Stalinist bureaucracy.

Since the repression of the
Tudeh began, just two articles
have appeared in Neues
Deutschland, for example, the
Stalinist daily paper in: East
Germany.
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-The first, sandwiched
between articles on CIA support
for the Afghan guerrillasand on
1,200 membersof the ‘‘Mongol-
ian Revolutionary Youth Associ-
ation’ setting up home for
themselves in the GobiDesert,
readsas follows:

‘‘The People’s Party of Iran
(Tudeh Party), according to
reports of the Iranian news
agency IRNA,has been declared
dissolved by the State Prose-
cutor. Leading officials of the
party were recentlyarrested.”’

The second report is equally
brief.

The only text in Neues
Deutschlandwhich deal withthe
banning of the TP-in a less
perfunctory fashion are an
edited statement issued by the
Foreign Affairs Committee of
the TP and the speech made by
TP Politburo member Ali
Khavari at the international
conference on ‘‘Karl~Marx and
our Epoch’’ held in East Berlin
in April. * ©

The texts trot out
the usual TP line: its members
are ‘‘patriots’’ who are ‘‘loyal
to the Iranian revolution’’;
its activities have been carried
out ‘‘in agreement with the
appropriate bodies of the
Islamic Republic’’; any critic-
isms it has of the regime are
“neither hostile nor destruc-
tive’; and the accusations
levelled against the Tudeh
(that it spies for Moscow) are
the invention of ‘‘counter-
revolutionaries’? backed by the
-imperialist powers.’’

The samebasic indifferenceto
the banning and persecution of
the TP can be found in Pravda:
andother press organs of the
Stalinist bureaucracy, including
Soviet Weekly,the main mouth-
piece of the Soviet bureau-
cracyin thiscountry.°

At first sight this might seem
particularly odd. The repressive
nature of the Islamic Republic
Party (IRP) regimein Iran is well

US-trained Salvadorean troops: how long before US combattroopsare sent?
overturn theSandinistas..

And in E] Salvador, too, the
isolation of the army from the
workers and peasants in the
towns and countryside is a
major weakness.

;This was recently pinpointed
by retiring General Edward C.
Meyer. Hetold reports that he
had no moral qualms about US
intervention:.

“If E thought that sending the
82nd Airborne would dothejob,

|_T'd recommend it today’’. The

On
2

Yom
documented. Yet Stalinists and
their fellow travellers defend it
as ‘‘progressive’’.

Even whentheTP is banned,
the Stalinists still remain silent
on the IRP’s countless crimes
against the working class and
seeksinsteadto placateit.

In reality though,it is perfect-
ly logical: the foreign policy of
Stalinism, for all its turgid
demogogy about ‘‘proletarian
internationalism’’, is based on
defence of its power andprivil-
eges in the Soviet Union and
EastEurope.

If this means accepting
repression of the working class
and collaboration with reaction-
ary regimes, then the Stalinist
bureaucracy is only too willing
to do this.

Stable

Andin thecase of Iran in par-
ticular, the Stalinist bureau-
cracy,in its own interests, wants
to see a stable, repressive
regime in power: unrest in Iran
could all too easilyspread to the
Soviet Union itself given the
extent to which sections of the
Soviet population of Central
Asia are related to sections of
the Iranian population.

(The Turkic language of the
Azerbaidjanis and Turkmeni,
for example, is spoken on both
sides of ‘the border, whilst the
two. million natives of Soviet
Tajikistan speak Pharsee, which
they share with Iran. The
strength of Islam in Soviet
Central Asia provides another
particularly strong. link with
Tran). ,

The close links between Iran
and the bordering regimes of
the Soviet Union, which have a
long history of resis-
tance to thecentral bureau-
cracy, therefore make it partic-
ularlyvital for the Soviet regime
that Iran is. governed by a
regime strong /and ruthless
enough to quell potentially

 

problem wasthat,‘‘I don’t know
how to design right now a US
military solution to theproblem.
Unless you have the support. of
the indigenous people, you’re
not going to solve a guerilla
war’.

Meyer also warned of the
plight of American soldiers ‘‘off
at the end of the string without
the support of the American
people’”’.

Nevertheless there are plans
to rush in a new influxof US ad-

infectiousunrest in thecountry.
It was this factor that lay

behind the Soviet Union’s
friendship with the openly pro-
imperialist dictatorship of the
former Shah.-He was a guaran-
tee of stability.intheregion.

Hence the readiness of the
Soviet Union to construct power
stations in Ahwaz and a major
steel works in Isfahan, to train
engineering students in the
Soviet Union, and to maintain
high level diplomatic links with
the -regime (e.g. Podgorny’s
meetingwiththeShah).

Myth
The Tudeh Party’s alleged

“history of heroic resistance’’ to
the Shah is a myth. Those
leaders of the TP who did not
flee to take refuge with the
Shah’s friends in Moscow went
over the to the side of the
regime: Nikkah took over res-
ponsibilityfor radio censorship;
Jaafarian joined the Rastakhis

_

Party, the Shah’s own party in
his one-party state.

It was therefore natural that
the Stalinists should seek an
alliance with the Shah’s succes-
sor. But given the nature of, and
contradictions within, the IRP
regime, this was no’easy task.
The result was the present
policies of the Stalinist bureau-»
cracy and the TP (as long as it
existed).

The Stalinist bureaucracy
hopéd that Khomeini could do
the same job as the Shah:crush
all militancy and working class
resistance

.

Khomeini’sfiring squad executing Kurdish militants

 
visers to operatein the front line
in the event of a major setback.
That could be the trigger to a
Central AmericanVietnam.

-It is ironic indeed that Reagan
should be contemplating resort
to such military methodsin the
very week in which thestirrings
of the Chilean workers’ move-
mentandvictorious struggles of
the Bolivian miners have under-
lined the limits of even the most
barbarous‘solutions’ to the cris-
is of imperialist authority.

The TP faithfully carried out
this line, by praising the IRP
regime and aiding it in its
repression of theIranian left. -

Then the assassins of yester-
day becamethevictimsof today.
But the Stalinist bureaucracy
pursues the same line still:
virtually ignoring the repres-
sion of its own mouthpiece in
Iran, the bureaucracystillfawns
beforetheIRP regime.

Hence the absence of any
criticism of the IRP regime, the
maintenance of over 1,000
Soviet technicians in Iran, and
the’ silence about Iranian
support for Afghan guerrillas
(as compared with its lengthy
protests about CIA support).
And even withthe Tudeh facing
open repression, thé Stalinist
bureaucracystill sent heartfelt
congratulations to the Iranian
regime on the fourth anniver-
sary ofits ‘‘revolution’’.

Persecuted
Like millionsof other workers

before them, the Iranian work-
ing class is persecuted by a
regime which the countries of
the ‘socialist camp’ seek to
support.

But it is of no benefit to the
Iranian masses to be oppressed

_by a pro-Soviet Union rather
than a pro-West regime.

The Iranian working class
needs to lead the revolutionary
struggle against the IRP regime
and against the attacks it would
face once victorious from both
imperialism in the West and
Stalinismin theEast.
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Why Jaruzelski is pleased.
to welcomethePope
SOLIDARNOSC lives! Eighteen
months of martial law have
allowed the Polish Stalinist state
and the Russian. overlords of
Poland to smash the open struc-
tures of the Polish workers’
movement, but Solidarnosc still
lives in theunderground.

The visit of Pope John Paul
has given it the chance to show
its strengthin the open.Demon-
strations of as manyas a million
people have greeted the Pope as
he movesabout Poland from one
religious shrine to the next.
Everywhere Solidarnosc ban-
ners, placards,badges and hand
signs have dominated the gath-
erings and turned them into
tremendouspoliticaldemonstra-
tions against the regime and for
the right of the Polish labour
movementto exist.

They also call — in a more
muted way — for theright of the
Polish nation to control its own
destiny free from the overlord-
ship of the USSR. The Polish
Pope in Poland symbolises Pol-
ish nationalismas well as Cath-
olicism.

Fusion
Since the creation of the new

Polish labour movement in the
strikes of 1980, there has evolv-
ed a fusion of Polish national-

Catholicism, and trade
unionism.The labour movement
with its weapon of mass revolu-
tionary general strikes estab-

-lished itself as the most power-
ful and dynamic force in Poland.

forces
>themselvesto it, and in the case

of Polish nationalismare natur-
ally a part ofit.

A strange set of historic re-
versals has occurred. In their
way they are even stranger
thanthespectaclenow before us
of the Bishop of Rome, head of
one of the richest and most
thoroughly reactionary organis-
ations in the world, publicly
championing Solidarnosc ag-
ainst thePolish dictators.

The old Polish labour move- .

mentwasanti-religious, and the
revolutionary Marxist segment
of it anti-nationalist. But that
labour movement was pulveris- -

ed by the military dictatorships
in the 20s and ’30s. The Polish
Communist Party, heir of Lux-
emburg and Jogiches, was form-

have attached
|   By John O’Mahony

8 AG
The Pope’s visit has allowed Solidarnosc to show its continuingstrength. The Church reckonsit can contain the movement. But can it?

ally dissolved by Stalin in 1938
because,he said, it was ‘‘incur-
ably infested by Trotskyists and
fascists’. Its exiled leaders in
Russia were slaughtered, and
its membership lists in Poland
turned over to the capitalist
dictatorship there.

Deeds were thendone against
the Polish people by the old
oppressor, Russia — this time,
in the nameof ‘communism’ —

whichstillfillthe Polish people,
and Solidarnose activists, with
bitter national outrage, and
ensure that a just and proper
national consciousnessis a cen-
tral part of the new Polish lab-
our movement.

,In 1939 Hitler and Stalin
jointly invaded and partitioned

36p including postage
from Socialist Organiser,
28, Middle Lane, London
N8 8PL.

The policies

 Poland.Trotskyat the time said
that the Poles and others in
Stalin’s area were beingreduced
to ‘semi-slavery’. He did not
know the full story: of the 13
million people in Stalin’s areas,
five millionwere Poles and the
rest Ukrainians and White
Russians. Of the Poles alone,
between one and 1% million
were deported to Russian labour
camps, and not many of them
éver got back to Poland. Aslate
as 1956,:thedemand was still
beingraised by the Poles for the
return of ‘exiles’ of 1939-40.
Wholesale’ massacres took
place.

During the war which started
in 1941 between Russia and
Germany, a Polish CP was re-
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motive ~

constituted and put in power as
its tool by the Russian Army
whenit occupied Poland in 1944.
In the late ’40s, Poland was
turnedintoareplicaof the USSR
— industry was nationalisedand
agriculture collectivised in the
hands of a bureaucraticstate.

The CatholicChurch camein-
to full-scale conflict with that
state. Its leader was jailed, and
a feeble state-loyal ‘Catholic’
church set up. There were two
sets of reasons for the clash. On
the side of the Church, there
wasits traditional anti-socialism
and natural objection to the new
state religion of pidgin-Marxism
and worship of Stalin and his
Polish satraps. But there was
also a clash of direct interests:
the Church was a very big land-
owner, andwas expropriated.-

On the side of the state, the
was the need to

eliminate any social force inde-
pendent from itself. (For the
same reason the Nazi regime
cameinto conflictwith the Ger-
man churches: it could brook
norivals). —

However,theretreat from the
|high tide of Stalinism after Stal-

in died in 1953 led to basic
changes in Poland. Collectivisa-
tion was abandoned and land
returned to the peasants. The
first stages of an agreement to
coexist withthe CatholicChurch |

were reachedinthemid "50s.
Anotherparadox: the restora-

tion of autonomy to the Church
and the recreation of a small
farmer class made any return to
totalitarianism (that is, absolute
and unchallenged state mono-
poly through every area and di-
mension of society) impossible
in Poland. The spectacleof Jaru-
zelski debating with the Pope
before the Polish people shows
how far Poland is from the
USSR, despite the tyranny of
martial law.

Despite the six or seven years
of sharp conflict between
Church and state, the Stalinist
revolution in Poland in fact
strengthened .the Catholic
Church there. After the war

 
    

Russia kept the areas annexed
in 1939 from Poland and in re-
turn gave Poland a big chunk of
East German territory. Ten mil-
lion Germans were expelled.
The Polish CatholicChurch took
over the Lutheran churches.
Millions of Russian Orthodox
believershad been lost with the
eastern territories. Millions of
‘Polish Jews had been murdered.
Post-war Poland was more or
less monolithicallyCatholic.

To people of Walesa’s sort,
the Catholic Church was the
alternativeto the pidgin-Marxist
state religion of their oppress-
ors. Catholicism received a
tremendousboost.

Today the Catholic church is
one of the most powerful forces
in Poland, and a major force for
stabilityunder the existing bur-
eaucratic system. That much is

‘also made plain by the Pope’s
visit:

If Jaruzelski allows the Pope
to tour Poland making political .

demands and criticisms — call-
ing on the regimefor dialogue
withthe people, and respect for

  Jaruzelski
the people’s rights and the 1960
Gdansk agreements, while Car-
dinal Glemp advisescivil peace

_

and moderation — it is in recog-
nition of the role of the Cathobe

“Church in keeping things quiet
andlegal, and in the bebefthat
the political demonsrations
triggered by the visit can. wxh
the aid of the Church. be con-
trolled. The Pope has obbiquely
called for an end to Wesern
sanctions. Cardinal Giermp x
seen by the more militamt Poles
as a ‘collaborator’ for his rose
in (critically)upholding marca aw.

The idea that the Church is
beaveringaway with the goal of
undermini ne

erty is wide of the mark. The
Catholic Church is the aides
bureaucracy in existence. and
has spanned 2000 years curing
which it has been entwined with
different social systems.

Right nowit is symbiotically
entwined with the Polish Stalin-
ist bureaucracy. It is almost a
liberalwing of the bureaucracy,
though distinct from it and pur-
suing its own interests.

If the Church throughout the
Stalinist states could get the
sort of status and freedom of
actionthatit has in Poland, then
it could coexist with the bureau-
cratic Stalinist system indefini-
tely: it would probably even find
accommodation to Stalinist bu-
reaucratismon these terms eas-
ier than it found accommoda-
tion withrising capitalism.

In any casethere is no doubt
that the Church in Poland is
committed to coexistence, and is
well into the third decadeofit.
It is a pillar of the Fstablish-
ment. For now it is the reform-
ing wing of the Establishment
for the reason that, unlike Jaru-
zelski, it has mass support and
believesit can controlit.

We will see whether the
Church and the martial law
authoritiesbetween them, each
in its different way,car. continue
to control thePolish wcrkers.

The Pope’s progress through
Poland has everywhere allowed

’ Solidarnosc to take a roll-call of
its strength. Its strength and
popularity is still tremendous.
Knowledgeof thismust reinvig-
orate the Polish workers’ move-
ment and — whatever the
Church would like— undermine
Jaruzelski.
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JUNE 5 is a blackday in the
history of the Middle East,
since it marked the start of
theSix Day War in 1967.

In the course of that whirl-
wind operation Israel defeated
the Egyptian, Syrian and Jor-
danian armies, expelled hun-
dreds. of thousands of Syrians
and Palestinians from their
homesacross its newly gained -

frontiers, and settled for a pro-longed occupation over more
thana millionothers.

This year the same cursed
day also markedthefirst annive-
sary of the Israeli invasion of
Lebanon, massacring tens of
thousands of Palestinians and
Lebanese, expelling once more
hundreds of thousands (many of
themfor thethirdor fourth time)
and establishing its occupation
over more thana millionothers.

Sponsors
The. sponsors of the last

invasion had no time to com-
memorate their anniversary.
They have been too busy in
recent weeks with new plots to
achievethe samestrategic aims
for which they unleashed the
last war.

US Secretary - of State
Shultz redefined these aims in
the framework of the agree-
mentsigned on May 17 by Israel
and the regime in Beirut. It
calls for:

*Continued Israeli military
supervisory presence in south-
ern Lebanon,withan open right
of military ‘intervention. Stren-
gthening of the US and Europ-
ean imperialist occupation
forces in Lebanon. -

From our
reporter
in Haifa
*Steps

isation”’
“’normal-

which
towards

of relations,
under conditions of occupation °
could only mean economic and
political enslavement of
Lebanon.

*The ‘secrét’ parts of the
agreementinclude a ban on any
Palestinian presence in Leban-
on, military, political, social or
cultural.

*The most important part of
the agreement, signed between

.

Israel and the US alone,calls
first for the Syrian and Pales-
tinian forces to get out of
Lebanon and guarantees an
even higher level of US military
and economicaid to Israel.

This testifies to the fact that
in order to establish the rule of
the falangist President Gemayel
the USis encouragingIsraelnow
to a_new full scale war against
the Syrianarmy in Lebanon:

Since the PLOforces retreated
from Beirut andsincetheIsraeli
army occupied thecity and initi-
ated themassacrein the refugee
camps, Sabra and Chatila, there
has been almost no change in
thewar situation.

This stalemate not only
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Lebanese troops take away Palestinianfighters

stopped the seemingly unstop- ,

pable force of the invasion,
but has begun to tip back the
balance of power.

The Syrian armyhas reinfor-
ceditself ,

and seems moreready
to confront an Israeli assault
-now thanit was a year ago.

The Assad regime has seen
the imperialist stranglehold
tighten around Syria with the
new “‘Israeli-Lebanese’’ agree-
ment. As a result Syria is now
better armed and air-defended
— by the Soviet Union, whom
theUS wantedto oust altogether

/

from any-foothold in the Middle
East. :

The PLO has not, as expec-
ted, beenpushedintothe deadly
embrace of Jordan’s King
Hussein by theblowsit suffered
in Lebanon.Instead it has been
pushed by imperialism’s harsh
tactics to gatherall its strength
to stand up and defendits last
positions in northern and
eastern Lebanon.

Meanwhile, the Lebanese
forces opposed to Israel and US
occupation are beginning to
gatherand emergein strength.

Gemayel’s~ signing of the
treaty with Israel brought a
wave of strikes and demon-
rations and the establishment
of a front of all forces opposed
to the agrement including
parties of the traditional bour-
geois leaders, as well as all left
and socialist movements.

The opposition criticised the
agreement sharply but as a rule
stops short of questioning the

legitimacy of the regime in-
stalled on Israeli and US
bayonets.

Guerrillaactivitycontinuesall
across the’ occupied territories.
It was brought to the inter-
national spotlight by the blast-
ing of the American embassy,
but many guerrilla actions are
now carried almost daily, leav-
ing some two to three Israeli
soldiers dead eachweek.

“Security measures’’ under-
taken by theoccupiers more and
more take the form of mass
repression. Whole regions are
put under curfew; mass arrests
and carried out; and the whole
population is terrorised to force
it to stop giving shelter to the
guerrillas.

That has not worked so far,
and the Israelis themselves

‘admit that more and more
Lebanese people now actively
support theguerrillas.

SomeIsraeli press and poli-
ticians, drawing up theirbalance
sheets on the anniversary of the
war, raised the possibility of
anotherdefinitionof theiraims.

-They say that the war was
carried out in line with the
‘grand plan’ for a new order in
Lebanon. Now theyare claiming
thatplan was never endorsed by 
 

them, and are calling for the
implementation of a “small
plan” to create a. “‘security
zone’’ some 45 kilometres along
Israel’snorthernborder.

They claim that this zone
could be held for a longer period
withoutso manycasualties.

It should be noted that the
Israeli ‘Labour’ Party, and parts
of the Peace Now movement

-nowtall for this plan, which
actually. means annexing. to
Israel an area containing
750,000 Lebanese.

They say a withdrawal from
these areas will be possible if
Israel’s security is protected by
Israel’s| own puppet Major
Haddad.

The chances of Haddad hold-
ing on without Israel are
slender. So far the Israelis
claim to have enlisted 1600
Lebanese to his militia, and his
forces are no-more than a thin
coverfor Israeliarmy units.

The US officials have said
they wouldn’t even hear of an
early Israeli withdrawal from
any part of Lebanon without
securing theregimein Beirut.

Israel’s preparations for long
occupation suggest that they do
not see the ‘‘independent’’
Lebanonproject as feasible.

In Sidon, the capital of the
South, the last wave of_Tepres-
sion was carried out to destroy
all social institutions, trade
unions, the chamber of com-
merce, etc., and to force the
emigration of anybody liable to
constitute a centre of oppos-
ition toprolonged occupation.The ‘‘grand plan”’ calls today
for a new full-scale war in the
north. The ‘‘smallplan’’ means
a full-scale war against the
populationin thesouth.

War
The anniversary of the war

and occupation was marked by
thepeople of the West Bank and
Gaza by strikes, demonstrations
and clashes with the police.
Curfews were declared in
advance to cover many refugee
camps — one of the tactics
introduced by the new Israeli
war minister Arens.

The biggest university in the
West Bank, Al-Nagah in Nablus,
was closed by the military
governor for therest of the year,
joining many high schools. In

‘Bloodygovernment,

for E

‘refusing an order

  
Bir-Zeit, the meeting by :
nationaland leftmovements wa

attacked by the MosieBrotherhood.
The effects of the prolo

war are starting to strain
nerves of Jewish society whi
has been used to short and
‘victories.

Near Begin’s homethereis
permanent picket showing
numberof Israeli soldiers
died in theinvasion.

By this week, the o
Israeli count ‘reached
symbolic 500 dead. The TV as
press carry constant repos
from new funerals, w
parents and friends blame
government for the death
theirloved ones.

Official criticism of
publicity. given to the rising

|of victims can onlyin
more people.

Some soldiers are opes
to en

Lebanon, and areroutinely se
. for some 30 days to a milita

prison.
They are organised under

banner of the ‘There is.
border’? movement, which coll
ted two thousand signatures:
soldiers and officers request
not to be sent to Lebanon. |

Forthefirst ten monthsof
war some three were j
every month. For the last ty
monthsrefusals have started
grow: in number and the talhas reached60.

War Minister
.

Arens clais
-that refusals on principle ‘marginal in number and d
constitute a problem. He n
that there is a much wider

¢dencyto avoid service in Lel
on by soldiers giving fam
healthor economic reasons.

More than one hun
thousand people’ joined
Peace Now demonstration in
centre of Tel Aviv on Sat
night, June 4.

Theleadership didn’t agr
the slogan calling for an on
iate withdrawal from Lebane
but the demonstration was {
ofit.

The Peace Now. leadersl
also avoided mention of the i
anniversary of the 1967 occuy
tion, but again slogans w
shouted by the partici
like ‘‘The war’s head is
Lebanon, and its foot in—
West Bank’.
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The Committee Against the
War had its own demonstra-
tion in Tel Aviv, two hours
earlierthesame day.

Jewish-Arab
Shadowed by the Peace Now

demonstration, it drew some
3,000, and differed from the
amorphous Peace Now byits
joint Jewish and Arab partici-
pation, by the organised shout-
ing of slogans, and by its con-
tent: denouncing also the
1967 occupation and calling out-
right: ‘‘Bloody government, get
out of Lebanon!”’

The

_
soldiers’ - movement

‘‘There is a border’’ formed a
contingent in the Committee’s
demonstration, and went on to.
join thePeaceNow march.

There the organisers deman-
ded the soldiers: distance them-
selves from the official demon-
stration and form a separate
block some 50 metres away.

Golan Heights
(occupied by Israel)

“and

=
it

   
 

6 Baalbek
“RE

a  
It drew a bigpart of the Peace

Now crowd under the slogans
of the Committee Against the
War, including ‘‘Peace talks

~ withthePLO today!”’
Still earlier the same day,

some 300 people gatheredto the
Sons of the Country demon-
stration at Um-El-Fahem. These
young Palestinian workers and
students raised slogans like
‘Ours is a popular revolution,

will continue until
victory!’ mo

Arrest
Their leaders are under

house arrest in different Arab
villages and neighbourhoods
across the country, and many of
their supporters face

-
trial,

prison or heavy fines for former
demonstrations -in response to
the Sabra and Chatila.massacre
and on the ‘Dayof the Land’ two
monthsago.

9
e@
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Reply to angry Castroite

7 THE anonymous, but apparently
‘Very Angry Reader’ who wrote
last week in defence of the Salva-
dorean Communist Party and the
US Socialist Workers’ Party offer-
ed up some strange and evasive
arguments against my article in
Socialist Organiser no.133.

The whole letter is couched in
.

werms of opposing ‘camps’ —

‘imperialism’ on the one side and
‘revolution’ on the other — which
denies any independent perspec-
tive for the workingclass.

From this blinkered starting
point, any criticism of the lead-
ership of the ‘revolutionary’camp.
is seen not as a means of educat-
ing the workers’-movement, but
as a blow against the ‘révolution’.
Equally, the ‘Angry Reader’ feels
able to justify deliberate falsifica-

_tions which conceal the reaction-
ary nature of the Salvador CP
leadership, as a way of defending
che ‘revolution’. :

Hence we find, behind the
bluster, our ‘Angry Reader’ makes
no attempt to deny that the Am-
erican SWP deliberately omitted
references to the Salvador CP’s
brief and inglorious period in
what s/he admits was ‘“‘the pro-

imperialist regime from October
1979 to January 1980”, in a
potted history of the Salvadorean
left.

‘Angry Reader’ takes up the
same theme — of lending a ‘revo-
lutionary’ aura to Stalinist leader-
ships — whens/he argues that the
Cuban leadership is a revolution-
ary force distinct from Moscow.
Proof is of course thin on the
ground — and we are offered
examples from Bolivia in the late
1960s, and the Vietnam war.

Our reader is apparently not
so ‘Angry’ about Castro’s military
support for Ethiopia’s barbarous
dictatorship in its bid to crush the
Eritrean people, or his support for
the repression of the Polish work-
ing class.

_

These are Stalinist positions.
The Castroite leadership, which
rose to power independently of
the Stalinists, was protected and
given vital aid by the Kremlin,
and assimilated politically in the
late 1960s, when Castro support-
ed the crackdown in Czechoslov-
akia. Cuba today is sponsored to
the tune of hundreds of millions
of dollars a year by an approving
Moscow bureaucracy.It maintains

.
interest

cordial relations with the govern-
ment of the most powerful bour-
geoisie in the area — i.e. Mexico.

Certainly some differences of
:

exist
_

with Moscow.
Castro’s strategy for Central Am-
erica is for stability through the
establishment of- ‘democratic’
cross-class regimes: He has repeat-edly urged negotiations to achieve
this.

Where negotiations fail, and
mass struggles are underway — as
in Nicaragua — the Cuban leader-
ship is not opposed to revolution-
ary means to secure ‘democratic’
forms of government. This is not
so strange. In El Sdlvador even
former bourgeois politicians from
the 1979 junta have joined the
revolutionary armedstruggle. but
they seek through revolutionary
means to secure a reform of the
bourgeois. state on democratic
lines, not a socialist revolution.

The Salvador CP seeksjust the
same. Onereason it switched from
participation in a repressive junta
to participating in the fight ag-
ainst the regime is that the guer-
illa forces adopted a weak pro-
gramme which fitted in Complete-
ly with the CP’s decades-long

Connolly, class unity
IN THE May 26 edition of your
papera certain Alistair Todd of
Cambridge claimed the sanction
of James Connolly for his pro-
position that attempts to unite
Protestant and Catholicworkers
were ‘‘screamingly funny’’ in
their absurdity. To substantiate
this rather sweeping assertion
he advanced+two proofs — a
specific one drawn from history
and a more general one drawn
from sociology.

Citing an exception to prove
the rule Todd insists that the
brief but very real unity
achievedbetween the Falls and

Shankill during the 1932
Outdoor Relief Strike cannot be
seen as a model for future
activity. His reasoning is most
instructive. .

He doesn’t deny Protestant
capacity to express class solid-
arity with Catholicworkers. His
objection is that such solidarity
can only emerge when ‘‘there
was no apparent threat to par-
tition in the mind of Protestant
workers.’’ To clinch the matter
Todd tells us that Protestant
access to alleged privileges
crucially modifies the wage-
labour/capital relationship. So
much so that they ‘‘can have
nothing in common with the
Catholicworkingclass.’” -

Todd has most succinctly
woven together a number of
themesthat constitute in large
measure what I would describe
as the pathological condition of
the British Left on the Irish

.

question. Consequently -his
reasoning is worthy of critical
scrutiny.

Firstly the facts. Not only did
Connolly (and Larkin)not regard
it as peculiar to unite Protestant
and Catholic workers around
bread and butter issues, but
they

-

actually achieved some
success when they worked for
such unity. :

-

In July 1911 ‘for instance
Connolly led out 300 dockers
(Catholic) in sympathy with
Protestant employees working
for the Head Line Company.

Seamen

Most seamen hadjust settled
a dispute.in which theyhad been
supported by dockers and now
Protestant seamen reciprocated
when cross channel dockers
(Protestant) and deep sea
dockers (Catholic)came forward
withtheirown demands.Collections for the strike were
preceded throughthe streets of
Belfast by a ‘‘Non-Sectarian
Labour Band’’ composed of
players drawn from both Orange
and Catholicbrass bands.
’ Three months later the Band
was wheeledout again,thistime
in support of Catholic ‘mill girls’
who had approached Connolly
for help in forming a union.
Better paid Protestant ‘mill
girls’ were already organised in

- the Textile Operatives Society,
.
but many defied their leader
Mary Galway and came out in
solidarity with the Catholic
workers.

Connolly had his enemies, of
course, who like Alistair Todd
were. hostile to Connolly’s
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_ the Irishstruggle
efforts to forge trade union co-
operation between‘Catholicand

- Protestant workers.
While he wasattending’Mass

during: the ‘mill girls’ strike, the
celebrating priest launched. an
attack upon him, and Mary
Galway sounds uncannily like
Alistair Todd when at the
Belfast Trades Council she com-
plained of Connolly’s ‘interfer-
ence’ and told him to  ‘‘confine
himself to the class of workers
he wassent to represent.”’

What Connolly found
‘*screaminglyfunny’’ was some-
thing quite different. Namely
the reliance upon English litera-
ture and arguments to promote
socialist sentiment in the very
different conditionsof Belfast.

Readers whowishto judge the’
matter for themselves can find
the quote in its full and proper
context on page 267 of the
Penguin selection of James
Connolly’s writings or on page41 of the Cork Workers Club
pamphlet ‘Ireland upon the
Dissecting Table.’

Solidarity
Let us examine a little more

closely the limited capacity of
Protestant workers to express
class solidarity. This is restric-
ted, so Todd tells us, to periods
whenthe threat to Partition is
lifted.

Todd is  -unquestionably
correct in recognising that while
Protestants feel their sense of
community to be under threat
class sentiment is overwhelmed

search ‘for an alliance with the
so-called ‘progressive bourgeoisie’.

The reason the CP is now

_

floating ideas about the unifica-
tion of “parts of all the revolut-
ionary organisations of the left”
into a single party under “iron
discipline” is to crack the whip
and rein in the more revolution-
ary elements who may become
impatient at the_restricted
demands of the leadership of the
FMLN/FDR.

The reason the American SWP
and our ‘Angry Reader’ welcome
such proposals is’ because they
have capitulated’ politically to
Stalinists positions, and turned
their backs on the. bitter lessons
learned by the Trotskyist move-
ment.

Socialist Organiser should con-
tinue to focus as consistently asit
has done on the developing strug-
gle and the need for maximum
solidarity with those in the front
line: but we must not retreat
from pointing -out the political
dangers that face the heroic fight-
ers of the FMLN,and pointing to
the Trotskyist politics which pro-
vide the only coherentalternative.

: HARRY SLOAN

and

by national sentiment. But what ~

is so remarkable about that?
However regrettable it may be
the historical record is quite
unambiguous. The working
classes of all countries have
invariably put nation—before
class when they have felt the
borders of their territory, their
community, their nation to be
under threat... Whether the
threat is real or imaginary the
response has beenthesame.

During the history of the
German dockers, there are not a
few proud moments of class
solidarity with their English
counterparts, but I would
suggest to Alistair Todd that it
would indeed be screamingly
funny in its absurdity to seek
evidence of such unity during
the fire bombingof Hamburg.

Quite unwittingly Todd has
pointed to what could be the
beginningof wisdom ontheIrish
question. The class unity of
Protestant and Catholicworkers
against capitalism can indeed
flourish, as Alistair Todd
admits, but only -if Protestant
sense of cultural separateness
from the CatholicIrish nation is
respected.

Conversely, as long as social-
ists endorse. the ‘irridentist’
republican campaign to subju-
gate Protestants into a nation
they feel no part of, no working
class unity willever bepossible.

The significance that Todd
wishesto attach to the sectarian
operation of the wage-labour/
capital relationship also bears
little examination. In no capital-
 

Not so fast!
I THINK David Harris {report
from Amsterdam, SO 136) is
jumping to conclusionsa bit too
quickly.

From a report of a union meet-
ing in Rotterdam which decided
on a two-day transport workers’
strike, he movesto a criticismof
the Dutch Labour left paperOfensief for not making ‘‘any
specific call for the linking up of
action meetings such as that in
Rotterdam

. . a call to build
towards local soviets and a
nationalsoviet.”’

:Between a militant strike
meeting and soviets — workers’
councils, implicitly posing a
revolutionary challenge to the
capitalist state — there is a
great distance.

Revolutionary levels of ©

struggle cannot be developed
simply by Marxists calling for
them. If Marxists respond to
every militant strike by
calling for soviets, then surely~

we are more likely to discredit
the idea of soviets thananything
else.

So I think David Harris’s
criticism of Offensief on this
point is misplaced. As to the
aptness of Offensief’s policy
apart from that,I cannot judge
— but I am made sceptical by
the fact that despite the differ-
ent conditions Offensief uses
exactly the same slogans and
tactical formulas for the Nether-
lands as Militant uses for
Britain.

MARTIN THOMAS
Islington

  
   

Connolly
ist country will he find a pure
unmodified labour market. The
squalid goings on in the North
East corner of Ireland are small
beer indeed compared to other
‘crucial: modifications’ of that
relationship.

Young against old, ~skilled
against unskilled, black against
white, and, mostcripplingofall,
men against women. What are
the disadvantages suffered by
Catholics in the Lagan Valley
compared to the pervasive .dis-
criminations systematically
practised against female
workers?

More often than not the
‘crucial modifications’’ will be
legally and publicly institution-

|alised. Does Todd draw the con-
clusion he logically should from
his own argument: female
workers can have nothing in
common with male workers. If
not, why not? -

It is the. responsibility of
socialists to strive to unite all
oppressed. Given thevery diver-
sity and mutually conflicting
sectional interests that Todd is
not unawareof, no resolution: is
possible .

outside of an_inter-
nationalcontext.

.

In this resides the most fertile
part of Trotsky’sheritage.

In the poisoned. shade of
stalin’s legacy, national and
sectional advocacy has corroded
the earlier

__
internationalist

vision. When Todd reduces the
matter to telling us what tribe/
team heis cheering for wé have
a measureofthefall.

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

Struck
by new

vehicle
IN YOURreport of Upper Hey-
ford you don’t mention the one
thingthat struck me. Thepolice
moved us from Heyford to Ban-
bury in curious new vans
nothing like the old Black
Marias or the “simpler transit
vans they had available. These
were arranged with five minis-
cule cells on each side of a cor-
ridor, one person locked in
each cell and the five bolted
by an iron bar going -right
across.

I’ve been arrested on a
large number of non-violent
direct actions (not far short of
100 as far as I can recall) and |
have never seen such vans used
before — not even in Northern -

Treland.
If anyone had a tendency to

claustrophobia,the cells, which
are the very minimum in which
people could be got, would set
off a reaction; and if there were
a car accident, it would ensure
that prisoners so carried would
be killed.

Terrify
The use of these. — explicable

I suppose, when transportingpeople between’ maximum
security gaols, for bank robbers
and so forth, — on this demo,
raises two possible expiana-
tions, bothratherunpleasant:

Either they were trying to
terrify the demonstrators and

-this obviously unsafe means of
transport was meantto a hint as
to what could happenin custody;

Or they use these transportsgenerally for any offence, in
which case it is quite possible
that. an absent-minded elderly
person, picked up for shoplift-
ing, might be so transported —

whichcould easilycause a heart-
attack. :

Fraternally,LAURENSOTTER

fesseeeee 
Bi Tojoin oraffiliate,write to Chris Richardson, 21
i. Devonshire Promenade, Lenton, Nottingham NG7ff 2DS.£5 for individuals,or for affiliated organisa-I tions, per 1000 members.£2 for low-waged indivi-—l duals. £1 for unwaged. Add 50p if you want thei special issue of Gay Socialist.
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vt Stalinismin Germany.

HADthoseold CommunistParty
members in East Germany who
rejected Trotsky’sviews been in
a position to examine objec-
tively the conduct of their own
leadership during and after
World War 2, they would have
found ample evidence to con-
firm
nature and the needforits over-
throw.

_

The 1930s had begunwith the
criminallydivisive and sectarian
line which decreed that the
Social Democrats were worse
than the fascists

.
‘social

fascists’’. In Germanythis split
the working class and allowed
Hitler to power in 1933. Butby
1939 Stalin was in an alliance
with Hitler — an alliance which
was to leave the Soviet Union
almost fatally vulnerable to
the Nazi invasion of 1941, and

- which summed up the cynical
nature of Stalin’s ‘‘anti-
fascism’’.

Those German Communists
who had survived Hitler’s
Gestapo and Stalin’s previous
purges were now told to cease
any mobilisation against. the
-Nazis. Many whoresisted this
line or who were thought unrel-
iable were  cold-bloodedly
handed over to the Gestapo.
Only after 1941 were they given
the green light to fight the
Nazis.

sneoaa‘Trotskyon Stalinism

of Stalinism is Leon
‘Trotsky’s ‘Revolution

g Betrayed: Whatis the
g Soviet Union and WhereIs
g It Going?’ Availablevia
| Socialist Organiser, 28
fi Middle Lane, London N8:
§ £2.50 plus 50p postage.
i

TM~

Part Two
Last week’sarticleon the30thanniversary of theEast

—German workers’ uprising of June 1953 charted the explos-
ive events and theirimmediateaftermath.

Butthestrikes and street battles arose as a result of a
longhistory of Stalinistactivityin East Germany,which
meantthatamong thosepurged for theirleadingrole in the
uprising no less thanone thirdwere veteran membersof
theCommunist Party since beforeHitler’srise to power in

In thisconcludingarticle, Harry Sloan looks at therecord

its counter-revolutionary ©  
The classic Marxist analysis" 

\ 
J

ByHarry
Sloan

In 1943, on the other hand,
Stalin ordered Walter Ulbricht,
Wilhelm Pieck and other old
CPers in exile to set up an
embryonic governmentin exile -

based in Moscow.Its personnel
included bourgeois forces and
former Nazis among captured
German militarymen.

Later Ulbricht was to concen-
trate on shaping up a ruthlessly
dependable gang of bureaucrats
to implement Stalin’s plans for
Germanyafter thewar.

Stalin’s initial objective had.
nothing to do with the exten-
sion of socialism into Europe:
it-focused exclusively on
defending the Soviet Union by
militaryand diplomaticmeans.

For this reason he set out to
go through the motions of
implementing Allied plans for
the ‘‘democratic reorganisa-
tion’’ of Germany as a single
state, while in fact determined
to ensure that at all costs Ger-
many be prevented from re-

 
emerging as a military threat to
the USSR.

Atfirst Stalin leaned towards
theestablishmentof a Commun-
ist-Social Democratic govern-
mentin a unified Germany. But
when that proved less and less
feasible, he came down firmly
for thepartition of Germany as a
secondoption.

And to assist the recon-
struction of the ravaged Soviet
economy and take advantage of
German technology. Stalin
wanted to seize and ship out as
much industrial plant as pos-
sible.

To achieve this. he reece a

government in the Soviet zome
which would — with Red Army
support — be able to hold down
capitalist elements, while at
the same time containing the
workingclass.

The militancy of the working
class was a real problem in this
scheme: they had seen the
arrival of the Red Armyas the
start of a revolutionary struggle
quite the opposite of Stalin’s
plan for establishing a bourgeois
coalition government.

In Saxony, Halle and Magde-
burg and even somesectors of
Berlin, the first reaction of the
workers was to occupy the fac-
tories, set up plant committees
and establish workers’ control.
Red-flags were hoisted over
most of the factories and in
workingclass housingdistricts.

«

Repressed
But the independent initia-

tives of therank andfileworkers
were repressed, or allowed to
peter out by the Red Army
administration established in
the Eastern zone. The rank and
fileanti-fascist committees were
dissolved. The Communist Party
was forcibly merged with the
Social Democratic. party, and
then extensively purged to
produce a monolithic utterly
bureaucratic formation; oppon-
ents of the merger were arres-
ted. And the Stalinists even set
up new, artificial bourgeois
parties.

By 1948, though there had
been extensive land reform, and
the mines and sections of indus-
try had been nationalised, 90%
of enterprises remained in
private hands.Significantly,this
90% covered only 33% of indus-
trial production: it was with the
lesser capitalists and petty bour-
geoisie that Stalin had attemp-
ted to consolidate an alliance.

This line switched only in
1948, after the outbreak of the
Cold War, revealing that the
Western powers intended to
integrate the Western zones
economically and

__
militarily

into theimperialist alliance.
In summer 1948, theremain-

ing bourgeois ministers were
undermined and
nationalisations were extended
and a centralised plan was

 Khrushchev and Ulbricht

‘introduced. Butstilltheworkers
were denied any direct power or
democratic control in the
“DemocraticRepublic’’.

In August 1949 however the
Stalinists tried once again to
soundthenote of class collabor-
ation, issuing through the
‘National Front’an appeal for
unity to:

‘‘All Germans from the east
and from the west, capitalists
and workers, former membersof
the Nazi party and those who
were persecuted by the Nazi
regime.”

Once again this failed to
entice the imperiaixs. But the
KremonJeaders bac noe rubec  

Lurch
So while Ulbricht’s leadership

embarked in July 1952 on a new
lurch towards ‘Sovietisation’ —

‘forced industrial development,
squeezing living standards and
sacrificing production of con-
sumer goods — the Soviet
leadership was not so enthusi-
astic.

Ulbricht ran into hot water
with this scheme — which was
opposedby the Stalinist unions.
He appealed in 1953 for Soviet
aid: but it was not forthcoming.
Instead he wastold, shortly after
the death of Stalin, that he
should alter course, slow the
industrialisation, provide more
consumer goods and make some
‘liberal’ concessions to the
middle classes, the peasantry
and theclergy.

Among these concessions
were a halt to the collectivisa-
tion of farming; an abandon-
mentof ‘‘coercive tax collection
methods’’; and the provision of
‘‘ample’’ short-term credit for
craftsmen, retail and wholesale
traders, private builders and
transport undertakings — in the
hopes of improving the out-
put of  privately-produced
consumer goods. Thestate plan
for heavy industry was
ted’’ and output of consumer
goodsboosted.

With this rather ‘feeble bait,
coupled withthe tokenistic free-
ing of 4,000 political prisoners
on short sentences and liberal-
isation of travel from West to

. East, the Stalinists hoped to
lure bourgeois forces in West
Germany into renewed discus-.
sions. Significantly, none of
these concessions benefittedthe
East German workingclass: it

“‘correc-
 
| police intervened to
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was to the capitalists and petty
bourgeoisie that the Stalinist
attentions were devoted.

The reason? They hoped even
at this late stage to forestall the
impending commitment of West
German troopsto thedeveloping
anti-Soviet NATO alliance: the
question of preserving the
nationalised property relations
in East Germanyor the pros-
pects for socialism in Germany

!
as a whole -were seen as com-
pletely subordinate to the milit-

_

ary and diplomatic needs of the
Soviet Union.

Small wonder tha: with this
asa Dackgrounc. so many long- 

Smaii wonder aiso that the
Stalinist slanders against the
demonstrators -— who were
branded. as ‘“‘fascists’’ and
ifmperialist agents — rang par-ticularly hollow inside East
Germany.

In fact the 1953 revolt was
solidlyproletarian in its support
and in its methods, and con-
tained not a hint of demand
for the restoration of capitalism
or even (surprisingly) for the
withdrawal of the massive
Russian armyof occuation.

In contrast to the Stalinist
leaders, the workers - looked
to workingclass action and class
unity to reunite a_divided
Germany, under a_ workers’
government.

Though after the event, the
imperialists. obviously attemp-
ted to exploit the uprising for
their own propaganda purposes,
theywere plainly as unprepared
andstartled by the struggles as
theStalinists themselves.

Hesitant

Not a little alarmed that a
reemergence of militancy in
the East and an open appeal for
class action to reunify Germany
under a-workers’. government
might strike an echo among the
proletariat in the West, the
imperialists were hesitant on
how to respond.

Though approached  direct-
ly by a delegation of strikers, the
American radio station RIAS in
West Berlin did not broadcast
the general strike call on the
evening of June 16. There was
no attempt by the West to
exploit the events militarily —

and in Berlin Western border
restrict
 

removed,

 
The needs
workers were

of German

subordinatedto
Moscow’s needs

 
 

  
workers seeking to join im soisc-
arity withthe Eastern strikers.

Though thepmperaiks
response to anti-buresocranxc
struggles has become
sophisticated through subse-
quent experiences m H=mgary.
Poland and Czechoslovakia. £
remainsthecase that explosions
of proletarian anger comtmm a
revolutionary dynarse wioct
alarms theeesneariy es
muck as th 
tomar Camco

revoltometary Seti ot

2 57 & wamencs woeeers
SIS ORE

PTE ST
give a huge impetus to tne cums
struggle on a world scale.

 

Species
Yet the most immediately

endangered species in such
strugglesis the Stalinist bureau-
crat, whose powerandprivilege
rests not — like the capitalist
class — upon theirownership of
wealth and property, but upon
their ability to retain office
through the containment and
repressionof theworkingclass.

1953 markedthestart of anew
period in which the apparent
stability of such bureaucracies
— which had caused many
former Marxists to draw wholly
pessimistic viewsthattheStalin-
ists had somehow consolidated
as a new ruling class — was
shaken, and the class struggle
reemerged as an obvious factor
in the East as well as in the
West.

It was not only in Germany
that such resistance to Stalinist
rule emerged. Driven on bothby
economic pressuresandpolitical
grievances, and encouraged by
the death in March 1953 of the
blood-stained supreme bureau-
crat himself, Joseph Stalin,
workers in Czechoslovakia,
Rumania and Hungary also took
action,whileJuly 1953 even saw
strike action by the political
prisoners in the Vorkuta slave
labour camp in the Siberian
waste.

This telling confirmation of
the irreconcilable - opposition
between the interests of the
working class and the entren-
ched power and privilege of the
bureaucracy. might have been
thought to have massively
strengttiiened and encouraged
the forces of Trotskyism on a
world scale. Unfortunately, for
reasons ‘which subsequent
articles willexplain,thiswas not
to bethecase.

WhattheJune events did was
to underline beyond any doubt
the potential for political revolu-
tion to oust the Stalinist bureau-
cracies in thedeformed workers’
states and the USSRitself, and
the necessity for a revolutionary
programme and_ Trotskyist
parties to preparethatfight.
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EAST LONDONCNDrallywithTony Benn, Arthur
Scargill,Alf Lomas MEP,Tony Hart, and Jenny Edwards.
Chair: Jo. Richardson MP. WednesdayJune 29, 7.30, East
Ham Town Hall.

PALESTINESolidarity
publicmeeting: ‘Lebanon,
one yearon’.FridayJuly;8,
7.30 at County Hall,
LondonSE1. ~

LABOURCNDWestin-
auguralmeeting: Sunday
June 26, 2.30pm, Taunton
CLP meeting rooms, 24
East Reach, Taunton.LP
membersonly.
LABOURMovement Con-

.
ference onJreland: July 15,
from 10am at ConwayHall,
Red Lion Square, London
WC1.Sponsors include
Clive Soley,Tony Benn,
KenLivingstone.Delegates

_

£3, observers £2, details
from LMCI, Box 189, 32
Ivor Place, London NW1.

© CONFERENCEofSocialist
Economists conference
1983: The World Economy
in Crisis. July 9 to 11 in
Sheffield. Details from 25
HorsellRoad, London N5b.

“VOICEof Solidarnosc’:
£8 for 6 monthsto Solidar-

- nose InformationOffice,
314-320 Grays Inn Road,
London WC1X 8DP (01-
837 9464).
PLASTIC Bullets: a work-
ing conferenceto launch
and plan campaign activ-
ities. Saturday June 25,
lpm to 5pm at County Hall,
London SE1. Organised by
Labour Committee on
Treland.

‘

"CRISIS in Zimbabwe — a
Socialist Perspective. Pub-
lic meetingorganised by
SOFSAS,the Socialist For-

- um for SouthernAfrican
Solidarity.Saturday June
25, 2pm at Caxton House,
129 St John’s Way,London
N19.
SILENCED Women:an
eveningpresentedby the
Writers’ Guildand Index
on Censorship.FridayJuly
15,-7.30 at theLittle Ship
Club, BelWharf Lane,
Upper ThamesSt, EC4.

*» PREPARINGfor power: a
labour movementconfer-
ence for the ’80s organisedby theRevolutionaryCom-
munist Party. July 16-22,
Central London Poly,New
Cavendish St. Registration
£10 (£6 UB40),cheques
payable to RCP Associa-
tion, to BM R&P, London
WCIN3XX.

”

Modelresolutions
THE deadline for Labour
Party conference resolutions
is July 15 — so make sure
yOu don’t missit.

.

As well as our own model
resolution on fighting the
Tories (printed last week,
and already passed by Want-
age & District CLP), SO is
supporting the resolutions
below. -

Labour Campaign for Gay
Rights:
Conference recognises the
contribution which lesbians
and gay men have made to
the labour movement. It
notes with concern that
there are stillmany legal and
social obstacles which pre-
vent lesbians and gay men
from participating fully and
equally in society. It con-
demns paiticularly the way
in which the press has
attacked and smeared a
number of. Labour Party
members who have openly
supported lesbian and gayrights.

It calls for the following
‘points to be adopted as
party policy at local and
national level as appropriate.

‘1. Legislation to protect
lesbians and gay men from
unjust discrimination in
housing, employment and
education and to ensure gen-

 
unine.and equalaccess toall

public services.
The'legalisation of

homosexual acts for adults
over the age of 16 in all parts
of the UK and including the
personnel of the armed force-
es and merchant navy, along
with the repeal of other
parts of sexual offences leg-
islations which discriminates
against gay people.

3. Legislation to end the
hostility shown towardsles-
bian mothers by the judicial
system and the social servic-
es, and a recognition of the
right of gay people to bring ©

up children free from harass-
ment.

Further, conference calls
on. the National Executive
Committee to initiate a cam- .

paign in the labour move-
ment to promote an aware-
ness of gay oppression and
the role to be played by the
Labour Party and trade un-
ions in overcomingit.
Labour Against the Witch
Hunt:
Conference recognises that
the struggle for democratic
socialism requires Labour to
remain a broad-based party
containing many different
strands of socialist opinion.
Conference accordingly de-
fends the traditional.rightof
party members to belong to
pressure groups within the

party, provided that they
accept the party’s objectives
and do not oppose its offic-
ial candidatesin elections.

Conference notes that a
constitutional amendment to
this effect was submitted by
Greenwich CLP to the 1982
conference and is, therefore,
coming before the 1983 con-
ference as part of the NEC
report,

To ensure thatthe Green-
wich amendmentis properly
debated, conference now in-
structs the chair and the
Conference Arrangements

. Committee/Standing Orders
Committee to bring it separ-
ately before the conference,
with the same speaking time
for mover and seconder as in
the case of othér conference
resolutions,
Socialist Organiser Extra-
ordinary General Meeting:
Sunday June 16, 11.30 to
2.30 at County Hall, Lon-
don SE1. The meeting will
be discussing a date for the
AGM (constitutionally
there has to be a General
Meetingin June, but a full
meeting is not possible be-
cause of the general elec-

- tion), and perspectives aft-
er June 9. Please make sure
that at least one SO sup-
porter attends from each
group. .

What
next?

Socialist Organiser ‘After
the election, what next?’
meetings have attracted
sizeable audiences in
Sheffield, Hull, North-
ampton, Basingstoke and
Coventry — including an
unusual number ofpeop-
le new to polities.

These are some of the
remaining meetings sche-
duled. If your group has
not planned a meeting,
get moving now!

Leeds. July 1, 7.30, Chapel-
town. Community Centre.
Speakers: Cllrs Garth
Frankland’ (Leeds) andBarry Turner (Bradford).
Rochdale. July 11, 8pm,

:

Castle Inn, Manchester Rd.
Wirral. June 26, 8pm at the
Labour Club, Church Road,
Seacombe.
Tower Hamlets. June 30,
7.30, Bromley Public Hall,
Bow Road, E38. Speaker:

. Jeremy Corbyn MP.

 

Whereto findSocialist Organiser
¢ SCOTLAND

Glasgow. -For details of
meetings contact paper
sellers or Stan Crooke, 114,
Dixon

. Avenue, Glasgow
G42. SO is sold at Maryhill
dole (Tuesday mornings)
and Rutherglen shopping
arcade (Fridaylunchtime).
Edinburgh. For details of
meetings ring Dave 229
4591. SO is sold at Muir-
house (Saturday 10.30-12) ~

and the First of May book-
shop, CandlemakerRow.
* NORTH-WEST

Rochdale. Meets second
Monday of the month,
7.30pm Castle inn.

Manchester. SO is sold at
Grass Roots Books, Newton
St, Piccadilly. Contact: 273
6654.

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

Wirral. Contact Colin
Johnstone, 1, Wellington
Rd., Wallasey.

 Liverpool. Contact 733
6663 for details of meet-
ings. SOis sold at Progres-
sive Books, Berry St., and
at News from Nowhere,
Whitechapel.
Hyndburn. Contact Acc-
rington 395753. Meetings
weekly — see SO sellers
for details. SO is sold at
Broadway, Accrington,
Saturdays 11.30to lpm.
Stoke. Contact Paul Barn-
ett, 151, Broadway Meir,
Stoke-on-Trent(328 198).
*® YORKSHIREAND

NORTH-EAST
Huddersfield. Contact
Alan Brooke, 59, Magdale,Honley, Huddersfield
HD7 2LXx.

Durham. SO is sold at the
Community: Co-op, New
Elvet.. Meetings 6.30pmTuesday, Student Bar,
Dunelm House. Contact
John, 43004. \
Leeds. Contact Garth
Frankland 623322.. SO is
sold at Books and Corner
Books, WoodhouseLane.

Bradford. Contact Barry
Turner, 636994. SO is
sold at the Starry Ploughbookshop.

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

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. onSaturday mornings, at the
Community Bookshop,
outside the dole office
most mornings, and at the
University on Friday
mornings.

¢ WALES

Cardiff. Contact 492988.
* MIDLANDS

Birmingham. Meetsalter-
nate Fridays, 7.30pm, the
Hen and Chickens, Consti-

be a supporter.

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

lished in most large towns. It costs
£1.50 a month (20p -- unwaged) to

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

Address..........

Sendto Socialist Organiser, 28 Middle

 
Lane, London N8 8PL.

 
 
 

tution Hill. Next meeting:
Tuesday 21: Marek
Garztecki (from Solidarnosc
Trade Union Working
Group). on the. present
condition of Solidarnosc.
‘Phone 471 1448 for venue.
SO is sold at the Other
Bookshop, Digbeth High
Street.

Coventry. Contact Keith
White, 75623. SO is sold at
the. Wedge Co-op, High
St. Meets onfirst and: last
Thursday of the month,
7.30 at the ‘Queen’,
Primrose Hill St., Hill-
fields.
Leicester. Contact Phil,
857908. SO is sold at Black-
thorneBooks, High St. .

  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 withpriceincreases. For a price index calculated by working classorganisations, as the basis for clauses in all wage agreements
to provide automaticmonthly rises in line with the true cost
of living for the working class. The same inflation-proofingshould apply tg state benefits,grants and pensions.
* Fight for improvements in thesocial services, and against
cuts. Protection for those services against inflationby auto-
matic inflation-proofingof expenditure. For occupations and
supporting strike action to defend jobs andservices.
* End unemployment. Cut hours, not jobs. Fight for a 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 the unemployed. 4

~

* 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 blacking action to halt the closures. For
nationalisation without compensation under workers’
management.
* Make the bosses pay, not the working class. Millions for
hospitals, not.a penny for ‘defence’! Nationalise the banks
and financial institutions, without compensation. End the
interest burden on council housing and otherpublic services.
* Freeze rents and rates.
* Scrap all immigration controls. Race is not a problem;
racism is. The labour movement must mobilise.to 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’ strikingforce: dissolution of special squads (SPG, Special Branch,MI5,etc.),public accountability,etc.
*Free abortion on demand. Women’s equal right to work and
full equality for women. Defend and extend free state -
nursery and childcare provision.
* Against atts cks 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 Africa should get full
support from the British labour movementfor their strikes,struggles and armed combat against the white supremacist
regime. South Africangoods anaservices should be blacked.
-*It is essential to achievethe 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 make the decisive sectors of industrysocial property, under workers’ control. The strength of the
labour movementlies in the rank and file. Our Perspective
must be working class action to raze the capitalist systemdowntoits foundations, and to put a workingclass socialistalternative in its place — rather than having our represent-atives run the system and waiting for crumbs from the tablesof the bankers andthebosses.

Northampton. ’ Contact
713606.

Nottingham. Meets Thurs-
day evenings; 7.30 at the
International Community
Centre. SO is sold outside
the Victoria Centre (Satur-
day 11-1) and at the Mush-
room Bookshop, Heathcote
St. Contact:Pete Radcliff,
585640.

¢ SOUTH

Oxford. SO is sold at the
Cornmarket (Saturday 11-1)
and outside Tesco; Cowley
Rd., Friday 5-7. Also at
EOABooks, CowleyRd.

Basingstoke. Open meetingTuesdayJuly 5: ‘Where We.
Stand’. Business meetingsJuly 1, 15, 29. All meetings
7.30 at Chute House. SO is
sold at ‘Good News’ in
LondonStreet. -

* 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.,

1 N16.

Haringey. Contact 802
0771 or 348 5941. Meets

yee
J Rates: £5 for.

three months,
£8.75 for six
months, and

i £16 for a year.
@ Bundle of 5
Bf eaci: week:
If £12 for 3
J months.
i Bundle of 1

£21 for.3
I months.

  

lenclosef........
To:
London N8 8PL.

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

.

Hounslow. Next
. meeting

Sunday June 16, 8pm at
* 144 Twickenham Rd,Isle-

worth. ‘Racism: fighting
back’ — speakers Bob Fine
and Sanj Chopra. SOis sold
outside All Saints Church,
Hounslow High St, Satur-
day 10.30-12:
Islington.
278 1341.
Southwark/Lambeth.Mee-
tings every other Wednes-
day at Lansbury Housé, 41
Camberwell Grove, London
SE5. Business meeting
7.30pm, Open Forum dis-
cussion, 8.30pm.

Next meeting July 6:
Bob Sutcliffe speaks on his
new book, ‘Hard Times’.
South-East London. Con-
tact via 28 Middle Lane,
London N8.
Newham. Contact via 28
Middle Lane, London N8.

Contact

Tower Hamlets. Meets
fortnightly on Fridays,
6.30-8.30pm. Contact
377 1328for details.
SO is sold at the following
London Bookshops: Col-
lets, Central Books, The
Other Bookshop, Book-
marks, Bookplace [Peck-
ham Rd., SE 15], Kilburn
Books, and Reading Mat-
ters [Wood Green Shopping
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READERS who have_been
follewing the controversy over
‘“‘yellow rain’’ in South East
Asia are probably totally con-
fused. Are the Russians using
chemical warfare or is it an
Americansmearcampaign?Thelatest idea about ‘‘yellow
rain’. (where yellow spots
contaminated with rare and
deadly mycotoxins — poisons
from fungi — have been found
in areas wherelocal people are
said to have suffered serious and
sometimes fatal symptoms) is
that they are a natural phenom-
enon.

According to Professor M.
Meselson of Harvard, the spots
are bee poo! Bees eat lots of
pollen but keepthe residue for
monthsbeforeflyingout of their
hives for a gigantic crap.
- They may deposit up to
two-fifths of their body weight
as yellow spots which cover the
area. Harvard University fre-
quently pays for the cleaning of
cars spattered by theirbees.

Meselson says the Harvard
and SE Asian yellow spots look
the same and both - contain
pollen.

Also fungi can grow on the
Harvard beedung and Meselson
thinksit possible thatpoisonous
fungi are growing on the SE
Asian bee do’s and producing
mycotoxins.

But the idea that the yellow
spots could cause illness is
pooh-poohed by Meselson.

So we must remain puzzled
about alleged chemical warfare
by the Russians. Meanwhile,
known chemical warfare by the
Americansremains ignored!

WHILEpesticides have a place
as oneofthetacticsto beused in
protecting crops from pests, it
is becoming more and more
obvious that as a strategy they
are totally inadequate and
indeed harmful.

Pesticides (insecticides,
fungicides, weedkillers, etc) are
expensive, they increase the
dependence of ~farmers on
capitalist monopolies, theyoften
harm other wildlife (including
sometimes the natural enemies
of the pests) and anyway the
pests frequently develop toler-
anceor immunity.

One example of this is that
rats in Britain are now becoming
immune not only to Warfarin,.
but also to Difenacoum, the
most widely used and success-
ful replacementfor Warfarin.

Soon rats will be resistant to
all anti-coagulantpoisons (drugs
that cause uncontrollable
bleeding) and we will be back

- where westarted!
A more bizarre example of

the failureof the chemical strat-
egy in agriculture has been

bosses: stop
the BOMB!theDUNS.10p plus postage from
214 Sickert Court,
London N1 2SY.

SCIENCE
By Les Hearn

found in the rich corn (maize)
and soyabeanfieldsof theUSA.

Here, it has been found that‘thenewest pesticides (thecarba-
mates), designed to be effective
for several weeks after spraying
are breaking down and losing
theirpotency in a few days.

The culprits are various
micro-organisms (bacteria and
fungi) which far from being
killed by these chemicals, have
actuallyadapted so theycan live
off them! They may also be
living off the urea-based fertil-
isers which should be encourag-
ing thecorn andsoyato grow.

The presence of the carba-
matesin the soil. stimulates the
micro-organisms to make an
enzyme (a type of protein)
which can chop the pesticides
into bits, releasing.energy and

materials for the micro-organ-
ismsto grow with.

Oneresponse to this problem
has been to treat the soil with
chemicals - that inhibit this

. enzymefrombreakingdown the
pesticides, but there are fears

_

thatthe bugs will merely adapt
so they can live off the
“‘mhibitors’’.

So, eventually, agricultural-
ists will have to switch away
from a solely chemical strategy
to protect crops, at present
grown in vast plantations which
are a standing invitation to
predators.

Theywill have to try natural
methodsof pest control, includ-
ing developingresistant strains
of crops themselves (see my
article on genetic poverty a
fortnight ago).

 Review
po

Red
Monarch
‘RED Monarch’is a moviewhich
will soon be in the cinemas. It
was shown on Channel Four TV
last Thursday.

‘Red Monarch’ is a ‘black
comedy’ about Stalin and his
‘court’ in the years immediately
before he died in 1953. It shows
him as a crazed paranoid tyrant
surrounded by terrified lieuten-
ants and toadies whose lives
hangon his mood and whim.

Stalin thetyrant ruled theliv-
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By Frank
Higgins

es of thepeople of the USSR and
Eastern Europe withpowers un-
dreamed of by most mere mon-
archs. As Trotsky once remark-
ed, if the absolute monarch

  
 

AIDS locomotive
looming closer
 
Toby Rose of the Gay Young
Socialists Group interviewed
MEL ROSEN of the American
Gay Men’s Health Crisis after a
meetingof 250 people in London
recently. Gay Men’s Health
Crisis sprang from New York’s
gay community.as a response to
the killerdisease AIDS, Acquir-
ed Immuno-Deficiency ‘Syn-
drome.

In America AIDS has pro-
voked an anti-gay backlash.
Recently, misinformed and
inaccurate articles have appear-
ed in the British press which
could lead to something similar
happening here. A piece in the
Daily Telegraph blamed AIDS
on ‘promiscuous’ gay men and
calledthe disease the ‘‘wages of
in’’. Other newspapers have

predictably dubbed AIDS the
‘gay disease’ raising fears about
gay blood donors and imported
bloodproducts from theUSA.

Whatis AIDS?
It is a breakdown in the

immune system. It might be a
virus, it might be something
else. We’re not exactlysure. It’s
a disease which seems to stop
the immunesystem functioning,
allowing other diseases to come
through.

AIDS has actually been
around since the late ’70s. But
we didn’t know whatit was until

09000000000000 600068:thesummerof 1981. It was then
thata numberof cases came to

@ theattention of Dr. Friedman
Keen at the New York Univer-
sity medicalcentre.

T-cell
He diagnosed . Kaposi’s

Sarcoma in young homosexual
men. Kaposi’s Sarcoma is a
disease normally found in older
Mediterranean men, and it
does not kill them, but these
New Yorkmen did die. Dr. Keen
did a numberof tests and real-
ised that there was something
more than Kaposi’s Sarcoma.
The victims all had a very low -

T-cell ratio (theT-cellis a type of
cell thatkillsgerms).

Half of the cases reported are
in New York,withthenext most
affected area being California,
but thereare cases being repor-

.

ted all over the States now. 88
cases have now been reported
outside theUSA.

About 1,400 cases have been
reported in the States but this is
underreportingby theCentre for
Disease Control. Theirdefinition
is when someone comes down
with another disease as a result
of their resistance being des-
troyed by AIDS. You could have
AIDS for a year or two years
before you get another ‘oppor-
tunistic’ disease.

We don’t know how many
have died without us knowing.
So far there have been 521
reported deaths in the States,
and amongthecasesreported in
1979 themortality rate is almost
100%.

Is there a screening processfor
AIDS?

Theproblem is that we don’t
haveanydefinitivetest. There is
a T-cell test, which is quite
expensive, costing about £50,
and also there are some skin
tests. These will usually come
out with something. definitive.
But there is no one test. There
are also some people who have
Kaposi’s Sarcoma but don’t
havea low T-cell count.

How long is the incubation
period for AIDS?

The incubationperiod tends to
be from six monthsto twoyears.

How is Gay Men’s Health Crisis
in New York helping AIDS
sufferers?

We have about 1,000 volun-
teers working for us, making it
the largest gay health organisa-
tion ever. When a person gets
sick we send out a crisis inter-
vention councillorand they stay
withpeople until they come out
of thecrisis.

Youtell a person theyare sick
and dying, and their whole life
begins to fall apart. If they are
gay, they might go home to an
empty household.

Wetrain the councillors our-
selves. When the sufferers
realise they may not die next
week, or next month or even
next year, we put them into one
of our support groups:

We have Mother/Father
groups and lover groups which
also have wives in them. We
have individual therapists who
are all certified social workers
and psychiatrists; a buddies
system, which is a home-help
system, cooking and cleaning
when the person can no longer
do it for themselves; and finan-

cial aid committee. This disease
doesnot discriminate between
socio-economic groups. Even
people who have made quite a
lot of money run out with all the
medical bills.We are caring for
200 people at themoment.

Howare the Health Authorities
responding?

The doctors involved with the
patients are terrific and very
sensitive, and except for one or
two I can’t say anything bad
about them. I do have a lot of
nasty things to say about the
National Institutes for Health,
the government body which
doesresearchintheirown labor-
atories and also gives moneyout
for research.

They have received $9 million
for AIDS in just this year.
$5 million was to be given to
outside research facilities.They
have onlygiven away $1 million,
and wehave 300 people dead.If
thiswas any othersection of the
population,.affecting main-
stream America, they would
have been. giving out all the
money and more. We think
we’re being discriminated
against. We know weare being
discriminatedagainst.
Whatis your message to the UK
gay population?

There’s a locomotive coming
down the track fast. Even
though it may not be terribly
visible, it’s comingdown.

Before it’s too late you would
be wise to limit the numberof
sexual contacts. Have as much
sex as you want, because that’s
only human,buttry to limit it to
as few people aspossible and
know the people you are having
sex with.

Finally, how long beforewe find
acure for ?

There are basically two theor-
ies. AIDS may be caused by
multiple sexual contacts and the
exposure to so many germs
overwhelming the immune
system. But it is most prob-
ably a transmissible virus. And
we havea lot of trouble isolating

, avirus: for exampleit took years
to isolate the Hepatitis B virus,
and-then a further ten years to
finda vaccine.So we are looking
at a ten year process. At this
point we are seeing AIDS cases
double every six months.So as I see it, we’re in for big
probiems,and wearenot in for a
cure for at leasta decade.

Louis XIV of France could truly
say, “‘L’état, c’est moi’’ (the
state, it is I), ‘Stalin, whose state
apparatus controlled every as-
pect of society, could say,
“Society,it is I’’.

:

Court
The court of this ‘red Mon-

arch’, withits closed-in world of
drunken debauchery and mur-
derous intrigue, is presented in

drabber version of the court of
the lunatic Roman Emperor
Caligula — the one who made

Imperial Rome.
In fact the reports we have of

Stalin and his entourage — from
his ex-lieutenant Khrushchev’s
speeches at the 1956 and 1961
congresses of the ‘CPSU’, from
the memoirs of Yugoslav former
Stalinist Milovan Djilas,and so
on — all back up this. picture of
life at thecourt of the ‘Fatherof
the Peoples’. Satire and carica-
ture would seem to be redund-

_

ant, and to make it funny, im-possible.
‘Red Monarch’ makesit very

funny, and in general keeps the
picture essentially true to what
the surviving eye-witnesses and
participants have reported. It
presents Stalin as a wizened old
man, alternately jovial andmurderous.

Funniest
Oneof the funniest touchesis

thatStalin andhis lord high ‘exe-
cutioner Beria, bothGeorgians,

 
are played as Irishmen, withthe

the film as a_ scaled-down,

his favourite horse a senator of,

   
State

Russians having English ac
cents. This is a brillant idea
brilliantlyrealised by Irish actor
Colin Blakely as Stalin and by
David Suchet as Beria.

Perhaps the main failure of
‘Red Monarch’is to convey ary
adequate idea of the social hor-
rors on top of which Stain’s
grotesque court rested — a
world withten million slave lab-
ourers, massterror, anti-Semi-
tism ( ‘the campaign
Zionists andcosmopolitans’).

The scene of a mass execution
fails to convey it. Many of the
victimswesee linedup against a
wall, with the positions neatlynumbered, waiting for a pistol
bullet in the back of the neck,
are known to us from previous
scenes. The arbitrariness and
paranoid lunacyof Stalin himself
are thusconveyed. But themass
scale of the terror throughout
society, the all-pervasiveness of
it against theworkers and farm-
ers, simply does not come
through.

And I wonder how anyone
who doesn’t know the sober ac-
counts of life at the top in Stal-
in’s Russia can fail to thinkthe
film a frivolous invention a
million miles from any possible
reality.

‘ Rubbish
Unfortunately the_politicsthreaded through the film are

rubbish. The only clear and ex-
plicitpoliticalstatement running
throughit is the idea expressed
at the timein theofficial Stalin-
ist slogan, ‘Stalin is the Lenin of
today’.

The sustained terror practised
for decades against the Russian
people by a privileged caste of
bureaucrats whose leader,

- personification,and scourge was
- Stalin, is identified with the

‘Red Terror’ carried out against
the old ruling classes by the
workers in the Revolution and
then in the civil war and the
wars of intervention by no less
than 14 states.

But it is a very funny film,
worth seeing. And in its main
concerns it is essentially true to
reality.{esseseee

NOW!
Join the
Labour

on
lreland

If BM Box 5355,
ff London WCIN 3XX
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NUR mustface
Tory attack

THElast year has been a turbu-
lent one for the National Union
of Railwaymen.It has been the
result of a leadership fighting to
hang on to a policyof job cuts
and line closures (in return for
thehope of a payrise), against amembership increasingly

ming aware that theycannot afford to carry on selling
S.

In the end, general secretary

Snub for
Bill Sirs

THEREwere 153 delegates at
theISTC conferencethisyear —

26 fewer thanlast year. This is a
reflectionof themassivejob cuts
BSC has got away with over the
last few years. In 1980 there was
a workforce of 13,000 in BSC.
plants. Now there ‘are only
7,000.

The appointment of. Thatcher
aide Cecil. Parkinson asSecre-
tary for Trade and Industry
makesit unlikely that BSC will
be moderating its demands for
job cuts over thenext few years.

Conference “unanimously
|passed a resolution from Scun-

thorpe branch calling for an
escalation of industrial action if
BSC attempts furtherjobs cuts.

But if such action is to be
more than a good idea it needs
to be prepared for now. Some
delegates recognised this need
and called for the use of the
Triple Alliance of rail, steel and
mine workersto defendjobs.

Bill Sirs, ISTC General Secre-
tary, blamed Labour’s election
defeat on left wing policies —

especially unilateralism and
withdrawal from the EEC.
Despite this, conference backed
boththesepolicies.

Michelin
threat

A FEW monthsago, Socialist Org-
aniser reported on the redundan-
cies being pushed through by
Michelin in Stoke.

As part of the rationalisation
plan, the company has been try-ing to impose continental shiftworking at the plant. Workers
have resisted by calling a series of
one day strikes.

_Now, in a shock Edwardes-
style announcement, Michelin
have threatened not to reopen the
plant on July 11 after the annual
potters’ holidays if the strikes are
notcalled off.

Michelin employs 6000 work-
ers at the Stoke plant, and hund-
reds more jobs in the area are dep-pendent on it. The blackmailing
tactics must be resisted by occup-ation and whateverelse is needed
to protect these jobs.
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 by Rob Dawber

Sid Weighell went, and with the
union’s Annual General Meet-
ing beginning at the end of
June, the opportunity exists for
us tomend someofthedamage
he did and continue the fight
against some of the people he

-_

leftbehind.
The NURhaspreviouslybeen

.associated with« reactionary“policies on mostiissues (incomes
policy,Labour Partywitch-hunt,
nuclear disarmament, etc) and
inactivitywhereits policies were
any (opposition to line
closures, etc). But a look at this
year’s agenda suggests grounds
for optimism.

The biggest single group of
resolutions, for example, is on
nuclear disarmament, and everysingle one calls for either
scrapping of Britain’s nuclear

- weapons,or resistance to Cruise
or affiliationto CND or support
for Labour Party conference
policy or a combinationof these.

Unity
Likewise on Labour Party

unity. The first resolution
deplores the threatto members
of “arbitrary victimisation and
expulsion’’ and calls for support
for the Greenwich constitutional
amendment which would give
groupsin the party theright to
organise for theirviews.

And an amendmentcalls for
the reinstatement of the five
membersof the Militant Editor-
ial Board. However a different
amendment ‘‘totally supports
the Labour Party leader and his
NECin their decision to elimin-
ate the cancer of the Militant
tendency.’’The notion of ‘unity’
is a strong oneto trade unionists

.

andit will be hard work to con-
vince delegates of the folly of
uniting: behind Healey, Shore,
Hattersley and Kinnock, rather

_than having a party able to dis-
cusswithinits ranks solutions to
theproblemsit faces. >

Hopefully delegates will
rememberWeighell’s attackson
the Militant tendency in the
NUR,accusingthem of dividing
the union, and his attempts to
have leading members of the
Broad Left (most of them not
Militantsupporters) expelled.

Way
Sid Weighell was well known

for his advocacy of incomes
policy, and a resolution on this
seeks to keep the NURthatway:
“This AGM reiterates its sup-
port for a fully planned economy

Weighell
with a future Labour govern-
ment.’’ As I argued at my
branch a fully planned economy
is a desirable thing,but in prac-
tice this resolution would mean
‘planning (keeping-down) wages
while no real control could be
kept on profits, prices and
dividends under a_ capitalist
system. We decided to oppose
it.

However in the NUR a vote
against past policy doesn’t
necessarilymeanit is no longer
our policy! A paragon of demo-
cracy thisone:it workslikethis.
All resolutions are grouped
underseparate subject headings
in an order chosen by Head
Office. At the AGM the Presi-
dent calls only the first resolu-
tion and whetherit is adopted or
rejected he (it’s always a ‘he’)
then rulesail the rest as having
fallen.

In this case, if the AGM
rejects this resolution (that we
support an incomes policy) the
President will rule the other
resolutions in the group out of
order. Thatwould mean wehave
no policy. We would then revert
to previous policy which is

. . .

upport for an incomes policy! °

And Tebbitwants democracy?
The Serpell Report, as an out-

line of options for the Tory
government, hangsovertherail-
way industry. The NUR’s cam-
paign against it so far has been
only on thelevelof propaganda.

The first resolution on this
seeks to keepit thatway, but an
amendmentfrom Sheffield City
Branch is to insert ‘including
industrial action’ in the appro-
priate place. This, if passed,
would reverse last year’s
decision in which the AGM
expressed opposition to closures
but deleted the reference to
using industrial action to that
end.

Obviously it was our weak-
ness in this regard that encour-
aged the Tories to consider
something like the Serpell
Report.
 

Oops
—

sorry!
IN THE explanation of the
‘multiplier’ in my article on
Keynes last week, I made an
arithmetical blunder. It does
not affect the argument but I

“had betterexplainit.
I gave the example of a £1

million cut in investmentin cir-
cumstances where people on
average. save 20% and spend
80% of incomeat themargin.

Any cut in demandleads to a
cut in income — lost income by
the workers and capitalists who
would otherwise get wages and
profits making the goods
demanded —and therefore to a
further cut in demand, to the
amount of 80% of the lost
income. The £1 million cut in
investment therefore leads to a
total cut in income of £1 million,
plus 80% of £1 million, plus
80% of 80% of £1 million, plus
80%of 80%of 80% of £1 million
etc....

I wrote thatthis total amounts
to £4 million. In fact it is” £5

million.
.Anotherwayof looking atit is

this. Je balance the £1 million
cut in investment we need a
£1 million cut in savings. But a
£1

m
cut in savings corresponds

- to a £5 million cut in income.
thus the £1 millon’cut in savingsrequires a cut in total income
(and equally in total demand)of£5 million

.

MARTIN THOMAS

HODKIN AND JONES: AN
APOLOGY.

Dueto lack of time and mis-
information, it was incorrectly
stated in last week’s SO (no.
136) that the workers in dispute
at Hodkin and Jones had
returned to.work. This is untrue.
The workers are still out and
scab labour is in use. I apolegise
and will make a £10 donation to
the strike fund! A fuller reportwill follow.

MICK SIDAWAY

 SEU RELe
climbs
down
bY

WHEN=THE conference of the
National and Local Government
Officers’ Association (NALGO)
took place in Douglas, Isle of
Man, last week, one of the con-
tentious items was the choice of
venue.

Homosexualityis still illegal in
the Isle of Man. There was a well-
attended fringe meeting on gay
rights, and a demonstration
through the town (possibly the
first ever demonstration in
Douglas).

Conference voted that future
venues should not include places
with such discriminatory policies.

The issues. which dominated
the week’s debate were the local
government pay agreement and
policy towards racism. The 4.9%
offer from the local-government

 
employers was accepted, but so at |

the same time was a motion of
cénsure on the negotiators, who
had accepted 4.9% only one day
after being instructed to seek a
‘substantial increase’ on 4.25%!

It was revealed that the em-
ployers’ offer was conditional on
it being recommended by.the neg-
otiators. So who is working for
whom?

.

Bill Hamilton of Newham
NALGO, in proposing the cen-
sure, declared that in future we
had to be sure that claims were
not ‘bungled and niismanaged’.
We do not however have any such
guarantee.

The acceptance of the pay
offer was a setback, and so was
the defeat of a resolution from
Haringey NALGO proposing pos-
itive action to combat racism.
One example highlighted by the
proposer was that local authority
jobs should all be advertised ex-
ternally as well as internally in the
authority — so that disadvantage
is not: perpetuated.

A motion from Islington caH-
ing for the expulsion of fascists
from the union wasalso defeated.

Conference did however pass
resolutions to fight the disbanding
of the GLC and to impose very
firm controls on the ‘Temporary
Employment Schemes’.

Shipyard
closure
threat

MANAGEMENT at Cammell
Lairds shipyard, Birkenhead,have
now said that 600 more workers
will be laid off this week(begin-
ning June 20), and the yard clos-
ed down the weekafter, if there
is no return to work by the
welders.

Those boilermakers on fixed
term contracts which finished on
June 17, who would normally
have got an extension, have been
sent.a letter telling them theyare
sacked.

At the welders’ meeting on
Thursday June 16 they voted bya

‘large majority to stay out until
the 15p coded welding allowance
is paid in full, and all those who
were working at Lairds when the
strike started are reinstated. This
means that no-one returns to
work without those on fixed term
contracts also returning.

The boilermakers’ stewards’
committee’ has ‘reaffirmed

_
its

support for the welders, and has
also said that the boilermakers
will not return to work without
the fixed term workers. The com-
mittee met again today, June 20,
to discuss waysof steppingup the
action and bringing thestrike to
an carly settlement. We have yet
to hear what the rest of the Con-
fed stewards plan to do.

 

 

BoostforAire
Valleystrike

THEstrike at Aire Valley Yarns
received a boost last weekend
when 500 people marched
through Farsley in. support of
the21 strikers.

The march included members
of the T@WU and GMWUfrom
other local textile plants and
several Leeds City councillors.

Thestrike, over the sackingof
TGWU shop steward Liaqat
Ali is stillsolid and the strikers
are now in their 13th week of
maintaining a continuouspicket

)-of themill.
Liaqat Ali’s case has been

taken to an industrial tribunal
but thecase won’t be coming up
for twoor threeweeks.

The majorityLabour Group on
Leeds City Council is putting a
resolution supporting the strike

’ to the council meeting on 29
June. Plans for a_delega-
tion of councillors to the picket
line were postponed because of
theelection.

The TGWU have made the
strike official but have. done
little else. An official call for
a masspicket could easily raise
the 200-300 pickets needed to
stop scabs entering the mill
which would be a further boost.
to themorale of thestrikers.

Messages/donations to: Aire
Valley Yarns Strike Support
Committee, c/o 34  Dirkhill
Street, Bradford 7.
  
 

Stalemate
at Cowley

BRITISH Leyland management
hasstillnot tried to enforce the
endofearlyfinishingat Cowley.

At the Assembly Plant local
discussions ended with the
workforce rejecting manage-
ment plans. The next move is
national discussions, but they
havenot yet beenscheduled.

In the meantime the manage-
ment have been puttingall their
efforts into getting the neigh-
bouring Body Plant to accept,
thus isolating the Assembly
Plant.

Letters to the shop-floor, and
foremen approaching workers -

individuallyhave all been to no
avail.

Despite the right wing nature
of the plant’s union Uleader-
ship, who have changed the
claim from defence of the wash-
ing up timeto a buy out.

This week the management
said that thebonus would go up
by £9 a week if the workers
worked for the extra time.
Instead of calling a mass meet-
ing the union leadership called
a floor meeting. Two areas
accepted the management
position by a smallmajority. The
rest of the factory overwhelm-
inglyrejectedit.

On the crucial Maestro floor
the workers went further. Both
day and night shift..voted to
initiate an overtime ban and to
revert to previous work prac-
tices. Thiswillaffect production.

Managementare saying that
the workforce has earned a lot
morebonus, but can only|haveit
if they give up their “wash-

~ THROUGHOUT

NY CORE.

hands’’ time — and this met
with great hostility from the
workers whoseeit as blackmail.

Lies
exposed

the recent
Cowley Assembly Plant strike,
managementsaid that it was the
only plant in BL thatclocked out
early. Nobody from the union
side contradictedthem. ‘

But the lie is exposed by the
decision of managementat BL’s
Body Plant at Swindon to take
away their two minutes’ early
leavingtime on Monday.

Managementareselling this
by saying that.workerscould be
earning up to £28 bonus by
October, instead of the present
£18.75 limit.

Union leaders at the plant are
welcoming this move to what is

~called Audited Plant Status, and
the opportunity to earn more
bonus. But this bonus means
jobs lost, as does lengthening
the working day. Hopefully the
workforce will reject the false
promises.

_The local paper as always, is
helping management by saying
in their editorial that the work-
force will have to accept longer
working. They havealso trotted
outa familiarline:

“Indeed it seems as though
Swindon is now the only BL
plant at which an early get-away
from workis stillallowed.’’ ,

Join the LeylandAction Committee
Contact: 194 Dawlish Rd, Birmingham 29
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COHSE:
Democracy
 
  
 breaksin

COHSE, once a. union
which fitted. its name, is
slowlychanging.

It is no longer a safe
haven for health workers
who wanttoshirk the mili-
tancy often connected with
NUPEmembership;it is no
longer a non-political un-
ion where Tory trade union-
ists can survive with no
problemsof conscience.

And, slowly but noticeably, it
is becoming a difficult union for
the bureaucrats. The strangle-
hold of theofficials is beginning
to loosen.

This year’s conference,
following immediately after the
general election, offered a real
chance for the COHSE leader-

_
ship to give a warning to the

,

Tories that it would not tolerate
five more years of low pay and
increasingrundown of theNHS.

It could have promised and
supportedfirmpoliciesfor a real
fightback.

Instead, the new general
secretary, right winger David
Williams, avoided any talk of
positive action on pay or privat-
isation.

The conference was a mixture
of successes and failures for
the left. The first major victory

‘came on the opening morning
with a. successful challenge to
standing orders and a resolution
carried on total opposition to

Tebbit, including support forsecondary action, rejection of
any state financing for secret
ballots, and non-paymentof anyfines,

But Williamsquickly bounced
back and got through a rule
change ‘‘to protect the mem-
bers”’ which effectivelycomplies
with some of the provisions of
theEmploymentAct.

.Disunity on ‘the left -was
particularlyapparentin deciding
whether or not.to support an
NEC recommendation to raise
contributions for two years in
order to set up a strike fund.
Only a handful of Group 81
(COHSE Broad Left) supporters
arguedfor theleftto support the
resolution.

For others, suspicion and mis-
trust of how the money would
be administered overrode the
political significance of having

- an established strike fund as we
come into a period of intensive
attacks on the NHS’ by the
Tories.

This uncoordinated approach
continued throughout the con-
ference and effectively blocked
any real left strategy during
many of the debates. Group 81
gained a reputation and a follow-
ing at last year’s conference.
This year it was subjected to a
growing threatby sectarian and -

propagandistpositions.
The pay debate was particu-larly important. However,

instead of having a clear call to

London teac
ON Wednesday June 22at least
1,000 Inner London teachers are
taking strike actionagainst com-
pulsory transfer. By Friday 17th
at least 30 schools had definitely
decided to strike, and others hav
have decided to send delega-
tions to the march to County
Hall.

Moreschools are expected to
take decisions on Monday.

This is the second one-day
strike this summer against the

Ghatquanenan ieusanna.

,
(ILTA).

against com
ILEA’s policy on transferring
teachers from one school to
another. Some schools are
beingtold to lose 15-20 teachers
becausetheyare ‘‘overstaffed’’.
This strike is even bigger than
last summer’s strike on the
same issue, and reflects the
anger of Londonteachers.

Compulsory transfer has
long been a focal issue in the
NUT Inner London Division

The left achieved a

‘
Demonstration :

and lobby of the
: District Health
Authority:Tues-
day June 30,

14.15, Industrial
y Therapy Unit,
Springfield Hos-.
pital, Burnt-
wood Lane, SW3
(Tooting Bec

fm

tube) 

a

support a resolution calling for
a flat rate increase of at least
£20 per week for all NHSstaff,
the leftwas split.

The resolution which was
passed wasastraight Militant
demand for a minimum weekly
wage of two-thirds the national
average. Thisformula has time
and time a; been shown to
be unworkable and meaningless
and the fact thatthe NEC could
recommend its acceptance
should have beena warning.

However,frustration withthis
year’s two-year - settlement
meant another defeat for the
right wing officials when they
argued that mandating them to
negotiate only one year settle-
ments would ‘‘tie our hands’’.
The debate coincided with the
distribution of an NEC state-
ment demanding a reopening of
pay talks on the 83/84 settle-
ment.

ThePresidenttried his best to
pronounce the resolution lost
but was forced to call a card
vote, and the resolution was

.
carriedby 300 votes.

Resolutions on privatisation
were composited to produce a
hard hitting callfor a real fight.
Williams pulled the new rule
changeoutof his hat and argued
that it was out of order. The
debate could possibly have been

‘won, but mindful of previous
defeats the President limited
the contributions and cut short
the speakers.

Williams, anxious to develop
and promote his own style of
leadership, spent thefirst day or

ers strike bac
ulsory transfers
historic clean sweep at this
year’s election for ILTAofficers
on a clear platform against
compulsory transfer, and the
intimately related issue of job
loss.Robert Richardson, ILTA
general secretary for 17 years (a
headmaster: of course!) was
finally unseated. Under his
leadership the NUT agreed to
the ILEA’s policy of transfer:
in 1976 there were 24,000
teachers in ILEA schools —

today thereare about 21,000.
Furthermore, he was pre-

pared to give ground on lunch.
hours and a code of conduct
which wouldincludeafter-school
duties during the London Con-
tract negotiations (now aban-
doned, since the ILEA officers
realised that the union’s new
London leadership would not
compromise on the 1968 schoolmeals agreement).

Richardson remains on the
NUT National Executive and
chairs the Action Committee.
Since the introduction of Rule 8
local branches have lost their
autonomy to take industrial
action. In the past two years
Lambethand Southwarkbranch
officers have been suspended
from union membership for
organising strike action without
the approval of the Action Com- ~

mittee.
When

_
over

struck last summer against
transfer, without Action Com-
mittee approval, the ILEA drew
back from some transfers — but

500 teachers
.
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so getting the feel of the confer-
ence. He talked about the need
to re-establish trust, his desire
to defendthemembership.

' But the cliche-ridden facade
crumbled quickly and perma-nently during the last few days.
His speeches during the TUC
and Labour Party sections were
full of empty claims of desire
for unity and strength in fight-
ing the Tories. He said that it
was timeto ‘‘unite together”’ to
“end the left attackingthe right
andtheright attackingtheleft’’.

.

But when he had the oppor-
tunity to do just thatby support-
ing a resolutionfrom Hackneyto
stop the expulsions and support
the Greenwich amendment at
Labour Party conference, he
showed his real witch-hunting
intent. .

Following vicious speeches
attacking the left as ‘‘maggots,
flies and leeches who should
be excised soon’’, Williams
proclaimed ‘that there is. no
witch-hunt.

It was an amazing display of
the true Williams — a right
wing, empire-building witch-
hunter whois determined to get
rid of anyone who opposes him.
He refused to allow Michael
Meacher, a COHSE-sponsored
MP, to address theConference.

With such clear notice of the
fight ahead, the left must now
consolidate and build a fighting
cohesive alternative.

The week was marred by the
political insensitivity of the
SWPwhoproduced a leaflet on
the first day containing a scath-
ing ‘obituary’of Spanswick.

two Southwark branch officers,
Amanda Leon and Gil Lowen-
stein were expelled from the
NUT!

This' summer’s strike has
again failed to win the approval
of the Action Committee (sic).
The National Executive are.
determined to marginalise the
left officers of ILTA by not
supporting their campaign to
save jobs in Inner London. Had
the action been ‘‘official’’, then
the action would have been
totallysolid.

Despite what happened last
year, NUT members in London
have shown their determination —

to fight on.
Although Frances Morrell

has replaced Bryn Davies as
Leader of ILEA,there has been
no changeof policy on transfer.
AlthoughtheILEAhas launched
its Equal Opportunities
other programmes in defiance
of the Tory government’s
threatsto dismantle it, the NUT
had to remind Ms Morrell
that it is precisely women
and black teachers whoare the
first to be transferred from
pillar to post, as they are
predominantly stuck on- the
lowest scales and on the least.
secure contracts.

.

The. ILEA’s reasonsfor trans-
fer seem rational: they want to
ensure that all schools have
their fair share of all resources,
which includes staffing. The
new ILTA General Secretary
Richard Reisser has dubbedthis
as “‘East European-style

and_

SIYYWHNHOF COSCocococcoeosevoceeseFighting  
who hasHALIMAT Babamba,

® been fighting for the last 11
months to. remain in Britain,

@ heard on June 6 that the Home
-

_
@ Office has finallyagreed to let her

This clearedtheway for a full-
scale attack on all the left in a
special debate abouttheleaflet. -

Clearly the SWP preferred to ©

divert the attack from issues to
personalities in an attempt to
salvage some attention. ~

Militant supporters spent the
week using the machinery and
conference floor for pure propa-ganda purposes. They closed
ranks and went on the defensive
when challenged. Rather than
fight for policies which will
advance the offensive against
the leadership and unite activ-
ists to build an_ alternative
Militantare concernedonly with
buildingtheMilitanttendency.

But despite the problems and
set back there were strong
advances. More delegates than
ever before are activists andaccountabletotheirbranches.

Standingorders committee for
the first time was not under the
control of the officials or the
right wing. The steady pressure
for democracy in the union,
begunby Group81, paid off.

_Having fought for two years to
force the NEC to implement a
1981 resolution for COHSE to
affiliateto the National Abortion
Campaign, we finally won. It
was a victory for women and for
democracy/

This year’s COHSE confer~
ence did not have a large num-
berof significant political vic-
tories, but the union is not the
sameas it was three years ago.Democracyis breaking in — the
right wingrule is being strongly
challenged.

 
planning.”’

Teachers are not like photo-
copiers, to be shunted around.
The quality of education for
school students depends not just
on staff numbers, but on their
stabilityand morale.

Fifteen years ago, London
schools were in turmoil because
of massive staff turnover. Fall-~
ing rolls and the contraction of
theservice have greatly reduced
teachers’ movement from job to
job. Paradoxically this has
improved educational standards
and reduced class sizes. Now the
ILEA, like all

.
educational

authorities,are sheddingstaff,
and once again upsetting the
kids’ education.

The union have lobbied the
ILEA with a clear message:
we will fight alongside you
against the Tories, but stop
attackingus!

The fight in London will be
a key test for the Socialist
Teachers Alliance, the major
left grouping in the NUT since
thedemise of the SWP-led Rank
and File Teacher group. The
STAwillbe fighting for national

-union backing for all-out strikes
in schools affected by trans-
fer as well as furtherall-!London

‘one daystrikes.
It will also continue to lobby

the ILEA Labour Group. All
Labour Party members in Lon-
don can support this action by
putting pressure on their ILEA
memberto change their policy: -

Fight the Tories, not the
teachers!
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Halimat has lived and worked
in’ Leeds since 1980 when she
came here with her husband from
Nigeria. Hakeem,her eldest son, is
now four years odl: Mustapha,
15 months, was born here.
Halimat has made her home here
and knew: that if she was forced
to go back to Nigeria, her
husband would get custody of the
children. and she would be separ-
ated from them.

Halimat says: “I feel so happy
and relieved. I’ve always believed
that my home is here and my
children’s home is here. And }
want to say thanks for everyone
who fought for me and supported
me. Thanks to you all — Vn‘m very
grateful.”

SUPPORTERS of Parveen Khan
will be picketing at 5 Lower Bel-
grave Street, near Victoria Station
in London from 9.45 am on June
29 when her appeal! against refusal
of welfare benefit is heard.

The DHSS have_refused
Parveen both Supplementary
Benefit and Child Benefit — on
the grounds that the Home Office
say sheis an illegat immigrant.

Parveen came to this country
in 1979 to marry Shaukat Khan.
They: did marry and have two

‘children — Imran and Irfan. In
November 1981 the Home Office
said that Shaukat had come here
illegallyas a young boy. They said
that this in itself made Parveen an
illegal immigrant ‘by deception’
even though she deceived no-one
and ‘told no fies. Shaukat then
went into hiding leaving Parveen
and thechildren.

A defence campaign was set
up to help Parveen. On two
occasions (November, 1981 and
February 1982) this prevented
the Home Office from removing
them. Since ethen, however, the
Home Office have neither depor-
ted her nor regularised her stay.
Sheis liying in a vacuum,

Manjit Kauris in almost iden-
tical circumstances. Support for
the two womenandtheirchildren
is being organised by the Khan
and Kaur Families Defence Cam-
paign, c/o 593 Stockport Road,
Longsight, Manchester 12.
 

VIJI KUMAR,a Malaysian teach-
er, is the latest victim of Britain's
racist immigration laws.

Viji, who teaches at Stoke on
Trent sixth form college, faces
deportation on June 30 when his
work permit runs out. Yet Viji.
an engineering graduate, has
worked and lived in Britain for
seven years.

He. has done nothing wrong.
He has his home, his friends, his
workandhisgirlfriendhere.

For 18 months until February
1981, he worked at the Serck
engineering firm in Birmingham.
and he was a member of TASS.
His work permit covered him
until October 1981. ©.

But in September 1981, after
a few months on the dole, he
took up a postgraduate certificate
of education course at Keele Uni-
versity. He was granted a student
visa for the period of this course.
until October 1982.

Viji then got his teaching job.
but when he turned up for the
first day the head told him he
could not teach because the
Department of Employment had
written saying they would no:
grant a. work permit. The same
day, Staffordshire County Cour

ted the DE, who then reversed
their decision and granted a work
permit until June 30 1983.

Readers can help by wntn:
protest. letters to Immigration.
The HomeOffice, Lunar Hoi
Croydon. Contact: Viji Ku
Defence Campaign. 10 Buccs:
Court. Bromley St. C2orkis:
Stoke on Trent.
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Lesbiansand gays are no longer willingto put up with discrimination — or patronising ‘toleration’PROUD TO
THIS year’s Lesbian and
Gay Pride week — which
commemorates the Stone-
wall Riots of June 1969,
when: gays in a gay bar in
New York fought back ag-
ainst'a police raid — takes
place with massive threats
loomingto the limited free-
doms lesbiansand gay men.
have.won.

The re-election. of the Tory
government meansthatthe Pol-
ice and Criminal Evidence -Bill
willbe reintroduced soon with

by Will Adams

decency”’ (so for us to show af-
fection in public becomes an
arrestable offence); police will
have legal powers to carry out
intimate body searches onpeop-
le they’ve arrested (which will
be used to check for evidence of
buggery and to harass and de-
grade gay people}; and the pow-
wers police will have to search
the records of gay advice agen-
cies will mean that gay people
turning to these agencies could

and the courts will continue to
proclaim that lesbians and gay
men are unfit to bring’ up
children.

Cuts’in the NHS wili mean
we'll have to fight for the funds
that are desperately needed for
research into the causes of
AIDS.

Defending and extending our
freedom to choose our sexual-
ity must be the immediate goal
for gay people. To do this we
need to organise.

But organising on our own,
though important, is not en-
ough. We’re not likely to defeat

 
  Roach family

fight on—
On June20 an inquest found
that the death of ColinRoach:
was suicide. The Roach Fam-
ily Support Committee
immediatelyput out the foll-
owing ‘statement, declaring
that its campaign for an inde-
pendent public inquiry would
continue.

The case fora public inquiry
into the deathof Colin Roach
remains undiminished by the
illogical and nonsensical ver-

dict of suicide at Clerkenwell
County Court
[June 20}.

People who think otherwise
simply do not: understand the
case. Colin. Roach died in myster-
ious, still unexplained, circum-
stances, in Stoke Newington pol-
ice station on January 12 1983.
The basic fact that this todk place
in Stoke Newington police station
represents the context in which
we will continue to campaign for
an independent public inquiry.

No-one who was aware ofthe
violence and monstrosities which
have taken place over the years in
Stoke Newington police station
will be satisfied that they know
the true circumstances until there

-

is an independent public inquiry.
Weshould notforget that in 1971
Aseta Simms died mysteriously. as
a result of injuries which emanat-
ed from within Stoke Newington
police station. Her death to this

yesterday.
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temains. unexplained. Dr
Douglas Chambers was the coron-
er in ‘that inquest {as in the in-
quest on Colin Roach].

In 1978 Michael Ferreira died
at Stoke Newingtonpolice station
following his being taken there
after being stabbed by two Nat-
ional Front people, and the police
failed to.act responsibly, prefer-
ring to question his friends rather
than contact an ambulance.

Weare all aware of the outrag-
-eous violence meted out to Mr
and Mrs White, who were awarded
£51,000 exemplary damages ag-
ainst Stoke Newington police in
1982, and the brutality perpetrat-
ed against Mrs Knight and her
family when the police had the
callous audacity to charge her
with assaulting the police. Mrs
Knight and her daughter were
acquitted on all charges, and are
now taking out a civil action
against members of Stoke New-

. ington police.
This is the general context of

violence and; in our view, racism,
within which Colin Roach’s death
took place. Given the number of
unanswered-questions which re-

main, the discrepancies which ex-

ist, and the differing and contra-
dictory accounts given by the

! police as to what happened on-
January 12, there is absolutely
no way that we or anyone can be
satisfied with the outcomeof the
inquest.

At the inquest no. evidence
whatsoever .was presented to
allow anyone to say anything of
a definitive nature. In his sum-

ming up the coroner biased the
jury. blatantly and outrageously.

Still the questions remain.
There is no positive evidence of
any kind whatsoever to say what
happened to Colin Roach. The
coroner admits that.no-oneknows
what happened to Colin Roach
after he entered the police
station.
Roach Family Support
Committee: SO Rectory Rd,
London N16. -

 

Greenings
THE STRIKEby 400 workers at
Greenings in Warrington is now in
its 13th week, The employers
have sacked them, but thestrike
~ to stop the company making 89
redundant, imposingacutin holi-
days, and withdrawing trade
union facilities— is still solid.

200 turned out on June 6 to
a mass picket on the gates when -

the companyoffered to ‘reinstate’

‘ : :
find themselves on police the Tories by ourselves. We any worker who would scab.

virtual certainty of being records. need to join with other move-
The workers are now convinc-

passed.
—

Co, The ideological assault of the mentsthatare fightingback. ed, having listened to what man-

The: Bill contains provisions Tories, based on rigid nuclear If we are to succeed in stop- agementitself says, that the com-

which are a special threatto gay
people: police will be able to
arrest people to prevent them
causing an ‘‘affront to public

 ashing
  
   
 
  
  

familynorms, leaveslittle room
for lesbiansand gay men.In this
climate victimisations of gay
workers are likely to increase,

it of free enterprise is not dead.
_

During World War 2 the US-
based multinational 1TT did very
good business with the Pentagon
while its German operations were
simultaneously enjoying excellent
profitable relations with the Nazi
regime. ITT-made military equip-
ment for both sides.

In 1944-5, as the Nazis went
down to defeat, ITT boss Sos-
thenes Behn appeared in Europe
as a colonel in the US Army,and
busily set about getting ITT into
shape for post-war business. Other
ITT officials appeared in high-
rank uniforms; they got ITT fac-
tories in the Russian Zone dis-
mantled and moved to the US
Zone, and were quickly coining
profits again.

ping the Tories, thenwe have to
raise our demands in the Lab-
our Party and trade unions, and
make sure they’re committed to
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re : « IT'S GOODto knowthatthe spir- the 1960s, when ITT finally won

compensation money from the
US governmentfor war damage to
its factories in Germany — includ-
ing factorieswhich had been makc-
ing bomberplanes for theGerman
air force.

The operations of the Falk-
land Islands Company during the
Falklands war were smaller-scale,
but noless ingenious.

When the Argentines occupied
the FIC sold them wool at a 40%
mark-up on its usual price. They
even sold wool thatdidn’t belong
to them atall.

Then the Argentines were
driven off the islands. Resourceful
as ever, the FIC picked up the
abandoned wool — and shippedit
to Britain to sell it again!

Now the FIC is making mil-

gay rights and don’t ditch these
commitments on the grounds
that they’re ‘unpopular’ or‘will
lose us votes’.

Join the parades for Lesbian
and Gay Pride week — andjoin
the Labour Party and.the Lab-
our Campaign for Gay Rights,
and fight to make sure we can go
on beingproudof our sexuality.

 pany know they, are beaten ‘and
that.their main object now is to
stop the trade unionists from ap-
pearing to have gained the vic-
tory. Arthur Conheny told us.
“This disgusting attitude. shows
the shallowness of local manage-
ment when people’s jobs are at
stake”. .

The company now threatens
closure. But the strikers dismiss
this as a “hollow threat”and pro-
mise masspickets if they try it. -

Donations to. N.Greening
JSSC Fund, c/o Len Blood (Trea-
surer), 26 St John St, Newton-le-
Willows,Merseyside.

¥FUND
The £1,000 target set for the June fund is fading away.
£137.55 this week doesn’t make up for’dropping behindearl-
ier in the month.

 
1 The Junefund stands at £572.05:There’s a week to go, and i

© Lesbian Strength Parade. Sat- i £427.95 to raise. Send donations to: 214 Sickert Court, i
urdayJune 25, assemble, 1-90, London N1 2SY - -

,
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:Olddonange en me ' _..
Thanks thisweek to:Sheffield SO supporters, for collecting

Lesbian and Gay Pride Mixed £5 at their ‘After the Election’ meeting, for raising £8.55 ona &f
Parade: Saturday July 2, 1.30 how manyvotes will the RCP win in Sheffield Central’ sweep, ff
from Speakers’|Comer, Hyde and to Rob Dawber,£5, Merseyside SO, £21; Cheung Siu Ming Jj

‘2 arade, .
: . °aUU, Malet St: meetings, £50; Brian Elkington, £20; Pete Radcliff and Penny Barnett, §j

workshops, stalls, women-only £14: and readers in Bath,who sent £14 with theirsubscription J
floor, plays, music, bars, swim- | renewal. ‘

:
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lions by high charges to the Brit-
ish occupying forces for the use
pf companypremisesas billets.

The finishing touch came in 
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