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- TGWU gives green light
~ to boycott missile bases
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—Rail: to be slimmed o the ‘profitable’ lines?

Under the
hammer

THE announcement of the Tories' increased majority on June 9 had
guotioneers, asset-strippers, stockbrokers and banf(er: reaching for their
calculators and licking their lips at the prospects of new and richer
pickings from the state sector.

The second reading this week of the Bill for the pnivatisation of the
enormously profitable British Telecom underlines the breakneck speed
at which the process of privatisation of priceless assets is taking place.

The last four years saw the City line its bulging wallets with the
profitable privatisation of Cable and Wireless, Associated British Ports,
British Aegospace; BR Hotels, the National Freight Corporation and
Britoil. In addition, hundreds of thousands of council homes have been
privatised through enforced sale at bargain prices — to force more and
more people into the grip of mortgages and the private housing market.

The Tories are now pledged to sell of chunks of British Steel and
BL, along with Rolls Royce, British Airways, British Shipbuilders and
as many airports as possible. -

They are bctnf gubﬁcly cgged on to go still further — and flog off
the National Coal Board, British Rail, the Central Electricity Generat-
ing Board and the Post Office.

These plans offer profits to the employers; and they will please the
hard-line ideologists in the Tory camp.

But their main purpose is precticel: to fragment and destroy trade
:nion organisation and press home the attack on jobs and working con-

itions.

The privatisation proposals are thus integrally linked to Tory anti-
union laws and Tebbit’s new plans to undermine the unity and demo-
cracy of the unions,

The fight for action against privatisation is the fight to defend the
very essence of the gains and organisation built up over decades of
workers' struggle.
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NHS: sell-offs could decimate union strength

Under the
axe

WITHIN days of the Tories' reelection, the sharpened axe began once
more to swing — biting deep into jobs in the state industries, and vital
health and social services. X

On July §, Environment Secretary Putrick Jenkin inflicted a vicious'
£280 milion package of penalties, falling mainly on “overspending™
councils wrestling with the social problems of the slump-hit inner cities.
The GLC suffered o £129 million cut in grant; seven London boroughs
were It for a further £50 million; big cities for another £80 million,
and shire counties for millions more,

These figures transiate into further decimation of educution and
social services, further misery for the elderly, the uncmployed, the
youth, the homeless, the ethnic minorities and the needy, But they
were only an opening shot in the resumod Tory war on local govern-
ment services.

A further list of 40-50 “over-spending™ councils has now also been
drawn up for Tory treatment. Jenkin has told the Times that his objec-
tive is to bring about “a large measure of redundancy™ among council
stalfs, particolarly in London. Thousands of teachers could be the first
to lose their jobs.

They will not be the only cusualties of this new war of attrition. The
new NHS spending cuts, announced with bland cynicism only weeks
after the election, could translate into the loss of some 20,000 jobs
(some 70% of the NHS budget is labour costs) and the decimation of
services across the country us hospital closure plans (in some cases
suppressed ot government insistence until after the clection) are imple-
mented. ‘

None of this will safeguard jobs clsewhere. Mercenary axeman lan
MacGregor is set to lay waste “uncconomic™ NCB pits; at the cost. of
thousands of miners' jobs. Steelwarkers face still further attacks. And
in the private sector, too, the heavy toll of “rutionalisation™, redundan-
cies and speed up continues to tighten the scrows on the shop floor,

There is scarcely a worker — employed of unemployed — who will
notdirectly suffer the blows of this renewed Tory onstaught. The task
however is to challenge the cupitulation or tokenistic “oppasition™ of
the trade union and Labour feaders in order to create conditions for a
solid and widening fightback based on strike action and occupations,

A vital first step is to force our union leaders to break from their
top-level collaboration with the Tory government and employers.

A SHOCK of alarm and fear has
shot millions upon
millions of le in the last two
years. Thef have understood
that nuclear war is really
possible.

Millions now think it probable

if ‘:ot int;viubh — and s&:n
rather an something t
might happen ‘one day’.

Barbarous

have suddenly

Stalinist
trapped in a noclear minefield.
That evérything and everybody
we know and care about, all dur
concerns in the present, and all
our hopes and plans for the
future, face irre| le destruc-
tion. That humanity itself faces
annihilation.

o
TGWU's Ron Todd

The result is a tremendous
rebirth of the movement for
nuclear disarmament, not only
in Britain but in and
3:%. of c:llx]ebreez of the world

. The growing through-
out the world ''Disarm the war-
mongers’’.

That is the cry in the British
labour movement too. Most
unions are now for unilateral
nuclear disarmament,

By John
0’Mahony

The recent conference of the

calling on the British
under Thatcher! — to sbandon
nuclear weapons.

Conference pledged maxi-
mum union sup for any
TGWU branch w boycotts
development work on nuclear
bases or “‘any other weapons of
mass destruction’’.

Ron Todd expressed the mood
of conference when he said that
the present intermnational situa-
tion and the dh{uu between
America snd Russia sbout
‘who is ahead in the nuclear
arms race’ was "'like two men

Continued page 15
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Get the other
Goldings!

DON'T just elect new leaders. Watch them, call them to
account, demand that they fight and where necessary replace
them when they don’t.

The labour movement can only be turned into a real
fighting machine if these lessons are learned. And the
struggles for left wing policies and leadership in the Labour
Party can only be won insofar as the fight is waged in the
unions.

The removal of John Golding, ‘’Political Organiser’’ of the
Post Office Engineering Union from his trade union seat on
Labour’s NEC vividly illustrates these points. '

The POEU Broad Left secured a majority on the Union’s
Executive at this year’s conference by winning the support of
an increasingly radicalised rank and file concerned to fight
the Tories’ privatisation of British Telecom.

But within the Broad Left there remained great trepidation
on how to proceed. Its campaign on privatisation has been far

from a total, dynamic switch of line from the previous course:

of the right wing.

And there were those on the Broad Left who shrank from
a confrontation over Golding’s nomination to the- Labour
NEC. Some — including Communist Party members —
favoured nominating him in order to avoid ‘’going too far*’.
Only a small minority was firmly committed to oppose
Golding.

Appalled at this prospact, and keen to test the mettle of the
new leadership, leading Broad Left activists called them to-
order, and made it clear that the nomination was a crunch
issue. Those Broad Left members on the Executive who failed
to vote against Golding would be publicly criticised and
opposed. .

Having thus been put on the spot, ten of the Broad Left
members on the POEU Executive were aventually mustered
to vote.down Golding.

Key to this fight were the bigger London branches of the
POEU, which have made big strides towards widening the
involvement of rank and file members in union activity, with
mass attendances at branch meetings held during working
hours. Golding has not been ousted by any conspiratorial
clique, but by the representatives of an awakening member-
ship that is seeking the means and the leadership to defen
its jobs and working conditions. :

In this, the POEU offers a valuable model to the workers’
movement. The participatory workers’ democracy of waell-
attended branch meetings is the polar opposjte of — and the
best answer to — Tebbit’'s model of ‘‘democracy’’
based on balloting the most passive and ill-informed sections
of the membership. : ) :

Equally, the success in putting at 1east a temporary stop to
Golding’s role on Labour’s NEC shows the need to fight in
other unions for opposition to the witch-hunt and for control
over ‘‘delegates’” and ‘‘representatives’’ who cast block
votes and organise without referénce to the unions’ rank and
file. ’

The Labour Party right wing, largely isolated from the rank
and file in the constituencies, relias for its power not on force
or quality of argument, but upon the stitched-up bureaucratic
support from trade union figures such as Golding. -

To chip away at the foundations of this corrupt trade union
base and ‘establish accountability could bring Golding’s
fellow witch-hunters crashing down, and fundamentally.
alter the conditions in the labour movement as a whole.

But this cannot be done without a sharp fight. The right
wing will nat simply roll over and play dead. The POEU
experience shows that even within Broad Lefts there is still a
need to struggle for-a firm line and against compromises
which could neuter the fight against the right wing.

These and related issues will figure prominently. in the dis-
cussion on Broad Lefts at Socialist Organiser’s "How to Fight
the Tories’ conference on September 17.-We urge-all readers
to attend. .

B duals. £1 for unwaged. Add 50p if you want the -
1 special issue of Gay Socialist.

[P = o i e s -“——----i

To join or affiliate, write to Chris Richardsofl, 21
Devonshire Promenade, Lenton, Nottingham*™NG?7
2DS. £5 for individuals, or for affiliated organisa-
tions, per 1000 members. £2 for low-waged indivi-

DIORIAL Logic of Tory “right to buy”

" BUY - OR ELSE!

WANDSWORTH Council is
something of a pioneer: right up
front in the scramble to drive us
back to the Victorian era and
beyond.

They have forged ahead with
the privatisation of anything that
moves, introduced the novel
concept of selling off council
housing by the block, and now
they have announced in a paper
to the housing policy committee
**a very cautious first step’’ — to
municipal Rachmanism!

They are targetting five local
estates as '‘sales areas'' when-
ever a home becomes vacant on
one of these estates there will be

no possibility of another tenant .

renting "it, it will immediately
be put on the open market.

Tenants on these estates will
- also be given more rapid trans-
fers to other properties so.that
their homes can be sold. Natur-
ally these estates are on the
more desirable end of council
property — pleasant, brick-
built' houses, many with- gar-
dens, rather than leaky tower
blocks.

Now it doesn’t take much
imagination to foresee the
consequences of this policy.

"By Maureen Doyle

Families desperate for a trans-
fer from high-rise blocks, damp
and squalid accommodation or
vandalised estates will stand no
chance of moving on. .

The waiting list wil grow.

Mothers with small children will

be forced to stay longer in bed
and breakfast or temporary
accommodation. )
Already 4,000 properties have
béen sold off, the majority not

to sitting tenants. Where on.

earth are the tenants in these’
‘‘sales areas’’ who do not want
or can’t afford to buy their
houses going to be ‘‘encour-
aged’’ to transfer to?

And the prospect of cleansing
these areas of awkward sitting
tenants has a sinister ring to it.
How soon will it be before this
bright new policy turns into a
‘‘buy or else” ultimatum?

During the election, many of
us became ‘aware that the
Tories' sales policy was an effec-
tive vote-winner — or more
accurately vote-buyer. For indiv-

idual workers the prospect of
buying their homes at a massive
discount, rather than paying for
them ten times over in rent,

does mean an immediate and .

substantial improvement in their
general standard of life. It takes

a lot of diginterested principle to

say no to such a tempting offer.
However, for the Labour Party
to reverse its policy on sales, as

some on the woolly left have.

suggested in order to win back
those votes would be criminal.

« It would also, I think, be
counter-productive. The prob-
lem lies not with the policy,
which is as basic to any view of
socialism as a free health or edu-
cation service, but with how it
was (or wasn’t) argued and
Labour’s rather murky history
on housing.

We are not against council
house sales on some moralistic
rejection of any kind of private
property. There’s nothing wrong
with individuals owning the
home they live in. And there’s
a quite healthy side to working
class people wanting to improve
their living standards any way
that is offered.

We oppose the sales because

our priority 18 to house the
homeless and ensure everyone
has an adequate place to live,
before we give hand-outs to
those who do have a roof (or
two) over their heads.
" QOur counter to the Tories’
. policy should be for more house-
building,
There would be little incentive
for tenants to buy, were it not for
=the history of bureaucratic
management, poor mainten-
ance and services, and astron-
omical rents which council
housing *has entailed. Labour
councils bear equal responsib-
ility for that. In a sense, the Tory
voling house-buyer is the pay-
off for Labour councils’ refusal
to -fight any more' than half-
heartedly for more ds from
central government and to take
the Tories head-on."
- Wandsworth js
pioneer and like those early
pioneers bearing gifts of
‘plague-ridden blankets to the
Indians, this policy will poison
our communities, There must
be no retreat on Labour policy.
We need to stop being defensive .
and build a strong campaign on
our terms.

"Either we destroy essential
services and add to unemploy-
ment. Or we massively increase
rates which our electors cannot
afford. We are no longer pre-
pared to make this choice!

*‘The government has coin-
sistently reduced its spending
on local services. Now we intend

to force the government to foot"

its share of the bill.”’ )
Southwark councillor Steve

Marsling summed up the mood

of delegates from six London

" council Labour Groups, local

parties, trade unions and

tenants groups who attended the -

London Campaign Against the
Cuts conference on July 17. :

Southwark councillors, who
hosted the conference, have
already begun a campaign
egainst the Tories’ threat to
further slash council spending

through a’ Campaign Working
Party which involves the Coun-

cil, Labour Parties, trade unions

and tenants groups. It was unan-
imously agreed to urge Labour
Parties and Labour councillors in
other London boroughs to follow
the same model to build a ‘grass
roots’ campaign against Tory
cuts, and to work to link together

‘the campaigns into a powerful

all-London movement.

Proposals from  Socialist .

Organiser supporters for coun-
cillors and Labour Parties
to tour council workplaces to
involve trade unionists in the
fight against government cuts,
and to build workplace Labour
Party branches to overcome the
traditional divisions between
manual and officer
unions were enthusiastically
supported. .
Delegates all stressed that
we need the type of door-to-
door campaigning that will take

council

The Southwark fightback
[ TOWN |

the issues of the Tory attack on
councils out beyond the commit-
tee rooms and council chambers.

Though the conference was
small, it was a first step that
could be vital. The first moves
have been made early enough to
get action before the Tories ram
through their legislation and
then great cuts.

A co-ordinating committee
was set up to build a further con-
ference in the autumn and —
more urgently — to publicise the
type of anti-cuts work done by
groups in London and work to
link them together.

If a real campaigning base is
built, the Tory trap of letting
labour councillors raise rates to
stave off cuts — but still hitting
workers’ living standards — can
be avoided . . . we can take them
on! '

It's

- DID you see Cecil Parkinson's

reaction to a suggestion after the
hanging debate that the matter
should be settled by referen-
dum?

The Tory front bencher looked
askance at the question and
launched into a defence of
. Parliamentary democracy, say-

{ing that MPs must have ‘‘decis-
ion by debate’’,

Other Tory front benchers
-also stressed that the only way
to resolve major problems was
.to vote on them after debate
(maybe forgetting the existence
of the whips).

The Left in the unions pressed
for elected official for years —
exactly on the basis of ‘decision
by v%pbat.e’.

e have called for the
elections, and decisions on
strikes to be settled by the wid-
est number of members possible
after meetings where the issues
are thrashed out.

Instead the Tories want to
pass a law which will make the
elections and strike decision
subject to postal ballots, where
there will be no debate — except
that conducted by the media.

It just shows once again that
the word ‘democracy’ can be
used to cover the most undemo-
cratic procedures. The Tories’
idea of democracy for the unions

arkinson’s

Press

Baily
EXPRISS

FINANCIAL TIMES'
The ailp Telearaph
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By Patrick Spilling

18- that we vote after the press
tells us what to think.

Unions which use postal
ballots for elections cannot boast
much about the turn out — often
well under ten percent. Yet
where mass meetings can be
arranged for strike votes, turn
out of over 76 percent are
common,

We might assume that the
MCC is a Torystyle body. Its
members stem from old-style
blimp Tories to new siyle Tebbit
Tories — with just a thin sprink-
ling of David Shepherd-style
clergy.

Their exercise in ‘democracy’
on the question *‘shall we send a
team to racist South Africa right
now or shall we wait a bit?"’,
also went the way of the rope —
with a defeat for the radical
tight,

Yet even this august assem-
bly, stuffed full of ‘responsibie’
people filled brim full with civic

responsibility managed a turn-
out of less than 50 percent on its
postal ballot — more than 1,000
of whom voted at a special (dare-
we-say-it) mass meeting.

On hanging it is really quite
surprising that we did not get a
story something like this:

“Militant extremists infil-
trated a mass meeting of MPs
yesterday and swung a vote in:
favour of letting murderers go
scot free.

““MPs were swung by dema-
gogic speeches to.vote in a way
that they know will not do them
or their families any good.””

And on the South Africa tour:
*‘Moderates who stayed at home
rather than attend a rigged mass
mceting, let ‘militant extremists
railroad their organisation into
victimising misunderstood
South Africa.”’

One reason why these stories
did not appear may be that the
press itself was divided over the

Gang

issues. At heart the gutter press
is in favour of both executions
and touring South Africa (prei-
erably at the same time, through
a_tour by the public hangman
stringing up ‘dissidents’ along
the way).

But on hanging they were
caught by fear of mass reaction
to hangings in Northern Ireland.

And on South Africa they
were not yet sure that the toar
would not produce whites-only
cricket which would not draw in
the crowds, or therefore the
money. )

Even the Sun in the end came
out against hanging, and the
press by and large contented
itself for callng for Leon
Brittan’s head for cocking up the
government's major speech.

But they were full of praise
for windbag Hattersley. In our
own press awards at the énd of
the year, Hattersley, who writes
about 50,00013ewspaper articles
a week, should be in the running
for a special award for hypo-
crisy.

His argument that hanging
Irish republicans was a form of
‘special status’ and would
therefore be ‘‘giving in to their
demands’’ is another inglorious
footnote in the history of British
Labour callousness across the
Irish Sea.

indeed a- -
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advantage of the extended pub
opening hours.
But the latest Gala, like the
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Labour movement
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ninety-nine before it, makes no
attempt to disguise its politics.
Arthur Scargill reminded the

University of Landon Union ]
Malet Street, WC1

|
1
= September 17, 10.30am—5pm i
1

By Gerry Byrne

THE TUC is all set to junk its
. “economic strategy™ after the
disastrous showing at the Elect-
ion. .
Quite right too, you may say;
it wasn’t so much a policy as a
ragbag lacking credibility or rad-
icalism.

There’s no cause for jubilation
however; the architect of this
review, Tony Christopher of the
Inland Revenue Staff Federation
(Callaghan’s umnion) wants the
TUC to take a hard look at such
basic tenets as full employment in
the prevailing economic circum-
stances, :

It sounds ominous. David
Basnctt of the GMBU leapt on the
idea .cnthusiastically., With “re-

thinkers” like this around, no
great advances are likely.
And as it to confirm that

radical is one thing the new TUC
review will not be, the same meet-
ing of its Economic Committee
decided not to withdraw from
tri-partite talks with the Tories
and the CBI. Moss Evans, Bill
Keys and Ken Gill (whosc unions
have previously pushed for pulling
" out) did not oppose this decision.

" WHOOPS! My karma’s just run
over my dogma! The Tories are
very keen to point out that the
rate of inflation is falling. Tt
stops us putting in for those
extortionate wage increases. So
they should be very pleased at last
month’s drop. Unfortunately,
most of this is due (according to
an independent economist) to the
GLC’s fare cuts!

WHEN irade unionists don’t like
a’- particular bit of legislation,
we’re cautioned that we have to
put up’ with- it, since it’s the law
of the land. So the case of the
Fair Wages Resolution should be
instructive, The story so fam

Wandsworth council gave the
borough’s dustbin contract to

Grandmet  Waste Services.
Grandmet are very “competitive”
and pay their workers less than in
local authorities ; and they work
longer hours. .

The dustmen took Grandmet
to thé Central Arbitration Comm-
ittee under ‘the Fair Wages Resol-
ution, which states that public
service contractors should pay
their workers at least the equiv-
alent of local authority mini-
mums.

The CAC ruled in favour of
the dustmen and ordered Grand-
met to raise their pay by £6-£38
per week, and cut the working
week by an hour.

What is the. response of the
upholders of the ‘law of the
tand?’

Norman Tcbbit is planning to
rescind .the Fair Wages Resolut-
ion. And Wandsworth Council is
retrospectively removing the Fair
Wages clause from its contracts
with private firms.

KREMLIN  stooges? . Disarma-
ment protestors in this country
are well-used to allegations that
they are merely ‘Moscow pupp-
pets’, :

“in this country you have the

. tight to protest — you wouldn’t

get that in Russia” says Michael
Heseltine. S’

In a heartening display of int-
ernational solidarity, an indep-
endent Russian peace group has
sent a letter to Margaret Thatcher
protesting at the attacks on the
democratic rights of British peace
protestors.

The Group for Establishing
Trust Between the US and the
Soviet Union gl,as itself suffered
_harassment and imprisonment for
its peace activities. Its letter,
condemning the arrest and jailing
of Upper Heyford demonstrators
was only got to the British Emb-
assy after several attempts by the
KGB to block it.

rally that three years ago he had
predicted pit closures, and has
been - accused of misleading
people. **Who told the truth in
19807’ he asked.

- ““Today, as I speak, we have
the bitter facts. Twelve North-

- East pits have been condemned,

and I say two-thirds more will be
closed. Are you going to accept
it on your knees? Or are you
going to stand and fight against
the end of your industry?"’

The Gala was almost returned
to its 1930s glory when Durham
alone had over 200 pits and
150,000 miners.

It was called ‘‘the greatest
political gathering in the world"”
by Sam Watson, Durham NUM
Secretary for 27 years, who was
sommemorated for the first time
on the new banner of Sacristan
Lodge. )

The first ‘‘Big Meeting”’ in
1871 passed resolutions on
children’s working hours in the
mines and urged all miners to
join the union to give them
solidarity.in fighting the capital-
ist bosses.

The Galas grew in size but the
Jlevel of political discusgion
remained high, including resolu-
tions on Ireland in the 1890s,
state education and housing,
as well as miners' pay and con-
ditions. :

Little seems to have changed.
The fight of the working class
against Thatcher reflects the
struggles of the 1870s,

The Durham Miners’ Gala is
the great event of the year, but
festivities are still overshadowed
by the black drapes on some
banners, symbolising deaths in
the pit in the past year.

And the miners of East Hetton
and Marley. Hill had little to
celebrate — the pits have just
been closed and the miners
transferred to long-life coastal
mines. .

Called by
t

*50- the Vories are back, The blund

turning inlo ienewed atlacks on jobs, on
union rights, new cuts and the privatisa-
tion of vital services.

TAlrcady cven a8 Topbit prepares
new ANTLLNION LAWS the TUC
right wing have run up the whise g
But Arthur Scargill and Ken Livingstone
have correctly pointed to the need for
mass, direct action by the labour maove-
ment on the sueets and picket lines, Our
conference will focus on the problems,
policies, and tactics for achieving this
kind st fight.

*Against previous CUTS, many umon
leaders wrongly argued we wail o a
returned Labour government  while
Labour councils blaned lack of union
action for impiementing Tory palicies. A
new S-year mandate for Thatcher makes
this a plainly uscless policy: instesd we
need accupations. supporting  strikes,
the extension of skruggles an a national
level - and we must learn lessors from
such struggles in the past.

*pPRIVATISATION in British
Telecom. the NHS$ and wolher services
threatens jobs, working conditions and
union orgamisation. But ihc action

phrases in therr Manifesto are alresdy -

avgmst privahisatien soo Far Ik been
vither lowalisasd and pokeed or largely
rocussed Upon pretest. Weoopead
Plaw of action NOW, betore thy whole
public welar s crved oup byothe
hankers
T —

*The SHOR STEWARDS MOVI-
MLNT his vome umber dice an the
engincering industey  but s develop-
ed in the NIIS in the course af List year's
pay Tight, What policies and pohtics are
needed 10 rebuild and  extend  the
stewards” movement and  detend s
independence at tull-lime union offivials
and munagement propaganda’t

*New, more tudical BROAD LENTS
have been emerging in many unions: but
under {ire from cmployers and the nght
wing. some  like the CPSA Broad Left

can crumble. How ¢an we link Broad
Left activity at national tevel 10 day -to-
Quy  strugghes in the workplaces and
develop a consistent, principled jeader-
ship?

7

Left}*.

the way forward.

Platform and workshop speakers include:

Jeremy Corbyn MP; Reg Race, Joy Hurcombe (Labour
CND)*: Val Dunn {Manchester Labour councilior)®: Andrea
Campbell (COHSE Group 81}*; Colin Talbot {POEU Broad

Workshop discussions , coupled with the showing of videos,
will cover a wide range of topics and current struggles , and
enable everyone present to contribute in debate on policies for

\, CRECHE FACILITIES WiLL BE AVAILABLE ALL DAY )

\

* In apersonal capacity

i ' i
r---_---

*Many on the left of the LABOUR
PARTY whe had Tought 1or ket policics
and  acceuntability  1ell silens dunng
lhe election despite the right wing
sabotuge.  How, can we develop an
organised, fand politically canlidenr deft
i the Labvur Parly capable af sanding
eround under pressure? Whut kind o!
penpective should be put Torward by the
teft 10 go beyond the linsited “Alterna-
tive «lvonomic  Strategy ™ which «
plainly  failed 10 convinee 2 swepbicad
electorate?

*With  Iive more years 10 work
o restoring  “Victotian  values”
Yhatcher's blows wilt again full hardes:
on WOMEN. Why won’t the Labou:
Farty  and umons develap the special
strenpths and fighting capavity shown by
women workers, and lgke their special
probiems seriously?

YBLACK WORKERS oo ure
beginning 1o organise aguinal tacit snd
open racism from the bosses, the state,
the police and  most scandatous ol ali.
Iram the libour movement. How can we
fielr develop that struggle?

*Thousands of YOUTH we now
Sueed with another § 3 caré - seemingly »
litetime — on the dole. Millions of adults
are on the same serapheap. How can we
act al rank and file level 1a remady the
cruminal failure of TUC and  babou:
CParty leaders o arganise and mobibsz
the unemployed? Haw should the unions
respood (v the new threats posed by

Tebbit's  so-caliecd “Yonth  Traimng
Scheme™?
I

*OUR  CONFERENCE “How 1@
Fight “the Tories”. .will attempt
promote  discussion and  give some
answers to these and other guestions
facing the labour movement.

1O S I U R N RS G N S S R
Open to delegates and observers |
from all tabour movement bodies. |

Credentiats {including discussion
papers) £2.50 {employed}, £1.50 {ua-
employed).

Please send me details/eredentsals for the
Seplember 17 canference. Eenclose € .

Mame

Address . ... oo

Send to

Socialist Organiser, 28, Middle Lane,
London N8. {Please mark the envelope
‘September 17 Conference’.

R S D P S D N R A D S
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Post Office Engineers

“Members see

£

‘that something
must be done”

Last month’s annual conference of the Post Office Engin-
eering Union saw the defeat of the right wing majority of the
National Executive and its replacement by supporters of the

rank and file Broad Left.

This result was caused largely by the Union’s failure to org-

anise an effective campaign of resistance to Tory plans to priv-
atise British Telecom. At the conference, the successful prop-

osition of no confidence in the NEC’s Industrial

Action

Strategy Committee was moved by COLIN TALBOT, secret-
ary of the 2,000-strong London Westminster Branch and a
member of the Broad Left Steering Committee and Streatham

Labour Party.

What is the up-to-date ‘position .

with the industrial action against
Mercury? -

It’s still on a very small scale,
limited to guerrilla warfare in
the London North Central
Internal area. Eight more mem-
bers of that branch have now
been called out on strike this
week. .

What response has there been
amongst the membership to the
action so far and to paying the
weekly levy?

Extremely good. In our
branch, apart from odd individ-
uals, people are enthusiastic and
the only difficulties have been a
few organisational problems. In

less well organised branches .

and rural areas there are some
problems but even there they
are getting it in effectively. -

What have been the immediate
effects within the union of the
Broad Left's conference victory?

Well, as far as the rank and
file goes it is only just percolat-
ing down and the conference
report has only just appeared in
the union journal, but reaction
has been extremely good.

A large section of the mem-
bers did not see it as left versus
right but that the union had not
been doing anything for a year
on the major issues affecting us
and now see something will be
done.

It will get more complicated
when the right launch a counter-
offensive, Golding’s outburst
about Trotskyists running the
POEU is a small taste of whai’s
to come.

The POEU Broad Left is made
up of quite diverse political
currents. How do you account
for its success and how do you

see its function now it has a

majority on the NEC?

I think it has been successful
partly because of the entrenched
and thoroughly bankrupt nature
of the right-wing coalition that
has run the union since 1948.

The leadership particularly
failed in. its response to the
challenge of privatisation and

Colin Talbot: he will be speaking
at the SO conference on Sept 17,
also the new aggressive style of
management. Besides that the
Broad Left has been a broad and
opén coslition of left forces
which has concentrated on
‘policy issues and union demo-
cracy and not just being an elec-
tion machine. )
I don’t think the Broad Left’s
role in the branches has changed
at’ all. The tactics of campaign-

ing at rank and file level and

bringing pressure to bear on the
NEC to make the right decisions
should carry on as before. That
will only strengthen the hand of
the left on the NEC and pull
them up if they start making
mistakes.

Many other public sector unions
are threatened by privatisation.
What possibilities do you see for
united action?

The record so far is not partic-
ularly inspiring but that's
because, apart from one or two
small-scale actions, there has
been no decisive confrontation
over privatisation.

If it is going to be possible to
forge an alliance against privat-
isation the fight against the sale
of British Telecoms is probably
going to provide the best
vehicle for doing so. That
depends on the POEU going out

to other unions and the Labour _

Party to get support.

The new NEC made
approaches to the NUR about
cooperation against Mercury

Published by
Socialist Forum
for Southern
Africa

~ Solidarity.
Available (at
90p plus
20p post)
c/o SO,

28 Middle
Lane,
London

N8.

because Mercury intends to use
BR lines for its Optical Fibre
Cable network.

After four years in government
and now a Tory election victory,
many workers may he affected
by the myth of Thatcher's
invincibility. How do you see
this being combatted?

By beating them! Obviously,
with the so-called landslide
there’s a feeling of frustration
and in some cases despair. Quite
a lot of our members think we
can’t defeat the government
over privatisation, but even
they’ve been saying if we can'’t
beat them we will at least go
down fighting. :

I think after the failure of the

Labour Party in the election
there does seem to be a ten-

- dency for people to turn to their

unions as the only effective way
of stopping Thatcher.

What about Labour Party work-
place branches?

We're in the process of
setting one up in this area. A lot
of activists in my branch have
joined the Labour Party in the
past two or three years including
& spurt of new membérs around
the election.

Together with Labour Pmyv

members working in the clerical
and telephone operators side
we’ve seen the need to develop
Labour  Party  organisation
amongst the workforce, For the
first time during the election we
leafletted most of our main
buildings with Labour Party
leaflets.

What role de you see for the
union in the internal battle in the
Labour Party?

Well, if we achieve nothing
else we have at least got rid of
Golding from the NEC! But
seriously, 1 think the POEU

‘moving to the left, together with

the NUR, has seriously disrup-
ted the system of alliances
between the Parliamentary
Labour Party right-wing and the
trade union leaderships.

I think also the changes in
those two unions show the
absolutely critical importance
for the future of the Labour
Party of the left organising in
the unions as well as the constit-
uencijes.

Golding’s
record

By Ricky Houston

JOHN Golding’s record in the
labour movement as an astute,
curning and ruthless organiser
for the right wing is well known
throughout the movement,

In the build-up to last year's

Labour Party conference he cir-
culated every comstituency to
which the POEU is affiliated
with Labour Solidarity pamph-
lets caricaturing Militant, along-
side a letter which siated that all
POEU delegates had been asked
to support the expulsion of the
Militant Tendency. This myster-
iously became POEU policy after
a decision by the [then right
wing] POEU NEC without con-
sultation with branches.
. He has attempted to sue
Miltant ' nosuccessfully in past
years for reporting his position
in Parliament on the shorter
working week which was at odds
with POEU policy,

He is known within the union
for deciding POEU policy at
some regional Labour Party con-
ferences without congultation
with the elected POEU dele-
gates.

The 26 of us who were
expelled from the Labour Group
on Manchester City Council
have all been sent a letter by the
Secretary of the rump official
group outlining their decision
on whether to readmit us or not.

They have = decided that
‘“‘those . who had acted against
the group’s decisions over
several years should not be con-
sidered for readmission until
next January . . . Those who had
bren elected to the Council last
year should be reviewed in Sep-
tember . . . In neither case
should it be assumed that they
would be readmitted to the
groupthen. ..

“If any of them were to
approach the officers asking for
re-eniry, they should be inter-
viewed, and if satisfactory
assurances, written and' verbal
were given, they could be con-
sidered but not before July . . .
Any readmission would be on
the condition that if their assur-
ances were broken they would
be immediately excluded from
the group.”’

Plainly the right are trying to
divide and split us up.

.The rump official council
group is itself far from united.
The centre are known to be
unhappy at the bizarre decisions
taken recently to support Tories
and SDPers rather than any of
us in elections for council
positions.

And some of the younger right
wingers are looking over their
shoulders to the possibility that

Lead;;;hip heir éppargﬁt Kinno

Fight Manchester
witch-hunt

By councillor Pete
Keenlyside

there will be a left majority in
the Group next year. They don't
want to spoil their future pros-
pects by antagonising us too
much.

In theory the right could keep
control of the group for years
simply by excluding just enough
of us each year to keep them-
selves in the majority. That
would depend on them having
-an  NEC which would let them
doit.

There is, though, a more-

likely short-term reason for
these antics. Each of the 26
expelled from the Group is up
for re-election in 1984. If there

were an NEC declaration that

all Councillors expelled from
Labour Groups were inelligible
to stand as candidtes then a
sizeable number of experienced
left wingers would be excluded

Although this probably would
not have much effect on the
overall numbers of left council-
lors — others would take our
place — the loss of experience
would certainly weaken the
impact the left could make.

The right will fail in their
attempt to split us up. But
what happens after that depends
on what sort of campaign is
built up in the Party as a whole
to defend the rights of rank and
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he.too try to up Labour’s grass roots 1o purge the left?

file members in Manchester.

The strength of the left wing
councillors lies in the over-
whelming support we enjoy in
the constituencies and the City
Party. That is why the present
Right-dominated NEC are hell-
bent on closing the City Party
down. :

What they want in its place is
some tame body that has no
direct trade union representa-
tion on it and which would allow
the right wing councillors to get
on with the job of carrying out
Tory policy.

The attacks on the City
Party, Wythenshawe CLP and
the Left on the council show the
lengths to which the right are
prepared to go to defend their
positions of power and influ-
ence.

What is happening in Man-
chester will be used as a model
in other ‘‘troublesome’’ areas.

The right know very well what
is at stake. At the last council
‘meeting they were openly and
publicly threatening us with
expulsion from the Party.

That is why we need the sup-
port of as many constituencies
‘and trade union branches as
possible. In passing the LAW
model resolution - and
in making sure the left slate for
the NEC is elected at this year’s
conference, .
. This is one battle the left
.cannot afford to duck if we are at
‘all serious about fighting for
socialist policies and socialist
leadership within the Party.

A STRAW in the wind? Last
Wednesday, 13th, Islington
South Labour Party voted
against withdrawal from the
EEC.

Until very recently left-wing
opponents of EEC withdrawal
have been a tiny minority in the
labour movement — very much
overshadowed by the main-
stream anti-EEC left and even
by the pro-EEC Right of Roy
Hattersley,

But this was a left-wing shift
against the withdrawal policy.
Moving the resolution, Paul
Mullin put two arguments:
on the level of general principle,
there is no case for preferring
Britain out of the EEC to Bri-
tain in the EEC — rather the
contrary,

As for. the case that EEC
membership would - prevent
left-wing policies in Britain
— the policies in question
are those of the Alternative
Economic Strategy, Keynesian,
not socialist.

We should look towards
genuine  gocialist
which can only be international.
The EEC. structure will be
the least of the obstacles they
face.

The argument for sticking
to the withdrawal policy was

_ structed to strengthen . West

policies,

also put by a left-winger,
Di Udall (a Socialist Action
supporter): the EEC is con--

by Martin
Thomas

European capital.

In the vote — 34 to 256 —
both Left and Right were
divided. The Right in Islington
Labour Party is very weak
now, following | numerous
defections to the SDP, so
it- was certainly left-wing
votes that carried the day

Join the Labour Committee on Ireland.
BM Box 5355, London WCIN 3XX

Changing EEC line-up

against w-it},xdrawal. :

The efforts of those of us
who have argued for years
that withdrawal is not a socialiat
policy, but a diversion, had
some influence in the vote.
But we can’t claim to have
been decisive.

The EEC Parliament election
next year sems to have con-
centrated comrades’ minds.
And perhaps not only in Isling-
ton South,




Enfolrced dependency; no
basic rights. Gerry Byrne
looks at the problems of

Homeless
women

- SOME things do grow under
a Tory government! Unem-
ployment, we all know about:

but there’s another boom -

which has gone largely unre-
. marked: homelessness,

The reasons aren’t hard to
find: councils, starved of funds,
are not building new houses,
existing housing stock is being
sold off.

As well as that, legislation

designed to offer private tenants .

greater security has led, in the
absence of the easy profits of the
gixties and early seventies, to

its opposite; landlords are just:

shutting up shop or exploiting
loopholes like ‘‘holiday lets’” or
\'business lets’’ which mean the
absence of any low-rent private
accommodation and no rights for
tenants.

Since the Housing (Homeless
Persons} Act, local authorities
have an obligation to house
families, pregnant women and
those who through age or disab-
ility can be defined as ‘‘vulner-
able”’.

How they choose to exercise
this responsibility is another
matter.

In some boroughs, families
can expect to spend literally
vears in bed-and-breakfast.
Many councils operate a ‘‘one-

offer only'’ policy: if you turmn

down an offer of accommoda-
tion, however unsuitable, then
you're off the books and classed
as ‘‘intentionally homeless’’.
Both ‘‘intentional homeless-
ness’”’ and  ‘‘vulnerability’’
are interpreted in the most
mean-minded way to ensure tht
many people who should be
covered by the Act are excuded.

But if things are bad for fam-
ilies, they 're appalling for single
people who lack even the
dubious protection of legisla-
tion. Quite simply you don’t

CLASSFIGHT_ER_
Organising
youth to f|ght

Monthly
paper: new
issue now

. @' E ‘:  ';

.Contac

t Class Fighter at 214 Sickert Court, London N1 2SY _

have the right to a roof over your

head.Especially
woran,

Here the law and general
social ideas dove-tail. Not only
are homeless women without
rights, they're defined out of
existence. Women’'s place, as
we're often told, is in the home
— but it's always somebody
else's home!

Women are expected to live in
their parents’ and then their
husband's home and if they stry
outside this dependency, they
cease to exist in the public mind.

Unemployment

As with women’s unemploy-
ment, this leads to & serious
undercounting in the official
figures (such as exist). If society
decrees you have no right to a
home, then your lack of it is not
counted as important. So the
official statistics — the few that
there are — are seriously
skewed towards men.

They miss out completely on
the ‘“‘hidden homelessness —
people
accommodation or putting up
with unsatisfactory relationships
— because they have no choice
— most of whom are women.

Even given this distortion in
the figures, they show a mas-
sive, disproportionate increase
in women's homelessness. -

if youre a

living in inadequate

And homeless women present
a different picture to homeless
men. ''Single and Homeless'’, a
survey .commissioned by the
DoE, revealed very striking
differences between homeless
men and women. The men they
interviewed reflected roughly
the same age distribution as the
general population. Two-thirds
of the women were between 18
and 30. )

Many more of the women
proportionally, had jobs, some
kind of post-school eduction or
training, and  no other ‘‘prob-
lem” such as alcoholism, ill-
health, psychiatric disorders,
often associated with homeless-
ness. So the stereotype of the
middle-aged unemployable,
socially  inadequate,  drunk
applies even less to women

-to men.

It's clear that the only ‘‘prob-
lem’’ homeless women have is
society’s treatment of women —
low pay, enforced dependency
and lack of basic rights.

Women are defined as
belonging ta the family, under
the control of fathers and hus-
bands and when these pressires
become intolerable, it’s the
women who have to move out,

Another irony of progressive
legislation rebounding is the
Domestic Violerce Act, which
gives the victims of violent hus-
bands the right to stay in the
marital home. One of its unfor-
seen consequences is that
women who do move out,
through fear for themselves and
their children, or unwillingness
to drag their personal lives into
the glare of the courts, are seen

~ to have forfeited their rights to

other accommodation.

They're told they do have a
home and it’s up to them to get
the husband ejected. Nor is it
any great help to women stuck in
g relationship that’s intolerable
but not violent.

When looking for housing,
women are again at a disadvan-
tage — not only because they’re
financially worse off, though
that’'s important, but also
because of the assumptions that
underlie both the design and the
allocation of housing.

The ‘“‘natural”” umnit for
housing, as for so many other
things, is the two-parent hetero-
sexual family. But a  large
proportion of homeless women
are so because they are running
away from ‘‘home’’ and *‘fam-
ily”’, husbands and parents.

There is no pravision in public
housing for young women,
lesbians, women without men,
Single mothers face poverty,
isolation and the lack of any
community services.

Home-owning is out for most
single women for reasons of
economics and prejudice; priv-
ate renting is extortionate and
insecure.

Women's unemployment until ‘

recently was invisible, not an
issue, but vigorous campaigning
has forced both the women’s
- movement and the labour move-
ment to take the question ‘‘on
board'’, In the process, both the
immediate jobs crisis and the
oppresswe structures underly-
ing it have been revealed.

We need to do the same for

JOHN HARRIS

Alright f()r some women: Fhatcher's pampered rich can revel in an outdoor meal.

women’s homelessness, which
is invisible for the same reason
women’s work is invisible,
women are invisible, because of
their role in the family, their
assumed dependency.

We need to fight for a solution

to the immediate housing crisis
which has thrown many thous
ands literally onto the street,
many of them young women who
leave home in search of jobs and
independence and face poverty
and worse.

But we also need a pro-
gramme which encompases
choice in housing, that offers
people alternative ways of iving
and that makes life outside the
‘‘family’’ a viable propostion.

AT THE end of June over 20,000
anti-abortionists. demonstrated
in London for restrictions on
abortion rights.

The rally in Hyde Park
followed on from months of cam-
paigning by two anti-abortion
campaigns SPUC, (Society
for the Protection of the Unborn
Child) and Life.

SPUC took out full page
advertisements in a number of
national newspapers. Over
Easter there was mass door-to-
door leafletting of anh-abomon
leaflets.

And there has been an
increase in advertising by the
anti-abortion pregnancy coun-
selling agencies.

But perhaps more important-
ly,-SPUC now has a special trade
union liaison committee and has
been trying to undermine the
tremendous successes that the
National Abortion Campaign
has in gaining. support in the
trade union movement.

SPUC successes to date have
been very limited. Motions to
disaffiliate from NAC in Brent
and Haringey NALGO were
defeated; disafiliation from NAC
was passed through Strathclyde
NALGO but failed to make it to
conference through Scottish
District Council.

On our side the main health
service union COHSE once
again overturned its leadership
and voted to affiliate to NAC at
its last conference.

" With a large Tory majority
in Parliament the question is
now whether there iwll be a
fresh attempt at legislation to
restrict abortion rights even
further through a Private
Members Bill. )

The National Abortion Cam-
paign think this is unlikely as
the probable Tory MP has

already pla.nned to introduce a

on the NHS but

By Mary Corbishley

Private Members Bill on another
issue. However it is not a fore-
gone conclusion,

Even without such a. Bill,
access to abortion has been
severely curtailed due to the

Tory campaign to weaken the

NHS.

.In 1969 68% of abortions in
England and Wales were done
on the NHS: in 1980 this had
dropped to 38%.

The variation from area to
area is dramatic, In 1981 94% of
North Tyneside abortions were
only 3% in
North Warwickshire,

Alongside this goes the whole
threat to the Family Planning
Service,

Oxfordshire District Health
Authority has closed three
clinics. Kingston and Esher
want to reduce sessions at
Family Planning Clinics by a
third.

The Family Planning Assom-
ation have identified a further
ten health authorities which are
considéring  cutting family
planning services, With fewer
NHS abortions and access to
contraception only through GPs
in some areas there will be an
increase in the numbers of
unwanted pregnancies and
unwanted children.

Our choice of contraception
will narrow: not all GPs have the
time or the training to provide
advice on contraceptive
methods. Many women espec-
ially young women do not want

to go to their GPs for contra-.

ception. Young unemployed
women will be especially affec-
ted by these cuts.

The possibility of positive
legislation to amend the 1967
Abortion Act to guarantee a

Get ready to defend
abortion rights!

woman’s right to choose i=
remote.

Nevertheless the campaign
around these demands must
continue.

And with SPUC anc. Life on
the offensive we must be
ready to fight any attampts to
reintroduce anti-abortion legis-
lation. -

Conference

The gains made by the
National Abortion Campaign
and the Labour Abortiun Rights
Campaign in the labour move-
ment must be strength-:ned.

On October 1 and 2 NAC wil
be holding a nationsl confer-
ence to discuss the future of
the campmgn

It is vital to build for the
largest possible attencance with
affiliated labour .novement
bodies well represented.

Further details: NAC, 374,
Grays Inn cad, London WCIX
8BB.

i HARD
I TIMES

From Pluto Press:

an analysis of
capitalism in crisis
from regular Socialist
Organiser contributor
Bob Sutcliffe. £2.50
from bookshops, or
{with 50p post and
packing) from Pluto,
The Works, 105a
Torriano Avenue,
London NWS,
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mmInternational news

Bankers
SCrew more
from Brazilj

46% of the capital of the USA’s

nine biggest banks is accounted
for by loans to Brazil.

On the other side of the nego-
tiating table, Brazil’s economy
depends heavily on world trade,
About 70% of its imports come
from the USA, the EEC, or the
MIDDLE East — mostly equip-
ment and oil. Nearly half of its
exports go {o the USA and EEC,
the home countries of the banks
that are squeezing it.

Those are the powerful
pressures that drove the IMF
and Brazil to a deel last Friday
and will form the background to
negotiations now due to follow
between Brazil and the commer-
cial banks.

Neither the world’s bankers

By Martin Thomas .

nor Brazil's bosses can afford to
see Brazil go bust — so they
agreed on a deal at the expense
of Brazil’s workers. The wage
indexation system, - already
inadequate, has been revised to
give only 80% compensation for
riging prices.

With inflation running at
130% a year, that means a cut
in living standards of over 10%,
even on official figures.

Brazil’s working class s
increasingly militant, embitter-
ed by the slump and made confi-
dent by the growing political
weakness of the military regime.

s . Sign of the times: a closing-down sale in Brazil

A pgeneral strike against the
IMF-ordered austerity measures
has been called for this Thurs-
day, July 21.

Urchins

As David Lipsey put it in the
Sunday Times on July 17, ‘‘the
shiny offices of the multinational

banks line the streets of Sao

Paulo . . . Between them, run

the ragged-trousered urchins in
a city where one million children
are officially estimated to have
been abandoned by their
parents,””

The anger of the people who
have to go hungry in order to
feed the greed for profit of those
shiny offices chould shake not
only Brazil's generals but -also
the world’s bankers.

Reagan’s ally is | |
(Gaddafi’s new royal “brother”

I* you were ranking the pro-
imperialist regimes in Northern
Africa, that of King Hassan of
Moroceo should be at the top of
your list. If you were looking for
likely allies of Libya, it would
have to be near the bottom,

Some will remember
vnder President Carter in 1977
and 1978 it was Moroccan troops
— {battle tested in the regime’s
long war against the Saharan
Polisario guerrillas fighting for
tHeir right to self-determination)
— who were dispatched in US
planes to help Zaire’s dictator
Mobutu crush armed rebellions.

Since Reagan took office,
however, Morocco’s relationship
with US imperialism has drawn
even closer, with the red carpet
being rolled out almost inces-
santly to greet a never-ending
succession of top US military
brass, diplomatic staff and
government ministers,

As a chosen base for the Sixth
Fleet and hopefully also the
planned Rapid Deployment
Force for use in the Middle East,
Morocco is a crucial element in
US strategic planning.- )

And, with its own desert war

running since 1975, Morocco
itself has — with the assistance
of a $1 billion a year handout

from the Saudi royal family and

extensive loans from the IMF —
expanded its army from 70,000
to 180,000 in the last eight
vears. It is second only to
Egypt as a recipient of US aid in
Africa.

In reply King' Hassan’ has

that

By Harry
Sloan

proved amenable to every
imperialist plan. He was a prime
mover in procuring the agree-
ment between Begin and Sadat;
his armed forces provide train-
ing and arms for the South
African-backed counter-revolu-
tionary UNITA guerrillas fight-
ing to destabilise Angola. And
he has been keen to see the US
sirengthen its grip over more
wayward elements. In January
1982, for instance, he told the
Senegal daily paper ‘Le Soleil’
that:

“I would close my eyes and
turn elsewhere if the US tried to
oust Gaddati.” ‘

But if it is bizarre to see these
two old adversiaries embrace at
Rabat airport,
how much more bizarre still to
find a supposedly ‘left’ news-
paper — the Newsline — enthu-
siastically hailing the meeting
between King and Colonel as an
establishment of ‘‘fraternal [!]
relations’’ between ‘‘the two
brotherly peoples’”.

Previous Newsline - coverage
of its benefactor Gaddafi had
falsely painted him as some kind
of ‘*progressive’’ or ‘revolution-
ary’ figure, whose ‘‘Green
Book’’ spells out an . ‘‘anti-
imperialist’’ path and carries
mass popular support,

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
4’ of YS workshops, Class Fighter meet-

% ings, and very much more debate than
there is at YS conference.

. Contact Class Fighter, 13 Ruxton

* Road, London N19 for details and
transport. Bring sleeping bags and tents.

Yet here is this same Colonel
embracing ‘one of Reagan’s
main stooges, a monarch whose
rule has been backed up by
brutal repression of the
Moroccan masses {a General
Strike and uprising in 1981 was
met, by army violence that left
1,000 dead) -and who is central
to imperialist military plans to
contain or crush the struggles of
the Arab masses. .

While Gaddafi postures as
perhaps the most hardline
‘rejectionist’ of imperialist plans

- on the Palestinian guestion, he

embraces the architect of the
Camp David agreement. While
US jets menace Libyan air
space, and American forces
rehearse possible invasions of
his country, Gaddafi cements
“fraternal’” links with the King
who provides them, with port -
facilities.

Presumably Gaddafi in a show
of *‘brotherly’’ goodwill has now
closed down the Libyan radio
station which secured a wide

Moroccan audience for its
broadcasts of opposition to
Hassan each night.

Gaddafi and his new-found .

friend . apparently ‘‘reviewed

. their adherence to the non-

aligned {!!) policy of preserving
national sovereignty and terri-
torial unity’’. ‘But the ‘‘terri-
torial unity'’ of Morocco is at
the expense of the Saharan
people, who Gaddafi has now
agreed should be fobbed off with
arigged ‘‘referendum’’ on their
future.

Yet only weeks ago Gaddafi had
led a 26-strong radical faction
which threatened to boycott the
OAU conference unless. a Polis-
ario delegation were seated at it.
In the event only Gaddafi stayed
away.

“Mercenaries”

Hassan has made it clear that
the result of the referendum will
change nothing, since he will
‘“‘never hand the Sahara on a
golden platter to a rabble of
mercenaries.”’ ' .

Whatever the result of the
poll, he will continue to regard
the Saharan area as ‘‘an integral
part of Morocco.”

None of these points of course
were made in Newsline. Instead
its story ‘‘from our own staff’’
on July 5 simply reprints the
communique issued by the
Libyan news agency JANA.

At least this method drops the
pretence that Newsline has any
independent line on the situa-
tion in the Middle East or North
Africa, Far from offering any
serious politics to the workers’
mavement, the Newsline and its
WRP authors hang on every
move of anti-working class
‘“‘leaders’’ in the Middle East.

After weeks of constipated
silence on Gaddafi’s role in the
PLO crisis, Newsline can at last
mention him again,

After all, Gaddafi pays the
piper. And the Newsline is
more than ready to play what-
evertune he chooses.

Capitalists’
summer camp

GOVERNMENT over the poor,
by the rich, for the rich: this is
how it's managed.

This week, in Bohemian
Grove, a camp site 65 miles
north of San Francisco, the top
few hundred of the US ruling
class are gathering to discuss
and lay plans.

Last year 15 out of the 25
biggest US manufacturing
companies, 14 of the 25 top
insurance companies, and 20 of
25 leading banks were represen-
ted there by at least one board
member. This year as always,
there will be a similar turnout
from business, plus the Presi-
dent and leading figures of his

administration.
Apart from campfire
caucuses, there will be formal

“talks from such people as World

Bank chief Tom Clausen and
Henry Kissinger.

Officially they are all on holi-
day. But Justin Dart, chairman
of Dart-Kraft Inc., says: ‘‘How
can you separate the man who is
Defence Secretary from his job?
He’s there in a Defence Depart-
ment capacity.”’

The camp is pricey — $2,000
fee, $2,000 yearly subscription
to the club, plus $600 for a week-
end — but many of those attend-
ing will write it down to business

_expenses.

IT was the worst “12th”’ for
seven or eight years. The worst
since the mid '70s in fact. - .

There Was a rash of sectarian
incidents during 12 July, the day
given over to Orange celebra-
tions of their victory at the Battle
of the Boyne (1690) and on the
days following.

In Donemana, Co, Tyrone, on
the Derry border, 15 Catholics
families were driven out after
being attacked by an Orange
mob. The incident was sparked,
it seems, because the Catholic

" occupants of one of the houses

played Republican songs and
showed a minjature Irish tricol-
our as the Orange march was
triumphing its way past.

Other accounts say that what
really lay behind this incident
was the killing of four UDR men
by an IRA bomb: one of the dead
men, 20 years old, was known
and liked in the town.

Other incidents took place in
Belfast and Derry.

At Ballinahinch, Co, Down, an
Orange crowd gathered on the
morning of the 12th to cele-
brate the ‘glorious’ memory of
King William of Orange, the late
17th century Dutchman who, at
the invitation of the English
ruling class drove out Catholic
King James and thus, in the
words of & -traditional Orange
toast, ‘‘Saved us from Popery,
knavery, slavery, brass money
and wooden shoes.’’

Theirs was a traditional cele-
bration. 500 of them rampaged
through a small Catholic hous-
ing estate. The police stopped
them, firing plastic bullets.

. Then in the evening the RUC
allowed an Orange flute band
accompanied by a small 30
strong group of drunken youths
to parade around the same
estate!

A senior RUC officer told the
Irish Times he could see no
reason why the march should be
stopped.

Drumaness is a small village

only ten miles from Ballina-~
hinch. It was entirely Catholic
except for one protestant family,
a couple and three children aged
between ten and fourteen.

Now Drumaness is entirely
Catholic. The Protestant family
decided it was safer to move
after their home was stoned by a
crowd of Catholics and an old
disused Orange Hall in the
village burned down.

The incidents of Catholic sec-
tarianism were a direct response
to the normal 12 July debauch of
Orange Sectarian triumphal-
ism and to Orange attacks in
Balinahinch and Donemana.

. Martin McGinnis, Sinn Fein
Assemblyman’ from  Derry
denounced a sectarian attack by
Catholic youths 'in Derry as
“s?upi ” and ‘‘anti-republic-
an’’

In fact though there is a

strong thread of Catholic sectar- .

ianism, frequently visible.

A fortnight ago a Protestant
was murdered in South Armagh,
apparently for sectarian
reasons.

The Protestants, of course,
regard all attacks on the UDR —
which the IRA, with some justice
calls a sectarian army — as
sectarian attacks, to which some
of them feel entitled to respond
in kind. Some of the killings of
‘ex’ or ‘retired’ UDR men are in
truth hard to distinguish from
sectarian killings,

What is notable about the
recent incidents is the way the
Protestant attack in Ballinahinch
triggeed the Catholic attack in
Drumaness.

However it started, any large

~— by Paddy Dollard —————/

scale sectarian conflict would go

like that, a two-way conflict

reverberating and interacting -
throughout the six counties with

Catholic victims in some areas,

Protestant in others. That's

what tcommunal conflict means
on the ground — whether it be

Cyprus, Lebanon or Northern

Ireland.

One of Northern Ireland’s three
Euro MPs recently told the
European Parliament that in
Northern Ireland 11,000 families
of those in employment needed
supplementary benefit ‘‘to bring
them up to the breadline'’ and
that in a population of 1.5
million, 100,000 families were
on supplementary benefit.

He said that the problem of
the poor and the unemployed
demanded to be given first
priority everywhere.

What was the name of this
concerned MP? Ian Kyle
Paisley!

British readers of papers like

Socialist Organiser thihk of Ian
Paisley as an evil bigot, which of
course he is. He is also a
radical populist whose appeal to .
sections of Protestant workers
gains from his seeming to cham-
pion their interests and because
he expresses their resentments
against the gentry of the old
Orange establishment.
Paisley built -his 'Free Presby-
terian’ church and -what is now
the Democratic Unionist Party
not alone on anti-Catholic
sectarianism but on sectarian-
ism plus denunciations of the
Unionist elite.

In turn they have sneered at
him, mocking his pretensions,
especially his Doctorate from the
American Deep South hick fun-
damentalist ‘Bob Jones Univer-
sity’. In the 1960s they put him
in jail more than once,

In the early '70s a mass revolt
of Protestant workers against
the Orange establishment was
part of the Protestant backlash
against the Catholics, Confid-
ence in the Gentry to defend
their interests was shattered and
organisations like the mass
UDA of 1972 were born.

- Given that this was a reaction

against the Catholic upsurge it
was inevitably sectarian.
It is nevertheless one of the
great tragedies of Irish History
that when the Orange masses
lost confidence in the gentry and
to an extent broke from them,
they broke not to working class
politics but to the reactionary
populism of the seéctarian bigot
Paisley.
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The National Front has repeat-
edly tried to gain a base in
Northern Ireland, but has never
managed to gain more than an
insecure foothold.

They recently made another
try and got an audience of 100
mainly shaven-headed youth to
a meeting at the Diamond in
Protestant Coleraine. Martin
Webster spoke and so did Young
National Front -Feuhrer Joe
Pearse, just out of a British jail
for inciting racial hatred.

Pearse was in good form: he
said the British army should be
taken off the leash ‘‘to chase the
IRA scum out of the ratholes
where they live and shoot and
hang them.”’ Then he said he
hoped his audience will ‘‘be
ready to fight the black invasion
of Ulster when it comes as well
as the JRA’"!
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that Reagan scored over Carter in TV debate before the presidential election — by access to a stolen copy of -

Carter’s script

w ANDSO, MY LILOL
BOMES 15 AWFLL

m”

WATA-
MINUTE! THATS
MY LINE!!

A squalid truce
in Madrid

WHEN Yuri Andropov invited
to the Soviet Union an 11 year-
old American schoolgirl who
had written to him pleading
for peace, it was reportedly a
publicity triumph for the USSR.

When a family of Siberian
Pentacostalists was  given
permission by the Soviet au-
thorities to travel to the US
after being holed up in the
American Embassy in Moscow
for years, it was reportedly a
publicity coup “for the Reagan
administration’

Rather less publicity surroun-
ded the signing of the Medrid
document earlier this month.
There have been 8 years of
negotiation: first at Helsinki,
then Vienna and finally Madrid.

Now the two ‘‘human rights'’
tug-of-war teams, led by Sec-
retary of State Schultz and
Foreign Minister Gromyko,
each claiming to represent the
zenith of bhuman civilisation
againgt their barbarian rivals,
have reached a point of diplo-
matic exhaustion.

Thisw bust-a-gut tussle has
been resolved by detaching the
issue of “human rights"
from the disarmament question
and postponing any real de-
cision on both. An. agree-
ment to be proud of!

The ‘‘Morning Star’’ hailed
this conclusion as an ‘‘East-
West compromise in human
rights’’.  Perhaps the head-
line writer learnt this kind of
.coy yet biting satire serving

----------------------ﬁ

By Andrew

Hornung

as a secret saboteur of Soviet
prestige in Moscow's State
Publishing House.

Over 75 years ago a revo-
lution genuinely proclaiming
the beginning of the final
act of human liberation took
place in Russia. )

Stark contrast today, the
counter-revolutionary warder-
bureaucrats who preside over
the Soviet cell-block begrud-
gingly — under .pressure from
the world’s mightiest imperialist
power! — are forced to concede
a further conference (in Berne -
in 1986) which ‘“‘will seek
a new charter for contacts
between Socialist {!) and non-

. Socialist countries, like travel,

mixed marriages and re-unifica-
tion of separated families’’.

The Helsinki agreement
had, on paper, committed the
Stalinist bureaucracy to con-
ceding certain limited ‘‘human
rights”’.

The initiative groups and
Charter groups set up in the
Stalinist states to monitor the

- fulfilment of these commit-

ments immediately became

targets for state repression,
Activists were jailed, exiled

or interned in psychiatric

US hands

Salvador!

El Salvado} Solidarity
Campaign: c/o 29
Islington Park Street,
London N1.

units. This was the crowning
triumph of Brezhnev-Carter
detente.

Once again US imperialism
swings away from a strategy of

‘creating or accelerating rifts

within the Soviet block towards
a strategy of plain confron-
tation.

In the new phase the oppo-
sing champions of human
liberation — the ones that
are trying to crush freedom in
Central America and the ones
who are doing the same thing
in Poland and Afghanistan —
can drop. the rope they have
been tugging on for 8 years and
shake hands on a compromise
agreement: ‘‘human rights'’
will not even be on the agenda
for a while. :

A sigh of relief from the two
teams after years of taking the
strain...

By
their

friends|

shall

Jaruzelski

ye know them

‘WORSE than the Martial Law’
was Lech Walesa’s view of the
new legislation being introduced
by the Polish regime to replace
the martial law regulations.

But the ‘'relaxation’’ pro-
posed by Jaruzelski is of course
designed to appeal not to the
ten million Polish workers who
built Solidarnosc as the biggest
and most democratic union in
the world, but to the Western
bankers and the Catholic Church
hierarchy. '

Reagan has already made
clear that Jaruzelski's gestures
towards ‘‘normality’’ in the free-
ing of many political prisoners
are sufficient to procure a relax
ation of trade sanctions and talks
on rescheduling Poland’s
massive $26 billion international
debts.

For all their Cold War rhetoric
the imperialists have no interest
in procuring freedom of organis-
ation for the Polish workers’

movement.

And the Pope will no doubt
approve new legislation to give a
guarantee to small farmers that
private ownership of land has a
permanent place - in  Polish
society. This sop to the Catholic
Church which demanded it is
unique among Stalinist consti-
tutions. .

But it also indicates the direc-
tion in which the regime is look-
ing in order to bolster its sup-
port. For the working class there
is nothing but continuing repres-
sion — institutionalised in the
revamped state ‘‘unions’’. For
the conservative layers of the
peasantry — the actual owners
of private property in the
“*socialist’’ state — there are
concessions.

So much for those apologists
of the bureaucracy who attack
Solidarnasc as ‘‘restorationist’’
and *'counter-revolutionary’’!

Figures

PASOK
 backs

down on
bases

IN ONE of his books, Andreas
Papandreou, now Prime Minis-
ter of Greece, tells how when he
was a minister-in his father’s

1965-8 government he called the -

Head of the Greek Secret
Service to his office to instruct
him to stop bugging his office.

‘“You don’t give the orders
here’, the head of the KYP
told him bluntly, ‘‘the Ameri-
cans do. I shall continue to
bug your office.””

When Andreas Papandreou
campaigned as leader of the
left-reformist ‘PASOK party in
1981 he promised that if elected
Prime Minister the US would be
told to get out of Greece where
they have military bases. Given
his exposure of US influence he
was widely believed,

Now Papandreou has re-
negotiated US tenure of the
bases until 1989. The new
agreement would expire at the
end of 1988 but the US would
have another 17 months after
that.

By lighting so long a fuse,
Papandreou has seen to it that
if PASOK doesn’t win the next
election a new incoming govern-
ment can stamp ount the spark
and re-negotiate another long
lease ... which future reformist
governments will, following
Papandreou’s example, no
doubt honour to the letter.

Turkish reign
of terror

By Pat Lally
(Secretariat, Turkey
Solidarity Campaign)

THATCHER’s attempt to re-

introduce hanging into Britain -

may have been thwarted, but
she is'no doubt consoled by the
sentences of execution being
handed down by her allies in
Turkey's military junta.

With the military takeover in
1980 the Turkish state has been
freed from Parliamentary nice-
ties and has pursued a ruthless
campaign of arrests, torture,
mass imprisonment and trials
against its opponents.

Execution i3 demanded as a
matter of course. At the end of
the recent trial in Diyarbakir of
alleged members of the Kurdish
Workers Party, 356 were sen-
tenced to death and 340 others
imprisoned for between five and
36 years,

Other grim statistics are
the 30,054 convicted for ‘politic-
al crimes’ with sentences
ranging from five years in jail to
capital punishment, since the
coup and 14,180 still on trial.

And these are only the num-
:Iars admitted to by the gener-

s.

Most of these trials receive
little or no publicity, especially
those involving left-wing organ-
istions such as Dev-Yol and
Dev-Sol.

. One exception to this is the
show trial of 770 people in
Amasya involving the former
mayor and a large section of the
population of the Black Sea town
of Fatsa. They are accused of
overthrowing the state and the
death penalty is being deman-
ded for 268. S

A successful, international
campaign has been developed
around this trial led in Britain by
the Turkey Solidarity Campaign.

The TSC is making plans now
for a series of events around the
third anniversary of the coup on
September 12 and the fight for
solidarity with Fatsa by the

labour movement. |

A public meeting is being held
in Hackney Town Hall on Satur-
day 10 September with speakers
invited from Hackney and Isling-
ton councils, who have been in
the forefront of support for the
Fatsa campaign.

A feature of this event will
be the British premiere of a
video on the Fatsa trial and the
launching of a pamphlet on the
struggle of the Fatsa towns-
people, which has been pro-
duced by the Islington and
Hackney borough councils.

1t is also hoped to have in
attendance a representative
from one of the .delegations
which have vigsited the trial this
year, ‘

SINCE 1974, 8177 people have
been detailed under the Preven-
tion of Terrorism Aet — that's
'an average of almost three
people every day.

Only 1506 of them were
charged with any offences. In
Britain, 4% of detainees were
held for the maximum seven
days; in Northern Ireland,
T7% .

The Tories are now bringing
in a new Bill to extend the law to

| all ‘international terrorists’.

AL EE

Strike figures remain low. 498
stoppages began in the first five
tonths of 1983, and the total
number of strike-days was
2,014,000. These figures are
similar to those for low strike
years like 1981 and 1976,

LE R R X

Up to and including 19789,
85% or more of non-oil direct
investment in Britain was in
manufacturing. In 1980-81, the
proportion in manufacturing
plummetted to 38%.

Overall, total fixed invest-
ment in manufacturing’ in
Britain declined 31% between
mid-1979 and early 1983.

ek

Remember &ll the Tories’ talk
about control of the money
supply being the be-all and end-
all? Wonder why it’s all gone
quiet?

The rate of expansion of thé
stock of money is now well over
the government's targets —
whichever of the many possible
ways you measure that stock. i
has been over the targets for
most of the time since 1979.

One of the corner-stones of
monetarist theory is that -the
velocity of circulation of money
is pretty stable. In fact this
velocity has been falling, and at
times falling sharply, since
1980. This has permitted rapid
monetary expansion to go
together with moderate infla-
tion.
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RECENT media attention has
focussed on Mexico because of
its immense foreign debt.
Socialists should also be con-
cerned to study the country’s
history for the relevance this
has to present struggles in
Central America. Adolfo Gilly’s
'The Mexican  Revolution’,
just published in English is a
fascinating account of the revo-
lutionary  struggles  which
shaped modern Mexico.

The Mexican revolution of
1910 was the first great revolu-
tion of the 20th century.

Gilly’s book first charts the
capitalist development which
occured in Mexico under the
‘‘Ancien Regime’™ of Porfirio
Diaz. At the turn of the century
countries as far apart as Mexico,
Russia and India .were under-
going cqnsidetabie economic
expansion because of the
influx of foreign imperialist
capital. Here the railways
played a key role in developing

internal markets and creating

national economies.

Peasantry

This economic expansion was
of course achieved on the backs
of the peasantry. i

Social change inevitably
brings in its wake the need for
political change. Mexico had
undergone a long period of polit-
ical instability since indepen-
dence in 1821, suffering repub-
lican, imperial (French, 1861-5)
and military rule; and foreign,
colonial intervention.

Then under the dictatorship of

Porfirio Diaz there had been
political  stability for three
decades, but government exclu-
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Zapata (centre, with wide-brimmed hat) and Villa {right, wearing military uniform) ride into Mexico City

The revolutionary struggles

As mass strikes and demonstrations erupt anew in
a Mexico that is, deep in debt to the imperialist
bankers, BAS HARDY reviews ADOLFO GILLY’s
book ‘The Mexican Revolution’.
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ded the growing, economically
important sections of the nation
— cattle ranchers and industrial
bourgeoisie as well as the urban
middle classes. -
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This section sought to estab-
lish a democratic system for
themselves. They wanted a
change in the political structure

which would recognise the econ- -

omic changes and open the door
to their own participation in
ruling the country.

The movement for democratic
reform was led by Francisco
Madero, a northern landowner.
His attempts to achieve change
loyally came to nothing because
of Diaz’s deftness at ballot
rigging. Madero had to resort to
‘arms, raising the banner of
political liberalism against the
old order.

_For Madero’s movement to be
successful however, it had to
rely on a wider social base than
the modern bourgeois classes:
on the peasantry of Mexico, tne
overwhelming mass of the popu-
lation. For the peasants urban
parliamentary democracy was a
distant urban abstraction.

Their desire was for a return
to village democracy and all the
rights and property which had
been taken from the peasant
communities over the centuries.

The Mexican peasantry there-
fore transformed a political revo-

lution into a social one. It was
the strength of the peasant
masses which gave to the revo-
lutionary period its length and
depth and it was their social and
political impotence which gave it
its conclusion,

The key centre of the Mexican
revolution was the state of
Morelos. Here the peasantry
under the leadership of Zapata.
turned the struggle against the
Diaz regime into a movement of
land occupation.. Out of the
struggle to regain their lost land
the Morelos masses established
an armed force — the Southern
Liberation Army — to defend
their social gains.

Roll back

Immediately Madero gained
Presidential power he tried to
roll back the social revolution in
Morelos and its neighbouring
states. Land redistribution could
only be decided by the courts.
Peasants had to prove their
rights to the land before they
could repossess it.

Here, indeed, was several
years of lucrative work for the

- country's lawyers. The peasants

would not have this. For them, it
was the landowners who had to
prove. their rights. Zapata's
peasant army refused to lay
down their weapons.

At this point the old Mexican
state army was more or less
intact and falsely claimed to be
loyal to the Madero government..
Madero set this army against
the peasant revolution but the
action only served to create a
much stronger peasant move-
ment than hitherto,

The Mexican boutgeoisie
wanted a continuity of political

- regime and a smooth transfer of

governmental power. They did
not want a massive social_
upheaval challenging property -
rights.

Coup

The most reactionary ele-
ments in the state, led by
General Huerta launched &
coup 4against Madero and
murdered him,

The situation' was now clear
for a short all-out war between
‘the army of the old state led by
Huerta and supported by the
church and landed oligarchy
against  the  revolutionary
opposition.

This struggle was to witness
the final crushing of the old
Mezxican state. ’

Ranged against Huerta’s
troops were three distingt
military /political forces.

First, as we have already
mentioned, was Zapata's South-

ern Liberation Army, fighting to
defend its local peasant revolu-
tion. S

The second force, headed by
the landowning  politician
Venustiano Carranza, a sup-
porter of Madero who now
assumed the leadership of the
constitutionalist movement.
Carranza held the North West-
ern state of Sonora, a relatively
rich region of Mexico which was
not subject to mass popular
upheaval, Carranza was cast in
Madero’s mould and wanted
to keep the revolutionary change
strictly within the confines of
bourgeois legality.

The third and most decisive
military grouping to fight
Huerta was the Northern
Division, a peasant army led
by Francisco ‘Pancho’ Villa.
A{though this army did not
develop a political programme,
its military role was of crucial
importance. The cattle:raising
peasantry of Chihuahua pro-
vided Villa with a cavalry which
cut ribbons through the Federal-
ist troops in many engagements,
especially the battle of Zaca-
tecas in June 1914.

Not independem

The political circumstances

surrounding this battle are quite
instructive. .

Unlike Zapata, Villa’s forces
were not politically independent
of the Carranza leadership. Yet
the bourgeois Carranzist leaders
feared a junction between Villa
and Zapata as the military cam-
paign progressed. They were
irked by the fact that Villa's
peasant forces were winning
substantial victories whilst the
more ‘regular’ troops on the
revolutionary side were making
slow and unspectacular pro-
gress.,

Between April and June 1914
Carranza did everything in his
power to stop Villa capturing
Zacatecas and advancing on
Mezxico City. The prospect of
two peasant armies — Zapata's
and Villa’'s — entering Mexico

City filled the bourgeoisie with

horror.

Villa eventually disobeyed
Carranza and attacked the
enemy, destroying a 12,000-
strong force and breaking the
back of the old state regime.
From now on the two peasant
armies were to develop in oppos-
ition to and the new
bourgeoisie,

The Mexican revolution was,
above all else, a peasant war.

The high point of this war was
the entry of the Northern and
Southern peasant armies into
Mexico City in December
1914. From this historical

moment things began to fall .
apart from the point of view of
the masses, Why the revolution-
ary peasaniry were unable to
establish a_national state to
safeguard their social and econ-
omic gains is a key question,
especially in the light of the
revived debate among the left
about the semocratic dictator-
ship of workers and peasants.

Conversation

Adolfo Gilly sheds consider-
able light on the inability of
the peasant forces on their own -
to achieve hegemony over
Mexican society. This is best
shown by the amazing conver-
sation between Villa and Zapata
as they wander through the
vacant rooms of the Presidential
Palace in Mexico City.

‘“Villa: I don’t want public
posts, because I don't know how
to deal with them. We'll see
what these people are doing.
We'll just appoint the ones who
aren’t going to make trouble.

Zapata: I'll advise all our
friends to be very careful —
otherwise, they'll just get the
chop . . . (laughter),

Villa: It’s very clear to me that
we ignorant men make the war
and the cultured people have to
make use of it. Just so long as
they-don't give us any trouble.

Zapata: The men who've
worked the most have the least
chance to enjoy those banquets.
Itell you: whenl go to a banquet
I'm on the point of giving in.

Villa: This place is too big for
us; it's better out there. As soon
as this business is sorted out,
I'll be off north to the country.
I've got alot to do up there. And
the people will fight hard.”’

Seeds of defeat

Gilly aptly comments that this
dialogue ‘‘contains the seeds of
both political and military
defeat. .

‘“Unable to keep power in
their hands, the two leaders are
prepared to hand it over. They
therefore give up the idea of a

..centralised army, which would

require a centralised state
power, and decide to foresake
the centre which is already in
their hands: each wi]‘,l return to
fight in his own region, whose
horizon they have not been able
to transcend in a vision of the
nation.”’ ‘

Militarily the forces of Villa
and Zapata were in a position to
finish off their erstwhile Carran-
zist allies in December 1914.
Carranza was boxed in around
the port of Veracruz and the rest
of his supporters were isolated
in peripheral areas of the




nntry. The peasant armies
mtrolled the centre and many
portant northern and south-
m states.

But, as we have. seen, they
ked a strategy for centralising
pir forces and building a
tional state power. The Zapat-
revolution was parochial. its
e power did not transcend
prelos. Villa wished to base
mgelf on his tried and trusted
low peasnts of Chihuahua
te. The war they were now to
rsue was defensive and hap-
zard. The eniry into Mexico
y was the military/political
uivalent of some kind of
ional scout's day gala.

The ‘cultured people’ to
om the peasant leaders
mded over government were
presentatives of the urban
ty-bourgeoisie who similarly
ked a national perspective of
eir own. Caught between the
asant forces and the Carran-
bourgeoisie, this ‘shadow
emmegt’
¢ Spanish popular front
ernment of 1936-39) even-
ally defected to Carranza and
e side which had a national
t1cal perspective a.nd a

Nevertheless, the bourgeois
mp was undergoing changes
der the pressure of the revo-
lion. Carranza’s old position
s being challenged by the
flitary wing of the- bour-
wxe .
s group realised that they

pre radical policies to under-
ne the peasant forces. The

(reminiscent of "

ded a wider social base and °

Anti-Zapate cartoon
military faction, which  was
eventually to win over all the
contesting groups, was headed
by General Alvaro Obregon.

The radical military had two
strings to their political bow.
Firstly, they sought working
class support by granting con-
cessions to the trade union moe-
ment. The small Mexican indus-
trial working class had, unlike
its Russian counterpart, failed to
establish an independent politic-
al existence. it was dominated
by anarchist and reformist ideas
and often the formal anarchist
ideas of some labour leaders
were a mask for their reformism,

Some anarchists had wel- .

comed the peasant rebellion
because it presented a violent
and chaotic form. Railway
workers were key elements in
the movement of the Villist army
— troop movements by rail
being of key importance for the
various military campaigns.
However, the peasant leaders
could not be expected to offer,
by their very nature, a working
class political programme. The
nearest they came to this was
the ‘nationalisation’ of the sugar
mills in Morelos but this was
very much an empirical and
localised action, as distinct from

expressing a general social

programme.

Obregon for his part d# offer
an alternative. After re-occupy-
ing Mexico City he established a
welfare network to assist urban
workers and their families. At
the same time he instituted
price maximums on merchants

Revolutionary fighters hitch a lift -

shaped modern Mexico

and taxes on businessmen and
the church.

He even went as far as to con-
script priests into the army.
Many priests complained on
the grounds of ill-health, but
the military decided that 60
priests suffering from VD were
fit enough to join the army!

The next step Obregon took
was to intervene in a strike
between Mexican Electricians
and the Mexican Telephone and
Telegraph Company over union
recognition. The military saw
to it that union recognition was
won.

Now the stage was set for a
‘social contract' between the
mlhtary and the reformist work-
ers’ leaders. An agreement was
signed whereby the state under-
took to improve workers' con-
ditions and recognise trade
union organisation. In exchange
the labour leaders pledged their
support for the war effort of
Obregon and Carrznza against
the peasantry.

The unions became recruiting
agencies for the new bourgeoisie
agreeing to form ‘red battalions’
for the army out of trade union
based workers’ contingents.

Thesg'. forces. would fight
peasant ‘reaction’.

The second political move of
the new central government was
the formation of the 1917 consti-
tution.

Land

This contained two important
provisions — Article 27 which
recognised in a limited form the
land redistribution which had
already taken place and estab-
lished provision for further land
redistribution; and Article 123
which established a number of
conditions of benefit to the
labour movement (eight-hour
day, ban on child employ-
ment, profit sharing unfair
dismissal procedures, freedom
of association, and right to strike
etc).

Article 130 secularised society
by stipulating marriage as a
‘civil contract’ and taking over
the Church's property.

Carranza himself opposed
these reformis but accepted
them as a necessary evil in 1917.
They certainly were an effective
political support for the military
victories of Obregon against
Villa.

In a series of battles in 1915
and 1916, Obregon had reduced
Villa’s forces to a guerrilla band
which was more of a nuisance
than a real threat to the new

- state.-

The social commitment of the
new regime to land conquests

combined with war weariness

and lack of political perspective
underlined the military defeats
of the brave and honest peasant
general.

Zapatism as a focus of opposi-
tion to the new bourgeois order

* was a tougher nut to crack. Here

Obregon, whether by accident or
design had retired from military
activity and Carranza had given
over the task of invading More-
los to a less able and popular
general,

The attack on Morelds by the
forces of Carranza took the form
of simple genocidal war of exter-
mination and population ‘relo-
cation’ reminiscent of Vietnam
and other colonial conflicts.

Teeth .

The new bourgeocisie was
showing its teeth and proving
that it had the same attitude
towards the independent insur-
gent masses as the old ‘feudal’
government.

In the years between 1917 and
1920 the Morelos resistance
was destroyed.

Naturally the government
then tumed against the organ-
ised working class in an attempt
to overturn the gains of the
previous period.

Zapata was murdered in 1919
and Villa was pensioned off
(later to be murdered in 1923). It
seemed as though the clock had
been turned back. With all his
peasant foes  vanquished
Carranza was triumphant, but
his moment of vnctory was his
moment of downfall.

His threats to turn the military
state into a civilian one, was too
much for the new officer caste to
bear. A military revolt led by

Obregon  quickly - defeated
Carranza who was murdered by
his own troops.

it is at this ﬁomt that we
must consider the peculiar
mutation that was and to some

extent still is the Mexican -
regime. )
Many bourgeois countries

today eulogise the revolutionary
past, the ‘national struggle’ and
create a mythology about it.
They seek to present history not
as- it truly was but as a story-
book, telling tales best suited to
their own class interest. The 26
county Irish state provides a
very notable example.

ie put up £1 million to finance a
piece of hokum, the film
‘Gandhi’.

In Mexico we have a state
ruled for many decades by the
Pa of the Institutionalised
Revolution. “There is a Ciudad
Madero and a Ciudad Obregon,
but no major city or town named
after Zapata or Villa. What kind

So too-
does India, where the bourgeois- .

Vs

of state .was it, that this ten year -

revolution created? How can
Mexico be characterised today?
Gilly does provide some of the
answers, but his book makes us
want to go further in a study of
Mezxico before and after the

Second World War.
Gilly, Michael Lowy and
others have described the

Mexican revolution as an inter-
rupted or unfinished revolution.
The 1920 regime, a bonapartist
state which relied on popular
support, continued to grant con-
cessions to the masses. It was a
kind of open ended situation
with the regime still capable of
further radicalisation under the
Egrdenas presidency (1934-

).

In actual fact comsiderable
land reforms and labour rights
were gained in this later period.
The regime was of course
anxious to keep the popular
organisations under ité control

denying them political inde- -

pendence.

Obregon had trampled over
Carranza precisely becanse he
recognised the need for this
popular base.

Similarities can be made with
Peronism except of course that
Argeatina had not experienced a
social revolution which destroy-
ed the old reactionary forces —
old army, church and land-
owners. In Mexico mass
struggles had given the regime
and the bourgeois class a contin-
uity of rule which was not to be
found in Brazil or Argentina.

But in what sense is the
Mexican revolution interrupted
or unfinished? Is there still a
national struggle or a struggle
against imperialism? Are the
political gquestions being raised
in El Salvador or Guatemala
today of equal relevance to
Mezxico?

Working class

In the light of the simpli-
fied, outline history above we
can see, I hope, that it is a
slmpll.ficatlon totalk of ‘progres-
sive’ and ‘reactionary’ camps.
Clearly Zapatism and Villaism
represented the only truly revo-
lutionary current. The ‘revolu-
tionary’ bourgeocisie was and is
thoroughly reactionary  against

~Mexico's working ‘masses. No

trade union or land reform con-
cessions are - an adequate
substitute for working class
power which is on the agenda in
all Latin American states.

The study of Latin America
has been blighted by ‘third
worldism’. It assumes common
cotiditions for all countries in

- the region and confuses anti-

colonialism with anti-imperial-

How the painter Sequcxros looked back on the revolutionaries

- some. kind of

o

ism. It fails to recognise the
independent existence of natjon
states like Mexico and Argen-
tina prior to the epoch of imper- |
ialism and talks as if all these
states have a common identity in
a struggle against US finance
capital. It accepts the myth of
their own origin promulgated
by the ruling bourgeoisies of
these states.

Reality is nevertheless more
complicated. In the case of
Mexico the decisive clash with
imperialism took place four
decades ago. The Mexican bour-
geoisie won, the oil industry was
nationalised and has been
exploited by the Mexican ruling
class in alliance with US big
business.

The Mezxican bourgeoisie
exports capital. It invests it in
real estate in the USA!

We can also see in the foreign
policy of Mexico (and Brazil) a
quite independent stance vis-a-
vis the US throughout the 1970s
and 1980s.

But what about the foreign
debts? Surely these indicate .
‘neo-colonial’
subjugation? Foreign indebted-
ness is not confined to Latin
America. (Poland).

To deny that a country occup-
ies a neo-colonial status is not to
say it is equal to the world’s
giants. The point is to recognise
the relativity of that inequality
and what it means for the
internal politics,of the country
concerned, *

No alliance

Mexico, Brazil and Argentina
occupy a simijlar position in
international economic relations
as the peripheral capitalist
states of Europe (Portugal,
Greece maybe even Haly).
These relations must be recog-
nised and not be obscured by
talk of ‘national independence’.

If the Mexican revolution was
interrupted or unfinished that
can only mean that its conclu-
sion can be brought about by .
a direct socialist change. This
will mean giving up any talk of

. an alliance with the ‘national’

bourgeoisie which runs the state
and may further repress the
masses on instructions from the

IMF.

It means a recognition on the
part of the Mexican masses that
they can only rely on their own
strength. It means they should
no longer continue to trust
‘cultured people’.

The Mexican revolution was
interrupted by the Mexican
capitalist class. It can only be
continued by an independent
workers’ movement which
places socialism on the agenda.
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Friends

and

husbands

by Andrew Hornung

“FRIENDS and Husbands’’ is
Margarethe von Trotta’s third
feature film, being preceded by
“The German Sisters’”’ and
“‘Sisters’’ (or “'The Balance of
Happiness'’).

The titles alone give a clue to
von Trotta’s central concern:
the investigation of personal
relationships — particularly
those between women — from a
feminist standpoint, But here
feminism lies not only in the
evident gympathy with which
the women are treated and con-
versely the distance and lack of
sympathy with which the men
are treated, but in the reduction
of the narrative elements to the
advantage of ° paychological

Y. :
In “Friends and Husbands"
Olge (Hanna Schygulla) meets
Ruth (Angela Winkler), a
morbidly withdrawn woman
teetering on the edge of suicide.
Olga, apparently strongly inde-
ndent, is e from her
usband and, together with her
son, lives with her lover.

As their friendship becomes
stronger, Ruth's self-confidence
re-establishes itself. But if the
contract with a female friend
gives her strength, the tradition-
al sources of support — parental
family {(mother) and marriage
partner (husband} — conspire
to keep her dependent. They
want to save her from suicide
because, in any case, they
couldn’t bear the guilt. But they
need her dependence too. i

The three men of the film —
Olga's lover, her ex-husband
and Ruth’s husband — are con-
sumed by egotism. Every

emotion seems to derive from or -

become a tributary to self-
pity. Their egotism further
expresses itself in claims on the
time of ‘‘their'’ women and a
jealous protection of their own
time and space.

*‘Friends and Husbands™ is
one of the best films I have seen

in ages. It is easily accessible in |

. reduced

a way that some German femin-
ist films, like ‘“The All-round
Personality”’
(‘‘Redupers’’), have not been
because of its relatively conven-

tional cinematic style.
German feminist cinema

found its first organisational
expreasion when; in November
1973, Helke Sander and Claudia
Alemann organised the First

International Women’s Film -

Workshop in West ‘Berlin. The
following year saw the estab-
lishment of the journal ‘‘frau
und film’’ (woman and film} and
not long after West Berlin
women involved in film began a
series of monthly gatherings at
the ‘‘Arsenal’’ theatre.

While these women were a
part of the ‘‘new film" move-
ment in Germany, they saw that
movement as dominated by
males, male themes and
imagery. The self-proclaimed
Marxist film-makers not only
ignored the home-and-family
situation, but even ignored
women in the workplace. The
women turned their attention to
the everyday life of women and
to the tensions of the family.

The films of Fassbinder,
Herzog and Syberberg — lion-
ised as the leading figures of an
important German film — absor-
bed some of the political influ-
ences of the ical German
student movement  and the
resurgence in Germany of Marx-
ist theory, but they largely
ignored women. Peter Handke's
“A Left-handed Woman'' and
some films made by male-
female teams, including ‘‘The
Lost Honour of . Katharina
Blum”* directed jointly by von
Trotta and Volker Schlondorff,
provided some of the few excep-
tions.-

Increasingly German feminist
directors are being accepted as
among the best film makers in
Germany. While the work of
some of the famous male direc-
tors, the late Fassbinder and
Wenders for example, becomes

more and more self-consciously -

formal, the work of directors like
von Trotta is accessible and

warmly direct.

“We have to put
socialism back
on the agenda”

MT: What’s your view of the state
of the Left in the Labour Party?
At rank and file activist level, the
Left seems to be as strong as ever,
but in terms of organisation we’re
much weaker than we were at the
time of the Rank and File Mobili-
sing Committee.

TB: The campaigns that took
place during the last Labour gov-
ernment, came to the surface and
led to victory on policy and on
the democratic changes after
1979. I don’t belicve they can be
reversed.

So in that sense the argument

fl was carried by what is loosely

called the Left.

There was the deputy leader-
ship election,-and then there were
various attempis to bring people
together ~which weren't entirely
successfui for a variety of reasons.

And then, of course, there was
the common fecling, which I cert-
ainly shared, that we should .put
the election victory very high.
From. Bishops Stortford, 18
months ago, to the election, the
Left — however you define it —
threw itself very strongly into the
campaign for victory. N

We had the counter-attack on
the Executive, over the expulsions
and so On, but the Left did not
allow ilself to be diverted from
campaigning.

The manifesto broadly reflect-
ed the policies that were in Lab-
our’s Programme, so from that
point of view it was successful.

Now we come to a post-elec-
tion period when people are reass-
essing where they stand.

" What are the issues?

First: to dcfend the basic
items in the programme. On that
score there’s not likely to be
much of a change.

Then, to consolidate
democralic changes. 1 think those
cannot be reversed.

And then, having done that —
and through the leadership elec-
tion, of course, all these argu-
menis come to the surface in
somc shape or form - to build
far the future.

It you say, “Arc there litie
committécs mecting that describe
themselves as the Left?’) [ dare
say the answer'is no — not in the
way the Rank and File Mobilising
Committec met. K

But if you say, ‘Is there a shar-
ed commitment and a shared
understanding, going over a very
wide rtunge of people on the
Left?’, the answer is yes.

So 1f you look at it from that
point of view, | would have
thought Lhat the Left was in good
shapc. i

'MT: What about the implications

in the election campaign itself?
The manifesto contained most of
the conference policies, but the

leading spokespeople presented -

by thc Labour Party were almost
all from the centre or the Right of
the Party, rather than from the
wing that had been most associat-
ed with those policies.

TB: Yes, thal’s right. 1t reflects
two things.

Iirst ot oll, the exient to
which the Right was able ko org-
anise last year to change the com-
position of the Executive. But
even muore, the fact that we have
not resolved the relationship be-
tween the Parliumentary Lahour
Party and the rest of the Labour
Party.

The composite coming back at
this conference. which calls for
the constitution of the Party to
absorb and shape the standing
orders of the PLP, s of crilical
impartance. Until that question is
resolved, we’ll still be in the sume

the

What are the main issues confronting the left in the
labour movement in the aftermath of the Election? TONY .
BENN discusses his view of the situation with Martin
Thomas and John Bloxam of Socialist Organiser in this
extended interview. A further discussion — on the EEC —

will appear in a later issue.

#

basic difficulty. :

But I think there is a much
stronger foundation to build on
than anyone would have dream-
ed possible four years-ago, or
maybe even two years ago.

MT: As regards your own role in
the election — of course you had
to focus your efforts on Bristol.
But I think a lot of activists were

disappointed that, for example, .

on unilateralism, everyone could
hear what Jim Callaghan was say-
ing, or Dennis Healey, or Michael
Foot, or Neil Kinnock — but not

what Tony Benn was saying...

TB: Oh yes they could. I was on
Question Time the following
night, and. heard by six million
people.

1 said however important Mz
Callaghan may be, the Labous
policy is crysial clear — that we
will have no Trident, no Polaris,
and we will close American nuc-
lear bases.

If you ask, was I used by the
Party machine, the answer is that
[ wasn’t. But in terms of clarity of
exposition of the policy — I could

nol have been clearcr, and it was

said to thc largest possible
audience at very great length.

I think what you'rc maybe
scratching at is the idea that 1
should have attacked Jim Callagh-
an during the clection. But I don’t
believe in, that. The siluation
would not have been assisted by
diverting oursclves from the main
question, which was to gel across
the policy and reveal what the
government was doing.

Callaghan
across with such clarity as you
could what we were saying — and
that it was a minimum program-
me, which is what I put in my
election address.

Of course, the media do deter-
ming, in a sense, who plays a pro-
minent part. If they don’t report
what someone says, then that per-
son is alleged not to have played a

promincnt part.

MT: On one agpect of policy — on
economic policy, the policy for
jobs — a very wide range of opin-
ion, from Roy Hattersley,
through Neil Kinnock, to Ken
Livingstone and to ourseives, has
said that the policy did nos
convince voters.

‘T don’t believe I
should have
attacked Callaghan’

You have to be clear that on
eve of poll, everybody is together,
because yow have a common
interest in an agreed programme
and in the replacement of the gov-
ernment.

JB: Do you think it would be un-
fair to say that the Left kept its
head down during the clection?
So that the argument was almost
going by default?

7B: I think what yOG’IC saying is
that the right wing of the Party
dominated the Shadow Cabinet
and the National Executive —
which was a product both ot the
nature ol the vld Parliamentary
Party and of thc conference last
year, when Sid Weijghell and
athers secured the LExecutive that
they wanted.

In the circumstances ot an el-
vetion campaign, the official lead-
ership, both Fxccutive and Shad-
ow Cabinet, docs decide who
plays the prime role.

But [ don’t think it would
have been right to have attacked
colleagues during the clection, |
think all you could do is pul

So some people have been
arguing that the policy needs to
be changed — in different ways —
som+, that the same policy needs
to be argued differently. What’s
your view? . ‘
TB: There were a lot of problems.
Onc is that it was not thought
that our leadership supported the
policy. :

And indccd the Alternative
Economic Strategy boiled down
in the end to a preseniation of -
‘borrow, reflate, and the system
will spring back to life’ — which
was not credible.

The fuller Altcrnative Econo-
mic Strategy — which did not in-
clude wage restraint — had been
explicitly rejected when it was
put to the Cabinet in 1976. -

A lot -of people said: when.
you were in power, you had a
chance to do it. You didn’t — on
the grounds that it would under-
mine the fight against inflation
and lcad to a sicge cconomy.
That’s just what Mrs Thatcher
says would happen if you did it-
now. Therefore, not only do we
doubt that you are able to do it,

e

we’re not even surc that you want
to do it.

There was a huge credibility
problem.

Looking at it morc broadly,
from 1959, when the-last Tory
landslide occurred, right up to
1979 — and maybe you could
argue, in terms of the Parliament-
ary leadership, right up to the
election in June — there had been
major economic concessions to
monetarism, political concessions
in terms of revisionism generally
and putting the blame on the
trade unions, defence and foreign
policy concessions including the
fact that we supported the Gov-
ernment during the Falklands
War, and a total failure toresolve
the relationship between the PLP
and the Party.

These four weaknesses expos-
ed us during the election.

1 think the support for the
Falklands War in 1982 by the Op-
position and the majority of the
National . Executive Commitiee
struck a fatal blow at our credibi-
lity as peaccmakers and peopie
who didn't believe in using force
to settle international disputes.

But I’'m not anxious to find
individual scapegoats, because my
opinion is- that we have got io
build on the policy, and develop
it, not run away from it. If you
run away from it, no-one will ever
belicve you in a future election.

MT: How, then, do you think the
economic policy should be deve-
loped?

TB: Weve got to look forward -
and see what is going to happen
over the next four yeass.

If we leave aside the overhang-
ing world banking crisis, and look
simply at thc. risc of unemploy-
ment, the sense of hopclessncss,
the reduction of the dole, the cuts
in public services, and privatisa-
tion, we can sce what the battles

-are going to be. And I think the

first task of the Labour Party and
the labour movement is to protléct
our owh people as best they can
—  extra-parliamentary activity,
raising it in the House, trade un-
ion activily, political education,
campaigning, and so on.

If we look ahead ut the next
possible moment when a Labour
government might be formed, we
have to assess what sort-of poli-
cies we might need to deal with
a much worse situation than we
had in June 1983. That suggests
that we shall have to be much
more radical than last time.

We've also got to present the
European argument in an intcrna-
tional socialist context, and not
get tangled up with the Enoch
Powell view that il’s all a matter
of Britain’s national interest vis-a-
vis the Commmon Markel.

- The idea that because we were
beaten on June 9 the British
people will always want the arms
race, always want uncmployment,
always want us to be tied into the
Treaty of Rome, always want to
let market forces wreak their
wrath upon us, is totally unreal-
istic,

I think onc of the things we
may have won is the credit for
having stuck to a position which
had a certain socialist critique and
logic and courage about it, even
though it was not accepted at the
time.

JB: You said that the first task of
the labour movement now is to
protect its own people. What poli-
cies do you think need to be deve-
loped to enable that to he done?

T8B: It has to be done in the first

“4nstance by the people who are

under attack. You can’t have the .
Labour Party National Executive



“ There 1s

much too .

COSy a

relationship

between
TUC and
Tories”

calling a national strikc of mine-
workers. It’s got to go through
the NUM: if ihey do dccide to
take strong measures, we've got to
support them,

1 think there is a slightly dan-
gerous idea that if only there was
what is called a bold socialist lead-
ership, and there was a call given
from Walworth Road on the

- fourth . Wednesday of every
month, then the streets would be
fuli of people demonstrating.

I’s got to ome from under-
neath, and then you’ve got to
defend it. The ASLEF drivers last
year were brutally betrayed. The
health workers had real difficul-
ties in the end.

MT: What about the idea of the
labour movement ‘disengaging’
from collaboration with the
Tories?

TB: If anything it is more urgent
than it was.

There is something rather
pathetic about a trade union
movement that is now under ab-
solute direct attack pleading to be
allowed to put its case. That’s a
sign of weakness. :

A lol of trade union leaders
used to be actually part of the
mechanism of imposing Govern-
ment policy. I know many of
them have been dismissed from
the boards of nationalised indus-
tries, and some have resigned, but
there was a time when some trade
union leaders were still on the
boards of companies that wcre
about io privatisc.

There is much too cosy a rela-
tionship between the TUC and
the Treasury, and the TUC and
the Tareign Office. If the effort
that goes in to trying to influence
Government policy in a marginal
way through the NEDC or in
other ways were re-deployed o
plan a strategy for . Labour, it
would be much better.

And nothing would frighten
the Government more than dis-
engagement. Just as with the
Housc of Lords, cvery Labour
peer that is appoeinted strengthens
the House of Lords and gives it
legitimacy, so every trade union
representative tied up in Govern-
ment business in any way gives
treitimacy to Government policy.

JB: On another policy issue, Ire-
land, you had an article in the
Guardian yesterday — proposing
withdrawal of troops. How
you see the relation between that
— which I think you’re absolutely
right on — and a unifed Ireland?
You seemed to be arguing that
at least for the foreseeable future
Ireland would remain divided, and
while British troops might come
out, United Nations forces going
in would maintain the existing rel-
atiopships-in the North,

TB: 1 don’t think you could bring
about reunification by force, let
alone by British force.

I' argucd that withdrawal is
necessary; I tried to show how it
could be done, because a lot of
people think it couldn’t be done;
1 cited the 1948 Palestine Act,
which was a simple Act declaring
that His Majesty s jurisdiction in
Palestine would cnd from a
‘certain date; [ then linked that
with talks between the Irish
government and the British gov-

-

- ernment and the authorities there

about human rights, financial aid,
an amnesty for people involved in
offences connected with the
emergency.

You would have a UN force in
to. maintain order during the
transitional period. I think one of
the most powerful reasons why
people in Britain have been reluc-
tant. to favour the Troops Out
idea is that they fear there would
be bloodshed on a huge scale.

Going back to August 1969,
when we sent the troops in be-
causg the B-Specials were running
amok and doing great damage to
the Catholic community, there
was discussion at that time by the

Irish Government in support of

some United Nations initiative. It
was not very welcome to the Brit-
ish government for a variety of
I€4N0TS.

But I think that the measures I
have proposed would open up a
completely new era both in the
North and in the relations
between the North and the South.
When the Northern Layalist lead-
ers realisc that they ‘cannot use
British troops to enforce their
will on their own minority, they
are poing to have to come to
terms with them.

§ think that the nationalists in
the North, having achieved the
objective at lcast of withdrawal
by Britain, would be less inclined
to cngage in conflict whichmight
lcad to a countcr-blast. I think
also that the labour movement in
the North, which is the key to the
wholc thing, realising that British
troops werc not a permanent part
of the scenario there, would have
to get together to prevent things
going wrong. And then the ob-
stacles to some form of associa-
tion between North and South
would begin to melt away,

But the one thing i'm absolu-
tely clgar about is that there is
‘no futnre at all for present policy.
The idea that if only we thought
about it more carefully and were
a bit wiser we could find a formu-
la that would easc the tensions, is
a complete illusion. And I think

t -most pcople in Britain see that.

“Of course there are interests —
the defence interest and others —
which have found it quite conven-
icnt to leave the situation as it is.
Maybe they don't want to release
a strong labour mgvement with
socialist ideas,- wiich 1 think
would inevitably emerge inio that
situation, because then il would
threaten their own source of eco-
nomic power. After all, it js not a
sectarian or a religious argument

at all, it’s about very much more
fundamental things.

MT: 1 want to track back to the .

beginning, when you mentioned
the leadership election. Who will
you be votin% for ag leader of the
Labour Party?

TB: 1 haven’t got a vote, that’s
the short answer. I'm not a Mem-
ber of Parliament, the Transport
and General Workers Union of
which 1 am a member decided at
its conference, and the local Lab-
our Party of which I am a mem-
ber has, 1 think, already nom-
inated.

There will obviously be an op-
portunity to express a view. But
my interesl in it is as M was in
1981, not to scec it in terms of
who is the best person, but to re-
latc it to the policies, and above
all to the nature of the leadership.
We put our confidence far too

often in individuals — Ramsey
Macdonald George Brown, Roy
Jenkins, Ray Gunter... - and the

iddea that this is somehow a cen-
tral and supreme guestion, as dis-
linct [rom the naturc of the lead-
ership, and above all the relation-
ship between the Parliamentary
Party and the Party in the coun-
try, is @ mistake.

I'm hoping that some of the
issues will emerge, and [ think to
some extent they are beginning to
emerge.

But Pve always belicved that
elections are very healing excreis-
es. They clarify; peopic make a
choice and create a structure.of
consent. Whoever the Party
chooses as leader, we should rally
round in the way that we should
have rallied round Pecter Tatchell
when he was first nominated for
Bermondsey. -

The discussion about policy
must be free to go on, whoever is
the leader of the Labour Party at
any particular moment.

JB: But you’ve said that one of
the major arguments in 1981 was
that we mneeded a leadership
prepared to fight for the confer-
ence policies.

You’ve talked elsewhere about
the need for a collective leader-
ship, and used the analogy of a
wheel with different spokes. That
seems to accept that you would
have very diverse political views in
the leadership -~ that you could
have a leadership that didn’t agree
with the policies, but because it.
was coming from a different
direction it would be strengthen-
ing the Party.
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TB: 1 didn’t mean that. When |
said collective leadership, I meant
a leadership along lincs decided
by conference.

But I'll tell you one reason
why I'm reluctant to get drawn in
the way you would like me to be.

Suppose Mr X, or Mr Y — or Ms .

X, or Ms Y — is clected having
issued d manifesto contrary to
Labour Party policy. Are we then
to be told that because thcy were
elected, the Party has dccided
that it want to follow that con-
trary policy?

That’s not acceptable. We've
got 1o get the Pariamentary Party
and the leadership generally to be-
gin to define their role in quite a
different way.

As a Labour MP [ was a full-

- time official of the labour move-

ment. I had my right, and claimed

my right, lo speak my own mind,

but the decision-making body of
the Labour Parly is the Labour
conference. If you lose at confér-
ence, you can go on saying, ‘I
think the policy should be differ-
cnt’, but you can’t, as leader or as
MP, campaign for something else
as if it were the policy of the
Party. . .

It’s important that whoever
wins is commitied to that. I don’t
think enough statemcnts have
been made for us to be sure on
that count.

JB: I think you’re right about the
importance of conference sover-
eignty, but that didn’t stop com-
rades in 1981 arguing for the can-
_didate that. best represented con-
ference policies.

TB: When you come to it you
have to mukc u decision. As in
many cases you may choose the
person closesl to yourself, even
though thcre is not a tolal ident-
ity of view.

MT:Would you like to sum up
what you see as the tasks now for
Labour Party activists?

TB.: To analyse why we lost, and
to see thal the defeat was a pro-
duct of a series of majof concess-
ions over a peneration.

To prodect people; to build a
muss party; to cstablish the work-
place branches; to build an allian-
ce — because the Labour Party is
an alliance, not one settled in a
smoke-filled room  with David
Sieel, but with a whole ronge of
groups,  women’s  movement,
peace movement, ethnic commun-
itics, ccology movement, local
communily groups...

We have to put socialism back
on the agenda. A few years Lah-
our, Liberal and Tory were all
monetarist. Why can’t we have
Tory, Labour, and Liberal all soc-
ialist? "Macmillan was a sort of
socialist in his early days. ‘The
Middlc Way’, published in 1938,
was well to the left of Jim Call-
aghan’s 1979 manifesto. Radical
Liberals ought to be socialists, be-
cause if they pursue their radical-
ism seriously they arc going to
come bang up against the British
Establishment. ‘

1he Labour Party ought to be
socialist, because that’s what it’s
about, and there will be a whole
range of socialist schools of
thought — of which Socialist Org-
aniser is onec, but not by any
means the only ane.

factory or office complex.

The Labour Party membership of workplace recruits has to
be processed through their ward branches. But the workplace
branch can send one delegate to the Labour Party GC in each
constituency where it has at least ten members living.

 landing tomaorrow if 11 wzs

- Build workplace
Labour branches!

You need ten members to start a branch in any workplace,
J] The definition of ‘workplace’ is left open in the rules: separ-
Jj ate branches can be established in separate sections of a large

And, finally. vou heez 20 -
give people hope. Whi :
are so frightened of th: R

Mr Heseltine and the T
frightened that wune
will make it impossible {o:
to campaign for decent =
conditions — while fear d:.
— people will nor Az
courage to look ahead.
Qur job is to rebulld. AnZ --
though it is a frightenin:
lots of peaple, it is also
that could be the muas:
and constructive in the 5icim of
the labour mavement.
JB: You wese saying that if ths
Left. organises it will marginatse
itself...

78: It’s got 1o bhe csmifll -
docsn’t miarginalise izsel?.

JB: But one of the lessons of rex-
ent ycars is that when thz Le&ft
doesn’t organise, it gives the Rxtt
the chance to counter-attack.

TB: In 1981 there was ad =
operation for the depuny
ship campaign. When :
the ad hoc alliance bez
down into jts compans
We’ve always gor 1o i::x
unity on an ad hoc basis.

But we've gor to be ¢
a time when left polici
the ascendant in the TUC
the Labour Party. that 7z leo-
doesn't marginalise it

And one of the ¢
the Labour Parn
moment is that i
lot of time — 1
inevitable — 1o
There is now &
cammitted acri
of the acuv
wards and doawnw iy

4B You seem 10 have 1 varv oo
mistic view of developmenis m
the Labour Party. Don't you
think there’s a danger of compla-
cency? A section of the Party
::ra{lts to re-establish it on the old
basis.,

TB: Yes, they'd like to. But I
don’t sec any prospect for doing
that, in the CLPs or in the trade
unions.

_And the way you deal with
this is to break out ahead. It’s by
the development of new policy
that you break out ahead — not
Just by standing by old policy.

If we concentrate on that,
we're more likely to make pro-
gress than if we’re all armed to
fend off the dangers of the past.

Next issue -
A response to Tony Benn’s
recent article on Ireland, pub-
lished in The Guardian.

---—-----—--1
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Where we stand

*Organise the left to beat back the Tories’ attacks!
No to attacks on union rights; defend the picket
line; no state interference in our unions! No to any
wage curbs. Labour must support all struggles. for
better living standards and conditions.

*Wage rises should at the very. least keep up with
price increases. For a price index calculated by
working class arganisations, as the basis for clauses
in all wage agreements to provide automatic
monthly rises in line with the true cost of living for
the working class. The same inflation-proofing
should apply to state benefits, grants and pensions.
*Fight for improvements in the social services, and
against cuts. Protection for those services against
inflation by automatic inflation-proofing of expen-
diture. For occupations and supporting strike action
to defend jobs and services.

*End unemployment. Cut hours, not jobs. Fight for
a 35 hour week and an end to overtime. Demand
work-sharing without loss of pay. Organise the
unemployed — campaign-for a programme of useful
public works to create new jobs for the unem-
ployed.

*Defend all jobs! Open the books of those firms
that threaten closure or redundancies, along with
those of their suppliers and bankers, to elected trade
union committees. For occupation and biacking
action to halt the closures. For nationalisation
without compensation under workers’ management.

~ *Make the bosses pay, not the working class.

Millions for hospitals, not a penny for ‘defence’!
Nationalise the banks and financial institutions,
without compensation. End the interest burden on
council housing and other public services.

*Freeze rent and rates. )

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

*The capitalist police are an enemy for the working

class. Support all demands to weaken them as a -

bosses’ striking force: dissolution of special squads
(SPG, Special Branch, MI5, etc), public accoun-
tability, etc.

“Free abortion on demand. Women’s equat right to
work and full equality for women. Defend and
extend free state nursery and childcare provision,
*Against attacks on gays by the state: abolish all
laws which discriminate against lesbians and gay
men; for the right of the gay community to organise
and affirm their stand publicly.

*The Irish people — as a whole — should have the .

right to determine their own future. Get the British
troops out now! Repeal the Prevention of Terrorism
Act, Political status for Irish Republ jcan prisoners as
a matter of urgency.

*The black working people of South Africa should
get full support from the British labour movement
for their strikes, struggles and armed combat against
the white supremcist regime. South African goods
and services should be blacked.

*It is essential to achieve thé fullest democracy in
the labour mavement, Automatic reselection of MPs
during each Parliament and the election by annual
canference of party ‘leaders. Annual election of all
trade union officials, who should be paid the
average for the trade; -
*The chaos, waste, human suffering and misery of
capitalism now — in Britain and throughout the
world — show the urgent need to establish rational,
democratic, human control over the economy, to
make the decisive sectors of industry social prop-
erty, under workers’ control. The strength of the
labour movement lies in the rank and file. Qur
perspective must be working class action to raze the
capitalist system down to its foundations, and to
put a working class socialist alternative in its place —
rather than having our representatives run the
system and waiting for crumbs from the tables of
the bankers and bosses

Send to Socialist Organiser, 28

Middle Lane, London N8 8PL. ter.

PECKHAM Labour Party
public meeting on Ireland.

Friday 22 July .30pm.
St. Albans , Manor
Place, off Walworth Road.
Speckers: Steve Bundred,
GLC Councillor, and .
Richard Balfe, Euro MP.

HALT repression in Sri
Lanka!

Tamil workers can be the
link to revolution in all
South Asia.

7.30, 29 July, Conway Hall,
Red Lion Square, London
WC1. Public meeting called
by Spartacist League.
01-278 2232,

National Abortion Cam-
paign conference, October -
1-2. For details contact
NAC, 374, Grays InnRd.,
London WC1..01-278 0153.

Release Nelson Mandela!
Victory to the ANC! Weekly
picket of South Africa
House, Trafalgar Square,
5.30-7.30 Fridays. Called
by City Anti-Apartheid .
Group.

AUGUST delegation to
Ireland 1983, I you are
interested in joining the
delegation write to PO Box
353, London NW5 4NH.,

Public meeting to inaug-
urate Birmingham Unem- -
ployed Workers Associa- -
tion. Speaker: Harry
McShane [active in Unem-
ployed Workers Move-
ment in the '30s].
Wednesday 27 July at

7.30 pm at Society of
Friends Meeting House,
Bull St., [by Lewis's].

LABOUR Coordinating
Committee conference:
‘Has Socialism a future?’
July 22-24, Manchester
Poly Student Union. Fee
£12 waged, £6 unwaged,
to LCC, 9 Poland St,

. London W1.

POLISH Solidarity Com-
mitiee (Glasgow): working
conference on the opposi-
tion in Eastern Europe. Sat-

. urday/Sunday September

17/18, in Glasgow. Contact
Glasgow PSC, Gerdon
Morgan, 59 Durward Ave,
Glasgow G41 (041-649 -
8968).

CONFERENCE

How to

fight

the Tories

September 17

September 17, 10,30am—5pm
University of London Union
Malet Street, WCH

Open to delegates and observers
from all 1abour movement bodies.

Credentials llncludmg discussion
papers) £250 (cmployed) £1.50 {un-
employed)

7

CND)*;

Left}*. i
Workshop discussions ,

the way forward.

\ CRECHE FACILITIES WILL BE AVAILABLE ALL DAY )

Platform and workshop speakers include.

Jeremy Corbyn MP; Reg Race, Joy Hurcombe (Lanour
Vai Dunn {Manchester Labour councillor}*;
Campbell (COHSE Group 81)*; Colin Talbot {POEU Broad

coupled with the showing of videos,
will cover a wide range of topics and current struggles ,
enable everyone present to contribute in debate on policies for

-~

Andrea
*In apersonal capacity

and

Alliance

Become a supporter of the Social-
ist Orggniser Alliance ___ groups
are established in most large
towns. It costs £1.50 a month
[20p_unwaged] to be a suppor-

' » . = ’
i Socialist OrgamSer
;

i

i 1 want to become a Socialist

1 Organiser supporter fwant more -

§ information.

] .

[ ] NAME. iiiiiiiiiiiiiiicirenrriecnrenans

i AdAress...iiiiiiviriiiiiiiiiireranes

i

|

|

SCOTLAND

Glasgow. For ‘details of
meetings contact paper
sellers or Stan Crooke, 300
Langside Rd, Glasgow G42.
SO is sold at Maryhill dole
(Tuesday mornings) and
Rutherglen shopping ar-
cade (Friday lunchtime).
Next meeting: Thursday
July 28 at 7.30 p.m. in the
Club Room, bottom of

‘Block 45, Stirlingfauld
Place, Gorbals (opposite
Citizens Theatre) *Def-

ending a woman'’s right to
choose”’

speaker.
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, Candlemaker Row.

* NORTH-WEST

Rochdale. Meets second
Monday -of the month,
8pm, Castle Inn, Manches-
ter Road.

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

Stockport. Contact ¢/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 Lol Duffy,
3 St. James Court, Victoria
Road, Wallasey. Next
meeiing: Thursday 11
August on ‘‘Nuclear Dis-
armament and Socialism’.
8.00 p.m. in the Labour

Club, Church Road,
Seacombe. :
Liverpool. Contact 733

6663 for details of meet-
ings. SO is 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, Acerington,
Saturdays 11.30 to 1pm.

II---‘-‘----J

Glasgow NAC _

Next Socialist Organiser delegate meeting: Saturday Sep-

tember 3, in Birmingham.

Socisalist Organiser Annual General Meeting: Sunday
Otctober 30, 10.30-5, County Hall, London SE1.
National Socm.hst Organiser day-school. Saturday Oct-

ober 29, in London.

Read all
about us!

36p including postage

from Socialist Organiser,
28, Middle Lane, London

N8 SPL.

Stoke. ‘‘Where is Chile
going?’”’ 21 July, 7.30 pm,
WEA, Cartwright House,

Broad Street, Hanley,
Stoke-on-Trent. Local
Chilean speaker, former

member Chilean Socialist
Party.:

YORKSHIRE AND
NORTH-EAST

Huddersfield. Contact Alan
Brooke, 59 Magdale,
Honley, Huddersfield
HD72LX.

Durham. SO is sold at the
Community Co-op, New
Elvet. meetings 6.30pm
Tuesdays, Student Bar,
Dunelm House. Contact
John, 43004.

Leeds.

Contact  Garth,

623322. SO is sold at Books

and Corner Books,
house Lane.

Wood-

Shefficld:  Mcetings  fori-
nightly on Mondays at the
Bull and Quak, The Wicker.
Next meeting July 25: “The
British Lett and the Soviet
Union™.

SO is sold outside Boots,
Fargate (Saturday 12-1)
and the Independent Book-
shop, Glossop Rd. Contact:
Rob, 589307.

Hull. Meets every Wed-
nesday, 8pm. Details from
SO  sellers. Childcare
available.

York. Contact 796027. SO
is sold at Coney St on Sat-
urday mornings,
Community Bookshop, out-
side the dole office most
mornings and at the Uni-
versity on Friday mornings.

WALES
Cardiff. Contact 492988,

MIDLANDS

Birmingham. Meets alter-
nate Fridays, 7.30pm, the
Hen and Chickens, Consti-
tution Hill. SO is sold at the
Other Bookshop, Digbeth
High Street.

Northampton. Contact
713606, '

Nottingbam. Meetings
" Thursday evenings, 7.30

at the ~

Coveniry. Contact Keith
White, 75623. SO is sold at |
the Wedge Co-Op, High St.
Meets on first and last
Thursday of the month,
7.30 at the ‘Queen’, Prim-
rose Hill St, Hillfields.

Leicester. Contact Phil,
857908. SO is sold at Black-
thorne Books, High St.

at the International Com-
munity Centre. SO is sold
outside the . Victoria
Centre (Saturday 11-1). and
at the Mushroom Book-
shop, Heathcote St. Con-
tact: Pete Radcliff, 585640,

. SOUTH

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

Basingstoke. Business

meetings July 15, 29. All

meetings 7.30 at Chute

House. SO is sold at

‘Good News' in London St.
\

LONDON

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

Hackney. Contact Andrew
Hornung, 76 Carysfort Rd,
London N16.

J] Rates: £5 for
three months,
£8.75 for six
months, and
£16 for a year.
Bundle of 5
eacn week:
£12%or 3
months.

|
|
1
|
|
|
] Bundle of 1
|
i
i
|
|

Join th
Labuu,e
Party

£21 for 3
months.

lenclose£.........
Socialist “Organiser,

|
I To:
l London N8 8PL.

Steef
Wor,
ot againgt boser Workers walk

F ] gh ti"; oB@rnsma

Subscribe

Where to find Socialist Organiser

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

Hounslow. SO is sold out-
side All Saints Church,
Hounslow High St, Satur-
day 10.30-12,

Islington. Contact Nik,
278 1341.

Southwark/Lambeth. Off
to YS suinmer camp, no
meeting in first week of
August. Next educational,
July 24 at 7.30 pm on
‘Reformism’; August 14 at
7.30pm on ‘Stalinism’.
Phone Ian, 670-3279 for
details.

S.E. London. Phone
691-1141 for details.

. Putney Tuesday 9 August

8pm. Orgamsm%ths Left’.
22 August, ate with
Militant. 8.00 pm. For
venues of both meetings
phone Gerry, 789 7587.

Tower Hamlets. Next meet-
ing, 22 July. ‘Ireland’, with
Alan Clinton.

Regular meetings fort-
nightly on Fridays, 6.30-
8.30. Contact 377 1328 for
details.

SO is sold at the following
London bookshops: Collets,
Central Books, The Other
Bookshop, Bookmarks,
Bookplace (Peckham Rd,
SE15)}, Kilburn Books,
and Reading Matters
(Wood Green Shopping
Centre).

NISER

28 Middle Lane,
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Left Press

T —
Stalinist
view of
Khomeini

EVEN by the standards of the
Communist Party’s Morning
Star itself, its recent article on
the banning of the Tudeh Party
in Iran plumbed the depths.

The author, Chris Myant,

attempts to justify the Tudeh

Party’s policy of support for the
Khomeini regime, the same
regime now oppressing the
Tudeh Party (TP). His ‘‘justifi-
cation’’ is a concoction of dis-
tortion, duplicity and dis-
honesty.

Myant begins with a ritualistic
condemnation of those, like the
radical Islamic Mojahedin, who
fought back agsinst the regime’s
attacks. They chose the ‘‘road of
confrontation'’ which resulted in
*‘terrorist violence and counter-
terrorist massacre and repres-
gion."’

Myant thinks that the real
terrorists in Iran are not the
regime’s thugs but the Moja-
hedin and the leftist opposition.
Any repression in Iran is a
response to their ‘‘terrorism’’
It was their own fault they got
massacred.

The opposition is condemned,
whilst the regime is white-
washed.

Myant does the same trick
with the Iran-Iraq war, which
was ‘‘imposed on Iran by .the
Ba’ath regime in Iraq.”” The
latter certainly sparked off the
war by its invasion. But the sole
reason for the war's continua-
tion is the Iranian government’s
refusal to respond to Iragi calls
for a ceasefire, and its decision
to carry the war into Iraqi terri-
tory. ‘

The Iranian government con-
tinues the war as a useful diver-
sion from internal problems.
Myant pretends the problem is
that Moslem forces ‘‘in Iran and
in the Iranian government are

victims of manipulation by
‘“‘the right wing'' of Iranian
politics.

This right wing “‘exploited the
inability of many . radical
Moslems to counter reactionary
use of seemmgly Islamic ideas
D and precepts."”

Islamic ideas are never reac-
tionary? This argument itself
proves the degree of CP accep-
tance of the lying presentation
by the Khomeinites of their
reactionary Islamic ideas as
‘progressive’ and ‘anti-imperial-
ist’.

The TP says it clearly: Relig-
ion is not in itself reactionary.
On the contrary, it can be & pro-
gressive phenomenon: ‘‘From

its inception, Islam has reflec-

ted the voice of the oppressed
and the poor and declared war
against the exploiters, the
usurers and the oppressors

. such doctrines reveal the
democratic and anti-aristocratic
nature of Islam.’”’ (Quoted in
MERIP, no. 75).

Such a novel insight was, of
course, extremely useful to a
party trying to curry favour with
an Islamic regime. Thus,
because the TP presents Islam
as a progressive force, Myant
talks of '‘the reactionary use of
seemingly Islamic ideas and
precepts.”’

But, once again, the result of
"Myant's analysis is to white-
wash the regime: at heart they
are all progressive chaps, even if
they savagely repress all the
women of Iran, even if they do
stone to death the odd gay or
torture to death the occasional
socialist, but they’ve just been
led astray by the right wing.

Thus, whilst itself facing
attacks from the reactionary
Islamic regime, the TP con-
tinues to regard that regime as
potentially progressive and con-
centrates its fire on the Moja-
hedin ‘‘terrorists’’ and the left-
ist opposition.

A breakthrough in cancer research ?

' RECENTLY a large step forward

in understanding the basis of
cancer has been made, through
the study of a peculmr class of
viruses -~ the retroviruses. )

They are peculiar because, as
well as causmg ordinary virus
diseases in animals, they can
also lie dormant inside the colls
of an animal. In this state, they
are undetectable because their
genetic material is integrated or
absorbed into the genetic
material (DNA) of their host's
cells.

Some retroviruses, the RNA
tumour viruses (RTV) are knownt
to cause ecancer in animals and
it was.found that they actually
carried in their genetic material
a gene for cancer (an oncogene).
When this gene was integrated
into the host’s DNA, the host

SCIENCE

By Les Hearn

cell was transformed into a
cancer cell,

When researchers investi-
gating viral oncogenes com-
pared them to genes in the DNA
of various animals (including
humans), they found that each
of the dozen or s0 oncogenes had
a counterpart in the DNA of the
animals examined. In other
words; the viral cancer genes
are similar or identical to genes
naturally occuring in many
animals. So we already possess
genes capable of causing cancer.
The RTVs probably got their
oncogenes by picking them up
by accident from animal DNA
while lying dormant.

Now, if we all carry ‘‘onco-
genes" in our DNA, why don't
we all get cancer?

Every cell in our bodies

carries the same amount of
DNA, an enormous encyclo-
pedia of information, but only a
tiny fraction of that information
is used by any one cell. Each
type of cell needs to. meke a

* different set of proteins, and the

genes for these have to be
turned on by a chemical switch
— a special bit of DNA. The rest
of the genes are inactive, includ-
ing the oncogenes. Now, sup-
pose an RTV infects the cell. If
it carries an oncogene with its
“‘On"’ switch, then when this is
integrated into the cell’s DNA,
the gene ‘will start making its
protein and the cell is trans-
formed into a cancer cell. These

_RTVs, the Acute Transforming

Vlruses, induce cancer quickly

- in anjmals.

Others, the Chronic Trans-
forming Viruses, probably carry
only an “‘On"’ switch or an onco-
gene with no switch, These will
cause cancer slowly because the
chance is small that a switch is
inserted next to a natural onco-
gene {or vice-versa) in- the
animal’s DNA. .

Moralism no dnswer
on Tudeh Party

“IN NO WAY do the Tudeh
Party deserve Lo be defended by
socialists”, says Stan Crooke (SO
July 7). The choice of words is
revealing: it discloses a profound-
ly - moralistic approach tio thc
probltem of how sacialists should

respond to the Khomeini regime’s
attacks on the Tudeh (Iranian
pro-Moscow Communist) Party.
Stan is quitc right to point out
that the Tudeh Party playcd a
parl “actively aiding the regime in
the physical” liquidation ol left

Don t vote for
Kinnock!

SOCIALIST Organiser’'s cover-
age of the Labour Party leader-
ship '‘contest’’ has correctly
called for a vote for Heffer and
Meacher on the first ballot. It is
inconceivable to me that we
should lower ourselves to sup-
port Kinnock on the second
{presumably, as the lesser of
two evils), teeth gritted or not.

It is I think obvious to the

whole country (with the excep-

tion of the editorial boards of a
few sociaglist journals) that the
Kinnock/Hattersley match is a
friendly and that the vanquished
will get a runners-up medal
{hereinafter referred to as the
Deputy Leadership}.

Indeed Richard Gott in the
Guardian last Saturday week
described the contest as a Welsh
windbag versus a Yorkshire gas-
bag and pointed out that either
{or in tandem?) were poison to
real socialist advance.

The decision to shpport a
‘left’ is not automatic but is a
tactical decision. We support
'lefts’ in order to break them
from their passivity, put power
in their hands and demand they
break from the bourgeoisie.

loodless version of Party policy”

Since the only followers Kinnock
and Hattersley seem to have are
in the media and the burean-
cracy we seem to be addressing
only ourselves . . . I mean can
you see the slogan ‘‘Kinnock!
Break with the bourgeoisie!*‘?

To balance up the attractions
of the candidates, Kinnock
seems to support ‘a bloodless
version of party policy on
unilateralism _while Hattersley
has the advantage of being older
and therefore has less oppor-
tunity to wreck the movement.
Neither asset is decisive enough
to justify a vote.

We should support Heffer
‘“‘with gritted teeth’’ and abstain
thereafter. Despite a generally
good record of voting on the
NEC, Heffer was chair of the
inquiry which was instrumental-
in denying Brent East CLP the
right to reselect and has failed to
this day to so much as supply the
CLP with a copy of the report. 1
can vote for him, just. But
Kinnock perhaps my
stomach isn’t strong enough for
politics.

Comradely,
MICK WOODS

Kilburn,

wing opponents”. In so doing,
the Tudeh Party followed the
logic of being an agency of the
Sovict burcaucracy within the
ranks of thc Iranian masses.

Whal the Tudeh Party did in
Iran is no different from what the
Iraqui CP did in [rag before it was
ousted from the government. And
in substince it is little different
from the anti-working class activ-
ities of such parties throughout
ihe world.

For all that, the Tudch Party
— despite its smaller wecight com-
pared, for instance with the Iragui
CP — was a scction of the tranian
working class movement.

It was a scetion of an ideolog-
ically disorientated movement,
and led by peoplc guided by a
purpose othter than and counter-
posed to the interesis of that
movement. Nevertheless, il was a
section of that movement.

Logically, Stan
arguing that thé CPs in pencral
have ceased to be an clement in
the working class movement and
that they represent nothing more
than agencies of reaction.

Bani Sadr

And Morc than thai. The Nat-
tonal Council of Resistance of
Bani Sadr and th¢ Mujahedecn is
not part of the workers’ movem-
ment. )

Bul wouldn’t we defend its
democratic  rights  against  the
Islamic despots? Stan’s argument
makes sense only il the Tudeh is
not only not a workers’ party, but
not a party at all — jusi a clique
of KGB agents., .

Whatever the Tudeh’s despic-
able record, objectively the attack
on il marked the latest step in the
Khomeini regime’s bid to,secure
an unconditional monopoly nol
only of power but of organisation
and expression. It is not in the

. inlerests of the working class to

permit thiis.
Civil rights

As socialists  we- condemn
injustice and abuse of civil riphts
whergver they oceur. We defend
the viclims of such _ajustice in
that we demand an end to such
abuses. What we may think of the
victims 0[ these injustices, how
we  cvaluaic, their
_their record - that is nat the issuc
here.

it is in the intercsts of the
warking class to end tyfanny.
Such  opposition 1o tyranny
docsn®t  imply  amy  general

support. for its vierims or for their

policics.

Hackney

Crooke is.

politics and

But there is something still to
be explained. Why do we have
oncogenes in our DNA if they
are so dangerous? Why don't
they die out?

The answer is that oncogenes
are ordinary genes with useful
functions in certain cells. A very
recent discovery in this field
illustrates this point.

There is a protein called
‘‘Platelet-Derived Growth Fac-
tor’”’ (PDGF), produced by tiny
blood ‘- cells called  platelets.
PDGF stimulates certain cells to
grow and multiply, to repair
damage caused by cuts- and
bruises. ‘Researchers looking at
the function of PDGF compared
its structure to lots of other
proteins, using a computer, and
found it was almost identicalto a
protein called ‘‘p28sis’’ which is
coded for by a monkey tumour
virus called Simian Sarcoma
Virus (SSV).

Now suppose SSV inserts its
oncogene into the sort of cell
stimulated by PDGF. The cell

will start making p28sis which is

similar to PDGF. It will stimul-

ate its own growth and mult-
plication independently of the
platelets. We will get more cells
making p28sis . . . and so on.
We have a tumour.

Several important questions
for future research now arise:

. 1. Do other oncogenes code
for growth-stimulating proteins?

- f so, we have a general explan-

#fiion for cancer. Already there
is evidence accumulating.

2| Are some human cancers
caused by RTVs? So far only the
Hepatitis B virus is kmown to
cause liver cancer. It may be a
chronic transforming virus.

3. Can we fight such cancers
by making anti-bodies to destroy
the growth factors so they can-
not stimulate the tumours?

4, Why are some cancers
quite harmless, while others
spread over the body causing
rapid death? Something other
than growth factors seems to
be involved.

In any case, we are nearer
than ever to understanding
cancer and producmg effective
cures.

‘Writeback

Send letters to Socialist Organiser,
28 Middle Lane, London N8. No
longer than 400 words please:

k longer letters are liable to be cut.

J

Keep lt
up! -

I AM very impressed with
Socialist Organiser. The paper
clearly follows Marx’s viewpoint
of organising around democratic
struggles and fighting for social-
ist ideals at the same time,

In the United States, the left
tends to 'be very sectarian;
Maoist, Marxist-Leninist; all
sorts of rhetoric with no under-
standing in relating to a united
front.

1 would be most interested in
subscribing here in America as
1 could learn what a socialist
paper should be like. -

Keep up the great work.
- LAUREY PETKOV
Khomeini Philadelphia,
USA
mmmmmmmt  Advertisement -------‘
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JOMN HARRIS

Angry epilogue

to the

Jim Denham writes:

MORE AND more labour move-
ment bodies are registering
their concern — and in some
cases outrage — at the way the
1983 People’s March for Jobs
was rumn. . :

Regular readers of Socialist
Organiser will know that the
whole affair was run like a
Stalinist state on the move, The
organisers outlawed ‘‘political’’
slogans, denied the rank and file
marchers any say in the day-to-
day running of the march, and
physically intimidated anyone —
marchers or local supporters —
who did not comply with their
every whim or dictat.

The TUC leadership initially
tried to prevent.the march from
ever taking place. Eventually
they were persuaded to change
their minds — but only on con-
dition that the event was kept
strietly “*non-political ",

The march organisers, largely
Communist Party members and
Labour Party free-lance Stalin-
ists, then took it upon them-
selves to enforce the TUC's
wishes, utilising all the time-
honoured methods of the Stalin-
ist aparatchnik: intimidation,
thuggery, slander and deals
with the police.

On the Western leg, four
marchers were expelled for
chanting ‘‘Maggie Out’’. They
included North West TUC exec-
utive member and TGWU full-
time organiser Paul Davis, and

Pete Cashman, a Socialist
Organiser supporter and TGWU
branch secretary.

" In Birmingham and Oxford
the organisers cooperated with
the police in obstracting local
labour movement activists who
wanted to support the march.
On both occasions, medical vans
were “driven into the support
marches to separate them off
from the main march — presum-
ably because the supporters
were chanting dengerously
infectious anti-Tory slogans.

In Towcester this resulted in
the arrest of two members of
the Oxford Trades -Council
People’s March Support Com-
mittee, Ted Heslin and Steve
Akers. Chief marshal Danny
Collins was clearly happy to see
the arrests and appeared to be
working hand in glove with the
police throughout the incident,

Sexism was also rife, encour-
aged by the ‘“‘macho’’ posturing
of the Stalinists. A woman
marcher, sponsored by Leicester
Trade= Council, was expelled
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March

from the Eastern leg when it was
discovered that she was two
months pregnant.

Another woman marcher,
S0 supporler Eelen Johnson,
was attacked by ‘‘chief security
steward”” John Ellis, pinned
against a wall and suffered a

broken toe. Needless to say, a |

“minor incident'’ like this did
not warrant the kind of punish-
ment meted out to those
marchers who had chanted anti-
Tory slogans: Ellis stayed on the
march. ]

But now the truth about the
march is beginning to come out.
Union branches and trades
councils who sponsored march-
ers have been horrified by the
reports they have received.

The TGWU Region 6 Com-
mittee, Wirral Trades Council,
Liverpool Trades Council and
Vauxhall Ellesmere Port Joint
Shop Stewards Committee have
all condemned the expulsions of
marchers for chanting anti-
Tory slogans. The Merseyside
County Association of Trades
Councils has called for a full
inquiry into the running of the
march,

Leicester and Hull Trades
Councils have passed resolu-
tions protesting at the expul-
sion of the pregnant marcher.
Halifax Trades Council, who
sponsored Helen Johnson, are
expected to register their protest
over the attack on her.

Birmingham, Oxford and
Northampton Trades Councils
have all received resolutions
critical of the way the march was
run. Birmingham decided io

invite all local marchers to .

attend its next meeting, in order
to hear their first-hand accounts.

Even bodies normally domin-
ated by Communist Party
politics have been critical. The
TGWU 5/908 branch, whose
chairperson is -Longbridge con-
venor and leading Communist
Party member Jack Adams, has
passed a resolution expressing
concern at .the suppression of
anti-Tory slogans and at intimi-
dation and violence from the
marshals, :

The thugs and finger-men
who controlled the march must
be brought to book. Such people
are not fit to run a whelk stall,
let- alone a major labour move-
ment activity.

Fight for your branch and
trades council to support the
Merseyside call for an inquiry.
Contact Merseyside CATC, c/o
Paul Davis, 56, The Cliff, New
Brighton, Wirral, Merseyside.

.

" Helen Johnston_ adds:

HALIFAX Trades Council has

. begun an inquiry into the inci-
_ dent on the People's March for

Jobs when the marcher they
had sponsored (me) received a
broken toe.

They had asked me to bring a
written statement to the Execu-
tive meeting last Wednesday
about the incident and also
about the march. .

Oddly enough- the meeting
wasn’t quorate so they could
not make & decision to have or
call for an inquiry into the
march as a whole. The Vice-
Premidenz. 2 Cam—irist Pazy
Tremher  wWES DOMRTIE ST e

83!

St Mary’s: workers occupied against the

Mg

closure

As Tory axe bites deepef into NHS
How to save your
hospital

THE Tory attacks on the NHS
need an organised and militant

- fightback. There is no sign or

likelihood that the trade union
leadership will fight — it is up to
the rank ang file to build action
-against the cuts and closures.

This action will be linked with
opposing privatisation and the
contracting out of services. It is
much easier to cose a hospital
which employs domestics .on
contract and a lot of agency
nurses. :

Once management decide to

| recommend the closure of either

wards or an entire hospital the
rundown begins. The rundown
has not been authorised by the
District Health Authority (DHA)
at this point — it is being done
by an entirely unaccountable
group of bureaucrats.

Over the last five years there
has been an abmost identical
sce'nario for closures:

ancillary and nursing staff
who leave are not replaced;

*conditions for both patients
and workers deteriorate ;

*it becomes almost impossible
to get routine health and safety
work done, old obsolete equip-
ment is not replaced;

*then, suddenly the adminis-
trators announce that the hos-
pital is becoming unsafe.

They create the conditions
which make the hospital unsafe
and then use the conditions to
justify closing the hospital.

These ‘creeping cuts’, nearly
always preliminary steps in the
closure process need to be resis-
ted.

COHSE, NUPE and .NALGO
all have policies of no éaver for
unfilled vacancies.

Shop stewards should ensure
that that policy is implemented.
At St. Mary’s, Harrow Road, the
domestics were told to clean
floors when they had never done
it before. Management were
preparing the rundown and did
not want to hire new people. The
domestics refused this addition-
al job and provided a focus for
other workers in the hospital
who wanted to oppose the
closure.

The trade union bureaucrats
will constantly try to sell out and
sabotage this sort of action. It
rocks their pleasant relationship
with managers.

This kind of obstruction from
the full-time officials to deter-
mined action by the workers will
continue right through the fight
to save beds and jobs.

The battle for hospitals is not
just about fighting the Tories —
it is just as much about fighting
=2 rede o—jon eadership.

Tze mom eSmouve oway of
TEECErg o o@ne e NHS =
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. fight

Other left wing papers
may urge you to fight the
cuts. But only Socialist Org-
aniser follows up last week’s
survey of NHS closures with a
detailed guide on how to
build a campaign that can
back. JANE GOSS
draws on years of experience
in the key NHS battles. Next
issue: - on' occupations and
workers’ control.

But, if we are to fight and win
they must be built again,
Opposing the coming on-
slaught, particularly in- London,
will need just as much coordin-
ation and support as we saw in
the fight for wages in 1982,
Health and safety committees

“are particularly important — at

the South London Hospital the
Health . and Sefety Committee
has forced management to make
major repairs that they were
hoping to leave to use as fuel for
their arguments about the hos-
pital being ‘run down’.

As soon as word leaks out that
a- hospital is threatened (we
know of 53 in London alone) the
workers and community must
organise. It takes time for the
implications of closure to sink
in. Most workers, although th.
are aware that other hospitals
have been closed think it can
never happen to their hospital.

All health service facilities
are threatened by the Tories;
thinking that if another hospital
in your district closes yours will
be okay is disastrous.

Closed

 In Wandsworth five hospitals
have closed since 1978 and now
the South London is earmarked
for closure. Management use
the fear of closure and the false
hope of saving one place at the
expense of another to try to pit
worker against worker,

In Wandswarth they have

said publicly that if the South
London Campaign succeeds
then something else will close.
This tactic is one of the most
vicious and has to be squashed
immediately.

It is vital that workers fight
e Tores and the axemen who
Zoe for Lher as 8 nnited force.

L] wxx Iacessary Lo chose
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make it easier to assimilate
people from the hospital about
to be closed,

Usually a :distriet will only
issue ‘temporary’ contracts for a
whole year's run-up to a closure.

- 8o, new staff are effectively

- packed in order tht workers

from the closing hospital can
be ‘slotted in’.

The whole process under-
mines trade umion activity and
militancy and makes some
workers wary of even joining a
union in case they jeopardise the
renewal of their contract.

Workers in the threatened
hospital must refuse even to
discuss alternative employment
with management. They should
ignore any letters or demands
that they get from supervisors
telling them to attend meetings
{usually on their own) to have
preliminary discussions.

Health service managers are
now experienced in the tech-
niques of closing hospitala. They
try to do it quickly and quietly
through administrative
measures and intimidation.
They do not like well organised
campaigns with experienced
people who know their tactics.

It is sometimes hard to con-
vince workers just what rotten
and unprincipled tactics
managers will use. Yet, in every
fight against closure there are
intimidation, victimisations,
dirty tricks. Only a strong and
coordinated campaign can effec-
tively oppose this kind of opera-
tion. .

The most successful fight- .

backs — EGA, St. Benedicts,
Longworth, St Mary’s — have
involved workers and supporters
meeting together either weekly
or fortnightly. ’

Meeting in the hospital is best
because the workers will see
people coming in every week to
support them and the supporters

will feel part of the hospital (and
know its layout).

It may seem too frequent at
first — but managers work very
quickly and things ecan change
on a daily hasis. There is no
need to ask permission for these
meetings — management will
almost certainly refuse.

Just pick a room and have the
meetings. It is unlikely that
administrators will make an
issue of it as they do not want to
provoke action early on!

A public profile is essential.
Everyone in the community
shoud know that their hospital
is threatened. Leaflets, posters,
petitions, pickets and demon-
strations are all good for attract-
ing interest., .

Workers who are a bit fright-
ened about fighting manage-
ment and are not sure about the
levels of support they will get
can be bolstered by seeing a
large demonstration or a lot of
people turning up to picket out-
side the hospital,

It is important to challenge

" management at every step in the

campaign. The administrators
and consultants will constantly
be putting out statements about
the terrible financial conditions,
weeping crocodile tears that
they have to close the hospital,
and saying that they really have
no choice and that there is no
money available. :

Workers should be reminded
of last year when we were given
the same arguments about why
we could only have a 4%
increase. THere was no money
then, but suddenly billions were
found for the Malvinas war,
extra money was found for the
judges and the police.

The fact is that there is money
available for the NHS — but the

. Tories do.not want to spend. it

on health. Workers should
challenge the District’s financial

figures and demand to open the.
. books and see just how the

districts spend their allocations.
We should use figures showing
the huge profits made by the
drug industry and by other
suppliers,

i
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AGAINST THE !
WITCH-HUNT!

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

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

* LAW, 11 Wilderton Road, London N16.
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YOP’s deadly record TEW
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- the worst of t

Mick McGah

h
Stalinist states

ey: a leading Communist Party member, but by no means
e NUM leaders on the issue of workers’ rights in the

NUM Stalinism

ONE OF the less pleasant
aspects of the NUM conference
was the undercurrent of Stalin-
ism, which repeatedly broke
through into the open. It mani-
fested itself in a number of
ways.

Fraternal delegates invited to

+ the conference included mem-

bers of the Soviet . miners’
‘‘union’. But the latter, like
the rest of the ‘‘trade union
movement’”in the Soviet Union,
is merely an auxiliary weapon of
the ruling bureaucracy to con-
trol the werking class, and has
nothing at all in common with
genuine trade unionism,

And the NEC’s annual report
presented to conference, whilst
rightly condemning attacks on
union rights in countries such as
Turkey and Chile, was silent
upon the repression of Soviet
miners such as Klebanov and
Nikitin, currently being held in a
psychiatric hospital for fighting
for union rights. The NUM of

 course has ‘accepted’ the Soviet

government’s account of Kleb-

~ anov’s imprisonment: he is not a

jailed trade unionist but a
lunatic. .

On the guestion of the repres-
sion of free trade unionism in
Poland, the Executive’s annual
report merely states that, .'‘the
union has continued to watch
closely the developments in
Poland."

»

And, talking of the Tories’
hypocrisy in attacking trade
union rights in Britain whilst
claiming to support them in
Poland, ‘Scargill referred to,
**Solidarity in Poland who, so
they say, are fighting
for independence,”” the insinu-
ation being that Solidarity was
fighting for something differ-
ent. Capitalist restoration and a

Catholic theocracy perhaps?

Almost farcical were the refer-
ences to the peace-loving Soviet
Union during the debate on
nuclear disarmament. *‘Since

1927 Russia has been calling for —

peace,’”” one delegate told con-
ference. What was so special

' about 1927 was never explained,

- not that workers throughout

Eastern Europe would agree
anyway. :

And the entire conference was
taking place in the shadow of
Scargill’s shameless support for
the creation of a new ‘‘Miners’
International'’ involving the
fake East European unions. The
NEC annual report proudly
announced that the first con-
gress of this sham International
“‘should be hosted in the spring
of 1984 in Great Britain'’, and
would prove to be ‘‘an historic
conference for the International
Trade Union Movement.’’

-If it is it will be because it
splits the NUM off from other
miners’ unions and tie it to the
‘anti-trade union labour fronts of
the Stalinjst states.

That Stalinism was so in
vogue at this conference does
much to explain the roaring

. business done by the sellers of
the Communist Party’s Morning
Star outside of it.. )

SWEAT shops, not registered
with the factory inspectorate
where the workers are not
insured kill YOPsters.

In an open verdict recorded
by the Sheffield Coroner ori the
death of Derek Cain the MSC
was criticised for not having
checked out the factory where
Derek was ‘placed’.

It seems that even a quick
‘phone call to' the Factory
Inspectorate would have told
the MSC officer that C. Plumb

- {Hatfield) Ltd was a cow-boy

outfit, ~ A visit would have
shown that operating a foot
pedal on a four foot high,
3 by 5 foot platform, with no
handrail and open shreading
blades was not a job for anyone
let alone a supposedly super-
vised YOPster.

But the MSC didn’t ring or
take a look and Derek died —
along with 16 others. 700
young workers have been
seriously injured on a YOP

placement,

The MSC staff have com-
plained they do not have the
resources to visit and approve
every prospective workplace
before a trainee is assigned..
And in the rush to find place-
ments for the September intake
of YTS ‘trainees’ many more
Young people are going to find
themselves in non-unionised
and deadly factories,

*No’ to Michelin

WORKERS at the Michelin
factory in Stoke have now been
locked out for ten days. Their
opposition to the management’s
attempt at speed-up through
four-shift working in the Light-
weight Production Department
remains strong. )

Last week, a mass meeting
of 1,000 workers from the LPD
voted unanimously to continue

to reject management’s pro-
posals.

Last week the bosses sent a
letter to every worker in the LPD
calling on them to return to work

~ on their terms. A small picket

was.put on the gate but not one
persons from the LPD turned up
for work.

Pressure is being applied
through the press. The local

Greenings picket

GREENING’s bosses are re-
thinking their strategy after the
hard slap int he face they got
from last week’s mass meeting.
Only 7 out of 300 voted to go
back — more voted to stay on
strike after 17 weeks than had
originally voted to come out.
They have stopped sending
letters to the . strikers. The
threats and cajolery have all
stopped. This may indicate that
there is still a spark of intelligent
life in there somewhere.
But the strikers aren’t taking
any bets on it. The bosses
" could decide to dig themselves
deeper into the hole; they may
decide they've had enough.
They have made no attempt to
contact the union. .

The spirit of the strikers

showed itself last week when 75

turned out to mass picket on a
quiet morning.

Delegations from the strikers
are going to speak to works
committees, .irade unjon
branches, ete. Donations of
money are coming in. But not
neatly enough. After 18 weeks
out families with small children
and heavy financial commit-
ments are facing a degree of

hardship.

Invite Greenings to send a
speaker to your Branch, shop
stewards’ committes, trades
council, etc.

Send donations to Len Blood,
26 St. John’s St., Newton-le-
Willows, Merseyside. )

paper, ‘‘The Evening Senti-
nel” is printing letters callin,
for a return to work signeg
‘‘Michelin worker’’ or '‘Michel-
in worker’s wife’".

The strike has been made
official by the union.

hat opens the way for the

blacking of all Michslin produets
throughout industry.

The next ploy by the bosses
may well be to threaten workers
with the sack. Workers in

‘Michelin must be prepared for

it.

They will best be able to resist
if the rest of the movement
shows its support now .

The sluggishness of the
official union’s response must
be countered by militants in the
motor industry acting now to
black Michelin.”

Interview with Richard

Rieser, Secretary of the

Inner London Teachers®

Association, on its dispute

with the ILEA. .
What has the dispute been
about? :

About the ILEA’s insistence
on compulsorily transferring
teachers to alternative positions

who they maintain are above the
staffing ratios of the school.

What was your objection?

Several. Just because the rolls
fall, doesn't mean you have to
have fewer.teachers at school.
You've got to maintain the cur-
riculum of the school. It’s mainly
hitting the secondary schools
this year — 250 secondary and
- 150 primary teachers are desig-
nated to be moved this year.

We have amply demonstrated

Trotsky on Stalinism

The classic Marxist analysis

of Stalinism is Leon
Trotsky’s ‘Revolution
Betrayed: What is the

Soviet Union and Where Is

It Going?’ Available via
Socialist Organiser, 28
Middle Lane, London N8§:
£2 .50 plus 50p postage.

Teachers clash with ILEA

that there is widespread educa-
tional damage being caused by
this selection process.

Overall there are more than
400 teachers who are being
moved at the moment. So far
only 40 have agreed to move.

The teachers themselves,
because of the method of selec-

tion, tend to be women, and -

ethnic minority teachers.

We feel that this is totally
contrary to ILEA's- professed
policy, which we have pointed
out in a letter sent to all ILEA

Labour members.

How much support have you got
from  Constituency Labour
Parties?

So far, Hackney North and

Greenwich have supported our -

stand, and a number of mem-
bers of the Executive Committee
of the Greater London Labour
Party have spoken on our behalf
including- Mildred Gordon,
Angela Brittain, Vidya Anand,
Bob Labi, Eddie McParland and
other comrades mostly from the
Militant tendency.

A vote taken supporting our
stand was defeated, with two
abstentions — Jeremy Corbyn
and Tony Banks. The position
put forward by Frances Morrell
was carried with the support of
all but one of the women'’s
caucus (Angela Brittain) — and
Ken Livingstone — who spoke
out surprisingly against the
teachers’ demands.

On 13 June we addressed the
whole Labour Group calling on
them to consider a moratorium
on compulsory transfers. We
wore asked to withdraw after
presenting our case - only one
member, we are led to believe,
Paul Moore, supported us.

We don’t believe we are being
divisive in the face of govern-

ment threats to break up the
ILEA; we are expressing the
democratic views of our mem-
bers. :
We have called on the ILEA
Labour Group to think _again
before it is too late and work for
a voluntary agreement for the
movement of teachers which
would defuse the situation. -
Despite the strongly held
position of ILEA that they would
not ‘“‘negotiate under pressure'’
they have agreed to negotiate
with the teachers’ side and have
agreed to give back a number of
jobs they had previously refus-

LRD

IT has been pointed out to us
that an unsigned article in the
issue of Socialist Organiser
dated 2 June 1983 on the busi-

ness backgrounds of Tory MPs |

failed to acknowledge the

-obvious source of the facts and

figures it used. This was the
Labour Research Department.
Usually writers in Socialist
Organiser give credit for work
drawn upon. Of course this has
frequently meant making
acknowledgement to the Labour
Research Depariment, which
services labour movement
bodies with facts, figures and
analyses. Qur failure to credit
LRD this time was an oversight
for which we apologise to them,

Readers can subscribe to
‘Labour Research’ monthly for
£11 (te LRD, 78 Blackfriars Rd,
London SE1 S8HF, 01-928 3649).
Details of other LRD services
from the same address.

POEU
fight on

THE POEU’s fight against the
privately owned Project Mercury
is continuing, .

The situation changes very

- quickly and forther develop-

ments will probably have taken
place since the time of writing.
The latest edition of ‘Cam-

paign News’, the newsheet of -

the LNCI branch, explains the
calling out on strike of all mem-
bers on a Crossbar unit at
Covent © Garden telephone
exchange,

The members were called out

on sirike from Mondey 11 July
in response to manage-
ment's (this time successful}
attempit at connecting up some
Mercury lines to the BT net-
work,

This is the second attempt by
BT management to connect up
Mercury circuits through the BT
network, and was carried out,
over the weekend, in a building
not used solely by BT. - ’

No details of planned further
connections are known at the
moment, but the connection
which wag made was only phase
one of a two phase operation
which is necessary before the

lines will actually work. Phase -

two will not be carried out at the
same building as phase one,

These difficulties, together
with fears that Tebbit’s .secon-
dary picketing law may be
invoked, might be the main
reason why there have been no
pickets. .

But if BT management con-
tinue to connect up Mercury
circuits, this will seriously
undermine the national levy
collection which is being con-
ducted to fund selective indus-
trial action and also to campaign
amongst the membership.

K would seriously damage the
fight for the blacking of Mercury
as well as the union’s opposition
to the Privatisation Bill which
has now had its second reading.

It is becoming increasingly
clear that the industrial action
will have to spread outside of
London in {0 manage-
ment’s actions, and that picket-
ing will need to be intraduced
despite Tebbit's laws.

green
light

from page 1
great leverage to get the other
unilateralist trade .unions to
endorse the TGWU decision and
themselves make a commitment
to blacking work on the nuclear
death industry.

The TGWU decision follows
the recent action by the NUS —
backed by the Executive of the
TGWU — which stopped the
movement of nuclear waste for
dumping at sea.

The NUR is unilateralist. The
next step is to get it to endorse
— ororganise — blacking.

Thus the labour movement is
beginning to answer the to-be-
or-not-to-be question which lies
at the heart of every call for dis-
armament — who will do the
disarming?

The ruling class will never be
persuaded to disarm peacefully.

There is no force in Britain
other than the working class
which could disarm the ruling
class against its will,

If the labour movement can be
won to concerted action in refus-
ing to work on construction and
transport or any of the other
activities on which the lethal
fraud of nuclear ‘‘defénce’’
depends then the warmongers
can be paralysed.

For 20 years the once-massive
movement for nuclear disarm-
ament was dormant. In Britain
from 1958 to 1963 GNd could
mount demonstrations of up to
150,000. But that movement
wasted its strength and declined
for a number of reasons.

Only a minority turned to the
labour movement, A -brief vic-
tory for unilateralism at the 1960
Labour Party conference was
overturned by the still very
strong right wing in 1961.

The militant wing turned to
brave but impotent : direct

] action — to mass sit-downs,

led by one of the great figures of
British radicalism and reform-
ist socialism, the octogenarian
Bertrand Russell. Then in 1963
the US-USSR Test Ban Treaty
induced a false sense of security
that lasted two decades.

That feeling of security is
gone and replaced by alarm. But
the new mass movement for
nuclear disarmament has yet to
learn the central lesson of the
old CND’s experience of growth
and decline — the campaign
against nuclear weapons and
nuclear bases must turn to the
labour movement.

The great message of the -
TGWU conference is that it is
‘possible to win the labour move-
ment to the irreplaceable action
that will stop nuclear weapons..
The central truth that the anti-
war movement needs to learn,
and to organise itself around, is
that working class action is the
only thing that will stop them.

Still out

THE workers at Industrial
Pyrameters, Birmingham, are
still solid after a month on
strike. This is despite being
offered reingtatement — they
were sacked on July 4 — and a
very small increase in their 3%
wage offer from Pyrometers
boss Harold Smith. As one of
them told us, ‘‘to go back now

" would be to waste all the sacri-

fice and effort of the last
month.’"’

They regard Smith’s latest
offer as a sign that he is on the
run and his vindictive decision to
withold holiday pay he owed the

| strikers as a sign of desperation.

The gtrikers now have a list of
Pyrometers major customers
{including Lucas, Vauxhall, the
NCB and Perkins Diesel) and are
contacting the unions at them to

_ arrange for blacking.

Donations, messages of
support, etc., to D.P. Hyde,
19 Philip Sydney Road, Spark
Hill, Birmingham.
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- Arthur Scargill,
When you were elected Presn-
dent ofthe NUM socialists wel-
comed it as a victory for militan-
cy and working class inde)
dence against the yello
hearted collaborationist: t.hat
generally run our unions. Many
of your actions since have shown
that judgement was hot entirely
misplaced.

You have taken a clear stand
on pulling out of talks with the
Tories and the bosses. Quite
right. They aim to bind and gag
us with laws and prohibition.
Why should we come licking at
the boots which aim to crush us?
You have proclaimed, extrav-
agantly, that you are prepared to
go to gaol rather than kow-tow to
the bosses’ law. ,

Andyet. ..

Thousands of trade unionists
are imprisoned, beaten, shot in
the streets in Poland -and you
propose? Not just talks with the
gaolers, but to glorify the perse-
cutars as the representatives of
the workers.

You condemn Solidarnose, the
chosen representative of
millions of Polish workers, for
demanding what we, even under
a Tory government, can take for
granted as a basic right — the
right to join a union, to organise
to fight for more control by
'mr!nng people over their lives.

recognise the Tories”

l.ntl -union laws for what they are

- mnnacles for the working

class, yet you are blind to the

u:nsgmnt oppression of the

, visibly backed by

naked foree by tanks and guns
and stormtrwpem

For defending your members’
interests, their jobs, you have
been vilified by the_ press,
labelled ‘‘lunatic’’, ‘‘extrem-
it

Anyone would have thought
this would have given you an
insight into the workmgs of
propaganda _and -
assassination.

Yet when the poison comes
from the Stalinist state-control-
led media, you are prepared. to
zerfrad it. You swallow some of

ir most transparent lies and

dle them. to the British
bour movement.

Elementary class sympathy
should suggest to you that
Polish miners did not slt-m

Next!

issue
NEXT ISSUE: out ,
Thursday August 4, wit
more on the fight to sav
the Health Service, inter
view with Tony Benn o
the Common Market,
and full coverage of the g
struggles in the unions ]
and the Labour Party.
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Open Letter to
Arthur Scarglll

olidarity

workers

by John Cunningham
(Dinnington NUM, in

personal capacity)-
underground, hunger-strike and
face bullets and batons in order
to restore capitalism.

Workers the world over aren’t
that different. Miners in South

Africa, America, Bolivia and
Britain have used the same
militant class tactics.

Are Polish miners a different
animal? Or Russian miners like
Klebanov and Nikitin, = who
fought for the safety of their
fellow workers
official corruption?

You may héve been called
mad by the gutter press, you
haven’t yet been incarcerated
in a psychiatric prison, fed
mmd-changmg drugs or locked
in solitary confinement for
daring to question the ruling
‘order.

Klebanov and Nikitin have.

And how deo you solidarise
with these workers? By repeat-
ing the vile slanders of the
Kremlin bureaucrats — they are
“mad” — for representing
fellow workers, for fighting life-

threatening speed-ups, for criti- .

cising low safety standards!
Your pmJect for a world mine-
workers’ federation, uniting
East and West would be fine —
international solidarity can only
strengthen the workers’ com-
mon interest. It would be fine, if

it were a workers’ mtemanonal -

But you've failed on the most
basic principle. “Know your
ownclass’’.  The *"unions”’ of
Russia and Eastern Europe are
not workers’ organisations,
they are tools. of the state,
‘oﬁpposed and thrown aside by

e workers whenever they've
had the most minimal e to
express themselves democratic-

Every upsurge iy class con-
sciousness, in nnlltancy has
seen these ‘‘unions’’ line up
behind the gun-barrels of the
military and the ‘‘invited”’
invading armies of the Russum

bureaucracy.
We know where our class
allegiance lies — with the’

workers who fought to hold the.

mines and shipyards against the
tanks and troops in Gdansk and
Katowice, who occupied factor-
ies in Pragué and Budapest
agamst Russian troops, who will
rise yet in the very heart of

“‘Soviet’’ tyranny, the USSR

itself.

Socialists will identify with
these — the real working class
in the Stalinist states who are
oppressed, leeched upon by the
bureaucracy and denied- rights
the British labour movement
won a century and a half agg.

But  you, Arthur Scargill,
identify with the parasitic
bureaucrats in the Stalinist
states. You align yourself with
those who havé ‘e d their
power on the ruins of free trade
unions and independent labour

movements and on the bones of -

many thousands of workers, who
hold on to that power at a
tremendous cost in working
¢lass blood and degradation.

and against

ocialist
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As Hattersley, Kinnock step up the pace

candidate for -the Labour Party
leadership, has published his
‘manifesto’.

At ils heart-is a strong re-
affirmation of Socialism and a
presentation of Heffer’s under-
standing of what socialism is.

“The Labour Party is a social-
ist party or it is nothing . . . the
question that has to be asked is:
what do we mean by a democratic
socialist society? Democratic
socialists believe it is essential to
end class society. Socialism can-
not be achieved unless that hap-
pens and genuine equality of
opportunity cannot be created
while class divisions exist.

“Class society arises because
the ownership of the mcans of
productjon, distribution and
exchange is in the hands of a
relative ely smatl group .

“It is impossible to create a
classless society while, private
ownership of the major industrics
exists. That is basically the case
for public ownership.”

Necessarily

But public ownership docs not
necessarily ,mean nationalisation,
he says.

“Natxonahsatlon fas too often
been equated with socialism. That
is not so, it can be state capital-
lsm, as are our nationalised indus-

" tries in Britain .
“Democratic - socialism does

not 'envisage 2 society where

everything is state-owned and
state-run, A democratic secialist
society means that personal initia-
tive will not be destroyed but
encouraged,”

But more than public owner-
shlp is nceded:

. to avoxd the creation of a
new class and ‘to ensure that
society does not become bureau-
cratic, it is necessary to create
forms of democratic manage-
ment.”

One might discuss whuthcr or
not the purasitic tuling Stalinist
bureaucracies are a fully formed

#
Kinnock: candidate of the lefi-
talking
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By John
O’Mahony

class. But in sub\tanu, Heffer is
right. Hc gocs on:

“The third vital ingredient of
democratic  socialism
cracy itself, There cannot be
socialism without democracy . . .
it is perfectly understandable for
working people who righfly
cherish their freedom, for which
they, and cspecially their fore-
fathers fought, to say that if what
exists in Soviet Russia is social-
lSm then they want no part of
it,”

He says we must maintain and
develop freedam of thought, pub-
lication and worship.

“Democracy must - we

extended to every sphere of pub-.

lic life. There should be a free and
open society, with the ending of
the Official Secrets Act, and the
" introduction of a Freedom of
Information Act.”
The House of Lords should be
abolished.
It is a comprehensive state-

ment, yel it does not mention
that the capitalist class have a

monopoly of violence or potential
violence, the state, whose dis-
mantling and destruction is a
central precondition for any
advance to a socialist demo-
cracy. :

The  manifesto is - dis-
appointing in its ultra-
cautious proposals for what the
Ieft should do now. He says the

clock can't be turned back in

the Labour Party. .

‘, . . as time. goes by some
further constltutlonal changes,
leading to a wider involvement
of the membership in decision-

’

assure us is in the post.

NI.

is demo-"

Eleven groups have sent in money towar

Eric Heffer’
‘manifesto’

ERIC Heffer, the -serious left’s

Heffer: candidate of the Left

making at all levels, will be desir-
able, but certainly not at this
moment. So, for the time bei
we should leave the constitution-
al position asitis...”
This is the approach of those
" like Vladimir Derer who say the

feft now needs to consolidate, not,

g0 on a new offensive.

 The short answer is that we
have little to consolidate. Alt the
gains on democtracy — reselection,
electoral college — can be domes-
ticated and neutered by the
Labour, Establishment. Such rules
and regulations are common to
many right wing-Labour Parties
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Still a long way to go:
£88.50 this week brings our July total to £237.15, That’s less than a quarter of our £1,000
target — with three-quarters of July behind us. :

This week we thank two Oxford supporters for donations of £20 and £10; Rob Strmatt
£20; Glasgow SO supporters, £15; Jeff Slee, £1.50; and Sheffield supporters for £22 they ‘

in Europe! Reselection has not
yet been used to bring the PLP
into line with the Party.

If the left does not resume the
offensive we may well see our
formal gains rendered irrelevant
to the basic task of changing and
fundamentally renmewing the
Party. This will be a danger
especially when the Establishment
is led by the soft left,

Despite the weaknesses of his
manifesto, Heffer’s candidacy is
itself, of course, a powerful

-counterblow against the rattempt

of the Kinnock left to filch the
gains of the last period from us.

.
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ds their targets, and here are the percentages they :

have so far achieved: Islington leads with 123% (the only group to exceed their target), then
come: Southwark/Lambeth, 92%; Glasgow, 55%; Sheffield, 55%; York, 50%; Liverpool 28%; 8
Oxford 27%; Hounslow, 25%; North-West London, 19%; Coventry 14%; Hackney 4%.

We're still waiting for donations from the other groups. They are: Edinburgh, Rochdale, :
Manchester, Stockport, Wirral, Stoke, Huddersfield, Durham, Leeds, Hull, Halifax, Harrogate,
Blrmmgham Leicester, Northampton Nottmgham Basmgstoke Card:ff Hanngey,
East London and East London: - 4

All money which arrives in the office by July 31 will be recorded in the July Fund. That’s @
.ten days to go — and £762.85 to raise! H

There’ll be a full list of targets reached — or otherwise — after the break on August 4. In
the meantime send your donations to: The Treasurer, 214 Sickert-Court, Essex Rd. London

South :
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