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THE decision of the NUR
conference to support unilat-
eral nuclear disarmament and
to affiliate to CND, means
that almost every major
union in Britain (with the
exception of the AUEW,
EETPU and APEX) is now
against the Bomb.

In particular, every trans-
port union is now unilateral-
ist.

we
But conference resolutions

are one thing — real action
quite another. For instance,
following the NUR confer-
ence decision, general secre-
tary Jimmy Knapp wasinsist-
ing to reporters that this
would not commit the union
to blacking the transport of
nuclear weaponsorsupplies.

Already, vital equipment
for the Cruise missile base has
been installed at Greenham
Common. Protestors’ outside
the base say a large transport
plane landed there recently.

Action
Missile launchers are

expected to arrive any day
now and Cruise missilés are
due before the end of the
year.

The kind of action that
could stop the Tories’ nuclear
war plans is being demon-
strated most dramatically by
rank and file members of the
National Union of Seamen.

They are refusing to take
the “Atlantic Fisher” out of
Barrow to. collect

—
nuclear

waste from Sharpness for
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7
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dumping at sea, 500 miles
off Lands End. The NUS
leadership is
action and has sent a circular
to all branches advising them
not to sail in vessels being
used for dumping.

And the TGWU executive
has sent out a telex instruct-
ing members to black the
movement of nuclear waste
(almost all of which comes
from weapons).

Other promising develop-
ments recently include
announcements from both

backing the

“THE world can’t go onasit
is without some fool or some
maniac or some accidenttrig-
gering the kind of warthat is
the end of the line forall of

9Oe

By Jim
Denham

NUPE and the FBU (Fire
Brigades Union) that, they
will boycott the government’s
schemes for dealing with the
aftermathof nuclear war.

FBU General -Secretary
Ken Cameron — backing up
the union’s recent conference
decision for non-cooperation

— Ronald Reagan

with civil defence exercises —

commented, “we see it very
much as a matter of there
beingnolifeafter death.”

Similarly, NUPE is
advising ambulance staff to
boycott exercises like that
proposed by Wessex Health
Authority (on instructions
from the DHSS) to “prepare
plans for survivors” of a
nuclear war.

NUPE national officer
Roger Poole said they would
not be party to the “deceit”
of pretending that a nuclear
war could be survived.

mG:
At its conference earlier

this month, NALGO took a
similar position, voting to
support members who refuse
to cooperate with

-
civil

defence regulations.
The vital task now is to

build on action like thesea-
farers’, and translate all the
excellent unilateralist resolu-
tions and speeches at union
conferences into rank and file
action.

The best-way to stop the
bomb once and for all is for
transport workers to refuse to
move equipment or supplies,
for building workers to black
the installations, for public
sector workers to boycottall
“civil defence” exercises, and
for workers like the seafarers
to refuse to carry away the
deadly waste!

Blockade of Greenham Common USAFbasestarts 6am MondayJuly
4, and continuesuntil6am Saturday July 9. Womenonly.On arrival
please go to theOrange Gate. Moredetails: 01-251 3133.

   
 

Page 2... GAY RIGHTS
This Saturday (1.30 at

Speakers’ Corner)is the
Lesbian and Gay Pride
march. Stephen Spurdon
reports on the Labour Cam-
paign for Gay Rights.
Pages 8-9... YOUTH
TRAININGSCHEME

First of two features on
theTories’ plans.
Page14 ...

TGWU BDC
Starts July 4. Alan

Thornett looks at the
agenda.
Page 4... WHY LABOUR
LOST: Our coverage on the
election defeat:continues
withcomments from Reg
Race, Peter Tatchell, and
JonathanHammond.
Pages 6-7... CHILEAND
BOLIVIA

Reports by Santiago
Fortin and Harry Sloan.
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See
Time to break
the cartel

THE right wing, the soft left and the union barons lost us the
election. Must we now let them shanghai the leadership of the Party?

They had the leadership. stakes fixed from day one. Now they
reckon it’s all sewn _up. That everything is cut and dried. That the
rank and file of the Party and the unions have been carved out of the
game. That discussion on their electoral fiasco has been stifled.

We wonthe right to participate in the election of the Party leader
two years ago. Now they think they can organise a PLP-union bosses
cartel to stop us exercising it.

Don’t let them get away with it!
Why should the rank and file accept that it has to be either

Hattersley or Kinnock? Or Kinnock and Hattersley? Because the
wielders of the Big Vote have spoken? Spoken brutally out of turn,
before anyone else had a chance to speak and in order to stop the
Party speaking. -

oo :

The big problem with the labour. movement is that ‘these
characters have had. too much to say and too much control for too
long. The rank and file of the Party and of the unions mustinsist on
having their say.

What serious claim can Neil Kinnock have, to lead the Labour
Party? Theclaim of a career-consciousleft trimmer who showed what
he was made of when the left was on the offensive to win the Deputy
Leadership for Tony Benn. He sabotaged our campaign.

.The claim of a man whojoined the purgers and witch .burners
when they divided the Party on the eve of the election: he voted to
expel the Editorial Board of Militant. : ‘

The claim of a man who was Michael Foot's personal deputy and
heir apparentin the disastrous election campaign.

The claims of.a specialist in soothingblather and phrase making,
a maker of verbal bridges between incompatible political positions at ~

a time when the movement desperately needs seriousness, frankness,
and an honest attemptto sort its ideas out.

And Hattersley? The one thing in Hattersley’s favour is thathe
stayed with the labour movement when his pink Tory, friends ran
away to form the SDP.Heis as politically bankrupt as Labour’s dis-
credited old right: wing is— and you can’t getmore bankrupt than
thateven in Margaret Thatcher's Britain.

Shore is a right-winger who once gained some. credibilitywith
sections of the anti-Common Market left because he is .a narrow-
minded English nationalist.The good newsis that he now seems to
havelostit. os

If a Kinnock-Hattersley leadership is the ‘‘dream ticket’’, fots of
people have undernourished imaginations as well as insensitive
stomachs. In fact, it is the Cartel Ticket of the muscle-bound if not
moribund monopolist power-brokers,of the labour movement. :

Tribune has called it by its right name:it is the ‘nightmareticket’.
Their dream; the nightmare of those who wantto reshape the Labour
Party into a Party capable of defending the working class and fighting
for socialism. eo.

The worst thing that can happen right now would be for the
Labour Party rank and file, depressed by the election defeat, to let
the union barons and the PLP foist this nightmare ticket on -us
withouta fight. . >Eric Heffer’s candidacy offers the left a chance to try to break
openthecartel andto rally the Party.

Even if we should fail, for now, to defeat the cartel, a vigorous
campaign for and by Heffer would prepare the rank andfilefor the
battles of the future when the nightmare side of the ‘‘dream ticket’
comesto the fore, as it will.

Heffer is a man of the serious left though Socialist Organiser
would have differences with him. In-the mid-seventies he resigned
from the Wilson government on what was for him a matter of
principle. He is the one candidate for leader to oppose and-condemn. ©

the plans of the witch burners.
.Theserious left must now organise around Heffer’s campaign.

We need a new version of the Rank and File MobilisingCommittee
— the left coalition which spearheaded Benn’‘s deputy leadership cam-
paign. What we did then we can doagain. A newseries of massrallies
up and down the country would do wonders for the morale of the
movementandtheleft.

Eric Heffer should make up his mind nowto take the fight to the
rank andfileand to campaign.

Tony Benn should comeoutclearly for Heffer and help organise
thecampaign. .

We musttakethe fight into the unions, most of whose leaders do
not plan to consult the rank and fileon the issue. The barons have to
be challenged there. if the labour movement is ever to change for the
better. :

.

Michael Meacher must be supported for deputy leader. But for the

    
left to focus now on the mere deputy leadership would be
ridiculously unambitious! .

of
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To join oraffiliate,write to Chris Richardson, 21

§ Devonshire Promenade, Lenton, Nottingham NG7
# 2DS.£5 for individuals, or for affiliated organisa-Bf tions, per 1000 members.£2 for low-wagedsindivi-§ duals. £1 for unwaged. Add 50pif you want the8 special issue of Gay Socialist.
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Coming
IT’s seconds -out for Tebbit
3. The latest and most lavish
extravaganza from the Saatchi
and Saatchi stable-is the most
important of the Tory projects
unveiled in the Queen’s Speech
last Wednesday,22nd. ~

This bruising, blockbusting
sequel to the 1980 and 1982
EmploymentAct will:

Open your union to actions
for damages unless ‘you.have
voted in a secret postal ballot
beforeyou go onstrike.

WIf thestrike is (as themajor-
ity are) initially unofficial,
open your union to damages
unless it either holds a secret
postal ballot or disowns the
stoppage — in which case you
yourself can be hauled before
thecourts.

As thefirst.stepto imposing ~

secret postal ballots on all union
elections from shop steward
upwards, impose them for the
election of union executives and
for the five-yearly election of”
union presidents and general
secretaries.

M Most probably force every
union to hold a secret postal
ballot to see if its memberswish
to continue with a political fund
and affiliation to the Labour
Party — an exercise to be
repeated every ten years.MPossibly change the exist-
ing rules so that political levy
payers willhaveto optin,not, as
now,opt out.

.

Last week as he splashed out
£261,000 on a party for 54 closed
shop victims, the Saloon Bar
stallion who slugs with all the
animal ferocity of the great
Roberto Duran expressed his
contempt for Congress House.

But the punchy, paunchy
heavyweights leaving the plush
Great Russell Street gym talked
a good fight: Basnett stated

Murray

  

 
Ree

Basnett

By John Mcliroy
“We must take steps as indiv-
idual unions and the TUC to
defend our organisation, our.
rights and our finances against
the legalistic attack.’’ Ken
Cameron commented: ‘‘we will
not accept restrictions on the
right to strike. We will continue
to use our own procedures to
decide howtoact.”’

Geoffrey Drain asserted:
“This persistence in interfering
in the internal affairs of unions
will continue to be rigorously
resisted.’’ -

The resistance coming from
the Board of Control looks
laughable from the smail halls.
When TGWU membersvoted to
blackAtlanticYarns, a customer
of Aire ValleyYarns,to help the
workers on strike there, the
directors took out an injunction
under Tebbit2 against the local

TGWUofficial Peter Booth. He
agreed to accepttheorder.

TGWU policy is to fight
Tebbit but: when he clambers
through the ropes, they take a
dive.

in Liverpool, the threat of an
injunctionunderTebbit2 led the
full time officials to back-pedal
on picketing. :

AtAdmin Litho in North East
London, NGA members have
been on strike for three months
because the bosses won’t give
them a closed shop, insisting
theyballot under the provisions
of Tebbit2 — provisions that it
is specific TUCpolicyto boycott.

The membersof Admin Litho
are supporting the TUC. The
TUCare doing precisely nothing

“to support them.
Verbal resistance is coming

In theLady at Lord John strike
/

 soon:Tebbit3
from the top. They are doing
nothing to even publicise, let
alone generalise the action that
is taking placeat the grassroots.

Instead Murray and Co spend
theirtime talking on joint bodies
with the Tories — and getting
results like Tebbitsimply quash-
ing the miserable £1.45 increase
proposed for YTStrainees.

And blamingthemembers!
The Observerreports over the

election: ‘‘Congress House is
angry with the trade union rank
and file

.. . Murray says that
thisis notthefirst time the TUC
General Councilhas given a lead

|to trade union memberswho-are
lagging behind...”’

These remarkswillbe greeted
by workers actually struggling:
against this government at
British Telecom, Cammell
Lairds, Birkenhead, and at
Greenings, Warrington, with a
grim hilarity _unparallelled
since Brian London’s famous
‘I’m only a prawn in their
game’’ remark.

We must make no mistake.
Tebbit3 is a deadly threatto the
labour movement. But the lead-
ership of that movement is in
no shapefor thebattle.

’ The rank and file musttake
theglovesoff now. .

With a post-election redun-
dancy rush getting under way,
and with 70 pits and 70,000 jobs
up for thechop, we have to
convince the ranks of the neces-
‘sity for a general fight back. We

' must argue urgentlybut patient-
ly in ‘workplaces, stewards’
committees, branches and
Labour Parties, for breaking off

- all talks with the Tories and
. expending all our energies
instead in uniting and extend-
ing industrial actionover thetwo
issues which threaten every
singleworkerin Britain today —

job loss and the anti-union
laws.
 FIGHTING FOR GAY RIGHTS
IN THE LABOUR MOVEMENT

LABOUR’ Campaign for Gay
Rights (LCGR)first came to the
attention of the mass of people
in the labour movement through
press coverage given to our
fringe meeting at the Labour
Party’s 1982 Conference.

Before that well-publicised
event LCGR had a rather low
profile in the labour movement.
The reason for this is that, as
a campaigning group we only
reallystarted in 1981.
"It was during that year that
the existing gay group in the
Labour Party decided at its
AGMto become a more broadly
based campaigning group
within the labour movement,
instead of concentrating on
winning the support of .the

.Parliamentary Labour Party in
the hope that we might ‘catch a
few crumbsfrom the rich man’s
table’. (That is how it was
describedto me).

To a certain extent, I believe
thatIcan say we have succeeded
in our principal aims, which are
to focus the attention of the
labour movementon discrimina-
tion against lesbians and gay
men and to promote campaigns
aroundour cause.

Our membership is now over
200 and growing, including
individual members as well as
various Labour Party branches.
A Gay YoungSocialists grouphas also been formed and has
reasonable claim to being the
fastest growing gay group in
thecountry. .Indeed, such has been the
reaction tolast autumn’s meet-
ing in Blackpool that we found
some Labour Party branches
have already discussed gayrights without any: prompting
from ‘us.

by Stephen
Spurdon
(Labour Campaign for Gay
Rights)

.

But it has not been allroses.
There have also been some
thorns and a load of dung —

and it hasn’t all come from the
right wing of the Labour Party
and theTradeUnions!

The Militant Tendency, for
instance, has a deplorable
‘line’ on gay rights. Unfor-
tunately,theydon’t only oppose
us with turned backs or ill-
informed argument. Some-
timestheiropposition takes on a
moreuglyform.

At the recent Labour Party
Young Socialists conference at
Bridlington, for instance, we:

were told that GYS members
had to suffer ‘verbal abuse and
threats of violence’. However,
GYS delegates saw this as
some form of progress for, in
previous years, people who have
come out for gay rights have
beenactuallykicked at and spat
upon byotherdelegates at what
is recognised as a Militant-
dominatedevent.

Talking to some ordinary
Militant supporters, however,
we have found that they are
often embarassed at Militant’s
official attitude on gay rights.
Perhaps Militantwill turn out to
be susceptible to grass roots
pressureafter all.

_

Well, either that, or we'll
have to wait for Ted Grant to
garotte himself with a badly
aimed hand movement,as heir-
apparent Peter Taffe is said to
have a slightlymore open mind.

Certainly, at the constituency
level in the Labour Party we

can say that we have growing
and enthusiastic support. And
I suppose the very fact that the
rights of gay men and lesbian

_

women were mentioned in the
Labour Party manifesto is some
form ofsuccess.

However, some people have
chosento include this extremely
limited. paper commitment as
oneof thereasons thatthe mani-
festo failedto appeal to the mass

_of labour voters.
If that is the case then the

Labour Party should take a lead
in educating people on the issue
of sexual politics and not simply
dropit as a “vote loser’. There is
a sizeable gay vote to be won
and it cannot have escaped the
attention of politically-aware
gays thattheLabour Party mani-
festo was the only one to even
méntion. gay rights. What
-happened to the Liberals, you
ask? The SDP,that’swhat!

LCGRis committed to keeping
gay male and lesbian rights to
the forefront of the attention of
the Labour Party, which will of
course include a major campaign
at this year’s conference. We
will also be active in seeking
support at the Trades Union
Congress.

The unions are seen as being
especially important as there
have been a number of cases
where gay men and lesbians
have been sacked simply for
beinggay.

A numberof unions, such as
NALGO and NUPE, have
recognised this and have
adopted gay rights policies.
NALGO, for instance, actually
blackeda companythatsacked a

gay employee: This goes a long
way to helping gay people be-
lieve that they are indeed part
of a union.

But these unions are theex-~
ception rather than the rule.
We in LCGR are committed to
changing this situation and,
indeed, some members have
been instrumental in setting up
gay groups within their ownunions. I, for instance, am
currently attempting to form a
gay group in theNUJ.

I thinkit is significant to note
thatI hadthought about starting
such a group for some time, but
it was only the encouragement
and support of my comradesin
LCGR that enabled me to
actuallytake thestep forward.

This highlights one of LCGR’s
most important functions, that
of acting as a support group for
gays and lesbiansin the labour
movement.

For myself, I can say that my
comrades in’ LCGR havetrans-
formed my commitment to the
cause of socialism from mere
talk into something like action.

’ And for that they will. alwayseens,have mygratitude andlove.

 
National meeting of
Briefing groups

Sunday July 3, 11.30am,
County Hall, London
SE1.

 
 



  
 

THREE weeks after the general election, and the fight
back against the newly triumphant Tories is already
underway.

Engineersin British Telecomare onstrike over privatis-
ation. From July 4 anewblockadewill surround theCruise
missilebase-to-beat Greenham Common.

On July 17 Labourparties, Labour-councillors,and trade
unionists in London will be meeting at a conference called
by SouthwarkLabour group to begin discussion onresist-
ance to new cuts andattackson local government.

Howfastthese struggles will be able to develop and
wipe the smirk off the face of the Parliamentary Victors,
we can’t tell. But for sure there is an urgent need for dis-
cussion and planning in the Labour and trade union ranks
on how to get thelabour movementin shapefor a fight; on
how to break the treacherous: links that sap the move-
ment’s strengthby: tyingit at the top to collaborationwithOe

Coccccccccccccccccocccoeceeos the Tories in ‘tripartite’ bodies; and on policies to guide
Labour’s comeback.

At our EGMlastSunday, 26th, Socialist Organiser deci-
dedto take theinitiativefor a conferenceon ‘How to Fight
theTories’ thisautumn.

Weare inviting labour movementorganisations to join
us in sponsoring the conference, planning it and decidingthedetails.

The cofiference will focus on struggles actually under-
way — against privatisation, against missiles, against
cuts.. We will also need to discuss items like: how to re-
build the Labour Party and organise Labour Party work-
placebranches; womenagainst the Tories; organising the
unemployed and the YTS schemes dueto start in Sep-
tember; rebuilding shop stewards’ organisation; rethink-
ing the ‘AlternativeEconomic Strategy’; and manyothers.

If you want to get moredetails, to sponsor the confer-

Socialist Organiser no.138June 30 1983 Paz: .

~ Labour movementconference
HOW TO FIGHT

September 17 -

University of London
Students Union

ence, or to
©

get a speaker to your‘trade union or LabourParty branchto explain the plans for theconference, write
to Socialist Organiser, 28 Middle Lane, London N8, mark-ing theenvelope ‘September17 conference’.
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AS Wimbledonhysteria reaches
its climax and the echoes of the
World Cupcricketdie away,it is
time to defend competitive
sport.

Defence it needs, both from
the hysterical vapours of the
back pages of the tabloids and
the disfavour it appears to have
fallen into_amongst
circles.

The fact that sport has been
captured by the baddies does
not mean we should give it up
withouta battle.

Its..shameful commercialis-
ation, its rampant sexism, its

sendemic racismare notbuiltinto
competitive games or sport —

but built into the societies in
whichtheyare played.

Take tennis. The

_
sports

pages have been filled’ with
demands for action against
McEnroe — yet McEnroe is
the human embodiment of
sports journalism —

_
spoilt,

loud and self-obsessed. Tennis
-is the perfect game for capital-
ism. Individual effort, short
bursts of activity,broken up by
arguments. Tennis as a game

‘induces a spirit of mean self
pity in those who play it. The
vast sums of money to be won
have stoked the fires that blaze
across Wimbledon’s centre
court every year.Cricket is quite the opposite.
The gutter press is as a result
completely incapable -of under-
standingcricket.

Cricket is nearly the perfect
team game, depending on co-
operation and a degree of organ-

_

isation andcommoneffort. Even
when one player is apparently
making a giant individual con-
tribution to a game he isdependingon thesupport of his

ce eee

radical <

‘as pathetic.

Daily =. MailEXPRESS
FINANCIALTIMES
Thecsaily TelearaphCTATTPatrickSpilling

colleagues.
Cricket has another asset inthat it does not depend on brute

physical strength and there is
no reason other than condition-
ing why men and womencannot
play on equal terms.

Of coursein a society in which
women are taught to scorn
sport thereis every reason.Contrary to popular belief
cricket is also a riveting spec-

‘tator sport once you know what
thehell is going on.

The press can poison anysport. Sport is used as anopiate; bigTVevents dressed upin importance to the level of
politics and designed to keepmillions stuck by their tellies

.

when they should be out build-
ing barricades.

Cricket
The world cup cricket series

just ended showedperfectly the
difference between the real
game and the game as it is
presented in the
press.

The final — at Lords — was
. predestined to be between

England and the West Indies
(the West Indies being the best
team in the tournament and
England going through on the
strengthof theRoyal Family).

‘When India beat England in
thesemi-finalsthepress greeted
the result with dismay and
jeered the EnglandperformanceIt wasn’t. The
Indians who hav®been racially
pigeon-holed as gutsy little
players not good enoughto face
fast bowling, had sent an out-
standing team, with enoughself-confidence to believe they

 Gang 
could win.

Theyprovedtheresult was no
fluke by comprehensively out-

_playing the West Indies in the
final — a team with someof the
greatest cricketers who have
everlived.

The Sunday Times described
the scene as the Indian and
West Indian spectators flooded
onto the pitch to greet their
heroes at the end of the game
and charged towards the MCC
members’enclosure.

It said that some of the
older membersin the MCC were
gazing in horror at the masses
surging towards them andreliv-
ing their worst colonial night-
maresfromyears ago.Maybeoneday the symbolism
willbecomereality.

Socialists have no right to
sneer at sport. Competitive
sport at all levels from compe-
tence upwardsis creative. When
skill and talent is given an edge
of real striving it always. adds a
creative edge. Capitalism does
not add competition to sport. It
dictates that competition must
be based on ownership, money
arid individualheroics.

Wehave nodifficulty in see-
ing this in arts or music, or even
in cerebral gameslikechess.

Why then affect to be
ashamed of the passions that

‘ sport can rouse, the benefits
from playing it, and

_
the

vicarious pleasure from watch-
ingit.

The real issues in sport,
no less than the real issues in
politics are done no service by
the fantasies of the back page
whichpassfor sports coverage.

It’s about time we got behind
our team. Let’s hear it for the
Reds.

 

 Abortion rights
under attack

HAVEYOUnoticedthattheanti
abortionists are on themarch?

Last Saturday about 25,000
women, men andalot of kids,
walked around London carrying
very well-produced (expensive)
placards saying, ‘Adoption not
abortion’.

It is likely that Catholic
schools and churches booked
and paid for the coaches, and
Mother Theresa’s advertised
presence undoubtedly helped to
mobilisethetroops.

But the amountof support ‘the
.

demoattracted is a warning —

SPUCandLife are doing well.
In the past couple of weeks,

fund-raisers have been held,

‘JOIN |
YouthCND (under 21). 

i St, London N4. 
Membership of NationalCN
is £6 (adult),£9 (couple),
£3 (student) and £1 for

i Send to CND,11 Goodwin

there was a full page advert
in Sunday’s Observer, and the
Glasgow SPUC have the author
of ‘Abortion, the Silent Holo-
caust’, an American priest, over

and that one will present an
anti-abortion bill.

But there is another side to
the abortion laws: their imple-
mentation. With the tighten-

ona speaking tour. ing up of abortion administra-
The National Abortion Cam- tion, and with cuts in hospital

paign is picketing these services making it harder to getmeetings. an abortion after 20 weeks or on
social grounds, perhapstheanti-Purpose abortionists don’t need a billat

NAC presumesthatthe cam-
paign is timed to coincide with
the Private Members’ lottery
which takes place thisThursday.
And, given the government’s
majority, it seems quite likely
that the winners will be Tories,

 
  
  
   
 
  
 
 
  
   

all.
In any event the need to pre-

pare and mobilise the labour
movementin defence of abortion
tights has grown with the Tory
election victory.

Contact: NAC, 374 Grays Inn
Rd, London WC1.

Youth

July 2-3, UMIST

bers andto visitors.
Delegates trom YCND
groups: 1 delegate per 4
members.Visitors must
notify YCNDoffice be-

and delegates.

Student Union, Manches-
ter. Open to YCND mem-

ca

conference!
» YouthCND conference:

 

 

fore conference. Registra-|
tion fee £1.50 forvisitors I
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Election

Discussing the lessons of June 9

Wilson’sfailure
started therot —

A GREATdeal of nonsense has
been written about the result of
the general election. Some social-
ists have suggested that it is all
Michael Foot’s fault; other right
wing Labour supporters declare
that the Party will never win
whilst it has a left wing pro-
grammeand manifesto.

Suggestions such as these are
miles wide of the mark. The
truth is that long-term trends
have been undermining the basis
of the Labour vote since 1966:
in that year; when Labour won a
96 seat overall majority in the-
House of Commons, Labour
polled 48% of the popular. vote
and won 363seats.

By 1970, our share of thepoll
was down to 42.9%, with further
falls to 37.2%in February 1974,oe in May 1979, and 28% in
1983This is a record of unparallel-
led disaster. The 1983 election
result is certainly the worst for
Labour since 1918: 50 years of
steady electoral progress. have
been wiped outin a decade.

Serious-minded socialists,
anxious to explain this record,
need to go back to the 1960s
when this process of electoral
decline began. It was the abject
failure of the 1964-70 Wilson
government that first precipi-
tated the decline in working class
support for Labour: in those
years it looked as if the. Party’s
collective leadership were inter-
ested only in government for its
own sake.

That generation of Labour
leaders which included Wilson,
Callaghan, Brown, Jenkins, Foot
and Owen are now thoroughly
and totally discredited.

And because the leadership
has discredited itself by failing to
implement _pro-working__class
policies, and in some cases by
defecting to other parties, it is
not surprising that many people
are confused about. what the
party stands for and mistrustful
of the intentions of its top
people.

There are, however, long term
social trends which have also
undermined the Labour vote.
There has been a decline in the
militancy and combativity of the

.

working class as a whole, due
largely to the impact of mass.
unemployment;and there has also
been a substantial reduction in
the blue collar trade union base as
traditionally highly organised
industries such as printing, coal
mining, the railways and the
docks have contracted.

These factors, probably in
conjunction. with a huge rise: in

Next National Councilmeeting, open to delegates
from CLPs and trade union bodies: Saturday July 248

‘

UiacansTTHEAGAINST THE
. WITCH-HUNT!

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

Party affiliates,and individuals.
Fee. CLPs and unions £10, wards £5, indivi-
duals and otherorganisations £3. Write to-

LAW,11 Wilderton Road, London N16.

By Reg
Race

owner-occupation during the past
decade have fragmented the
Labour vote and eroded the solid-
arity of the working class.

In addition to these critical
factors, the ineffectiveness of the
Party leadership in the general
election campaign itself was
important.

Michael Foot did not express
the Party’s policies clearly enough
on television; and it is certainly
true that the leadership factor
persuaded a very large number of
people not to vote Labour.

James Callaghan’s intervention
on nuclear weapons was also a
devastating blow, coming asit did
after a relatively successful open-
ing to the campaign; its psycho-
logical impact on Labour suppor-
ters cannot be overestimated,
giving as it did the impression to
the electorate that the Party
leadership was again divided and‘
that our policies were yet again
being denigrated in public.

And this was the collective
leadership that boasted of
winning a million votes for
Labour by expelling socialists
from the Party!

The direct appeal of Thatcher
and the values she stood for
obviously had a major impact on
working class voters. The appeal
of populist authoritarianism— the
genteel British version of the
“Fuhrer prinzip” — was enormous
amongst the 25% of the electorate
who now read the Sun newspaper.

That simple Thatcher message
of blaming the blacks, the trade
unions, women and the world
recession, was enormously
successful — and can. only be
countered by a Labour Party that
campaignsfor a clear set of social-
ist values.

What should we do now?
First, socialists must build the
Party — with the objective of
winning a millionnew party mem-
bers in a year.

Second, Labour: must take the
media seriously

.
The drip, drip.

effect of a hostile Fleet. Street on
the attitudes and allegiances of
working class voters can no longer
be ignored. The movementshould
start a development fund to pre-
pare the publication of a national
daily newspaper.

Third, we must win

a
socialist

leadership that will support the
Party’s policies and articulate
them clearly. .

eee
eeeell

12 noon, Camden Town Hall, Judd St. entrance.
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Fourth, we must destroy the ~

illusion that in order to win we
have to jettison our policies,
trim our ideology, and appeal to
moderate opinion. Our task is to
win the argumentfor socialism.

Fifth, we must undermine
the credibility of the SDP as a
major party. This is of critical
electoral importance: for if the
opposition to'the Tories remains
divided, we may be in for more
than a decade of Thatcherite
tule.
z
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-THE COMING period, after
Labour’s biggest election de-
feat since the war, paradoxi-
cally gives us in the Socialist
Organiser Alliance the best
opportunity we have ever had
to win converts in the trade
union and labour movement
to our interpretation of Marx-
ism and Trotskyism as the
surest way forward to social-
ism.

Ken Livingstone and Arthur
Scargill are right to suggest that
the main struggles over the next
few years will be outside Parlia-
ment. According to the Cam-
bridge Econometrics Group, ‘un-
employmentis set to top 4 mil-
lion if the Conservative govern-
ment pursues its existing policies
and to reach 4.3 million by the
end of the decade’ (Tribune,June
24). The same group forecasts
that, by 1986, growth will slow
steadily to about 1.3% a year with
the tailing-off of North Sea Oil
revenues.

If this forecast is correct, then
the crunch will come for the wel-
fare state and the Conservatives’
‘hidden manifesto’ will come into

-play: There will be great opport-
unities for a cohesive Marxist left
wing in both the unions and the
LabourParty.

So, what should be the prior-
ities of a Marxist group like the
Socialist

|
Organiser Alliance.

which seeks to integrate activity
on all the fronts of the class
struggle — economic. political.
ideological. — into a coherent
Strategy?

Onz of our main strengths,
armMims Gul of our commiumentto
ranmum okefTi unit. im action

abour must not only supportstruggles likeGreenham,but initiate them...’

By JonathanHammond
(chair, Socialist Organiser
Alliance)
witerever possible, is our openness
and lack of sectarianism. We have
a great dealof credibility in areas
of the trade unionsandof consti-
tuency Labour Parties where we
are strong because of our hard
work and willingness to work-
with others on. the left while
retaining our distinctive approach.

Weshould,first of all, take the
lead and strive to create Labour
Party workplace branches as a
means of combining trade union
and Labour Party work and rein-
vigorating the basis of the Labour
Party. We should seek to build
new SO groups and develop the
ones wealready have, and, within
this organisational priority, deter-
mine how many people we can
put forward in each area as pro-
spective councillors and parlia-
mentary candidates.

Within thisdeveloping organis-
ational framework, we should
fight for our policies and to call
to account those MPs, councillors
and union leaders whocollaborate
with the Tories. Labour MPs in
particular should be persuaded to
conduct a campaign of parliamen-
tary obstruction.

One of the major debates ‘at
last year’s TUC was over tripart-
ism — whether the trade union
movement should continueto col-
laborate with the Governmentin
bodies like the NEDC.In thelight
of the Tory landslide. this debate
is bound to recur at this year’s
TUC, and we should push this
facet of our policy — the need to
break off collaboration with the
Government — particularly hard_
in the next few months.

 

\

Win workers to Marxism
In the unions, we should fight

for election, and periodic re-elec-
tion,of all officials by methods of
direct, participatory democracy,
not the anti-democratic Tebbit-
favoured postal ballots.

We need to fight to remould
the labour movementto be habit-
able for women and to beorient-
ated towards their needs. On that
basis a mass working-class based
women’s movement can be built,
and a socialist alliance created be-
tween the labour movement and
the women’s movement.

The hold of the media cannot
be overestimated, and any strat-

_egy for bringing about a Labour
government towards the end of
the decade dominated by Marxists
and left social democrats (in the
true historical sense of that
expression) — which remains a
possibility — must take that fact
into account.

 ‘A major
setback’

Peter Tatchell, Bermond-
sey Labour Party

There’s no denyingthatit is a
major setback for the Labour
Party.

In looking at the reasons for
the defeat, there are many,
many factors which you have to
bear in mind. But overall, from
the Labour Party conference in
octrober 1981 when Benn was
defeated for the deputy leader-
ship and the Right made its
first gains on the National
Executive Committee, onwards,
there has been an unrelenting
right-wing offensive against the
Left to try to reverse changes in
the party both at policy and con-
stitutional level.

Thedivisivenessof thatwitch-
hunt has undermined our elec-
toral support.

The overriding lesson of this
‘election, as with the-Bermond-
sey by-election, is that you
cannot conduct witch-hunts and
expect to win elections.

- The anti-Tory vote held up
well. The trouble is that for too
long the Labour Party has relied
on an anti-Tory vote to get it into
powerand now there’s anotheranti-Tory party, the Alliance.
We have suffered because we
have not argued strongly
enoughfor our positive alterna-
tive policies.

It pre-dates the last Labour
government and even the one
before that. The Labour Party
has takenits traditional support
for granted. We are paying the
price for years of neglect.

The Labour Party now has to
not only support struggles like
Greenham Common,butinitiate
them. People are going to
become politically aware
through struggles. In. the
months to come the Labour
Party has got to turn outwards
and become a more campaign-
ing party.

With the new Tory govern-
ment, and an increased major-
ity, the need for action outside
parliament is going to become
greater thanever.

As a start, we must build up
the sales of SO andstart a series
of articles explaining the detailed
components of our programme,
Where We Stand. We should
recognise that some parts of our
programme are more easily
achievable in a shorter time span
than others, and formulate a
strategy for implementing the

,

programmeaccordingly. :

‘In conclusion, the old slogan,
‘educate, agitate, organise’ still
has validity. If we can organise a
cohesive Marxist left wing in the
labour movement — both unions
and Labour Party — by recruiting
members and fighting for our
ideas on the shop floor andin the
Labour Party branches, we can
build up a base in the rank and
file that can have a major influen-
ce on a Labour government and
its trade union allies in the late
1980s

 

 

  Get out of that
armchair and into

the country!
Labour Party Young Socialists summer
camp 1983: July 30 to August 6. All
Young Socialists should come: a week
of YS workshops,Class Fighter meet-
ings, and very much more debate than
there is at YS conference.

Contact Class Fighter, 13 Buxton
Road, London N19 for details and
transport. Bring sleeping bags and tents.

 
 

  



 

   
 
 
 
 
  

Turningfine
words into
‘“‘THE time is now overdue for
COHSEto be’ seen as a trade,
union forming policy as a result

* of more women members from
branches involved in the
decision-makingprocess.”’

Fine words from this year’s
COHSE NEC report: but in
reality there is no intention from
either the male dominated NEC
or from the full-timeofficials for
any serious attempt to give
women more sayin theunion.

COHSEhasan ‘‘equal oppor-
tunities committee’’, six out its
eleven members are men. One
of the ‘‘co-opted’’ women cam-
paigns against abortion rights
and is opposed to positive dis-
crimination. ,

The President, also a member
of the equal opportunities com-
mittee, was nearlycensuredthis
year for making sexist com-
ments fromthechair during con-
ference.

/

.
With an equal opportunities

committeelike this it is not sur-
prising thatfew gains have been
made by womenin the union.

COHSEhasover 78% female
membership. Yet this year only
25% of conference'delegates
were womenandthe percentage
hadfallensince last year.

Thereis still only one woman

~ action
Jane Goss
reportson

 
the fight by women

in COHSE
national officer. Having been
appointed as national women’s
officer she then renounced the
title insisting that a women’s
officerwas not necessary! Out of
an NECof 26 membersthereare
onlytwo women.

.There is no shortage of
women activists at branch level,
as ‘was certainly proved during
the 1982 dispute. When it comes
to strikes and picket lines,
womenare in the forefront: but
wresting control from entren-
ched. branch secretaries is
anothermatter. ,

.

Group 81, theBroad Left, held
a very successful meeting this

year on womenin theunion.It is
the first time that the issues of
women’s rights; positive dis-
crimination, childcare arrange-
ments, etc., has been discussed
in an organised way by the
broadleft.

The meeting was chaired by a
young woman who attended
conferencefor thefirst time last
year as a memberof the youth
course.

Thisyear, becauseher branch
took a positive step in deciding
thata woman should attend; she
wasbackasa delegate.

The fringe meeting highlight-
ed quite a few unresolved prob-
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‘Women.have a long way to go in COHSE’
lems commonontheleft. Every-
one at the meeting supported
more involvementby women but
few of the men would have been
prepared to give up their place
as a delegateto proveit.

Absence
The absence of resolutions

calling for steps to be taken to
facilitate more involvement by
women shows that we have a
long wayto go.

However, conference finally.
settled the issue of abortion. It
rejected a paragraph in the NEC
report and “forced the NEC to
carry out the conference decis-
ion of 1981 to affiliate to the
NationalAbortionCampaign.

This marks a major step for-
ward for COHSE both in terms
of democracyin the‘union and in
recognising that women have a
right to choose whether or not
to have a child.

No doubt the anti-abortionists
backed by SPUC and Life will
again attempt to reverse the

decision. But, the left have
shown that we will not give up
fighting for conference resolu-
tions to be implemented and
thatwe can win thatfight.

The fact that the standing
orders committee was willingto
recommend. special time to
debate the affiliation to NAC
wassignificant.

Previously the standing
orders committee had squeezed
it into the smallestpossible time -

_on the last afternoon. This year
with the standing orders com-
mittee not under the control of
the right the situation was dif-
ferent. -

Valuable
That shows that getting

sympathetic people onto com-
mittees, whilst not an end in
itself, can be very valuable in
thefight for democracy.

The union machinery under
the control of delegates and not
the bureaucratsis a very power-
ful weapon for winning on

   
democratic issues.

Also debated this year was
comprehensive resolution ox
childcare.

It called for extension and
improvement in maternity leave
and for negotiations to press fo!
paternity and parental leave
with no discrimination against
part time workers and no
“qualification’’periods.

It also called for COHSE te
affiliate to the National Child-
care Campaign and to support
national and local campaigns
against nursery closures.

It said clearlyin the resolution
that these demands are not to
be bartered away in return for a
few extra pence. We need both
betterpay and better conditions
for workingparents.

Womenhavea long way to go
in COHSE. Weneedastronger
and more powerful voice. The
crisis ‘of leadership affects us
doubly and we need to fight
twice as hard to change the
union.
 

Labour women must not begagged
WE WANT OUR CONFER

Remember the National ~ La-
bour Women’s Conference
planned for this summer in
Cardiff? The one that was
‘postponed’ because of the
General Election.

Well, youll be pleased to hear
that there are those around in

Newissue 10p
plus postagefrom 10b

. Landseer Rd,
London N19
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by Jenny
. Fisher

High Places whoare notafterali
— as_we feared they might —

dreaming up ways to turn that

  
   
 
  
  
 
  
  
 

 

 
 

   
   

‘postponement’ into a cancella-
tion. .

Joyce Gould is lobbying for
the Conference to be,rescheduled
after all, and is suggesting No-
vember.

Tradition
Labour Women’s Conference

is the chance for the Women’s
Sections — the fastest growing
‘sections of the Labour Party — to
get together. Tradition ensures
that this assembly has no teeth:
the business of the Conferenceis
run according to Standing Orders
laid down by the NEC, not the
Women’s organisations; the Con-
ference, unlike the Young Social-
ists and the Socialist Societies,
does not have the powerto elect
its ‘representatives’ to the Nation-
al Executive Committee directly,
and cannot therefore hold them
directly to account; and, though ~

it debates resolutions, it. has no
power to act upon them, or in-
fluence Party Policy, without
the resolutions being ratified
by someother body. .

But as the women’s sections
have been growing, so they have
been using their strength to

This Women’s Section/Council
(etc.) notes that 1,100 women
attended last year’s Women’s
Conference — 600 of them as
delegates. The Women’s Confer-
ence is now a notable political
event in the Party’s Calendar,
comparable in size to the Annual
Conference. It is therefore a
matter of great regret to the wo-

-men of this Party that Women’s
Conference has had to- be post-
poned because of the General
Election.

Furthermore this ... deplores
the marked absence of women
from the national General Elec-
tion Campaign. Women were not
seen on the Party Political Broad-
casts, on the leaflets for pension-
ers, and other publicity material.

changethings.
Along with the battle to elect

the Women’s
NEC, one of the main. campaigns
of Labour Women has been to
secure the right of the Women’s
Conference to submit 5 motions
as of right to Annual Labour
Party Conference. And when you
remember that the Women’s 1982
Conference was the only national
section of the Labour Party to
pass a resolution calling for the
withdrawalof the Task Force sent
to the Falklands/Malvinas, you
can begin to see whythe idea of
these motions appearing on the
agenda of Annual Conference
isn’t so appealing to some in the
Party!

Mock
The Campaignsfor direct elec-

tions and sending of motions in-
cluded motions sent in to 1983
Women’s Conference, calling for
the 1984 Women’s Conference to
proceed with mock ‘elections’ to
the NEC, and a mockballot to see
which 5 motions it would send to
Annual Conference. We need a
full 1983 Women’s Conference to
make sure these get passed, or

 
Little mention was made of the
Party’s progressive policies for
women as workers, mothers and
pensioners.

In the light of the NEC’s
failure to bring the needs and
tights of women to the fore-
front of the campaign, it is now
imperative that women of the
Party be allowed to reconvene
and reassert their central role in
the Party’s organisation and pol-
icy making. We therefore call on
the NEC to commit its officials
to finalise arrangements, which
had almost neared completion,on
the announcementoftheelection
date, and to reconvene the Wo-
men’s Conference well before the
Annual Conferenceof 1983.

Section of the .

.

‘NCE BACK!
even our ‘mock’elections won’t
be heldtill1985!

Ex officio
The strength of rank and file

women’s delegates was shown in
1982, with the election of 5
women to a Conference Arrange-

- ments Committee of 6, who open-ly supported the policies of
Women’s Fightback and WAC,
who had been in the forefront of
organising the fight for these re-
forms. The size of the task they
faced became clear at the first
meeting, where (male!) members
‘of the NEC were produced, with
‘ex officio” voting rights which
left the elected members in a
minority.

So let’s look at Joyce Gould’s
proposals again.

A November
would be safely after Labour Par-

‘ty Annual Conference, making
#3[ReneeSAVE SOUTH

LONDONHOSPITAL!
i :
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Conference

sure there was no chance for
women to-organise, debate matt-
ers coming up there beforehand,
plan lobbying,etc.

The November Conference,
would start from scratch, that is,
women’s sections would have to
go through the whole procedure
of sending off resolutions and
conference delegates’ names
again.

We need a 1983 National La-
bour Women’s Conference, and
we needafull one, and we needit
to be held before Annual Con-
ference. But we. won’t get it
withoutputting thepressure on.

Pass resolutions now (see
WAC model) in your Women’s
Sections, and send them to yourConstituency Labour Party Gen-
eral Committee, or to your Re
gional Women’s Committee, (orboth), either of which can send
them to the National Executive
Committee.
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Demonstration
and lobby of the
District Health
Authority:Thurs-¥_
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Bolivianminers fight
eersfor work

by Santiago
Fortin

SINCE the final collapse in
October 1982 of the military dic-
tatorship established after the
bloody coup of July 1980, Bolivia
has witnessed__acceleratingpolarisationand increased polit-
ical tension that threaten to
escape thecontrol of the govern-
ment of Hernan Siles Zuazo.

Many on the left, both in
Boliviaand abroad, applauded

|the arrival of the Siles regime
not just because it marked a
return to constitutional demo-
cracybut also becausethe inclu-
sion of the pro-Moscow Bolivian
Communist.Party and the
reformist MIR was seen as con-
firming its progressive creden-
tials and ‘anti-imperialist’
character. Nothing could be
further from thetruth.

Within a few months the
UDP administration has intro-
duced measures to keep real
wages downand attack the
people’s living standards in
preparation for a new IMF
package that the regime has
accepted in advance — even
though it says it hopes the
packagewillbe ‘moderate’.

Siles himself was president
Then, he

introduced Bolivia’s first IMF
stabilisation plan, attemptedthrough the use of force and
yellow unions to split the COB
(trade union confederation),
and reconstructed the armed
forces all but destroyed after the
1952 revolution.

He is certainly no militarydictator, but his credentials as
a pro-US politico are unpar-alleled. This fact, allied to con-
cern over the still booming
cocaine trade explains why when
all the other dictatorships in the
region were receiving steady
support from Washington,General Garcia’s in Bolivia was
consistently undermined in the -

knowledge that a ready-made‘democratic alternative’ was

 
waitingin thewings. :

Reagan was noticeably less
pleased when Siles, realising
that he would have to make con-
cessions to the working class,
gavetheministries of labourand
mines to the PCB. This astute
move obliged the party to
enforce government policy on a
militant trade union movement
of which many leaders carried
party cards.

» -. Alliance
With the MIR quickly forsak-

ing the government to forge a
parliamentary alliance with the
Right, towards whichit has been
gravitating .with increasing
speed over the last two years,
the ‘Party of the Proletariat’
found itself exclusively respon-
sible for maintaining ‘industrial
peace . . . with responsibility’
amidst an inflation rate.of over
750% and a debt of nearly $3
billion.

Thecrisis came quicker than —

expected when, early in April,
the bureaucrats of Comibol, the
state mining corporation, struck
for higher wages. The miners’
union, FSTMB, promised sup-
port so long as the employees
included improvementsin:work-
ing and social conditions in the
demands. They refused, and the

The tin mines are central to Bolivia’seconomy

 

strike brought the strategic tin
industry to an abrupthalt.
‘In response the workforce

occupied the. 14 state pits, the
allied processing plants and
foundries, the mining schools
and hospitals (also closed by the
strike), declared=workers’
control, and resumed production
under a board of directors nom-

-inated by the FSTMB.
The PCB wasthrowninto con-

fusion and immediately tried to’
sabotage the operation. One of
its figureheads, the FSTMB
leader Simon Reyes, argued
vehemently against the occupa-
tion as ‘adventurist’. However
production levels were mark-
edly increased. When the
government, fearful of employ-
ing troops but eager to explore
the possibilities of increasing

- pressure on the workers, sent
theminingpoliceinto one camp,they were met by workers
who were. more heavily armed.
The police immediately agreed
to support thetakeover.

Police
At the Comibol offices in La

Paz, police officers saluted
union leaders as they tookover
control. The PCB rank andfile
obliged Reyesto participate.

On the basis of its actual

’ cont

 

rol
control of the country’s single
most important source of
revenue, the FSTMB called on
the regime to concede not just
workerparticipation in manage-
ment but workers’ control, that
is a workermajorityon theboard
of directors withpowersof veto.
This is a demand that stems
directly from the experience of
1952, when the miners achieved
joint management and. were
quicklydeprivedof any control.

This workers’ control is seen
by the rank and file as an
immediate necessity and not a
distant, abstractdemand.

Siles quicklyoffered participa-
tion without powers of veto. The
USwasterrifiedandpiledon the
pressure to kick the PCB out,bring in the troops and put an
endto thenonsense.

Disarray
This Siles cannot do without

destroying the very basis on
which his regime is tolerated.
After two months of stalemate
he has just managedto hold his
ground through extended nego-
tiations. But his government is
now in total disarray, and the
PCB, whoseparticipationorigin-ally identifiedmuch of thework-
ing class with the popular front
regime, is thoroughly discred-
ited.

.

The next dose of IMF medi-
cine is due very soon andis sure
to spur on the popular mobilisa-
‘tion that hitherto has been
remarkably limited by Bolivian
standards, largely as a result of
two years of vicious dictator-

“ship and an average cut of 60%
in livingstandards.

Withoutdoubt theconcern not
to force another military coup
has affected the attitudes of the
union leaders, but the occupa-
tion of Comibolis a vivid indica-
tion that the Bolivian prolet-
ariat is recuperating rapidly —

andin a direction thatcan hardly
please those who rode on its
back simply to regain bourgeois
democracy and ‘civilised’
methodsof exploitation.

 
  

 

Campaigningon Palestine
THE recall First National Con-
ference of the Labour Move-
ment Campaign for Palestine
unanimously approved plans for
developing the campaign’s work.

Workers
Socialist
Review ~
Special issue on the
struggle in the
unions: also con-
tains articles on
workers’ politics
and national libera-
tion. and the Stalin-
ist State ‘unions’

135, London N1 ODD
70p (plus 16p p&p) from WSL, PO Box

After listening- to Palestinian
and Lebanese speakers, a slightly
amended platform was adopted
with an organisational structure
designed to give maximum
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BP November, was

82ee waked out of the conference in

By Andrew Hornung
involvement to branches.

The_ (re-elected) chairperson,
Tony Greenstein, gave an account
of the development of the cam-
paign over the preceding year. It
had been founded in response to
the Israeli invasion of Lebanon:
and the failure of the labour
movement to respondtothis.

Strenuousactivity last summer
had given rise to the Labour Com-
mittee on Palestine. The invasion

~ of LebanonbyIsragl,the heroismi of the Palestinian people in their
struggle, side by side with the
Lebanese national movement,
‘against the Zionists and the
Lebanese right, and finally the
massacres of Sabra and Chatillai created a significant shift in
popular’ sympathy away from
Israel and towards the Palestin-
igns.

The success of the LCP-
sponsored emergency resolution
at Labour Party conference
marked the highpoint of this
mood. ‘

.Within a short time however
the campaign suffered severe sct-
backs.

Its first conference, in
taken over by

followers .of the WRP, marshalled
by Ted Knight and other Labour
Herald supporters. Those who

protest established the Labour
Movement Campaign for Pales-
tine.

.

But if attackscame from with-
in the pro-Palestinian movement,
they also came from outside it.
The Histadrut, the Israeli state
‘trade union’ movementsentdele-
gates to lobby trade union leaders
here to try to turn the tide of
working class sympathy for the
Palestinians.

Attacks from Zionism in the
trade union movement were
accompanied ‘by others in the
women’s movement. And more
recently, the

_
pro-Palestinian

movement has been disorientated
by the struggles within the PLO.

Against thebackground ofthis
much less favourable situation —

compounded by

__
post-electoral

pessimism here — the Labour
Movement Campaign for Pales-
tine agreed to-continue its work
in the trade unions, the Labour
Party and amongst students.

Immediate plans were drawn
up for backing up Labour Move-
ment Campaign for Palestine
supporters in the Transport and
General Workers Union whose

. Biennial Delegate Conference will
soon debate the question of Pales-
tine.

A draft model resolution for
Labour Party conference wasalso
approved.

 THE LANCE corporal told the
court of inquiry how he came to
kill the child: “He had aimedat a
youth who, he believed, was try-
ing to set fire to an armyvehicle.
He shouted a warning, he said,
aimed and fired. When the smoke
cleared he realised he had shot the
wrong person”,

In fact his plastic bullet blew
the back off 11 year old Stephen
McConomy’s head, and he died in
hospital three days later, on April
19 last year. He was the sixth
child in Northern Ireland to be
killedby a plasticbullet.

Last week a jury in Derry deci-
ded that the British Army killed
McConomy “without any justifi-
cation’’. The jury decided that the
soldier had not been in anydanger whenhe fired the ‘baton
round’ at a range of 17 feet. (The
‘recommended sange’, according
to army regulations,is 60 feet).

“Killed without any justifica-
tion”? ‘The summary execution
of an eleven-year old child’would
fit the factsmuch better.

Since the killing of Stephen
McConomy one more child has
died by plastic bullets in North-
ern Ireland.

SIGN of the times: The annual
Orange marches on July 12 are
the occasion for sectarian trium-
phalism in which the marching
ranks of the Orange Orders tell
the Catholics, ‘Croppies lie
down’, because, they insist, ‘We -

are the people’. This year there
will bea new note.

/Resolutionsare to be moved
at all the gatherings asking the
governmentto create morejobs.

The slump has come close to
wiping out Northern Ireland
industry... 70,000. industrial jobs
have been lost in the last decade:
there are now only 77,000 left,
and erodingfast.

The state is the biggest em-
ployer now: 67,000 public sector
Jobs have been created since
1969. Sectarian job preferment
made much of industry Protest-
ant: destruction of industry is
-hitting the Protestants especially
hard. Thus the Orange resolu-

|tions. .

20080000008800008
THE referendum about whether
the existing. ban on abortion in
the 26 Counties should be written
into the constitution of theCath-
olic state will probably be held in
the autumn. However, the SPUC
campaign which pressurised the
two big parties into committingthemselves to a referendum seems
to be running outof steam.

.55% of respondents in a recent
poll now think it should not be
held at all: last November,a simi-
lar poll showed that 54% wanted
the referendum.

Southern Ireland exports its
abortions. A recent analysis show-
ed that in 1981 3603 Irish women
had abortions in Britain — 8.5%
higher than the figures for 1980.

@eeseceeceooseeeee

ANOTHER sign of the times:
55% of thosepolled recently want
the 26 Counties to allow divorce
despite the Catholic Church’s
rigid doctrinal opposition to it.
This is a remarkable figure when
you’ remember that over 80%-of
the people stiil go to church everySunday. .

The Labour Party has now
been encouraged to advocate the
right to divorce, and ‘Liberal’
prime minister Garret Fitzgerald
has publicly criticised his coali-
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tion deputy Dick Spring as ‘not
correct’ on the issue. .

Labour TD {MP} Brendan
Halligan has tied divorce to the-
North by identifying prohibition
of divorce as one of the clearest
pieces of Catholic sectarian legisl-
ation in the South. In fact it was
one of the earliest expressions ofthat sectarianism: the right to
divorce (for Protestants and non-
Catholics: believingCatholicscan-
not divorce) was abolished as
early as 1925, three years after
independence.

It provoked the poet W B
Yeats to deliver a famous speech

‘in the Senate, during which he
said of the Irish Protestants
‘against whom this was being
done’ that ‘we are no pettypeople. We are the people ofGrattan, Tone, Parnell...’

If the poll is right, it shows
that many of the Catholicpeopleof the 26 Counties are movingcloser to theoutlook of Tone and
Parnell.

ONE OFthestrangest events of
the Northern Ireland election was
Gerry Fitt’s vote in West Belfast.

He got 10,326 votes, roughly
the Catholic

Falls and the Protestant Shankill.
He appealed for support as the
only candidate who could beat
Sinn Fein’s Gerry Adams,Even so
such. cross-communal- unity is
remarkable, especially for a man
with Fitt’s record.

It can’t have many precedents,
if it has any. Adamsgot in with
16,379 votes: the SDLP got10,934 votes. If the SDLP, of
which Fitt was until recently
leader, had notsplit thevote, Fitt
‘would have kept his seat.

He had mixed feelings about
it. He claimed to have achieved
the goal of his political life as a
‘socialist Republican’ by uniting
the workers of the Falls and the
Shankill. But at a_ celebration
party afterwards he described the
experience like this: “It made me
feel like a nigger in Alabama who
was voted in by the KKK”.

The signs are thatFitt will end
up in the House of Lords.

A THIRD sign of~the times: A
Market. Research Bureau of Ire-
land poll showed that only 41%
of its 1000 respondents consider-
ed the people ofNorthern Ireland
to be Irish. 39% thought of them
as both British andIrish. 13%said
they. were. British. 5% thought
they were neither British norTrish. ,

In the age group 18-34 only34.5% thought theNorthernIrish
were ‘Irish’, compared with 45%
in the age group 50-64. This must
reflect the softeningsince the 60s
of the level of nationalistpropag-anda in the schools, which used
to be very intense.

Three quarters thought that a
united Ireland was something to
be hoped for, but 39% believedit
would never happen, and 15%
were againstit.

These figures express in a diff-
erent way thepoliticalexperienceof the last 15 years. Except forbrief spasms(after the 13 civilians
were shot down in Derry on
Bloody Sunday in 1972, and

|during the recent hungerstrikes), —

and a couple oflethalexplosions
in Dublin, the South has remained
almost a foreign country to the
North andits troubles.

34% of the respondents defin-ed_the Irish nation as the 26 coun-fies, as against 63% who thought
it 32.
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Chile: collapse of
the monetarist
“miracle”
WELLinto the tenth year of his
bloody dictatorship in Chile,

- President Augusto Pinochet has
run into a major economic and
politicalcrisis.

Since mid-1982 he has faced a
-growing tide of demonstrations,
strikes and increasingly audac-
ious showsof ‘independence’ in
the press, by the judiciary and
by other institutions previously
underhis thumb.

Last week, in the wake of
heavy police repression of
protest marches in Santiago,
Valparaiso and Concepcion,
a general strike ‘was called
demandingtherelease of arres-
ted copper workers’ leader
Rodolfo Seguel.

In the event, it appears. that
the strike has drawn little sup-
port on a national level — indi-
cating the extremely restricted
nature of the heavily localised
trade union structures that have
developed under Pinochet’s
brutal LabourPlan.

Butit is equally clear that the
reawakening working “class of
Chile is showing increasing
tenacity and militancy — and
that the emergence of genuine,

_mass-based national-level com-
mittees to. coordinate action
could well take place very
rapidly. .

The driving force behind the
recent developmentsis theigno-
minious collapse of Chile’s
much-vaunted © “economic
miracle’’, ushered in by Pino-
chet’s massive repression and

|

Professor Milton Friedman’s
monetarist theories in the mid-
1970s.

;Followingthemilitary coup of
September 1973 against Salva-
dor Allende’s ‘‘Popular Unity’’
government,theinitial period of
consolidationof Pinochet’s junta
brought an estimated 30,000
killings, 2,500 ‘‘disappear-
ances’’, tens of thousands of
victims thrown into jails and
concentration camps,: and the
flight of as many as one million
Chileansintoexile.

,

It was not until 1975-76 that
Pinochet’s attentions. shifted
from the butchery of political
opponents to the restructuring
of Chile’s economy to meet the
needsandaspirations of his key
supporters — the international
bankers and multinationals,
and the most dominant sections
of Chileancapital.

A team of Friedman-trained
economists were brought in —

Chile Solidarity
Campaign:
129 Seven
Sisters Rd, -

London
N7 7QG.
(01-272
4298)

By Harry
Sloan

known ever since as ‘‘the
Chicago boys’’ — to set about
the business of cutting and
carving the Chilean economy
on monetarist lines. Among
them was George Schultz, now
American Secretary :of State,
whose firm Bechtel has a
Santiagooffice.

They already had a flying
start. The impact of Pinochet’s
rule enabled employers to
impose an abrupt reverse in
working class living standards.
IMF figures show that in 1972,.
63% of income went. to wages
and salaried staff, with 37% to
the propertied classesin profits,
dividends and rents: by 1974 —

a mere two years later — this
had been reversed, with 62% of
income going to the bourgeoisie
and landownersandionly38% to
theworkingclass.

Nevertheless the economy as
a whole wasin a bad way, with a
fall in copper prices, a drying up
of loans from governments arid
the IMF,and 300% inflation.
ee

‘Pablo Barahona, President
ChileanCentral Bank: -

“More than 90% of the
people are against our
policies.”

December 1976.
 

As a gesture of good faith to
the bankers, Pinochet’s econ-
omic minister Cauas broughtin
a draconian April budget which
slashed government spending
by 20%, and governmentcapital
spending by over 50%. Chilean
Gross Domestic Product fell by
15%, industrial production fell
back 23%, and per capita
income by another 25%, as
unemploymentsoared — but the
bankers were paid. As the
Washington Post gleefully com-
mented:

,

‘Pinochet’ and Cauas have
shown the world’s money men
thattheywould paytheirdebts,
no matter how much sacrifice
had to be wrung from Chilean
wage earners.”’

The world’s money men were
indeed central to the develop-
ment of the Chilean economy
which during the 1960s had run  

 

Reagan’s UN Ambassador
Jeanne Kirkpatrick:

“Our administration shares
the same convictions as the
architects of Chile’seconomic
policies — that the free mar-
ket approach will prove more
effective in restoring fully the
economic strength in the
United States.”

_August 1981.

up enormousburdensof debt.
Successive’ US administra-

tions, after theCIA had invested
$20 million in procuring the
election of Christian Democratic
President Frei, funnelled vast
sums of aid into Chile ($875
million between. 1964 and 1969)

.

makingit.the largest per capita
recipient of US aid in Latin
America. :

This flow of cash — sup-
plemented by investment from
multinationals — was stemmed
in 1970 by Nixon, who turned
‘from: the Christian Democrats
to still more conservative layers
of_businessmen and __land-
owners. :

The election of Allende’s
Popular Unity government in
September 1970 brought an
abrupt halt to almost all aid and
credit, and a de facto trade
blockade, summed up by US
AmbassadorKorry as:

‘*... not anut or a bolt will be
allowed to reach Chile

. . . Once
Allende comes to powerin Chile
we will do all in our power to
condemn Chile and Chileans to
the utmost deprivation-and
poverty.’’
[Cable to Kissinger, 21.9.70]

While Allende was squeezed
by the USA, the IMF and other
big finance institutions) —

receiving no new loans through
the World Bank — the USA was
careful to step up military aid to
build up the Chilean armed
forces’ top brass. :

Once Pinochet had crushed
Popular Unity and the workers’
movement, thetap of US aid was
turned back on, with $125
million in aid in 1974 (as against
only $25 million during 3 years
of Allendegovernment).

Between the coup and 1978,
Pinochet coined $350 million in
direct US assistance, $400
million from multilateral devel-
opmentbanks, $360 millionfrom
the IMF, and a rescheduling of
debts in 1974 worth another

_

$581 millionin aid.
And as pressures mounted

over Pinochet’s brutal record on
human rights, and government-
level loans began to fall off,
private banks began to step into
thebreachand loan vast sumsto
preserve thejunta.

From 1975-76 private bank

Picket line-at Goody 
lending to Chile increased
500%. By 1977 private loans
were covering 80% of Chile’s
foreign borrowing; by 1978 they
totalled $977 million. Nor wasit
only US banks: Japanese and
British. bankers too were eager
to profit from Pinochet's repres-
sion. Lloyds bank loaned the
junta $200- million between
1977-79. a

Cecil Parkinson, then That-
cher’s Minister of Trade:

“The Chilean economic
experience is very similar to
what weare developinghere,
although inthecase of Chile
it was-possible to impose a
policy andregulate its imple-
mentation, but this isn’t
possible in our country. Here
we have to proceed with
more caution and convince
people of thebenefitsof our -

- policies.”
November1980.Aa

-

This money flowed so freely
because the junta had shown
itself determined to go to any
lengthsin order to drive up the
exploitationof theChileanwork-
ing class and open up the
Chilean economy to the multi-
nationals.

The Chicago boys, under
Friedman’sguidance, embarked
on a programme of ‘“‘shock
treatment’, slashing tariff
duties on imports, (from 97% to
10% by 1980), selling off state-
owned companies and ruthlessly
cutting governmentsubsidies.

Friedman himself visited
Chilein 1975 and declared that:

“The first necessity is to end
inflation,the only way Chile can
do that is by drastically cutting
the fiscal deficit, preferably by
reducing public expenditure .. .

gradualismseems impossible.”’
The consequences were dire:

as”one Chilean economist told
theWashingtonPost: .

‘‘To do what we’ve done here
you have to be a real son-of-a-
bitch. If you start looking in the
faces of the poor people, you
can’t get anythingdone.”’

The Chicago boys handed

kei

ear: workers’struggles have continuedpolitical manoeuvres (top: soldiers outside polling booths

 ESS

back to the big landowners land
redistributed in the 1967 Land

_

Reform. Theylifted price con-
trols and froze wages. They
eliminated public spending in
essential services — or trans-
ferred it to police and military
spendirig. State firms were sold
off at, knock-down prices. From
464 state-owned firms in 1973,
thenumberwasslashed to 70 by
June 1977. :

The beneficiaries-were the
multinationals {in 1978 Exxon
bought the La Disputada copper
minefor a bargain $107 million;
Goodyear bought CORFO INSA
for $36 million) and the most
powerful sections of Chilean
capital. By 1979 Chile’s five
largest financialclans controlled
two-thirds of the country’s
250 largest firms. The same
clans bought up Chilean banks
— and then borrowed money
from theirbanksto finance other
parts of theirempires.

While the bank loans kept
coming and the price of copper-
held up, Chile’s artificially
cheap exports went up, and the
so-called ‘‘economicmiracle’’ of
1977-81 tookoff.

But at what a price to the
.

working class! As living stan-
dards were slashed, consump-
tion of basic foodstuffs actually
declined.

State spending on education
has declined to the extent that
at least 30% of Chilean youth
now receive no education; and
by 1976 health spending was
down to halfthe 1973 figure.

Emesto Medina, president of
the Chilean“MedicalAssociation
estimates that ‘‘Two-thirds of
the Chilean population are not
able to pay the very high cost of
medicalcare.’’

Malnutrition is endemic in
workingclasschildren:thereis a
huge housing crisis. The work-
ing week has been extended and
retiringage raised.

Such attacks could only be
carried through by brutal
means: The heaviest repression
camesignificantlyin 1975.

By 1977 the wave of bank-
ruptcies produced * by
Pinochet’s squeeze on small and
medium business brought an
outcry even from the Christian
Democrats who had welcomed
the coup — and the Party was
banned.

In 1978-9 the dictatorship was
institutionalised, with the intro-
duction of Pinochet’s ‘‘Labour
Plan’’ which gJowed restricted
trade union rights only at local
level; this was followed by the
new Constitution of 1980. which
established Pinochet as Presi-
dentuntil 1989.

All political parties and
political activity remain illegal;
rigid censorship of the media
remains in force; and the only
authorityin the land is the junta
which alone can pass laws and
amendtheconstitution.

But as the constitution came
into force, so too did the laws of
gravity on Chile’s economic
house of cards.

The world recession. brought a
drop of 50% inthe price of
copper, while cheap imports
‘cashedin on the virtual abolition.

  
despite therepression by Pinochet (below)and

during the constitutionalreferendum).
of protective tariffs and floodec
into Chile. The balance of pay.
mentscrisis grew, Chilean com
panies collapsed, and the pesc
had to bedevaluedby 30%.

In themidst of this,theflow o!
loans that had kept Chile’s
“miracle’’going became a mill
stone of debt around the neck o!
the junta: at $17 billion,Chile’s
per capita debt is one of the
world’s largest. Unemployment
is 30-40%; inflation, too, after
the collapse of the monetarist
experiments,is now up to 30%.

The string of bankruptcies —

well-over 1,300.in two years —

has broughtcrisis to thebanking
system and forced Pinochet tc
step in and reestablish state
control. Three finance ministers
have been sacked in the past
year. Thefirst to go, Sergio De
Castro, had declared that the
only way outof the crisis was te
cut nominal wages in the public
and private sector by 30% —

includingthearmy!
But with. the working clas:

already driven to desperation,
large sections of the middle and
capitalist. classes alienated by
the impact of the crisis, and the
world’s bankers insistently
demanding still more be
squeezed from the Chilear
people, Pinochet has no easy
answers to thecurrentsituation.

His orgy of privatisation has
brought no correspondingrise in
investment: instead multi-
nationalshave steppedin to pick
the bones of collapsing Chilean
industries. 65% of the textile
industry has been wiped out.
along with car plants, steel!
plants, canneries and lumber
firms. :

For Chilean workers the task
is to forge the necessary
‘clandestine links between plant
level unions and construct 2
leadership capable of learning
the lessons of the catastrophic
Popular Unity period. :

Onlyby fighting independent-
ly of the Christian Democrats
and other so-called ‘‘demo-
cratic’’ bourgeois forces who
seekonlyto filltheirown wallets
can the workers’ movement
mobiliseits full strength to oust
Pinochet and the bloodthirsty
capitalist system he represents.[PICKET US
Embassy   
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The unacceptable
face of the
Tory Youth First ofa

two-part
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THE Youth Training Scheme
which the government hopes to
launch in September of this
year has already received some

” critical attention from the social-
ist press in thiscountry.

Very largely this criticism has
limited itself to a certain denun-
ciatory rhetoric; a cheap labour
scheme designed to undermine
union rates and of course a
means of manipulating theunemployment figures and thus
disguise and falsify the real
extent of joblessness in the
UnitedKingdom. -

Just as these. criticisms are, .

too great an insistence upon the
vulgar Propaganda activities of
the state “and its. government
can obscure more fundamental
strategies that the government
is pursuingin the field of educa-
tion, and in the field of repro-ducing, replenishing and
retraining labour itself.

“I am confident that indus-
trialists want to get closer to the
teachingprofessions’’ is not the
banal utteranceof a biliousbusi-

nessman but a managing direc-
tor speaking at a recent confer-
ence on the YTSschemeorgan-
ised by the Department of
Employment.

For industry to intrude at an
early stage and directly shape
working class education is a
central purpose of both the
Youth Training Scheme and
its companion, the New Tech-
nical and Vocational Edu-
cation Initiative for 14 to 18
year olds at school. Thatcher’s
crusadeto roll backthe creeping
socialismof thepost-war settle-

ment (as she and her supporters
see the Welfare State) is direc-
ted as much at the achieve-
ments. of patrician Tories like
Butler and Mucmillan as at the
anaemicsocial democrats of the
Attlee/Wilsonvariety.

The imposition of Victorian
values demands the repudia-
tion of a generous liberal
approach that provides higher
educationfor all who can benefit
from it. Instead we have a
narrow imparting of practical
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skills:thatwill fix working:dass
children ‘ji their ‘plate’: at the

.

earliestpossiblémoment:
-Speaking at a national trates

ing exhibition in’ Birmingham
last year the Chairman of the ~

Manpower Services’Commission
:

- claimedthat:
‘‘What we do inthe fourteen

months before the start of the
Youth Training Scheme, in. the
next two years in the reform of
apprenticeships and in the rest
of thedecadein the provision of
adult training andretrainingwill
not only reshape our 80s and 90s
but our future prosperity well
into thenext century.”’

In an attack on the present
apprenticeship system David
Young, the MSC Chair-
man, continued:

how can a system intoday’s world of rapid .change
that confines entry to 16 year
olds who serve a set term and
then achieve craft status, that
imposes on employers who wish
to recruit apprentices the need
to predict skillneeds fouror five
years in advance, do anything
else thanproduce skill shortages
in new areas and people over-
trained in obsolete skilis.’’

With less than four monthsto
go before the Scheme becomes
fully operational the. details of
how the government intends to
meet the challenge posed by
David Young in Birmingham
last July are starting to
emerge.

“Board. has” re
’ overseeing ‘the:

Tebbit:out to create a pool ofcheap labour

*- While the Youth Training.ansibility. for”
gramme. at.

national level, the Manpower
Services - Commission will be
implementing. the:scheme. The

“MSC--intend to. control ‘and
grant approval to individual
schemes through local Area
Manpower. Boards, of which
54 will be set up to cover‘England,Scotland and Wales.

The MSC hope to have
over 400,000 places on the
schemeavailableby September.
Of these 100,000 — nearly a
quarter — are ‘‘good quality’
places from the presently
running Youth Opportunities
Programme (YOP) which is
being superseded by YTS.
Another 100,000 places are
being taken up by companies
such as Sainsbury, GEC, Lon-
don Clearing Banks, the Hair-
dressers’ ‘Association and
British Rail.

This leaves the MSC with
barelyhalf the places it hopes to
offer. Cheap labour though the
scheme may be, unskilledwork-
ers are of limited value in a
recession whilethere is no extra
demnd for their products. Nor
are the grants thatthe MSC will
pay out to employers all that
attractive.

For employers to take part
they need to set themselves up
as a manging agency for the
scheme and then submit for the
approval of theirlocal MSC Area

 
Manpowet Board their, scheme
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. ‘off-the-:for workexperiehicsah

 
 

Chilleges”will.provide forre
x rainees;:.

job training. SmdilerNompanies° * Clearly. the “direct fnaficial”
’ might come together to form an

agencyor theymightjoin with a
local education. authority©or
voluntary organisation. The
MSC is actively. encouraging
all thesepossible combinations.

Some companies will merely
offer work experience while
leaving the off-the-job training
— aminimumof 13 weeksin the

- year — to outside bodies. The
trainingagenciesthatare expec-
ted to rise up to provide this
‘‘service’’ are viewed with some
alarm by the teaching unions
and are seen by some as an
advance raiding party on the
state education sYstem.

Wages
For each trainee a managing

agencywill receive £1,950 from
the MSC. Out of this they will
have to pay thetrainee’s wages.
At present these stand at £25 a
week, though unions and
employers are permitted to.
negotiateimprovements.

The fees for off-the-job
training must also come out of
that£1,950. With YOP, Further
Education Colleges charged the
MSC £22 per hour for the
courses they provided. Just
before Christmas the MSC
managed to negotiate a third
reduction to £14.70 per hour on
each course Further Education

inducements to the employer
are rather limited. With a wage 2
billof £1,300 and college ‘fees of :

£400 there is a bare £250 left,
not to mention the costs of
administeringthescheme.

:A rather more attractive
proposition for employers is the
notion of what the MSC scheme

_calls ‘additionality’. The idea is
thatfor every threeYTStrainees
‘thatan agency takes on theywill
receive a grant of £1,850 for
each of two trainees theywould

.

have taken on anyway.
numberof employers willdoubt-
less be encouraged to come
together in one agency to take
advantage.ofthis ‘additionality’.

But additionality has clearly
failed to attract the degree of
employer support upon which
theMSC banked. And if the
300,000 target of employer-
sponsored places (Mode A) is
not realised the MSC will be

"obliged to compensate by rais-
ing the number of Mode B
places — places provided by
local authorities,community and
voluntaryorganisations.

YTSis supposed to be a real
training scheme, much more
substantial. than YOP. But on
present evidence it is doubtful
thattheMSC isable toprovide afundamentallydifferent schemefrom the Youth Opportunity .

Programme(YOP).
 

 
  
  

Thehorrors and hazards of
IN 1981-2 some 60% of the
places on YOP schemes were
provided by employers in the
private sector of the economy,
while the private percentage in
WorkExperience on Employers’
Premises was much higher at
almost 90%. Of 371,200 YOPs
on work experience .

schemes
over the same period, 334,000
were in the private sector, the
majority, according to Youth
Aid’s analysis ‘‘concentratedin
small, low-paying, non-unionis-
ed workplaces.”

A remarkable feature of the
YOP scheme was all these
young workers who between
1979 and 1982 went to work for
employers were denied the
humble status of ‘employee’.
As a consequencecasesofracial
discrimination came to light
where no redress could be
sought through either the Race
Relations or the Sex Discrim-
inationAct.

The Guardian of 28 October
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young black woman working in
Lipton’s Stores who. was moved
from counter service because a

_customer had objected to being
served bya ‘colouredgirl’.

While her allegation was not
disputed the tribunal chairman,
Justice Neil, said her problem
was that she had no legal
employment contract with
Liptons or the MSC. Conse-
quently,therewas no one against
whom she could lodge her com-
plaint.

This lack of employee status
also worked to deny YOPslegal
protection against unfair dismis-
sal. Young workers who were
taken on full-time by an employ-
er after a stint as a YOP found
theyhad to start from scratch to

- buildup the 52 week continuous
service requirement.

Boththebenefitsof the Indus-
trial Injuries legislation and the.
protection of the major parts of
the Health and Safety at Work
Act were denied to young.workers iin thisway. -

Five YOPskilledbetweenJuly
1980 and June 1981, and 23 who
lost an arm of aleg,brings home
the reality of the Youth Oppor-..-tunities Programme.

It should be said that there
were Environmental Health

who tried to protect young
workers from the dangers that
the MSChadcynicallysubjected
themto. A MrShawin Sheffield
repeatedly visited a DIY Store
where he suspected an unguar- ©

ded circular saw wasbeingused
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Officers and Factory Inspectors”
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despite a’prohibition notice he -

Hazards of beinga YOP July 1980 to June 1981
MinorInjury

/

1563
Fracture of skull/spine/pelvis - 6
Other fractures ° 357
Amputation of hand/foot 23
Hospital admission (24 hours) 52
Deaths 5
Severity unknown 5
TOTAL — 2011

Thousands of sche
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YTSlookslike beingnot much different-from YOPs

 
Youthlabour,cheap lab
HE Tories’ aim is to restruc-

lure Britain’s economy and
vorkforce, to make British
apitalism competitive in world

marketson a new basis.
Reducing youth wages, and

frreating a new pool of mobile,
theap, easily disposable but
trained labour, is central to this
rategy.
The business

. magazine
Economist reckons that
‘Britain’s.job-providers_will
need to pay a lowerreal level of
verage wages — particularlyto
oung  people’’. The_state-

ded National Institute of
onomic and Social Research

fomplains, ‘‘the incentive to
provide training is much lower
for British employers than for

erman or Swiss ones. They
pave to pay trainee wages as a
proportion of skilled worker

ings which' are twice or
ee times those in the

:wo Continentalcountries.’
There are two prongs to the

‘ories’ plan. First, they are
pricouraging the decline of
pprenticeships, to bereplaced

by YTS trainees. Second, they
ave tried to cut youth wagesectly through the Young

 

 Dur
Workers’ Scheme.

Under the YWSthe govern-
ment gives £15. a week to
employers for each young per-
son on wages below £40, and
£7.50 for each on between
£40 and £45.

So far it has had little success.
In September 1982 the govern-
ment reported that 100,000
workers were employed under
YWS subsidies, ‘but the total
under-18labour force is over 1.1
million.

Surveying1981-2 wage agree-
ments, the Labour Research
Department found that young
workers had generally main-
tained their position relative to
adult wages since 1978. Official
figures for 1982 showed that
average earnings for under-18s
were £59.80 for males, £53.90
for females.

The drive to reduce youth
wages had however scored some
successes. In electricity supply,
young workers and apprentices
received noincrease atall.

Andwithanew term in office
the Tories will be determined to
make sure that more successes
follow.
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 IP workplaces

ad slapped on it. When he
nally caught them he prose-
ited theownersfor-no less than

7 separate offences, including
welve violations of the Wood-
vorking Machine Regulations,

d instructed the MSCto close
Hown thescheme.

But the Health and Safety
Executive is grossly under-
staffed and has also been the
recent victim of government
cuts. So much so that in a recent
memorandum to the Employ-
ment Secretary, the Health and
Safety. Commissionwarned that
government cuts now threat-
ened its abilityto discharge its
statutory obligations under the
1974 Health and Safety at Work
Act.

In any case the MSC is
supposed to have its own system
 

for safeguardingyoung workers.
Its area boards upon whichtrade
union nomineessit are supposed
to investigate schemes. Infact
the MSC defended the YOP
schemeagainsta variety ofcriti- -

cisms on the grounds that its
monitoring procedure would
eliminate the abuse-of ‘cheap
labour’, ‘job substitution’ andinadequate or non-existent
training.

Yet an article in the New
Statesmanof May 1981 revealed

|

that the MSC had built up a
backlogof11,982 schemes that
had not even been visited. In
the same month an_ internal
report by MSC officials con-
ceded precisely what it was
denying in public, ‘‘the expan-
sion of YOP andtherelatively
small number of staff have
shown us it is not possible to
maintain a monitoring

—
pro-

es go unchecked
 

y

 

No jobs ontheboard....

Chapple:has signed deals cuttingyouth wages

TUCrubber
stamp for
Tory plans
 

grammethattreats all schemes
alike.’’ By September 1981 the
number of unvisited and hence
uninspected YOP schemes was
admitted by the MSCto total
36,496.

To cope with this growing
backlog the MSC adopted the
expedientof classifyingschemes
into those requiring a visit to
check suspected abuse within
threemonthsofstarting andless.
suspect (7?) schemes that could~
wait 18 months for inspection.
The MSCdeclined to disclose by
whatcriteria schemes were to be
classified: as more or

-
less

- hazardous but having establish-
ed its new classification system
the MSC then simply wrote off
36,000visits from its backlog.Even then there was no great
improvement. Members of the
civil service union CPSAcalcul-
ate that by the beginning of
1982 only a thirdof the schemes
due to be visited under the new
criteria were actually visited,
and telephonecallsto employers
were ‘counted’asvisits.

JOHN
HARRIS- 

Mostyouth didn’t vote Labour — but what had Labour donefor them?
THEtrade unions occupy posi-
tions on the ManpowerServices
Commission itself, as well.as on
the.localboards of theMSC.-

- Indeed: tradé ‘unions justifysacceptingsuch: positions by:thé
argument. that

.°

from’ such’
vantage points they can protect
young workers from abuse:
prevent job substitution where-
by:employers-use YOPs not for

-work experience but for getting
rid of real workers and real
jobs; protect wage rates and
apprenticeship schemes from

._
being undermined by the YOP5 rate and conditions; and finally

x ensure that YOPs are encour-
aged to join a union and thus= begin to organise against their

2 own exploitation.
In a work published-by& RKP in 1982 entitled ‘Youth

_

Unemploymentand State Inter-
vention’’ the editors, Atkinson
and Rees, conclude that, what-
ever the good intentions, trade
union control over YOP schemes
was virtually-non-existent.
Figures cited above show that
themajorityof YOP schemesare
within the work experience on
employers premises category
(WEEP). At least 66% of those
are on the premises of employ-—
ers who employ ten or less
workers,offering either one or
two YOPplaces.

YettheArea Boards have only
looked at schemes involving
twentyor more places,whilethe
MSC’s own recommendation is
to examine for approval only
those schemesoffering forty. or
more places. Some area boards

36p includingpostage
from Socialist Organiser,
28,-Middle Lane, London
N8 8PL.

did receive lists of smaller
schemesbut without any details .
at all.

Somelocal authoritiestook on ~

_

@ latge numberofYOPs, some-.:
“times a few huridréds and
. securedapprovalfrom thelocal

- area board. The authoritywould
‘then arrange’ to disperse the

. young- workers to WEEP
schemes without further refer-
ence to MSC, and  predic-
tably the majority of such
schemes were in small, non-
union, low-paid, private sectorworkplaces.

Often an. employer expanded
his scheme for YOPs after the
first year. Perhaps initially. cautious, it took a little while
before many employerstook full
advantage of the near total
absence of monitoring controls.
But expanded schemes were
approved ‘on the nod’ by the
area boards, as were renewals of
schemesoriginallypassed with-
out any real investigation.

The unavoidable conclusion
is that trade unionists sat’ on
area boards. rubber-stampingand giving approval to schemes
about whichtheyknew absolute-
ly nothing. As a bemused trade

.union movement gropes for
explanationsfor the electorate’s
clear preference for uncompro-mised and unsweetened
Thatcherite medicineit could do
a lot worse than start with an
examination of its performance
on behalf of YOPs, many of ©

whom saw June 9 as their first
pportunity to express an
opinion on thematter. 
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1953

THE arrest on July 9 1953 of*
the head of Stalin’s secret
police, Lavrenti Beria, markeda

~

change in themethods,ifnot the
underlying politics; of the
ruling Sovietbureaucracy.

Beria. had risen to Politburo
rank in Stalin’s party and
headed successive_—bloody
purges in the closing years of
thewar.

At.thetime of Stalin’sdeathin
March 1953 he was the most
powerful single figure in the
bureaucracy, standing at the

_head of the MVD-MGB which
had branches and menin every
organisation and department ih
thecountry.

He controlled the guards
who‘ protected the Kremlin,
along with all the members of
the Soviet government and the
Party Presidium.Under his com-
mandwere the frontier guards
and ten divisions of MVD
troops whichhad been moved in
close to thecapital at thetime of
Stalin’s funeral. He had a vast
networkof spies and informers.

Beria himself clearlyintended
to seize control in the Soviet
Union, and instal his closest
friends and deputies along-
side him. .

But he had made powerful
enemies, whofor reasonsofself-
aggrandisement or simple self-
preservation were not willingto

.

see him step into Stalin’s shoes.
Amongthosewith axes to grind
were Molotov, Malenkov,
Bulganin, Kaganovich, Mikoyan
and Khruschev.

Khrushchey
Between.these leading

figures, whose servile readiness
to ‘‘obey orders’? had enabled
themto rise throughtheranks of
Stalin’s Party, trampling on the
bodies of purged and murdered
comrades, there were rivalries
and disagreements: yet they
shared a common interest in
preventing the consolidation of
powerin Beria’s hands.

Nikita Khruschev, one of
Stalin’s inner circle, appears to
have been the prime mover
against Beria, securing theearly
agreementof Bulganin.Initially,
however,he bidedhis time as a
compromise collective leader-
ship was established immediate-

AlliesagainstBeria: Khruschev (holdingpotato) andsmilingMalenkov.

Khruschev’s rise, Beria’s fall
 

ly after Stalin’s death,and Beria
reelected once again to control
theMVD and MGB.

Khruschev himself took the
key position of Secretary to. the
Central Committee, effectively
in charge of the entire Party
apparatus and CC departments.
Buiganin took control of the
armed forces.

To preserve the fiction of
unity and normality, the new
leadership announced an
amnestyfor non-politicalprison-
ers, and a series of price reduc-
tions of foodstuffs, clothing and
vodka. Behind this confident
facade, Beria was- assembling
his support, while Khruschev
too was
position.

Khruschevy was the most
successful. He enlisted the sup-
port of Malenkov, the nominal
head of government, who was
irked — and no doubt alarmed
— by Beria’s lack of deference
towards him. Arrangements

 
were made to arrest Beria at a

A

manoeuvring for -  
 

of Stalinism is Leon’
g Trotsky’s ‘Revolution
| Betrayed: Whatis the

Soviet Union and Where Is
§ It Going?’ Availablevia
Ij Socialist Organiser, 28
§i Middle Lane, London N8:
§ £2.50 plus 50p postage.
i

TheclassicMarxist analysi

Trotskyon Stalinism 
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meeting of the Central Commit-
tee in the Kremlin. .

Khruschev arrived at the
meeting carrying a gun. He had
arranged for a group of soldiers
led by General Zhukov (the
successful World War 2 com-
mander, pushed to one side by
Stalin), to be waiting in the
next room, with a document
authorisingBeria’s arrest.

As. the meeting opened,
Malenkov called Khruschev to
speak.

Using precisely Beria’s own
method, he claimed that 15
years previously it had been
revealed to the Central Com-
mittee thatBeria had beenin the
pay of British intelligence since
1918! The sourceof the informa-
tion, Grigori Kaminsky, had
then been arrested, said
Khruschev, who went on to
accuse Beria of favouring the
promotion of fellow Georgians
in the MVD at the expense of
other

_
nationalities. Beria,

announced Khruschev,
,

with
supreme cynicism, was not a
communist but “a careerist, for
whomtherewas noplace in the
Party.

This speech was dutifully
echoed by other speakers. But
before the motion proposing
‘Beria’s immediate dismissal
from all posts was put to the
vote, Zhukov and his ten armed
men werecalled in and marched
Beria out of the room under
guard. He was taken away from
the Kremlin and held under
tight surveillance.

Zhukov had organised sup-
port fromtwo tank divisions to
ward off any MVD attempt to
free Beria. MVD troops were
swiftlyreplacedon guard duties,
and Beria’s key supporters in
commanding positions in the
MVDwere searched andarres-»
ted both in Moscow andin the

|republics.The operation was thorough

 
The scramble
to succeed
Stalin ByHarry

Sloan
and long-lasting: the secret
police apparatus was placed
firmly under the control of the
leading .

Patty committees
(which in turn were to fall
increasinglyunder thecontrol of
therising Nikita Khruschev).

Beria was held prisoner for six
months before beingbrought to
a secret ‘‘trial’’ and sent to the -

firing squad on December 23,
1953. His execution was agreed
as desirable from the first
moment of his arrest: the
delay appears to be duein part
to his refusal to make the
required ‘‘confessions’’ while
secrecy of thetrial appears to be
due to the amount Beria could
have revealedabout thecriminal
involvement of Khruschev and
thenew leadership withStalin’s
purges. .

Fewtears willhave been shed
for Beria, who as much as any-
one epitomised the callous,
dog-eat-dog careerism of the
bureaucratic climbers who
survived and prospered in
Stalin’s party from the late
1920s onwards.

Though Beria had become
active as a Bolshevik organiser
in 1917 and first acquired the
skillsas a policeman on the side
of the victorious workers’ revo-
lution, his rise up the ladder in
the GPU and the Party began
simultaneouslywiththe bureau-
cratic degenerationof the Soviet
Union and the consolidation of
Stalin’s powerwithinit.

As the brutal repression and
drive to ‘‘liquidate the Kulaks
(middle peasants) as a class’’
generated millions of prisoners
andcasualtiesin thecountryside
the net was soon thrown wider
among Stalin’s actual or poten-:
tial political opponents and
rivals.

In 1931 Beria was transferred
from his post in the Caucasian
State Police to become second,
and then first secretary of the

100%.

| its revolutionarypast.

‘Zakovsky said, ‘‘willnot need to
.

 
 

AtStalin’sfuneral: Khruschev (right) next to Beria and Chou En Lai
Georgian Communist Party,
charged with stamping out
‘‘deviations’’ inside the Party
organisation.

In 1934 he waselected to the
CPSU Central Committee as
Stalin began what was to be an
escalating series of mass purges
and. show trials which were
further to wipe out the old
Bolsheviks who had fought
alongside Lenin and Trotsky in
1917.

It should be remembered
thateven by the 1930s the Party
of Stalin borelittle relationship
to the revolutionary party that
had overthrowncapitalismin the
Octoberrevolution.

By 1928, fewer than 10% of
.

the Party’s membership were
veterans of 1917. And thework-
ing class element too had been
crushed. Whereas in 1930,
49% of the membership had
been workers, by 1934 this had
fallen to 9.3%. In Lenin’s party
in 1928 only 23% of factory
directors had been party mem-
bers: Stalin’s party of careerists
saw that figure rise to nearly

The purge trials and mass
arrests which began on the pre-
text of the murder. of Stalin’s
sidekick Sergei Kirov in Decem-
ber 1934 (arranged by Stalin
himself} were further to sever
any link between the CPSU and

This delighted the most con-
scious imperialist observers,
one of whom reported back to
Whitehall that ‘‘Stalin is getting
rid of thehotheads.”’

Kirov
By the mid 1930s, many of

the victims of the Moscow
Trials were in. fact far from hot-
heads: theywere broken, cowed
relics of Lenin’s Central Com-
mittee, smashed and destroyed
by Stalin’spoliticalpressure and
by physicaltorture.

First victims were Lenin’s
comrades Kamenev and
Zinoviev, who were accused of
complicity in the murder of
Kirov as part of a ‘‘counter-
revolutionary plot’’ involving
Trotsky. .

Jailed for this in 1935, they
were again put on trial in 1936,
this time accused of conspiring
withtheNazis.

With the hysterical disregard
for truth or even common sense,
the Stalinists began to link up
‘‘Trotskyism’’ with ‘‘fascism’’,
concoctingweird and terrible
intrigues and plots as a pretext
for an ever-widening sweep of
repression, persecution,
imprisonment, torture and
death. :

Many years after these
terrible events, Khruschev was
to .reveal the methods of
Stalin’s Commissar for State
Security in Leningrad,
Zakovsky.

‘With unbelievable cynicism
Zakovsky told about the vile
mechanism for the crafty
creation of fabricated  ‘‘anti-
Soviet plots’. ‘‘You yourself,’’
invent anything. The NKVD
[secret police} will prepare for —

 
you a ready outline for every

|
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branch of the centre; you will
have to study it carefully and
rememberwell all the questions
and answers which the court
might ask

. . .
Your future will

depend on how the trial goes
and. its results... If you manage
to endure it you will save your
head and wewillfeed and clothe
you at the government’s cost -

-antilyour death.”’
With such techniques, and

special 1934 legislation to
provide for trials to be held in
secret without defending
counsel (later to be used against.
Beria in 1953) Stalin’s selected
victims were framed up and
forced to ‘‘confess’’ to the most
bizarreplots.

The main Moscow Trials took
place in 1937 and 1938. They
decimated any remaining
possible opposition to Stalin —

and turned the ‘‘Trotsky-
fascists” -into scapegoats for
immense economicproblems in
the Soviet Union. :

Behindthefacadeof the Show
Trials went truly massive
arrests, imprisonments and exe-
cutions and the extension of the
“‘gulag’’ slave camps.

Presiding over the beginning
of these proceedings was GPU
chief Yagoda. For ten years he
had beenStalin’schief confidant .

and ally in his efforts to stamp
out political supporters of
Trotsky and the Left Opposi-
tion.

.
.

But Yagoda himself was to be
among thevictims of the purges
when he showed himself reluc-
tant to extend the slaughter
too widely amongst his personal
friends and old Bolsheviks. He
was arrested, declared an
“enemy of the people’, and
replaced by Yezhov, who in
turn subjected Yagoda to the
now routine tortures and
pressures. :

Between them Yezhov and
Yagoda also initiated what was
to be in every way a devastating
purge of theRed Army — which
had been built by Trotsky after
1917 in the heroic battles to
defend theworld’s first workers’
state against the combined
imperialistandwhite armies.
Continued next week
OSCCOLOHOOOOOHCEOOCS 
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Film review: ‘The Ploughman’s Lunch’
A peep |

oh
Gage8

behindthe
headlines
LIKE IT or not, these are the
guys andgirls that turn out

,

the news we are fed each day
on TV,radio and newspapers.

James Penfield, Radio 4 news
editor, is the central figure of
‘The Ploughman’s Lunch’.

Impervious to external events,
he drifts through hisselfish, clois-
tered, cosseted and unscrupulous
existence with an eye for nothing
but the cléck on the studio wall

by Terry Smith
and the main chance.

Not overtly political himself,
he simply conforms to the press-
ures of the conservative establish-
ment which controls or owns the
mass media.

A. few months of his halting
progress up the social and profes-
sional ladder are traced in the film
against. the vivid backdrop of
 

objects.

my means.

 

 
Wolfe Tone

' *To subvert |

tyranny’
June 20 1983 was the 220th anniversary of the birth of Wolfe Tone,
the father of Irish Republicanism. He died by his own hand while in jail
waiting to be hanged after the failure of the Irish uprisings in 1798.
This short account by Tone of his principles is taken from ‘Freedom
the Wolfe Tone way’, edited by Sean Cronin and Richard Roche.

By Protestant’ Tone means Anglican, and by ‘Dissenter’, Presbyte-
rian. The Northern Ireland Presbyterians were at that time ardent
Republicans, in open sympathywith the French Revolution.

TO SUBVERTthetyranny of our execrable Government, to break the
connection with England, the never-failing source of ail our political
evils, and to assert the independence of my country — these were my

To unite thewhole people of Ireland, to abolish the memory of past
dissensions, and to substitute the common nameof Irishmanin place of
the denominations of Protestant, Catholicand Dissenter — these were

To effectuate these great objects, | reviewed the three great sects.
The Protestants | despaired of from the outset, for obvious reasons.
Already in possession, by an unjust monopoly,of the whole power and
patronage of the country, it was not to be supposed they would ever
concur in measures, the certain tendency of which must be to lessen
their influenceas a party, how much soever the nation might gain.

To the Catholics| though it unnecessary to address myself, because,
that as no change could maketheirpolitical situation worse, | reckoned
upon their support to a certainty; besides, they had already begun to
manifest a strong sense of their wongs and oppressions; andfinally,|
well knew that, however it might be disguised or suppressed, there
existed in the breast of every Irish Catholican inextirpable abhorrence
of the English name and power. -

There remained only the Dissenters, whom I knewto be patriotic
and enlightened; however, the recent events at Belfast had showed me
that all prejudice was not yet entirely removed from their minds. | sat
down accordingly,and wrote a pamphlet addressed to the Dissenters,
and which | entitled, ‘An Argument on behalf of the Catholicsof Irel-
land’, the object of which was to convince them that they and the
Cathotics had but one commoninterest, and one common enemy;that
the oppression and slavery of Ireland was produced and perpetuated by
the divisions existing between them and that consequently to assert the
independenceof their country, and their own individualliberties,it was
necessary to forget all former. feuds, to consolidate the entire strength
of the whole nation, and to form for the future but one people.  JOHN

HARRIS
Britain during the Falklandswar.

,
Skilful combinations of old

soundtrack and pictures from the
summerof 1982 create an impres-’
sion of reality which reaches its
starkest horror with the wide-
screen — life-size — shots of the
Tory Party conference.

Penfield — for reasons best
known to himself -— fancies
charmless snoety TV -~executive
Susan Barrington. Heis introduc-
ed to her by her old friend Jer-
emy (a newspaperjournalist) who
is also James’s best friend.

His pursuit of the understand-
ably unimpressed Susan runs
alongside his werk on a book on
the Suez crisis of 1956. a key
source of material proves to be
Susan’s socialist historian mother,
whoherself has a half-completed
book onit.

Hevisits her — hoping that in

me aa

Tory conference 1982: ‘thestarkest horror’

~ whoop,

a combined operation he can
come away with both her notes
and her daughter — and masquer-
ades uncomfortably as a socialist.
To his surprise he finds her mum
more forthcoming in every way —

and beats an ungainly retreat.
The clinching(illicitlyfilmed)

scenes take place at the Tory
Party conference, where Jeremy
and Susan are working,and James
has tagged along. As Thatcher’s
speech reaches its climactic war-

James sees Susan and
Jeremy embrace and realises that
he has been elbowedaside.

As-an expose of the shallow,
selfish and reactionary characters
who pumpout the newseach day,
The Ploughman’s Lunch is sharp
if not particularly-newor deep.

Muchof it remains on a purely
personal level — indeed James’s
nastinessis laid on with a trowel.

SocialistOrganiser no.138 dune 30 1983 Paze 1:

Nobody can doubt that most
Fleet Street and national news
journalists are careerists. but it
does seem unlikely that all of
them, like James, leave their bed-
ridden old mothers to die
unattended.

But perhaps we should just be
grateful that the film spares us the
hypocritical soul-searching and
moralising by individual journal-
ists which so many previousfilms
on newspaper and radio journal-
ists have concocted. James Pen-
field, soulless hack, is much more

a reality than the crusading journ-
alists and tortured individuals of
standard fiction.

The film is expertly made, but
somehow the story line is not
quite up to the technique. Rather
than a Ploughman’s Lunch,it is
more like a long cheese and onion
sandwich.

 
 

 

Debate
EEC withdrawal:
left or right?

NEIL Kinnock has switched
his position on the EEC,
abandoning the call for with-
drawal.

For labour movementactivists
it will be a new warning that
Kinnock cannot be trusted an
inch. For Kinnock’s vocally
anti-EEC trade union backers
like Clive Jenkins and Moss
Evans,it will be an embarrass-
ment.

But it may also help to raise
broader questions. Some of us
have. argued for many years
that there is nothing left wing
about British withdrawalfrom

~ the EEC — but we have been
very muchin a minority.

Now, in the election for
Labour leader, the main pro-
withdrawal candidate will be
Peter Shore.

Eric Heffer, questioned on the
EECissue in Tribune last week,
wasa bit evasive but eventually
said. what some of us have been
sayingfor a long time:

“I would think that rather
than us getting bogged down in
an argument about being in or
out of the Market, what we
reallyought to be doingis build-
ing up connections with Europ-
ean socialists and developing a
programme for a_ socialist
Europe on a widerbasis.”’

These shifts are a response
to the widespread hostility from
workingclassvoters on thedoor-
steps to Labour’s EEC with-
drawalpolicy.

Arguments against EEC
entry, and then for withdrawal,
have been pumped out for over
20 years. Until quite recently
they had a majority of working
class opinionbehindthem.

Voters saw EEC withdrawal
as leadingto a disastrousloss of
trade for Britain. They were
fundamentally right. Over

by Martin
Thomas 
  Kinnock
30% ofBritain’s nationalincome
is foreign trade; and over 40%
of that trade (as against less

-than 20% in 1965) is with the
EEC.

Unless EEC withdrawal were
coupled with negotiation of
some associate status which
would. minimise its effects (as
almost certainly it would be), it
would be an economic disaster
for Britain.

Brussels

In the 1970s, blaming
‘Brussels’ for Britain’s econ-
omic -ilis' was plausible and
popular. After four new yearsof
world slump, it -rings very
hollow. The clock~ of inter-
national capitalist integration
cannot be turned back. Like the
rest of the ‘siege economy’
Alternative Economic Strategy’,
British withdrawalfrom theEEC sovereignty.

is now seen by more and more
workers as an irrelevant and
gimmicky response to capital-
ism’scrisis.

Another reflection of this is
the recent proposals from West
European Socialist or Labour
parties and trade unions for a
‘European AES’ — promoted
most strongly in Britain by
Labour MPStuart Holland.

Holland still calls for British
withdrawal, arguing that this
Euro-AES means ‘‘joint pro-
gressive action by countries in
and out of the EEC’’. but the
progressive idea contained in
the Euro-AES (amidst, in my
view, a lot of muddle) — i.e. the
need for a commonstrategy by
the European labour move-
ment — contradicts Holland’s
own key argument for EEC
withdrawal, ‘‘regaining auto-
nomy’’. The project of British
‘autonomy’is utopian and diver-
sionary.

Backward
Kinnock, _characteristically,

could only find the most back-
-ward nationalist terms in which
to express a new position:. ‘‘our
policy must make theinterests
of the British people paramount.
Wecannot accept anythingless
than Gaullist. reformism as our
policy towards theEEC.”’

But perhaps the new shake-
up in labour movementthinking
on the EEC will lead others to
internationalistconclusions:that
the answer to European capital-
ist integration is not British
withdrawal, but cross-Europe
links between workers; not
‘capitalism in one country’, but
a European workers’ govern-
ment; not British sovereignty,
but maximum Europe-wideinte-
gration of the fight for workers’
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on the
Star
By Tom Brown

LAST week’s fine weather
enabled Stalinism to put on zs
most sociable and sunny face —

in the London ‘‘Marx with
Sparx’’ rally and in Prague =
the _catchily-titled ‘World
Assemblyfor Peaceand Life and
Against NuclearWar’’.

The hardline Czech leadership
had orchestrated an elaborate
display of conviviality, which
involved large meals, lots of
dancingby well-drilledchildren.
visits to showpiece farms and
factories, and stage-managed
“anti-war meetings’ in towns
andvillages.

As dissidents from Charter
77 attempted to introduce a
note of reality, they were
brutally clubbed by Stahnis
police.

But most ‘delegates’ were
from  Stalinist-ruled states.
where such behaviour is route.
Others were from Stalinisx-
dominated parties and lbera-
tion movements in the Third
World who have been educated
to seethingsMoscow's way.

Some, however, were simpiy
carried away by the well-
rehearsed emotionalism and
rhetoric of the occasion — fail-
ing to grasp that the official
‘peace’? movement in Eastern
Europe is an arm of the state,
while genuine movements rep-
resenting the independence of
theworkingclasses — like Solid-
arnosc in Poland and Charter 77
— are brutally repressed.

The Morning Star’s ‘‘Marx
with Sparx’’ event at least was
hosted by a section of the labour
movement rather than by a
ruling state machine.

There were no truncheons in
evidence for the several thous-
and who participated in the
AlexandraPalacefestivities.

But only a few weeks ago the
friendly shirt-sleeved people —

some sporting ‘‘Ask me about
the Communist Party’’ rosettes
— had beenbrutally intimidat-
ing young workers on the
People’s March.

Just as the Prague event was
camouflaged by the attendance
of delegates from liberation
forces actuallyfighting imperial-
ism, so the Morning Star event
was lent a spuriots left wing
credibility.It secured ‘co-spon-sorship from Tribune, and non-
Communist Party. © speakers
included Arthur Scargill, Tony
Benn, Judith Hart and Tribune
editor Chris Mullin. There were
also. representatives from a

rangeofliberationstruggles.
The Star on Monday wasable

to retail quotes from Mullin
“If anybody thinks the Com-
munist Party is dead, then they
should look. at this great rally’’
and Tony Benn: ‘‘If only every
Labour voter read the Morning
Star, Tribune and

_
Labour

Weekly, the recent history of
thiscountry would be very diffe-
ent.”

With CP and Morning Star
influence in the unions being
thrown behind the witch-hunt-
ing Neil Kinnock for the Labour
leadership, and the paper com-
mitted to an extension of its
wretched ‘bishops and
brickies’’ concept of -a ‘broad
democratic alliance’’

.
against

Thatcher, any growth of Star
readership and support could in
practice help to undermine the
policies and democratic reforms
both Benn and Tribune have
arguedfor in theLabourParty.

Fortunately, there are no
groundsto expect such a revival
in the flagging fortunes of the
CP or its crisis-ridden daily
paper. Wereit not for the mis-
guided support lent to them by
-sections of the Labourleft, the
Stalinists _would face even
sooner the financial bankruptcy
theirpolitics so richlydeserve.
aeee
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genda 
CONFERENCE ofSocialist
Economists conference
1983: The World Economy
in Crisis. July 9 to 11 in
Sheffield. Details from 25
Horsell Road, London N5.

‘VOICEofSolidarnosc’:
£8 for 6 monthsto Solidar-
nosc InformationOffice,
314-320 Grays Inn Road,
London WC1X8DP(01-
837 9464).
LIBERATIONNetworkfor
PeoplewithDisabilities:
meetingto set up a steering
group to establish a London
resource centre. Saturday
July 16, 2pm, Room B28,
Morley College, 61 West-
minster Bridge Rd, London
SE1.Furtherinfo: contact
Micheline Mason 01-673
4310 or Neil Harvey, 01-318
2002.

PALESTINESolidarity
public meeting: ‘Lebanon,
oneyearon’. FridayJuly 8,
7.30 at County Hall,
London SE1.
LONDONLabour councils,
CLPs, andtrade unions ag-
ainst theTories: conference
called by SouthwarkLabour
group. Sunday July 17,
llam, SouthwarkTown
Hall. Delegates invited
from CLPs, councilLabour
groups,and trade unionsin
London.
SILENCED Women:an
eveningpresented by the
Writers’ Guildand Index
on Censorship. FridayJuly
15, 7.30 at theLittle Ship
Club, Bell Wharf Lane,
Upper Thames St, EC4.
U.S. HANDS Off Ei Salva-
dor and. Nicaragua! Picket

of US Embassy, Grosvenor
Sq, W1, Tuesday July 5,

_4.30-7.30pm.
LABOURMovementCon-
ference onIreland: July 15,
from 10am at ConwayHall,
Red Lion Square, London
WC1.Sponsorsinclude
Clive Soley,Tony Benn,
KenLivingstone.Delegates
£3,observers £2, details
from LMCI, Box 189, 32
Ivor Place, London NW1.
PREPARINGforpower: a
labour movementconfer-
ence for the ’80s organised
by theRevolutionaryCom-
munist Party. July 16-22,
Central London Poly,New
Cavendish St. Registration
£10 (£6 UB40),cheques
payable to RCP Associa-
tion, to BM RCP, London
WCIN 3XX.

 
Organising the fightback

MOST OF the Socialist
Organiser EGM on June 26
was given over to discus-
sion on perspectives after
theelection.

According to our consti-
tution, the AGM must be
held in May or June. The
General Election made a
full meeting impossible, so
we held a short EGM and
have scheduled the AGM
for late October or early
November.

Jonathan Hammond
opened the discussion.
Paradoxically, he said,
after the election defeat
there are great opportun-
ities for Socialist Organiser
to expandits influence.

The labour movement
will be re-thinking — and
the other currents on the
Left are clearly inadequate
to the task. The SWP has
beenconfirmedby the elec-
tion result in its blinkered
orientation to factory and
workplace struggles only,
neglectingthe wider labour
movement.

Militant remains attach-
ed to its view of inevitable
objective processes driving
theworkingclass to theleft

and into the arms of Mili-
tant. And ‘the Communist
Party is increasingly turn-
ing to cross-class ‘alliances’
against the Tories — re-
nouncing the most elemen-
tary Marxist notions of the
class struggle.

The condition of world”
capitalism points to new,
drastic crises before many
years are out. We must
prepare.

Jenny Fisher stressed
the need to recruit more
women to the Socialist
Organiser Alliance. Pos-
sibly as many as one-third
of all SO groups have no
womenmembersat all. In a
drive to set up Labour Party
workplace branches,
special attention must be
paid to places. mainly
employingwomen.

Jean Lane described
moves to set up a Labour
Party branch in her work-
place — the post office in‘
Coventry — and commen-
ted, ‘‘I think the regional

_

Labour Party offices are
scared of
branches.”’

The main conclusions
from thediscussion were:

workplace

  
Heffer

OTo support Eric Heffer
and Michael Meacher for
theLabour Party leadership
and to make every effort
possible to establish a
broad-based campaign
committee.

OTo schedule a ‘Fight
the Tories’ conference for
September 17, and try to.
gain sponsorshipfor it from
labour movement bodies.
To make building—of
Labour Party workplace
branches an important item

OTo make a drive over
the summer months for
recruitment to SO groups,
particularly among people
who have joined the Labour
Party during the election

campaign.or since.
In the discussion on

finance Jenny Fisher
pointed to a growinglist of
debts and said that the
best way to redress the
situation is increased paper
sales. It was also agreed to
subdivide our £1,000
monthly fund. target into
area-by-area rolling
targets.

The EGM decidedto co-
_opt Brian O’Neill and Les
Hearn to the Secretariat,
and fixed the next Socialist
Organiser delegate meet-
ing for September 3 in
Birmingham. .

 

Socialist Organiser ‘After
the election, what next?’
meetings
Islington. July 3, 7pm at
Caxton House, St Johns
Way. Speakers: Jeremy
Corbyn MP and John
O’Mahony.
Leeds. July1, 7.30, Chapel-
town Community Centre.
Speakers: Cllrs Garth
Frankland (Leeds) and
Barry Turner (Bradford).
Rochdale. July 11, 8pm,
Castle Inn, Manchester Rd.
 Where to find Socialist Organiser
* SCOTLAND
Glasgow. Next meeting
Tuesday July 5, 7.30 at
AUEWHalls, West Regent
St, Glasgow. ‘Support
Cardowan’s Fight for Sur-
vival’. Speaker: Alec
Hogg, Cardowan delegate
to NUMScottish Executive.

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.

be a supporter.
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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

I want to becomea Socialist Organiser
supporter/wantmore information.

Lane, London N8 8PL.

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
Huouersneia. Contact
Alan Brooke, 59, Magdale,
Honley, Huddersfield
HD7 2LXx.

Durham. -SO is sold at the
Community. Co-op, New
sivet. Meetings 6.30pm
Tuesday, 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 Plough.
bookshop.

 
 

Sheffield. Meets every
other Wednesday, 7.30pm,
at the Brown Cow, The
Wicker. SO is sold outside
Boots, Fargate (Saturday
12-1).and the Independent
Bookshop, Glossop Rd.
ContactRob, 589307.
Hull. Meets every Wednes-
day, 8pm:details from SO
sellers. Childcareavailable.

Halifax. Contact 52156.
York. ‘Fighting the Tories’
conference, Saturday July
16, 10am-6pm, Co-Op
Rooms, Micklegate, York.
Workshops on the peace
movement, trade unions,
women, and socialist for-
eign policy; and plenary.
For further details ring
York 796027.

* WALES

Cardiff. Contact 492988.

* MIDLANDS

mateFridays, 1.30pm,the
Hen and Chickens, Consti-
tution Hill. Next meeting:
FridayJuly 8: Chile.

SO is sold at the Other
Bookshop, Digbeth High
Street. :

 

thorneBooks, High St.
Northampton. Contact
713606.

Nottingham. Meets Thurs-

Coventry. Contact Keith
White, 75623. SO is sold at
the Wedge Co-op, High
St. Meets on first and last
Thursday. of the month,
7.30 at the ‘Queen’,|day evenings, 7.30 at the
Primrose Hill St., Hill-|international Community
fields. Centre. SO is sold outside

. the Victoria Centre (Satur-
Leicester. Contact Phil,|day 11-1) and at the Mush-
857908. SO is sold at Black-|room Bookshop, Heathcote

Next Socialist Organiser delegate meeting: Saturday Sep-
- tember3, in Birmingham.

Socialist Organiser Annual General Meeting: Sunday
October30, 10.30-5, County Hall, London SE1.

NationalSocialist Organiser day-school. Saturday Oct-
ober29, in London.

St. Contact: Pete. Radcliff,
585640.

+ SOUTH

Oxford. SO is sold at the
Cornmarket (Saturday 11-1)
and outside Tesco,Cowley

  Where we stand
* Organise the left to beat back the Tories’ attacks! No to
attacks on union rights; defend the picket-line; no state
interference in our unions! No to any wage curbs. Labour
must support ail struggles for better living standards and
conditions.
* Wage rises should at the very least keep up with priceincreases. For a price index calculated by working classorganisations,as the basis for clauses in all wage agreements
to provide automaticmonthly rises in line withthe true costof living for the working class. The sameinflation-proofing
should apply to state benefits,grants and pensions.
* Fight. for improvements in the social services, and against
cuts, Protection for those services against inflationby auto-matic inflation-proofingof expenditure. For occupations and
supportingstrike action to defend jobs and
* End unemployment. Cut hours, not jobs. Fight for a 35hour week and an end to overtime. Demand work-sharingwithout loss of pay. the unemployed — campaignfor a programmeof useful public works to create new jobsfor theunemployed.

.

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

* Scrap all immigration controls. Race is not a problem;
racism is. The labour movement must mobiliseto drive the
fascists off the streets. Purge racists from Positions in the
labour movement. Organise full support for black self-
defence. Build worke ~’ defence squads.
* The capitalist pol. > an enemy for the working class.
Support all demands to weaken them as a bosses’ striking
force: dissolution of special squads (SPG, Special Branch,
M15, etc.),public accountability,ete.

_*Free abortion on demand.Women’s equal right to work and
full equality for women. Defend and extend free state
nursery and childcareprovision.
* Against attr >cks on gays by thestate: abolish all laws which
discriminate against lesbiansand gay men;for the right of the
gay community to organise and affirm theirstandpnblicly.
* The Irish people — as a whole — should havetheright to
determine their own future. Get the British troops out now!
Repeal the Prevention of Terrorism Act. Political status for
Irish Republican prisoners as a matter of urgency.
* The black working people of South Africashould get full
support from the British labour movementfor their strikes,struggles and armed combat against the white supremacistregime. South Africangoods and services 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 annus! conferenceof party leaders.
Annual election of all trade union officials, who should be
Paid the average for the trade.
* The chaos, waste, human suffering and misery of capitalism
now — in Britain and throughout the world — show the
urgent need to establish rational, democratic,human control
over the economy, to make the decisive sectors of industrysocial property, under workers’ control. The strengthof the.
labour movementlies in the rank and file. Our perspective
must be working class action to raze the capitalist systemdown to its foundations, and to put a working-classsocialistalternative in its place — rather than having our represent-atives run the system and waiting for crumbs from the tables

TEof thebankers and the bosses.
ewer~

Rd., Friday 5-7. Also at
EOABooks, CowleyRd.
Basingstoke.Open meeting
TuesdayJuly 5: ‘Where We

July 1, 15, 29. All meetings
7.30 at Chute House. SO is
sold at ‘Good News’ in
London Street.
* LONDON

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

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

Haringey. Contact 802
0771 or 348 5941. Meets
every other ‘Inursaay,
7.30, Trade Union Centre,
Brabant Rd.

If Rates: £5 for
three months,

i £8.75for six
months,and

= rh= o —°= <oa-

Bundle of 5
eacit week:
£12 for 3

£21 for 3
months.

vee we ne

lenclose£...

London N8 8PL.
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Stand’. Business meetings  
 
 

To: Socialist Organiser, 28 Middle Lane,

Subscribe’
SPSee Se ERE

Hounslow. SO is sold out-
side Ail Saints Church,Hounslow High St, Satur-
day 10.30-12.
Islington. Contact Nik,
278 1341.
Southwark/Lambeth.Mee-
tings every other Wednes-
day at Lansbury House,41
CamberwellGrove, London
SE5. Business meeting
7.30pm, Open Forum dis-
cussion, 8.30pm.

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

Newham. Contact via 28
Middle Lane, London N8.
Tower Hamlets. Meets
fortnightly on Fridays,
6.30-8.30pm. Contact
377 1328 for 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
Centre]. \  
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ifferent views of the
Trish elephant |

JO QUIGLEY (Writeback, SO
137) says many true things ag-
ainst Alistair Todd and others.
But his view that what the
Northern Ireland war is aboutis
an ‘‘‘irredentist’ republican
campaign to subjugate the Prot-
estants into a nation they feel no

part of”’ is, Ithink,perverse.
Mydictionarydefines irreden-

tism as the belief that a state
should includeall those citizens
of other states who speak ‘its
own’ language and belong to
‘its’ ethnicgroup. It usually has
implications of chauvinism and
expansionism, as with Germany
in the 1930s. :

.

That is what the Catholic re-
volt in Northern Ireland is
about?

The 26 Counties’ ‘irredentist’
claim that its territory includes
the Six Counties has never been
taken very seriously even by the
Southern state. In practicethey
have always worked hand in
hand with the Northern author-
ities and Britain to maintain the-

Border, and theydo so now.
The Southern schools used to

teach a variant of what is now
Provisional IRA nationalism?
Yes, but the state, especially
during governments of Fianna
Fail, ‘the Republican Party’,
also used internment without
trial, special courts and the fir-
ing squad against militant re-

publicans whotriedto acton it.
In fact, thethreat that the Six

County majority have felt has
been the threat of the Northern

- Catholicminority, the main vic-
timsofpartition.

In so far as therehas been any
Southern aid to the Northern
Catholics — that is not ‘irreden-
tism’, but an expression of the
nationalism of an oppressed
people. Lenin’s dictum that the
nationalismof the oppressed is
not the sameasthenationalism
of the oppressors is frequently
used byleftists to excuse their
own wallowings in various nat-
jonalisms. It is nonetheless an

importanttruth.
Any criticism of elements of

Catholic chauvinismin the Re-
publican movement, and of that
movement’s strategy and tac-
tics,must be put in thatcontext
or you wind up with a back-to-
front view of the world, unable
to distinguish between’ the op-
pressed andtheiroppressors.

-The abandonmentof federal-
ism by the Republicans is, I
think,a step away from Republi-
canism and towards Catholic
nationalism. Jt leaves them no

policy, even notionally, except
conquest of the Protestants. But
thedropping of federalism came
ten years into the war — a

war that the IRA plainly is not
winning. Federalism was adopt-
ed when the Republicans
thought they would soon win
and need a democratic Republi-

EI Salvador
Solidarity
Campaign:
affiliation£5
for individuals
and £10 for
organisations,
from 29 ©
Islington Park
St., London N1.
(01-359 2270) &

 
 

can blueprint for the new Ire-
land :

Theinitiativeto ‘withdrawthe
handoffriendshipoffered to the
Protestants in 1972’ (as David
O’Connell described the drop-
ping of federalism) came from
Northern Republican militants, -

andis, I believe, an expression
of bitterness and despair at the
prolonged deadlock in Northern-
Ireland, and their awareness
thattheProtestants are thedeci-
sive block to theirprogress.

It is a response to theirexper-
iences, an attempt to solve in
words and definitionsthe intrac-
table problem of Protestant’
hostility which they can’t solve
in practice, not a programme
theystarted out with.

The present war came about
not as a result of any force out-
side NorthernIrelanddriving for’
territorial expansion or for a

unity of ‘race’, ‘creed’, or
‘blood’ within one border.
Throughout the war the South
has been virtually a_ foreign
country. 60 years after parti-
tion, a recent poll shows that
only 41% in the South even con-
sider theNortherners‘Irish’.

The energy for the Republican
upsurge — which nobody in the
mid ’60s expected, least of all
the Republicans — came from
the Northern. Catholic revolt.
The Republicans superimposed
themselves and their militarist
strategy on a revolt which came
fromthe social and politicalcon-

cerns of the Catholics, and from
their will to break out of the
Partition state.

The revo't of the Six County
Catholicswas a just and neces-
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- gary revolt against the intoler-
able injustice of partition, and
against its intolerable consequ-
ences for theNortherncatholics.

Jo Quigley implies that the
Protestants are a separate
nation. The ‘two-nationist’posi-
tion is right now inextricably
linked with the defence of the
untenable and unjust status quo
in Northern Ireland. Variants of
it have for 100 years been a

propaganda tool of Britain and
the Irish Unionists against the
claim of the majority of the Irish
people to self-determination:
how can there beIrish national
independence whenthere is not
one but two antagonistic Irish
nations? The Irish need Britain
to rule them:thatwastheorigin-
al version.

Rubbish
__

As a definition ofIrish reality
thetheory is rubbish. For Marx-
ists a nation is a social complex
embodying a common history,
language, culture, economy,
and territory. A fully distinct
nation is most. pointedly. what
the culturally. and historically ©
distinct Protestant community
in Northern Irelandis not.

It is interlaced and intertwin-
ed in the sameterritory withthe
Catholic community in North-
ern Ireland, though the density
of the interlacing varies from
area to area.

‘Nationalminority’ would be a

possible description, but ‘dis-
tinct community’ is better, I
think: it is a social formation
with some of the features of a

distinct nation which has failed
to develop fully into one, and
for which full autonomyof deve-
lopment has not been possible
because it is enmeshed with

_
anothercommunity.

To call the Protestant. com-

,

nation is to fade out of the pic-
ture the complexities that arise
exactly where it differs from a
distinct nation, and which creat-
e# the problem we must solve:
where it shares theterritory with
theCatholiccommunity.

Even. if there were a Protest-
_

ant Irish nation the Six Coun-
ties would certainly not be its
natural and proper territorial
expression.

An intense communal civil
warin Northern Ireland, and the
mass forced population move-
ments and massacresthatwould
-be an inevitable part of it, is
the most likely way that the
Northern Ireland Protestants,
concentrated in the areas where
they are now the big majority,
could become a fully distinct

munity as it is now a distinct

~

 
    
  

nation. (And tragically it may
proveto be therole in history of
the present Republican move-
ment — despite their intentions
and most fervent wishes — to
trigger such a development).

Jo is right to say that respect
for the. ‘‘Protestant sense of
cultural separateness’’ from
what he calls ‘‘the Catholic
Irish nation’’ is irreplaceable.
It is inconceivable that the N.
Ireland Catholics could be won

to that view if it means accept-
ing theartificialSix County state
within which they have been
imprisoned these 60 years. The
solution is to rearrange the con-
nection between the Catholic
and Protestant people of Ire-
land on democratic lines, reflec-
ting the natural Irish majority
and minority.

The only way the reasonable
.

Protestant demand for recogni-
tion of their separate identity
can bereconciledwith the rights
of the majority of the Irish
people, of whom the oppressed
Northern Catholics are part,
would be a united Ireland with
internal autonomy for the
Protestants.

Perverse
It is perverse to blame the

Catholicsand demandthatthey
accept the status quo: all exper-
ience has shown it to be unviable
as well as unjust and destruc-
tive of the labour movement in
Northern Ireland. Jo Quigley
merely parallels the politics of
Alistair Todd. and others (just
as Militanttwins theIRSP).

Todd says ignore class ques-
tions ‘andfocus on the national
question {as if any national or

* otherpolitical question can exist
for us apart from the class
question!) Quigley says: accept
the status quo, concentrate on
class unity, and hope the Cath-
olic revolt and the Orange bdck-
lash go away.

Untenable:

They won’t. So.then we con-
demn the Catholics as ‘irreden-
tist’? and accept the existing Six
Counties as: the exsression of
the iegitimate democratic rights
of the Protestants? This is the
politics of passive-conservative
defence of the untenable status
quo.

The discussion between advo-
cates of ‘classunity’ versus ‘nat-
ional liberationstruggle’ versus
‘rights for the Protestants’ re-
minds me of thewell-known poem -

about the ‘six blind men of Hin-
dustan’ who ‘wentto view the

agora: cfs one aremasd Sf) be;
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elephant’.

They couldn’t agree on what
the elephant was because they
formed different opinions
according to which part of. it
theyhad felt — trunk,tail, legs,
ears. Unable to see, they
couldn’t form a coherent pic-
ture putting together the
different parts.

Concern for the Protestants
must be integrated with the un-
resolved issue of Irish national
rights; concern for the Northern
Ireland Catholics and Irish nat-
ional independence must inte-
grate with awareness of what ©

the Protestants are and what the
‘Protestant problem’ is; concern
for class unity must integrate
with the building of a socialist
movement concerned also for
the just ‘struggle of the Cathol-
ies; concern for Irish national
independence_ against Britain
mustintegrate witha proper and
consistently democratic concern
for the relations between the
different sections of the Irish
people.

It is easiey to fit these things
together on paper than in life.
But until they are fitted togeth-
er in life, there will be no solu-
tion. And the longer it is delay-
‘ed, the more likely the cata-
strophe of a sectarian civil war
becomes.

JOHN O’MAHONY,
London.

riteback 
~ Send letters to Socialist Organiser.

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

\ 
Beware
ofballots
ONE WEEKafterthegeneral elec-
tion, Bury North constituency
Labour Party held its General
ManagementCommittee.

There were no resolutions for
annual conference, as the wards
hadn’t met since the campaign.
But an emergency resolution was
debated, proposing that the lead-
ership election should beby post-
al ballot of ali individual
members.

This was passed with very
little chance of debate. No-one
had had prior notice thatit would
be on the agenda, and the rules
state that decisions once passed
cannot be overturned for three
months.

There are many issues involved
here, Foremost in many delegates’
minds was that a postal ballot
would cut off the trade unions
from having two bites of the
cherry. But thiswas motivated by
suspicion and often hostility to-
wardsthetrade union delegates.

~ Some members would clearly
like to sever the Labour Party’s
traditional links with the trade
unions and make it simply an
individual membership organisa-
tion. Some said theirconcern was
for the rank and filemembersand
those unable to get to meetings.

Postal ballots in many unions
have shownthat they don’t guar-
antee a high participation — and
they do almost guarantee a right
wing victory, because the passive
members are more likely to be
influenced by the television and
newspapers.

°

Whatever the motives, and
many are genuine, this po
ballot is the thinend of the wedge
— and where do they: stop? All
decisions could be taken by refer-
endum, avoiding distasteful
debate and militant speeches.

In Bury North, at least, they
haven’t heardthelast of this.

SUE ARNALL 
 § BM Box 5355, .

§ London WCIN 3XX - 

TROOPSOUT
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 Science
Some like
it hot

By Les Hearn

 

MOST living things exist within
a fairly narrow range of condi-
tions —usually about 10 degrees
Centigrade to 40°C, though warm-
blooded animals can survive low-
er temperatures and some others
can survive freezing by developing
their own ‘anti-freeze’.

But the weirdest creatures I
had heard about were thosesingle
celled algae and bacteria found
growing happily in volcanic hot
springs at temperatures of up to
100 C.

Now, ordinarily, the consti-
tuents of cells could not cope
with such temperatures — the fats
would melt, the proteins would
unravel and coagulate like boiled
egg white. So these thermophilic
(heat-loving) life forms have deve-
loped fats with higher melting
points and proteins that are more
stable.

For a long time, it seemed that
100 C (theboilingpoint of water)
was the upper boundary. to life,
but recently new forms oflife
have been found growing around
cracks in the earth’s crust on the
ocean floor, where the sea-water
is heated to great temperatures as
it cools themolten rock.

Many new andbizarrespecies
have been found living round
thesegushes, all depending on the
energy from the insideof the
earth (just as we depend on the
sun’s energy). But most bizarre
are the bacteria found actually
living in thehot water at 250C!

This is 480 degrees Fahrenheit
(Gas Mark 9), 150 C above the
normal boiling point of water,
and above the temperature at
which paper catches fire in air
{according to Ray Bradbury in
‘Fahrenheit451’).

So how dothese bacteria sur-
vive at temperatures where not
only do fats melt and proteins
cook, but DNAfalls apart? Part
of the answer must be the enorm-
ous pressures at which they live.
These pressures prevent the super-
heated water from turning into
steam and may help to prévent
these destructive changes.

But undoubtedly these bacter-
ia have. also developed unique
constituents to build their prot-
eins etc. together morestrongly.

This discovery of a hitherto
unsuspected life form suggests
that life may have actually been
able to develop when the earth
was considerably hotter than it is
today.
WHETHERsafe nuclear power is
possible is one question,butI feel
it is true to say thatthePressuris-
ed Water Reactor is more danger-
ous than the Advanced Gas-Cool-
ed Reactor (Magnox), the first
generation of British nuclear
reactors,

So it is interesting that while
the CEGB is busy buying a PWR
from the US, the National Nuc-
lear Corporation is selling a Mag-
nox reactor to the Turkishgener-
als. Magnox reactors are. very
good at producing weapons-grade
plutonium, worrying given the
nature of the Turkishjunta.

Stopthe witch-hunt; stop talks with Tories .Crunch |
issues for
TGWU

PROBABLY the most cont-
entious issue at. this year’s
TGWU conference (BDC)will
be who ‘the union will back
for the Labour Party leader-
ship.
According to media reports,
the General Executive Commit-
tee will propose recommending
Neil Kinnock. Presumably,
delegateslikemyself wo willbe
supporting Eric Heffer, on

» account of his opposition to
witch-hunts and support for the
continuation of progressive
policies, will find it ‘ifficult to
get that option in fi at of the
conference.

The right wing will be
campaigning for a ballot, which
would be’ fine if t'2 union’s
record on that kind «. exercise
was better and the opinions
could be adequately presented -

to the memberrh’:. Under
present circumstan:e- the. BDC

* is undoubtedly the most repres-
entative body of the union, and
should take thedecision.

In 1981 the platform opposed
allowing the conference to
decide between Dennis Healey
and Tony Benn. The resulting
chaos discredited the union. A
vote with only one option, how-

ever, willbe little better.
Mybranch, the 5/293, has a

resolution calling for a policy
decision that the BDC_ should
always.decide the TGWU’s Vote
in such elections — by meansof
a recall conferenceif an election
arises in a year when there is no
conference.

The BDC will also be import-
ant on-the witch-hunt, particul-
arly given the probable outcome
of the leadership election.
There are seven resolutions
against the Register, but it will
needabigfight if they are to be
successful.

The reelection of the Tories
makes incomes policy in the
event of a Labour government,
and the National.Economic
Assessment, less of an immed-
iate issue. There are, however,
four resolutions calling for an
incomespolicy and twelve call-
ing for free collective bargain-
ing.

 
Published by

Socialist Forum
for Southern

Africa
Solidarity.

Available(at
90p plus

20p post)
c/o SO,

28 Middle
Lane,

London 

By Alan
- Thornett

It is very important that the
union’s opposition to incomes
policy,established in 1977, is”
maintained.

Although 1.re are 72 resolu-
tions on unemployment, none

_

put forward any policy which can
seriously protect jobs and
oppose closures.

The nearest approach is bank-
ruptpolicies like the Alternative
Economic Strategy and import
controls — on which there are
eight resolutions.

The GEC resolution says it
will give “‘every assistance’ to
members. fighting job loss,
but there are no proposals as to
-how thiscan be done.

The GEC also call for “‘the
whole movement to defend the
unemployed’. Yet they have
taken a decision since the last
conference which effectively
bans the unemployed from join-
ing the union — a decision
which must be challenged by
theconference.

The biggest group of resolu-
tions in front of the conference
are against nuclear weapons,
and no doubt a_unilateralist
line will be adopted. The fight
will be for withdrawal from
NATO as a nuclear alliance.
Thereis a resolution onthis.

The conference has the most
extensive group of International
resolutions for some years.

There are three resolutions on
Lebanon which call among other
things for the recognition of the
PLO as the sole legitimate
representative of the Palestinian
people and for the Palestinians’
right to self-determination.

Given thattheTGWUsuppor-
ted the pro-Palestinian resolu-
tion at the Labour Party confer-
ence, it should bepossible to get
a compositeof thesethrough.

There are six resolutions on

Poland, including one from my
own branch calling: for the
union to continue to recognise
Solidarnosc and not the new
state unions; for the end of
martial law, the legalisation of
Solidarnosc and the release of
political prisoners; and for prac-
tical assistance to the Solidarity
Trade UnionWorking Group in
Britain.

Nicaragua
There are very good resolu-

tions calling for strengthened
ties with the Nicaraguan trade
union movement and’opposition
to US backed intervention both
in Nicaraguaand El Salvador.

A resolution from the 5/822
- branch calls for the conference

to condemn the ‘‘support given
to the government’s imperialist
war against Argentina by the
TUCand Labour Party leaders’’
and ‘‘deplores the statement
supporting the war madeby the
General Secretary at the 1982

.

Scottish TUC which  contra-
dicts TGWU policy as. well as
supporting imperialist ven-

“tures.”

Whose voice will be hea
top officials or the rank andfile?

There are three resolutions on
South Africa — twoatthelevel of
protest action, calling for man-
datory economic sanctions and
the ending of dealings with Bar-
clays Bank, while the other calls
for solidatity with the victimised
workers at Wilson Rowntrees and
the sending of a TGWU fact-
finding delegation.

:

In the six resolutions on Ire-
land, there is no call for troops
out. The resolutions call for the

tight of self-determination for
the Irish people and for the repeal
of the PTA and the Emergency
Powers Act, and the ending of
Diplock Courts.

Past practice of TGWU con-
ferences on Ireland, however,

the TGWU’s votefor LabourParty leader —

 

Strikers
starved
out

AS THE workers at Hodkin and
Jones abandonedthepicket line
and took up theircase for unfair
dismissal, I spoke to one of the
strikers.

They’ve.starved us out. The
DHSShas stopped all benefit,
even to our families, until they
have completed their enquiries.
Wecan’t afford to go on.
Have you had any support from
‘otherunions?

Only spasmodic. We got the
British Railwagons stopped, but
only as)longas there was a
picket line. As soon as that
went, the lorries were back.in as
normal.
What was the last offer from
management?

:Before we ceased the dispute,
management had agreed
improved terms but would not
reinstate anybady.

make it very unlikely that these
issues will be debated in con-
ference.

No doubt the usual, mean-
ingless GEC statement will be
brought out to stop all discussion.

One section of the agenda
which is a big step forward, is on
women’s rights. There was not a
single resolution at the last con-
ference on women’s rights and
this item was eventually taken
completely off the agenda.

This year, there are nine
resolutions which offer between
them the possibility of a very
good composite.

The sameis true of gay rights.
It is very important that the three

very comprehensive resolutions
on this subject are debated at
conference.

The 24 anti-Tebbitresolutions
reflect the paralysis of the TUC in
the face of legislation. Most
simply condemn Tebbit and the

‘ Tories. The GEC’s resolution does
call for non-paymentof fines, but
that is all. It calls on “British
trade unionists to carry out their
business in the spirit of business
as usual” and goes on to make the
call they have relied upon for too
long, for the repeal of the legisla-
tion by the next Labour govern-
ment. ~

Some resolutions do give a
lead and it is very important that
they are supported. The 1/1921
branch calls for industrial action.
My own branch calls for indus-
trial action themoment anyoneis
victimised under the Act and goes
on to call for an end to tripartite
bodies.

No lead at all is given on
privatisation. The public services
national committee resolution
“tesolves to continue the general
campaign against privatisation and
to support our members directly
affected in resisting privatisation
plans and win the support of the
general public to retain direct
labour.”

Nothing is said about how
members will be supported and
nothing is said about tendering,
which is condemned in a reso-
lution from the 1/1418 branch.
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STU Caier
me

You need ten members to start a branch in any workplace.
What would have won the dis- §j The definition of ‘workplace’ is left open in the rules: separ-
pute, in your opinion?

Masspicketingora sit
we decided against a sit-in after
legal advice from our union.
How manystrikersare left?

All 24. Weare intendingto try
to salvage jobs by forming our
own concrete castingco-op.

 
MICK SIDAWAY

gifactory or office complex.in. But fate branches can be established in separate sections of a large
The Labour Party membership of workplacerecruits has to

gbe processed through their ward. branches. But the workplace
branch can send one delegate to the Labour Party GC in each

goonstituency whereit has at least ten membersliving.
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ON MAY13, the National
Coal Board announced its

.
intention of closing the Car-
dowan Colliery in Lanark-
shire, at an immediate cost
of 1000 jobs.

The NCBsaysthepitlacksre-
sources; suffers from poor en-
vironmental conditions under-
ground;andis runningata loss.

The NUMestimatesthatthere
are still enough reserves to
guarantee work for the next
  
F
i

—2i

Greenings
occupy

AS. the 350 workers at Greenings
Engineering factory in Warrington
enter their fifteenth week on
strike against redundancies, the
actionhas been. stepped up by an
-occupation of the offices and the
barricading of the main vestibule.

At. the end of last week the
company issued another
Edwardes-style letter to employ-
ees threateningclosure unless the
action ended. Then on Monday
27th, the -managing director,
James MacDonald attempted to
cross the picketline.

As convenor Arthur Conheeny
said, he was “persuaded of the
folly of his ways” and_ turned
back. Up until then the gates had
stayed open, but now they have
been closed by thepickets.

Of the 80 workers listed for
redundancy, over half have accep-.
ted voluntary redundancy pay-
ments and -others have simply
left. But, the. strikers are deter-
mined to prevent the remaining
23 compulsory redundancies.
Cheques sent out to strikers,
returned to fffe company and
then sent out again have now
been lodged with the strike com-
mittee. -

Messages/donations to:
Blood,
Newton-le-Willows,Merseyside.

Len

The Newham 8 — Asian
youths aged between 15 and

~— face charges of con-
J spiracy as well as threaten-

ing behaviour and actual
bodilyharm.

_They were arrested on
September 24 1982 after an
incident with’ plain-clothes
police officers. In the pre-
vious week there had been
three major racist attacks
on Asian schoolchildren at
Little tlford School, in New-
ham, and an incident where
60 or 70 white youth with
iron bars and sticks went on
the rampage in East Ham
and ManorPark.

~ Sendinvitationsfor speak-fiers. or resolutions of sup-
port, to Newham 8 Defence
Campaign, c/o. PO Box§ 273, London E7 9JN.
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twentyyears.
Conditions underground at

Cardowan are.no worse than at
any other pit. In fact, the dust
conditions in someofthepits to
which the miners are supposed
to betransferredare worse.

It is clear however that Car-
dowan is unprofitable. The NCB
claimsthatit loses £30 on every
ton of coal mined there. Accord-
ing to last week’s report of the
Monopolies and Mergers Com-
mission, production costs per
tonne of coal at Cardowan are
£69.9,as against a nationalaver-

age of £35.6.
Initiallythe NCB attempted to

shut half the pit within a week,
and the other half within a
month. This plan came to no-
thingwhen the unions appealed
to the review procedure, which
will probably be a protracted
affair. :

.

Then the NCB offered trans-
fers to other collieries without
giving any notice of this to the
NUM,and at a time when the
local union officers were absent
from the pit. This too came to
nothing when other collieries
refused to accept transfers, save
those sanctioned by the union at
Cardowan.

This move wasfollowed up by
the order to shut down working
VS2 face of pit number two, on
the groundsthatit was danger-
ous. (Over 40 miners were injur-
ed in a gas explosion there last
year).

Two craftsmen on the day-
shift refused to dismantle the
machinery, and the 200 plus
miners on theback-shiftwent on
strike in support of the crafts-
men and in--opposition to the
NCB’sinstructions.

The strike began on Friday
June 17, but was over by the
Monday. Union. officials suc-
cessfully called for a return to
work on the grounds. that the
strike would not be supported by
the. other miners and would
therefore create a weakened,
divided-workforce.

The union therefore accepted

DEFEND THE

 
PyDefendCardowan!

closure of the VS2 face, givenits .potentiallydangerous condition,
but was not prepared to sanction
the removal of equipment from
thepit as a whole.

A successful campaign ag-
ainst the closure. of Cardowan
can be. mounted, though the
problemsinvolvedin this should
not be ignored or underest-
imated But winning supporting
strike action from miners out-
side of Cardowan, whose pits
are next for the chop, and a
propaganda campaign to pre-
vent miners at Cardowan taking
up the NCB’s offer of lump sum
payments for voluntary redund-
ancies, are clearly two. crucial
aspects.

Cardowan is thefirst pit due
for closure since the general el-
ection, and it can prove to be a
make-or-break case. If the NCB.
close it, thentheroad is obvious-
ly clear. for a lot more closures,
bothin Scotland and elsewhere.

   BL washing-up time

Sogialist.Organiser no.138 June 30 1983 Paze °F

Leaders crack |

Body Plant
By Harry Sloan

AS BL Cowley management
attempt to undermine—the
militant defence of working con-
ditions by the workforce in the
Body and Assembly Plants, whey
have been given a vital boost by
the right wing Body Plant leader-
ship. .

:

Shop floor workers had been
rejecting management offers ofa
£9 increase in bonus, and: threats
of disciplinary action, and clock-
ing out three minutes before the
end of each shift to take their
‘washing up time’. Company
moves to dock 15 minutes wages
each time this occurred were
met by workers clocking out 15
minutesearly!

Recognising the leadership as
the weak link, management then
announced that washing-up time
would be abolished at the end of
the last week. A mass meeting was
called — at which loud-mouthed
TGWU District Secretary David
Buckle was conspicuously absent,
and convenor Bill Roche.conven-
iently out of town. -

Deputy convenor Morton gave
a speech which effectively put
management’s casc, warning of
loss of bonus and took a vote
without any recommendation as
to action, Despite this, a clear
majority: voted for rejection of
the company ultimatum.
Morton’s attempts to declare an

even vote and split the meeting
failed to dispel the majority —

and-in desperation he called for.
an immediate ballot, again with
no recommendation.

Despite the in-built advantage
such a ballot gives to the right
wing over mass meetings, a 2,700
vote produced a majority of less
than 400 for acceptance — show-
ing that with any amountof posi-
tive leadership the shop floor
would have solidly backed a
policy of defiance.

This sabotage of the Body
Piant resistance leaves the nearby
Assembly Piant workforce
isolated in its defence of washing-
up time, which produced a four-
weekstrike last April.

Assembly’ Plant management
have promptly reapproached the
Plant Level Committee with new
offers and pressure for them to
ape Morton in holding a mass
meeting with no. recommenda-
tion.

_

This has proved unsuccessful,
and the companyis reluctant to
provoke renewed strike action in
the sensitive sales run-up to the
new Augustregistrations.

But a leaflet put out by the
company on .Monday suggests
that a renewed attempt at imple-
mentation is imminent.

Stewards — who are meeting
“as we go to press — must remain

on their guard in defence of hard-
won workingconditions.
 CammelLaird

strike again
ON THURSDAY June 23 a mass
meeting of welders at Cammell
Lairds, Birkenhead, agreed by a
narrow majority to return to
work. :

The reason for the return to
work was an offer to pay the wel-
ders their claim of 15p an hour
for coded welding on a gas rig.
But it was not a-definite offer,
only a promise by the manage-
ment to look sympatheticallyon
the claim — a trick which the wel-
ders fell for once before.

On Monday: June 27 there
were negotiations between the

‘welders’ stewards and manage-
ment. The welders’ claim was for
a paymentto all those working on”
the British Gas rig 1377 of 15p

f

coded welding allowance. Manage-
mentare trying to include higher
coding in the claim, and also to
exclude- certain types of coded
welding.

On Tuesday 28th another
mass meeting of welders rejected
management’s offer and decided
to picket the gangways on all the
vessels in the yard. Management
have taken most of those working
on the vessels off pay and threat-
ened to lay off 2000 on Wednes-
day if there-is no return to work.

The boilermakersare holding a
mass meeting on
morning to decide on action.The
rest of the Confed, as usual, have
failed to render support, waiting
for the action to come to them.

Wednesday -

 

 
Library walkout

EIGHT membersoftheCivil and
Public Services Assuciation at
the British Library are on strike
following management’s threat
to suspend themwithoutpay.

The threat follows the refusal
by these members,in line with
the CPSAbranch's policy, to co-

operate with a Staff Inspection
of their posts. Previous such
inspections in the Library have
proved to be exercisesin cutting
posts or downgradingthem.

Although CPSA has refused
cooperation with earlier Staff
Inspections,thisis the first time
thatmanagementhasretaliated
against the individuals concern-
ed. The membersreceived let-
ters stating that unless they co-
operated; theywould be suspen-
ded as of Wednesday June22.

With official backing from
CPSA headquarters,eight clerks
decided to come out on strike
before managementcould force
the suspensions. .

Clearly managementfeel the
time is right for an attack on
CPSA,the most militant of the
unions in the Library, in an at-
tempt to deal a body blow to un-
ion organisation in the building.

theHowever, strikers. have

 

strong support from the rest of
their branch, which has voted to
hold a one-day all-out strike on
Friday July 1.

A victory on the issue of Staff
“Inspections would have import-

ant implicationsfor all trade un-
- jonists in the Civil Service, since

 
many areas face these job-cut-
ting exercises.

Messages of support/donat-
ions to: CPSA British Library
(London) Branch, c/o Room 265,
Science Reference Library, 25
Southampton Buildings, Chan-
cery Lane, London WC2.

 Unity
on the
rail?

THE newly-announced rail un-
ions’ ‘federation’ (involving
NURand ASLEF)is a good idea,
thoughnot a new one.

There wastalkof a loose link-
up last year, before ASLEF and
the NUR clashed so destructive-
ly during the flexible rostering
strikes. Now that Weighell has
beenblown outof the NURlead-
ership, the Federation idea has
been revived and put on the
rails.

As yet there is coordination
at national leadership but no
regional structures. Agreement
‘at the top’ should nevertheless
ease the way towards betterrel-
ations at rank andfilelevel, and
help wipe out the memory of
conflicts. ’

Unity of railway unions is a
good idea, but it has a negative
side too — ASLEFtends to be
less militant when under pres-
sure from- the NUR leaders.
Thus ASLEFhasjust gone along .

with the NUR andaccepted the
ludicrous 4% %pay deal.

Whatwillgive thenew Feder-:
ation real muscle is militant
unity on a rankandfilelevel and
a refusal by the rank and file to
let theleaders get away with any
moredeals like the 44% %.
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.‘Major cover-up
THAMESValleyChief Constable Peter Imbert has joined the ranksof the
controversial Chief Constables such as James Anderton of Manchester.

That is the conclusion of the Oxford Claimants’ Defence Committee
from Imbert’s report to his Police Authority on ‘Operation Major’. The
report, the committee says, is nothing more than a political justification
for the joint police/DHSS swoop on homeless claimants in Oxford on

September

2
last year.

Imbert’s argument is that the rights of a minority were legitimately
sacrificed to the ‘general good’. Which minority should next expectits
rights under the law to be forgotten, the Claimants’ Defence Committee

|

asks.
The Committee will be producing a full response to Imbert’s report.

Contact: CDC, 44b Princes St, Oxford.

+DESPITE their controversaai
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$ ‘suicide’ verdict on Coke
@ Roach,thejurors at the inquest
@ still felt enough ‘deep distress’
® at thepolicehandlingof the case$ to write to HomeSecretary Leon
e Brittan aboutit.
e@ The police, they say, were
® neithersympatheticnor diligent3 enoughin their handling of the
@ case. Whichis hardly surprising
@ given Stoke Newington police’s
® record over cases like those of
$ the White family (who received
@ £51,000 compensation after be-
@ ing attacked by these cops) and
@ Michael Ferreira, who bled to
3 death without medical attention
@ inside thepolicestation.
e Leon Brittan, however, thinks
® a public inquiry into Colin
® Roach’s death would be neither$ ‘desirable’ nor ‘necessary’. He
@ would like to see ‘thoseconcern-
@ ed sit down and consider care-
® fully and responsibly how the$ problems of the area can be
@ tackled’.
e
e
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ONE THIRDof the workforce in
thetextileindustry is Asian, and
it is Asians who have suffered
most from the dramatic decline
in the industry (the workforce
declined from over 80,000 im
1970 to 22,000 by 1980).

~ When the Lancashiare Indus-
trial. Language Training Unit
investigated thesituation of As-
ians made redundant from the
industry, theyfound that90% of
those surveyed were unable to
find new jobs, according to the
MorningStarof June 22.

ASIAN social worker Moham-
med Idrish has won the right to
appeal to the High Court ag-
ainst a Home Office deportation
order.

His legal advisors told him
thatwithout the vigorous defen-
ce campaign that has been org-
anised, he would almost certain-
‘ly have already been deported.

Mohammed, a founder mem-
berof the Dr Barnado’s NALGO
branch in West Bromwich,; was
also given support by his un-
ion’s recent nationalconference.
An emergency resolution was
passed almost unanimously,
committing the union to build
and support a national demons-
tration for Mohammed, to be
held in Birmingham in Septem-
ber. Further details: Barry, 021-
523 8923, Ahsan 021-551 1846.
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@ A DEMONSTRATIONis being° called in Haringeyon July9, to
e@ ‘support the right of thecom-
@ munity to defenditself against
© fascism’.$ The demonstrationwill
@ assembleat 2pm at Ducketts
@ Common (TurnpikeLane under-
@ ground)and march to theCivic$ Centreand Tottenham Police
@ Station. There willbe a rallyat
@ High Cross Lower School, Park
®@ View Road, London N17.
$

__
Itis called by the ‘May3

@ Defence Campaign’ — set up to
@ defend those arrested on May3,
@ when 700 people from thelocal
$ Jabour movementand black
e community gatheredoutside
e@ High Cross schoolto try to pre-
@ venttheNationalFrontholding
@ an election meeting there.The$ police intervened in strength:35
@ anti-fascistswere arrested,
@ many were injured, and one was
® hospitalised for two days.3 Contact: May 3 Defence Cam-
@ paign, No.5AnnexeB,Totten-
@ ham Town Hall, Town Hall Ap-3 proach Road, London N15.
e
e 000060000000CCOOSO

 

 
eellemh

hhh
ehheh
eae
oe
ee
ee



  Bosses suspend _

Telecoms engineers
By Pat Lally

LAST week British Telecom
engineers in London weresus-
pended for refusing to con-
nect up the rival privately-
owned Mercury system.

They acted in support of
union policy. This, is the first
test for the new. Broad Left
majority on the Post Office
Engineering Union executive.

The Tories have already de-
clared their intention to reintro-
duce the election-hit BT privatis-
ation billat the earliest opportun-
ity, with thesell-off time for aut-
umn next year. Meanwhile the
drive to establish Mercury,crucial
to the Tories’ strategy for smash-
ing BT,goesrelentlessly on.

Immediate plans are for the
connection of six circuits, two
covering London City, two Lon-
don-Central, and two not as yet
known. The Shell Building in the
City, where Mercury staff have
been given a room, was the scene
of the first suspensions.

The union’s Industrial Action
Strategy Sub-Committee is the
key body responsible for conduc- °

ting the campaigi.
The national levy of members

to finance a campaign, formally
agreed but never implemented,
has begun. Andthefirst Industrial
Action Bulletin has appeared.

This is important,since as well
as using discipline BT. manage-
ment have started a high-powered
propaganda campaign among BT
staff, aimed at undermining union
Tesistance.

They stress the government’s
electoral mandate for-privatisa-
tion and argueresistance is hope-
less.

The union hasa special confer-
ence on privatisationscheduled
for August. But the way things
are going, action between now
and then could well prove
decisive.- :

This week, in retaliation forgeceeyIn next
week’s
issue
a
WVFhas
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Telecomsengineers: don’t leave them withoutsupport
the suspensions, 50 members of
the London NorthCentral branch
have been called out on indefinite
strike.

With activity centred in Lon-

don, the main London branches

Support. must be rallied be-
yond the POEU, in. the wider
trade union movement. Privatisa-
tion is already directly affecting
many other of the public sector
unions, and conditions exist for a
fighting alliance, with the POEU
strategically placed to leadit.

Support must, be mobilised
from the TUC at national level
through to regional and_ local
Trades Councils.

Pulling back
Already there is some talk

within the Broad Left. of pulling
back froma sharp fight with the
right wing — for instance over. the
renomination of©witch-hunter
John Golding to the Labour Party
National Executive..Weakness like
this will only give confidence to
the Right.

To have any chance of success,
the Broad Left Executive mem-
bers must learn the harsh lesson
of last year’s CPSA Executive,
where a Broad Left majority fail-
ed-dismally. They abandoned any
fighting perspective, alienated the
rank andfile,and were turfed out
after a year.

The task in the POEU is no
less difficult. Despite the Broad
Left gains, general secretary
Bryan Stanley and his obedient
bureaucracy remain intact, to

are ‘rightly calling mass member- vo curb, obstruct and frustrate, rath-
ship meetings. There is also talk
of a London-wide demonstration
in support ofthosein dispute.

er like thecivilservice with a radi-+
cal government.

KGB course for miners?
Andropovis no friend
of trade unionists!

All miners who respect the
right of our. overseas comrades,
whether in Chile, Bolivia, South

THE NUM’s recently announced
_..proposal to send 25 members to a

union school in the Soviet Union
is a disgrace.

What will they learn while
over there? What will they learn
from the experience of the Soviet
coal miners union?

.Will they learn how to victim-
ise militants who have the nerve
and guts to speak out against viol-
ations of the Soviet Labour Code,
poor safety conditions, manage-
ment malpracticesand low pay?

Will they learn to consort and
work hand in hand with the secret
police, the KGB, to victimise and
harass those militants? Will they
learn as a final resort how to
obtain a phoney psychiatrists’
diagnosis that labels those who
disagree with you as mentally
insane?

&Insane
Two Soviet miners, Vladimir

Kicbanov and Alexei Nikitin,
from southern Ukraine, are
.urrenily Lshelled insune by the

ee

* poor

By John Cunningham
Soviet authorities and are being
held in psychiatric hospitals under
appalling conditions.

Both men dared to challenge
the local. mine management at
the pits where they worked. Both
men complained about low pay,

safety and sa on and
Klebanov was a leading figure in
the short-lived formation of the
Association of Free TradeUnions
of Soviet Working People.

Between them, both men have
spent over 15 years either in
prison or mental asylums. Yet
what the NUM

_
ieadership

proposes to do is send 25 mem-
bers over to the Soviet Union to
consort with the very jailers who
put Klebanov and Nikitin where
they are today — to give the thugs
of the KGB and the bureaucrats
of the CPSU the seal of approval
of British mincrs to carry on their
filthywork of repressing and jail-
ine workingckiss oppositionists.

Africa,
Union,against thisdisgusting spectacle.

Turkey or the Soviet

FUND|
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Heffer leadership challenge — see editorial, page 2

  
 

must. raise their voice
.

battle
THREE weeks have pass-
ed since the Tories won the
General election. In those
three weeks the new breed
of stockbrokers and city
merchants havevery firmly
established themselves as
the governmentof the mer-
chant bankswiththe obses-
sive morals of the small
town hypocrite.

Privatisation of much of the
| public sector; the continued de-

struction of the health-service;
-| and the end of democratic ldc-

al government,
themes.

Internationally the Thatcher-
ite Tories now propose to con-
tinue their colonial victors’ cult
‘defence’ of Hung Kong and
Gibraltar,and spend millionson
the newairport in the Falklands,
with the very obvious South
Africanconnection.

The other main planksof the
Tory programme are their
‘moral’ proposals, with. Thatch-
er’s obsession withpushing soc-
ial affairs back a hundred years.
Thereis likely to be an enorm-
ous attackon single parent fam-

are the key

 
ilies and reversal of women’s

NOT bad, but must get better! £207.35 this week closes the
June Fund at £779.40: only three-quarters of the £1 000
target,but better than average.

Nowthebattle’s on for July, to keep the weekly amountsup to the £200 mark.
And there’ll be a new look to thebattle in“July; Following

agreement by the SO EGM (see p.12) we'll be announcing
monthly regionai targets for the July Fund. Each month,new
target amounts — and money raised — will be added to the
previous month’s figures. This will allow groups who stage
large fund raising events, which perhaps aren’t as frequent as
once a month, to keep pace with the targets. And it will also
identify the culprits, who aren’t pulling their weight on the
fund-raising. So be warned, and make your plans now.

Moneyto: The Treasurer, 214 Sickert Court, Essex Rd.,
London N1.

Left MPs
prepare for

By Jeremy
Corbyn, MP

rights.
Hanging is being brought

forward as a burning issue; the
Sun has donea poll of MPs and
decided that this is the major
issue that the nation faces and ©

that the rope (or electric chair?)
mustbebroughtiin.

But what is Labour doing?
The ParliamentaryLabour Party
is about to: discuss the elec-
tion. What it should be discuss-
ing is the treacherous behaviour
of Callaghan during the election ~

and the desperate need for the
party to go out and explain and
fight for socialist fundamentals.
‘ The best lesson that anyoné
can have is struggle; the job of
the Party, and Labour MPs in
particular, must face up to, is a
coordinated campaign to defend
the metropolitan authoritiesand: ©

the GLC, the Health Service,
and jobs threatenedby privatis-.
ation such asin British Telecom.

The Campaign Group, now of
nearly 30 members,is determin-
ed to lead the battle and fight
with the Left in the unions to
achievethe unity of the industr-
ial. and parliamentary wingswhich was not achieved in the
four years since 1979, leadingto
our defeat. 
 

  
  
 
 
  

 

Thanks!
Thanks thisweek to: Welsh reader i
£100; Simon Pottinger, working
at College May Balls who has
achievedan early expropriation of i
£45; Bruce Robinson, £14.50; fjOrpington supporters, £10.30; iNik Barstow, £5; Elaine John,
£5; Tony Biles,£2; Les Hearn and i
Jeff Slee, £5 raised on sale of Ifood to SO EGM; Cheung Siu-
Ming, £20.55 profit on EGM fj
bookstall.
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