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 LabourParty Pe
C©nfak ir=n Cc a Jailed Solidarnosc feader

: Andrzej Gwiazda is now

Four pages of reports on proceedings and views of reported to ‘be in very
the conference from Ken Livingstone, Jeremy poorhealth. Weprint an

Corbyn MP, Joan Maynard MP, AnnePettifor, appeal for his release,
Helen John, Tony Banks, Ray Davies, Vidya aide. of his correspon-
Anand, Bob Cryer, Mandy Moore and others. See ence from jail See p.7.
pages 2, 3, 4 and 5.

Claimants andstrikers 10p

The election of Neil Kinnock and Roy Hattersle:
really means that a centre/right coalition now rule

’ the Labour Party.
Their clear purpose, as revealed by. events in th

last few days, is to ditch the policies on which th
Labour Party fought the last general election -

particularly unilateralismand public ownership — an
to obtain maximum freedom of manoeuvre for th
leadership in the run-up to the next generalelection.

They also intend to protect this purpose fron
criticism at conference by using the big block votes o
trade unions.

In other words, the 1950s praetorian guard o

Deakin, Lawther, and Williamson, has been replace
by a 1980s praetorian guard of the TGWU, th
AUEW,and the GMBATU.

These developments pose several clear problemsfo
the Labour Party and particularly for the Left in th
Party.

It is perfectly clear that we must defend th
policies embodied in the 1982 Programme. W
must stop censorship and expulsions.

And we must not be afraid of conflict — there iis, i
my view, no room for any kind of ‘histori
compromise’ with Neil Kinnock and Roy Hattersley
their aim is to change the Labour Party,and we mus
‘so order our affairs on the Left that we construct
unitedopposition to their attempt to roll back th
reforms andradicalisationof the past five years.

 
Healthpay swindle
During the next six monthstheTories hope to set up
their divide-and-rule Pay Review Body, and win a
‘no-strike” agreement from those involved — nurses,
midwives and certain professional groups. Alison James
examines this Tory con on page 14.
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Unity-
for what?

AFTER the-Callaghangovernment was defeated four years ago
the LabourParty set aboutsorting itself out.

Constituency. activists were determined to ensure that ‘never again
would there be a Wilson/Callaghantype, Labour government — the sort
of Labour governmentwhich in office ignored the labour movement

What have we achieved? Have we ensured that the next Labour
gagvernment won't be like-thelast one?

—-No, we have not! Despite the chariges in the constitution to make
re-selection of MPs mandatory and te electoral college for the leader-~
ship, in real terms we have achievedlittle. -

-

Now Kinnock and his supporters say. the renewal process in the .

Labour Party must end. ‘Unityagainst theTories’ is their catchcry. . ~

They want the Party activists to abandon the project of making the
LabourParty fit and able to come to grips with capitalism.

The size of the Constituency Labour Party vote (91.5%) for Kin-
nock — widely and deservedly loathed twoyears ago ~— and for Hattérs-
ley (51%) against Meacheris proof thata moodof fear and uncertainty
exists at CLP level which creates a desperate willingness to settle for
anything that promises to put up any show of opposition to the Tory
juggernaut. This mood replaces the 1979 slogan ‘Never again’ with a
new one, ‘Back to the pre-1979 LabourParty’. .

Kinnock said on Panorama last Monday, 3rd: “The prerequisite for
restoring Britain is a strong and united Labour Party”. ~

No, the prerequisite for restoring Britain and for Idoking after the
interests of the working class is that the Labour Party is united around
socialist policies — that it is a party under the control of the rank and
fite, out of government andin it.

That is not what we have now. We must fight until we getit.
it will be disastrous if theserious Left loses its nerve now — as Ken

Livingstone did, for example, in the Briefing meeting on Sunday, say-
ing: “The Left could easily isolate itself... Neil Kinnock has both
strengthsand weaknesses... he is willingto jearn...”

We need to keep the goal of the last few years in mind. A new
Wilson/Catlaghan style Labour government would not regenerate
Britain.

Labour was in office for most of the last 20 years — from 1964 to
1970, and from 1974 to 1979. Britain continued to decline, and the
decline even accelerated. Labour, the party of thé health service and the
welfare state, became, in office during the mid-’70s, a party of counter-
reform, making cuts. It undermined its own credibility with the
workingclass.

Reformism proved’ bankrupt — because the buoyant, expanding
capitalism on whichit rested is bankrupt. It will be as bankrupt under
Kinnock as it was under Callaghan and Wilson.

Wilson, Callagan, and monetarist Chancellor Healey paved the way
for Thatcher. A Kinnockite Labour government would be another turn
of the wheel on the samespindle.At best it would mark time.

.

We need to go forward. The prerequisite for this is not only a united
andstrong Labour Party, but a socialist Labour. Party determined to
confront the ruling class, to mobilisethe workingclass, and to fight for
a democratic working-class socialism. We should not play ‘ins’ and
‘outs’ with the Tories in.Parliament — we must go out to defeat the
Tories and all they stand for. -

Kinnock will try to shift the Party to the right. He will try to repair
the ragged anddirtied fabric of the ‘faking culture’ in which the Labour
Party wrappeditself for so long — Left talk to mollify the Party ranks,
as a cover for pragmatic accommodation to the powers thatbe. ~

- Kinnock is well qualified to do this. But what we need is notleft
talk and hollow phrases, but the sort of seriousness in the workingclass
interest. that Thatcher and the Tory Party display in the ruling class
interest.

.

.

Blatherand blatherskates will get the labour movementnothingbut
more Wilsonism, more Toryism, and perhaps something worse than
either, When Kinnock in his role of ‘responsible’ and ‘realistic’ parli-
amentarian says a new Labour government will not even restore the
Tory cuts, then the Left should have no room for the delusion that
the Kinnock/Hattersley leadership is an advance on Wilson or Callagh-
an. In the present conditions of British capitalism they might even
prove worse. .

Imagine this ‘dream ticket’ in governmentin late ‘80s Britain, and it
will still seem a ‘dream’ only to those whose hopes for the future and
for the labour movement have been brutally scaled down by the exper-
ience of Thatcherism.

.In his final speech as Leader to conference delegates, Michael Foot
urged delegates to keep in mind that Labour must offer the hope of.

:
Xsocialism.

Those who merely hope for socialism do not deserve it. They will
certainly play no part in winning it. We must fight for socialism. And to
fight for socialism means also fighting against the enemies of socialism
in the labour movement — against the soft Left as well as the Right.It
means resisting the threatof an inner moral and political collapse of the
Left-followingthe setbacks and defeats. .

After: the coHapse of the Italian factory occupations in 1920, the
Halian Marxist Antonio Gramsci wrote some lines which serious teft-
ists in the British labour movement should keep in mind now:

“The emancipation of the proletariat is not a-labour ofsmall
accou."t and little men; only he who can keep his heart strong andhis”
ait as s*arp as a sword when the general disillusionmentis at its worst
car Se ‘egarced as a fighter for the working class or called a

 
 

 
     

THE National Executive Com-
-mittee’s document on strategy
after thegeneral election, ‘Cam-
-paigning for a Fairer Britain’,
was approved.

It was a pity that there were
not more dissentingvoices.

“‘Labour lost in the end be-
cause... we failed to- convince
people thatwe offered an attrac-
tive, credible. and workable
alternative’’, states the docu-
ment. ‘‘We must offer a vision
of a better,socialist future’’.

Whatdid Labour offer in the
general election campaign? To
be truthful: a vision of a per-haps-not-so-bad Keynesian
past. ‘Triedand tested poli-
cies’’ was therefrain.

Noneof the radical elements

nationalisation, control over
investment, 35 hour week —

were stressed. Instead themess-
age was thatLabour would solve
the crisis... by borrowing from
thebanks.

But the ‘jobs and industry’
section of ‘Campaigning for a
Fairer Britain’ gives no hint that

‘thiswill change. Labour is sup-posed to ‘‘convince people. that
by the example of France —

mentis in full retreat in face of
the bosses and thebankers, and
unemployment is as high as
ever. —

Some ‘‘vision of a socialist
future’’! :

But then ‘Campaigning for a
Fairer Britain’ is written by
those same people who were
responsible for the disastrous

_election campaign — and con-
tains not a word ofself-criticism.

On nuclear weapons, ‘Cam-
paigning for a Fairer Britain’ re-
asserts Labour’s commitmentto.

-‘a non-nuclear defence strat-
egy’. But the timescale pre-viouslymentioned — ‘withintheerr

*
onoy lifetime of a Parliament’ — is

| omitted. And a numberof‘first
. i steps’ towards nuclear disarma-

mentare introduced:
-B= putting Polaris into the

§j Genevatalks (ratherthan scrap-E Saivadon i ping it);Saetecxr © ‘freezing’ the arms race= ‘aieroe Bl ocather than getting rid of the
Pack Street, §f nucleararsenals);

—London N1. i * pressing for NATO to have a(01-359 2270) ‘no first use of nuclear weapons’

 

 

 

policy (rather than having no

of Labour’s economic policy —
.

there is a way out of theslump’”’ -

where the Mitterrand govern- .

 

A sneaky rehash
by Colin Foster

nuclearweaponsto use). .

Theofficialexplanationforall
this is that it is a matter of im-
mediate demands, for a period
when Labour is in opposition.

Butit is well-knownthatmany
in the top ranks of the Labour
Party see the so-called ‘first
steps’ as an alternative to uni-
lateral nuclear disarmament. So
‘the rank and file must be very
wary.‘Campaigning
Britain’ also relegates Labour’s
policyof British withdrawalfrom
the EEC to the status of an
“‘option’’.

.In some ways, manySocialist
Organiser -supporters will wel-
come this. We always thought
withdrawal from the EEC was
nationalist and backward-
looking: Labour should respond
to the international integration
of capitalism, not by supporting
it, nor by crying ‘Britain out’,

for a Fairer

   
‘but by promoting Europe-wide
workers’ unity. \Still, withdrawal was Confer-
encepolicy. If the policy is to be .changed, it should be changed
by Conference. The National
Executive Committee slipped in
a change of policy on thesly,
while at the same time pushing
any open deKate on the EEC
-off thisConferenceagenda.

Also, the new NECpolicy is a
far cry from Europe-wide work-
ers’ unity. ‘‘Labour will fight to
get the best deal for Britain...’
it says.

And the French socialists
should fight to get the best deal
for France? German socialists
shouldfight to get the best deal
for Germany? The socialists of
different countriesall fight each
other in the name of national
interests, and themultinationals
rejoice?

What about fighting to getthe best deal for the workers of
all the EEC countries?
 

The new NEC.
THE NEW National. Executive
Committee is as follows: —

Leader(elected separately)
Neil Kinnock
Deputy leader(electedseparate-
ly] :

*RoyHattersley
Treasurer(elected by whole
conference]
Eric Varley 3,583,000 votes.
Runner-up: Albert Booth,
3,270,000.
Tradeunion section (elected by
trade unions)
Alex Kitson 5,758,000 votes
Sam McCluskie5,704,000 votes
NevilleHough 5,091,000 votes
Ken Cure 4,756,000votes
“Tony Clarke4,532,000 votes
Roy Evans,4,471,000 votes
*CharlieTurnock4,381,000

' Tom Sawyer 4,032,000votes
Alan Hadden 3,823,000 votes

’ *SidAmbler3,483,000 votes
Sid Tierney 3,441,000 votes*Doug Hoyle3,351,000votes.
Runnerup: D.Howell, 3,325,000
votes.

_

sete.)
Socialist societies (electe byLabourClubs,socialist societies,

:
John Evans 37,000. Runner-up:Stan Newens27,000.
ConstituencyLabour Parties (el-
ected by CLP delegates)
Tony Benn 554,000 .

~

Eric Heffer 538,000
Dennis Skinner534,000
*MichaelMeacher482,000
*DavidBlunkett322,000
Jo Richardson 321,000
Audrey Wise 290,000.
Runner-up: J.Ashley259,000.
Women's section (elected by ~

whole conference)
_

‘

Betty Boothroyd4,834,000
*AnnClwyd 4,740,000
*ReneeShort 4,341,000
GwynnethDunwood 3,992,000
*Joan Maynard 3,793,000
Runner-up: Judith Hart,
3,664,000.
plus representative from the
Labour Party Young Socialists,elected at theLPYSconference.
(* indicatesa membernot om the
committee im 1962-3).

 

 

 

RAYDAVIES,activist in
the steel union ISTC-and
former PPCfor Cardiff
North.
THE TASK before activists in
the Labour and trade union
movement is to go out and con-
tinue to fight to democratise th:
trade unions. ,

That’s very relevant in terms
of the block vote, which controls
conference.

Thelast five years, coming to
conference has been very excit-
ing. We have seenall the activ-
ists campaigning for Labour
Party democracy. The trade un-
ionleaders have been sitting on
theside lines. But now the union
leaders are organised against
thedemocratic reforms andorg-
anised against theLeft. :

This is a watershed confer-
ence: what happened in confer-
ence yesterday [Monday 3rd]
was thatthose same trade union
leadérs had got themselves to-
gether and were absolutely
determined to kill off the
Militant. om

But we’ve got to throw awaythe desire to wallow in a sea of * -

despondency and prepare for
the fightback. It’s not the Kin-,
nocks. of this world who. are
important,it’s the rank andfile.
And if we want real accountabil--
ity, it’s into the trade unions we
must go.

MANDYMOORE, CLPD
Women’sAction Com-
mittee andjoint secretary
ofSocialists fora Labour
Victory.

THISIS perhaps the most down-
hearted conference I’ve ever
beento. :

.

The CLP [Constituency Lab-
our Party] delegates are lacking
in fight, and allowing policies to
be watered down in a way that
a couple of years ago theywould
neverhave done. . .It’s becauseof the election re-
sult, and theresult of the leader-
ship elections.

‘|'* Party members as a whole .have felt. frightened by the elec--
tion defeat and the rather spur-
ious calls for unity have. over-
whelmed them. There is a fear
that fighting will damage our
election chances — a fear soak-
ed up from the media and the
Right of theParty.

COLINJOHNSTON,
delegate from Wallasey
Labour Party .

OURSWASa very weak compo-
site — no moreexpulsions. -

Effectivelyit acceptedtheexpul- ,

sion of the five [Militanteditor-
.

ial board members]. ue

The witch-hunt debate was
taken in threecomposites — one
about papersales, one about the
five Militant editorial board
members,\and then ours about:
no more expulsions.They all fell because of the
blockvote — endof story.Every vote was a card vote.
The CLPs were 80% solid ag-ainst restrictions, and the chair
was worried, so he called for acard vote. :

The delegate from LiverpoolWalton works in a graveyard.He made.a good speech, sayingthat the type of unity on offer
now is the unity of the grave-yard — lying six feet under andall facingthesame way.
VIDYA ANAND, mem-
berofLondon Labour
Party regional executive.
I AM. VERYencouraged by the
results of theNECelections.

But the Left. has crumbled,especially in its support for.
Heffer. Even Meacher voted for
Kinnock.

The trial of theMilitant edi-
torial board was a di

.Surely now we must get rid of —

the bans, proscriptions, andexpulsions — we wantunity,notexpulsions.
The Party has to adopt a pro-

grammeof positive discrimina-
tion for women and ethnic min-
orities. I was the first black
memberof the London RegionalExecutive. It really is import-
ant thatwe showtheblackpopu-lation that we are prepared to
fight withthem.



ov
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JEREMY CORBYN, MP
for Islington North
THE LABOUR movement has

_‘got to face up to the fact that
there are threemillionpeople out
of work, there are school-leavers
who have never had a job, there
are fewer houses being built than

jever before, and hospitals are
‘beingclosed.

:if Labour is to win power
, then we“have to convincepeople that we can put forward

and out policies that will
actually bring full employment

‘and the services thatpeople need.
That cannot be done by a

fudged reform programme.It has
to be a fundamentalrestructuring”
of the economy, and a total com-
mitment on transferring spending
from defence to social objectives.

I’m concerned that there is a’
danger that the Party will try tofudge its way back into power,
and therefore not be able to deli-
ver on the programme we’ve be
fighting on for thepast five years.

The debate on the general
election campaign was rather lim-
ited, It wasn’t at all clear as to

' where the responsibility for
defeat lay.

I believe‘it was a product of
- the failureof theParty leadership
‘to campaign on the policies be-
fore — and indeed, in somecases,
during — the election campaign,
and the deliberate sabotage of
that campaign by some people
who tried to discredit the Party’s
policy on unilateraldisarmament.

HELEN JOHN,Green-
ham Common Peace
Camp.

I FEARthatifNeil Kinnock isn’t
watched, if there isn’t tremen-
dous pressure put on him, he

~ will actually, out.the people.
in this country and the Party
activistsover disarmament.

Neil Kinnock showedan over-
whelming desire to have the-
motion on unilateralism remit-ted. That’s not a hopeful sign.-
I’m not inspired by this leader- .ship onelittlebit.r think the most important
thingthisconference has shownTM
is that CND still has a mass.
following inside the Labour and
trade union movement. There
are lots of leaflets being given

- out here for the demonstration
on October 22. It’s important
that there is massive support
from trade unions and Labour
Parties to give a tremendous’
boostto all the CNDactivists.

’ We must keep the Labour
Party pinned into its unilater-
alist policy. The Labour Party is

.

themajorpoliticalparty opposed
.to the weapons, and the trade
union movementhas thepower
to stop anything that is un-
accep’table tothepeople.

It is a question of making
the trade unions realisetheir
responsibilities. Many of them
have passed unilateralistresolu-
tions,but are not doing anythingwith them. The- trade unions
should show they really mean
what they say and start taking
imdustrialaction.

TONY BANKS,MP for
Newham North West.
I THINKthere'llbe an increas-
ingdemandfor makingtheblock
vote more accountable.

At the moment, the vote isn’t
being exercise to represent the
views of the rank and file of the
particular unions.

The expulsion of the five
members

of
of the Miltant editor-

ial board is a total diversion fram
what the Party should be dang
— fighting the Tories. The five .

have been used as the sacrifices
thrownto thécapitalist wolves.

The Left of the Party must
resist the panic that has set in
among the Right and some sec-
tions of the Left — the idea that
all of our policies have to be
changed because of what hap-
pened on June 9.

The role of theLabour Party is
for soc-

around it — not to keep on adap-
.. ting it to every movement of

electoral opinion.

 
 
‘No compromise on the Bomb By Joy Hurcombe,

secretary, Labour CND
ABOUT 3000 people turned out
onto the streets of Brighton just
before the start of Labour Party

“conference, to demand that we

_

Stand firm on our policy to scrap
all nuclearweapons.Nootherissue of this Confer-

:

ence can raise that level of
support.

The message of this rally and
march wasthatwe will tolerate
no compromise on the full
programmeofunilateralnuclear
disarmament, and that includes
our commitment to get rid of
Polaris.

All the
contradictions and weaknesses
of the leadership’s presentation
of Party policy on disarmament
‘at the General Election. The
contributions of Healey, Hatter-
sley, and Callaghan, to rubbish
Party policy,were attacked.

It was ironic thatat thétime of
the rally the NEC was meeting
to discuss: their recommenda-
tions on the disarmamentreso-
lutions. The TGWU resolution

-

which reaffirms Party policy on
unilateral nuclear disarma-
ment received only 14 votes to
11 for NEC support.

Kinnock, wanted remission
[i.e. the resolution not voted on,
but sent to the new NEC for a
report-back at next year’s con-ference}. So thefightis stillon.

Wewill go for the full pro-
gramme, and when we get it
again, will our new leaders
support andcampaign forit?

Not everyone is happy!
‘I THINKeveryone is happy’,
said right-wing MP Donald
Dewar after the leadership elec-
tion result.

We’re not. And we suspect
a féw otherpeople aren’t either.

In 1981, B0-cdld% of the Con-‘stituency1Labour Parties (CLPs)
voted for Tony Benn as deputy
leader against Dennis Healey.
Neil Kinnock nearly got voted

. Off the CLPs section of the NEC.
Rov Hattersley was a no-hoper
for the CLPs section.

Ir 1982. 91.5% of the CLPs
have wotec ior Ned Kimnock and
52% for Bor Hecersier_Whe s nerpetec” Have€ thei CLP: swarg seesoeme”

Mose of se Cl2s wre wed
for Kiremoca wane mt scatter
as he Gc or oe NS uma
eralism.Thet wom mx supper:
thewitch-hunt as ne Ses

Butin the execuon
theywere swayed by the “Thank
GodIt’s Not Healey” factor.

Tn the conference resolutions
on policy, too, there was evid-
enceof a defensive mood. The

right wing are now the ones who
argue for‘radicalshifts in policy.Why? In 1979-81 the Labour
Party began to transform itself
— away from old practices of
talking left and then doing just
whatever seems realistic with-
in capitalism, and towards
accountabilityand clearcommit-
ment.

But the transformationstalled
_because the Left left key areas
like economic policy almost un-
touched, and didn’t spread the
fight for democracy into the
trade unions enough.

The half-way transformation
meant Labour was not such a

convincing alternative to the
Tones — but.
=—2ocr was most needed, the
let arcsec ccravelling.

Wa-+ >ecame alarmed at the
cmapacanonsof what theLeft had
achieved, or the prospect of
furtherclasheswiththeRight.

Compare Michael Meacher’s
deputy leadership campaign
withTony Benn’s.

Meacher went out of his way
—_”

just when deter- -

to endorse, and present himself
as a suitable partner for, Neil
Kinnock. The result may para-
doxically have been to lose
Meachervotes.

Activists convincedby Meach-
er’s line that Kinnock was after
all a good left-winger could then
imagine they could get the best
of ‘all

¢
worlds by voting Hatters-

ley for deputy. ‘Kinnock as lead-
er would safeguard left-wing
policies;-the combination with‘Hattersleyas deputy would safe-
guard theunity of the Party.

If these same activists had
been reminded firmly that Kin-
nock cannot be relied on to de-
fend any left-wing policy, then
they might have seen it as im-
portant to elect a_ left-wing
deputy.

‘ThankGod It’s Not Healey’is
no basis to build a real socialist
Labour Party. -

Roy Hattersley has made it
quite plain thathe wants to shift
Party policy in a direction which

|

would makeit an alternative to
Thatcher only in a ‘Thank God

it’s not the Tories’ sense, and :

hardly an alternativeatall to the
Alliance. Neil Kinnock won’t be
muchof a brake on him.

That will bring the new lead-
ership into the conflict with the
rankand file— soonerorlater.

Both Hattersley and. Kinnock
have said they will continue the
witch-hunt against the left, and
there is no reason to disbelieve
themon this.

While Kinnock and Hatters-
ley maybesatisfiedwith Allian-
ce-type policies, there is no way
thattherank andfileof the lab-
our movement will carry on
through years of slump and
armsraceon thatbasis.

Yes, the working class is
groggy and downcastat the mo-
ment. But the downturn in
industrial won't last

_forever. And when industrial
struggle rises again, and work-
ing class confidence with it, it

_

will be radical socialist policies.
thatworkerslookfor.

Let’s prepare for that future
now.

Party.. 
speakers noted the

.

 
_it has managed 
DIANA MINNS,secre-_

.

tary ofHornsey Labour

THE conference is going as the
“NEC would wish — but a few of
- the CLPsare starting to fight back,

a little bit against the bureaucratic
chairing of Sam McCluskie.Motions are nodded through

_in a way which suggests thatfirst-
time delegates can’t really know
what’s going on. There really

| needs to be a proper introduction
to Conference for delegates, so
they understand exactly what
they-are doing and an- agreed
procedure whereby the CLPs are
given equal speaking time with
the. unions and Parliamentary
LabourParty. :

The first session was a big dis-
appointment to almost everyone
in the CLPs, I think. And now it
looks as though issues like the
‘Manchester Wythenshawe won't
get a full discussion. They'll justbe nodded through on the final

y.

KEN LIVINGSTONE,
leader of the Greater
London Council.
YOU'VE got thedanger of the
party slipping into a repeat of
1963, where a charismatic leader
is elected and the emphasis is on
thatparticular individual.

The desire to win after a long:
period in opposition becomes so
strong that the policy issues getfudged: Of course it mightlead to,
winning an elect.c.1, but then the:
problems start if the policies
aren’t straight.

That’s why we have to battle
very hard now for accountability
of the Shadow Cabinet to the
Parliamentary Labour Party. It’s
no good having MPs accountable’
to their constituency if there is no
control of the Cabinet.

We’ve got to be absolutely
clear about our economic policy
too. ‘Unless we can get straight
the point about who is going to
pay for Labour’s programme, we
open the. way. for our policies
being ripped to shreds in theelec-
tion campaign. If the Labour
Party isn’t prepared to tackle the
question of centrol of capital and
control of thébanks agdfinance
houses then it’s quite Hkely ‘that
the skilled working class voters
who voted for Thatcher will not
come back.

They won’t comebackif they
thing Labour’s programme is
going to be paid for out of .even
more taxation.

We have to say that we will
use the wealth of the City to
rebuild the welfare state...
+. It’s important to bear in mind
that the CLP delegates here were
overwhelmingly in favour of the
Heffer-Meacher ticket, but half of
them were mandated to vote for
Hattersley and over 90% of them
for Kinnock. We are now in the
quite odd position where there
was more support for the hard
left from theMPs than the CLPs.

There are valuable lessons
here; we have failed to carry the
most advanced layer of union
activistswith us.

BRIANWEST,Labour
Campaign for Gay Rights
THE LABOUR Campaign for
Gay. Rights is here to make sure
that the Labour Party doesn’t
backtrackon any of the policies

to form of gay
rightsover thepast few years.

It is also here to make sure
that. any new policies adopted
are not discriminatory against
gays andlesbians.

The CLPs have been giving
us a good deal of support, especiallyfrom theleft,where.we al.
ready have somethingof a base.
Wehave found that the trade
unions are more reactionary,
though.

The election of Kinnock is no
step forward for gay rights in the
Party. He says that the Party
should be working to improve
the lot of blacksand women, but
at no point has he said that the
Party shows be helping lesbians
and ga:

He

e
buildshis whole image on

Kinnock the family man — ar-
| ound the familyunit. We’ve got

to persuade him thathe’s ignor-
ant about the policies the Lab-
our Party stands for and about
the oppression of lesbians and
gay men.
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JOANMAYNARD,MP
for Sheffield Brightside
THE NEC [National Executive
Committee] results are the best
thingwe’vehad so far, I think,but they’re not as good as we
couldhavehad.

_We've obviouslygot to fight
very hard toretain the policies
of unilateral nuclear disarma-
ment and coming out of the
Common Market, and to make

 

the economic policy more
socialist.

.

One thing I do agree with
Kinnock aboutis thatwe’ve got
to turn the Party into a camp-aigning party. But “we can’t
separate campaigning from thepolicy. We’ve got to bring the
two together.

And we can’t go out and cam-
paign successfully while expul-
sions are going on. There won’t
be unity in the Party while wekeep expellingpeople.
FRANFAULKNER,
Coventry South East
CLP delegate
motion opposing the sale of
council houses, and the vote to
remit one in favour of sales, are -

part of the trend inthe LabourParty to go for what seemsto bepopular
\, The leadership don’t seem to

see council housing as part of
the welfare state which is beingivatised — though attacks onfousing are even more drasticthantheattackson theNHS.

Selling council houses affects[council]Direct Labour Organis-ations [DLOs], who are nowbeing forced to make profits.That profit is being used tohold down therents.
In Coventry the council had

decided to freeze the rents. But
it’s paid for by scraping back
moneyfrom the accounts whichshould be used for housing re-
pairs.

Council house sales aren’t
seen as privatisation until it isshoved under people’s nosesand DLOs are being priced outof ajob.

.

Once you buy your councilhouse, you rely on privatebuilders,not theDLO. In Coven-try, the DLO has taken a 16%
cut in bonus to try to win a con-tract. :

When people talk about the-welfare state, housing is alwayslast, or forgotten. But housingisthe centre of virtually every-thing.
Take education. If you live on

an estate and it’s run down,what are the chances of yourchildren, when they go to

beingabletodoit? :

The NHS is overburdened
with people who are sufferingbecause of the conditions theywork in. They go to doctors withbronchitis, eye infections, rhu-
matism — all thethingsthatare
aggravated or caused by badhousing conditions. ‘

Look at the numberofbatter-
.ed wives and childrenwhere the

chief cause is bad. living condi- '

tions, and the samefor childrenbeingtakenintocar.Bad housing causes miseryand puts undue stress on the
social services. .

BOB CR YER,formerMP
for Keighley :

ON MONDAYtheLabour Partyconference was a sad le
— five Labour Party membersbeing expelled following anunparalleled witch-hunt by the
with the gutter press whose
Pagestheyso often use.

It was treated by the press as
a triumph for Kinnock. He had
 

ework, -
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held their ‘‘trial’’of theMilitant
Editorial Board.

Mechanically the appeals
were: processed and then, des-
pite a brave attempt from Alex
Lyon to get-a debate, chair SamMcCluskie rammed through a
vote. -

When the show of hands
for the reinstatement of Peter
Taaffe looked uncomfortablyclose, McCluskie shouted Card
Vote, and then the big block
votes of the unions moved to
force throughexpulsions.

The atmosphere of resent-
mentand suspicion of theinion
leaders using hundredsofthous-
andsof block votes to decide onissues thatthe CLPswillhave to
pay the price for increased asthe roll call of shamefelled the
hopes of the Militant 5 and the
hopesof the left, and the hopesof turning outwards to fight the

‘Tories free of witch-hunts dis-
appeared.

Jim Mortimer’s sophisticateddefence of the five expulsionsadded nothing to the case. He
re eavily on emphasisingthe legality of the process,mixing this with pseudo-rationalisationsof how Marxism
is only. now..acceptable if it is

~

THE 1983 conference re-
minds mevery clearly of the
1963 Labour Party confer-
ence, when I wasa delegate.

_.

That was a conference
after two or three years of
quite seriousleft/right battles
in the Labour Party. There
was a certain war-weariness.

A new generation of Labour
Wing background, dike HaroldWilson and Richard Crossman,
came in to halt the process oftadicalisation.

They won, the leadership, and
messages. One was the white heat
of. the technological revolution,which was a way of avoiding alldifficult “issues like nationalisa-

:

tion, socialism, an e rest, and
’ the other was unity.

The. emotive appeal for unityhad theeffect of derailing the left
completely, and it took the Lab-

right in the following decade.
Kinnock, it seems to me, is

bent on taking the Labour Party
. Massively to the right. He makes

no secret of it. Whatis interesting

IN achilledatmospheretheNEC |

Onceagain

Lefts, or people’ who hadaleft-°

Wilson came ‘in 1963 with two :

our Party substantially to the.

aUnion block
4confirmwi

THE DEBATE on the witch-hunt was held in closed session
on Mondayafternoon. :

A solid formationof almost
the major unions confirmed the
witch-huntonall fronts.

The expulsion of the Militant
editorial board was confirmed.
The ban on Militant paper sales
was confirmed. A_resolution
calling for no more expulsions
was voted down. .

This is how two delegates
saw thedebate.
tame, ineffective and locked
away in-thepages of the Morn-
ing Star!

But Mortimer never once -

explained where the expulsions
were going to take the Party.And everyone who is serious
about Labour, and its chance of
being the political voice of aworkingclass fighting theTories
knew that he had not answered
thatquestion. :

As Colin Johnston asked the
conference, how did the Labour
Party gain from expelling NyeBevan? No answer came from
those whose hands grip their
block votes and little else; anddespair from those in the CLPswho knowtheyhaveto fight the.

 

’ Toriesat thegrassroots, and pay

|

the Wilson show?
_Spoke to John Blox

for thatprocess”.
I am thinking particularity of

the currents around Marxism To-day and the Labour CoordinatingCommittee:
.Pm all for a revision of policy.Some of the policies are totallyantiquated and out of date. Theyrelate neither to an electoralist

strategy nor, certainly, to a class
struggle strategy.

But this is being used to carrythe Labour Party into ground al-ready occupied by the centre. ©

From that point ofview I thinkit
is bound to fail. And-Kinnock

“does not have this deus ex mach-ina of the white heat of the tech-
nological revolutionwhich looked
like a solution to the problems of
British capitalism in 1963.

__I thinkwhat was moststrikingabout the CLPs was the massive
vote for Hattersley and Kinnock
in the leadership election.

Of course one woald expect-the CLPs not to vote for the
expulsion of Militant, which is
such .a specious operation that it
would be difficult to see the aver-
age CLP swallowingit.But I think the basic orienta-
tionof. theCLPs is back towards
the centre-right middle ground.

 

she said, without the support it
is getting from local Labour
Parties. She thought the possib-ilitiesof involvingwomen would
be. greater in workplacebranches, but at present Wal-.worthRoad has only 38 branches
registered.

Victimised UCW_ militant: -

Alan Fraser told how youngpeople had been brought into
his workplace branch who had
no previous involvement inpoliticsor even theunion.

Bob Clay congratulated

~ fundsbut also

 
theprice for theactionagreed at
secret meetings of the St.
Ermin’s group. . .Russell Tuckin a speech more’
designed to stir puddings than
conferences struggled to con-
vince the CLPs (the core of the
opposition to this, dirty man-
oeuvre) thattherewas no witch-
hunt, because there were no
witches involved and - anywayMilitantwere not beingexpelledfor theirideas.

. iThe true Hyde of Mortimer’s
Dr. Jekyllwas exposed by Jack

votes
chhunt

Straw. With his eye firmly on afuture shadow cabinet seat, as
one of Neil Kinnock’s ‘‘bright.
young men’’, he openlyblurted
out whatalltheright-wingin theParty want.

“Militant does not belong intheLabour Party”’ and ‘‘theyare
not theonlyones’’.

A catchword at Conferencethisweek has been ‘‘unity’’,but
theactionsof the NEC and trade
union magnates will only openup more divisions within theParty. :

.

:

&

_
Unions. CLPs MPs Total

Leader
.

,

Neil Kinnock 72.6% 91.5% 49.3% 71.27%RoyHattersley 27.2% 1.9% 26.1% 19.29%Eric Heffer
.

0.1% 6.6% 14.3% §.30%Peter Shore 0.1% 0% 10.3% 3.14%
\

Deputy leader

Roy Hattersley 88.1% 51.0% 55.7% 67.27%Michael Meacher 11.8% 47.8% 29.4%: 27'89%Denzil Davies 0% 0.8% 10.9% 3.53%‘GwynnethDunwoody~—0.1% 0.3% 4.0% 1.32%
The unionshave 40% weight in the electoral colleges, the CLPs 30%,and MPs 30%. ‘ 

JOHN PALMER,a well-known Marxist writer,
Thatis revealed by their willing-; -

ness to vote for the centre-rightdream ticket. It was another wayof abandening any serious
struggle for socialist politics. ,

I think the reason for that is
that there is in the short run a
contradiction between electoral-
ism, and electoral advantage, and.what is actually required by the
state of the struggle against That-
cherism. The kind of policiesneeded to mobilisethe movement
against Thatcher mayin the short
run beelectorally difficult to sell.But that is a contradictionwhich in a period of crisis cannot
be escaped, and the real test of
socialists in the Labour Party iswhich they put first — chasing the
chimera of electoralism, or put-ting forward relevant class
struggle politics.

They’ve opted for electoral-
ism. And, that conveyor belt willtake them, whatever their subjec-

' tive intentions, to the right.Tbelieve there needs to be adrastic look at thewhole questionof whata socialist economicstrat-
egy is. I’m particularly interested
in initiatives from the bottom up-wards in the construction of eco-
nomic policy — workers’ plans —

Building in theworkplace
‘involved could not be kept up, Socialist Organiser for pushing*-workplace branches at LabourParty conference. He thoughtworkplacebrancheshad to be anintegralpart of the Labour Party

andnot just an afterthoughtwith
no real say in the Labour Party.They are important not just in
protecting. the Labour Partyagainst Tebbit’s attacks on

for politicaldevel-
opment. .

:

In the North East someyard union branches
sent de’ egates to GMCs.

ship--
already

the whole area of. prefigurativesocialist pofitics, politicising trade °union struggles, democratising
campaigns around thehealth serv-
ice and housing...

All of that revision of policy
can be used as an excuse to dump.,principled commitments — or it
can be used as a means to advance
struggles.andpoliticise them.

On the EEC, I don’t regardwithdrawalas a socialist policy,so
it doesn’t distress, me that the
NEC are abandoning it.

It’s always
bizarre thattheTreatyof Romeis
described, quite correctly,quintessentially capitalist.and
reactionary,and the structures of
the EEC asanti-socialist, in a way

 

' that implies that the monarchyand the British state and the
House of Lords and so on are in
some More progressive category.

_We have to recognisé the inev-
itable integration of capitalism on
an internationalscale. There is the

: emerging material basis ‘for aEuropean working-class socialist.
Strategy — a material basis creat-ed by the integration of capital-
ism.

Theissue is not withdrawalor
not-withdrawal.That is somethingfor the future, depending onthe,;balance of forces in an unpredict-. (¥

able situation where there could
be workers’ governmefits in one

|or other European countryin isol- 'ation from therest.
The issue now is theconstruc-

tion of a European socialist alter- ‘@.native strategy, based on the mob-
ilisation around the peace move- ;

ment, around the unemploymentissue, the maximisation of bene-. -:
fits and social security payments
at the highest level throughoutthe Community, women’s rights,anti-racism,etc.

None of this means that weshould not have policies for exec-'
ution on a national basis too. But
to counterpose the twois actually
to end up in bed withthe British.
state and the UnionJack.

-I. think the position that the:
Labour Party took on the Falk-;lands was prepared for years bythe capitulation to nationalism
which we’ve seen in European
matters. :

struck me as -

as ©

 
Labour
and the
censors

Reg Race spokeat a fringe -
meeting with Ken Loach on
‘Questions of Leadership’

KEN Loach’s films, which
were commissioned by Chan-
nel Four, have been prevent-
ed from being shown because
of the activities of right-wing
LabourParty supporters.

There are no legal problems
about showing Ken Loach’s films,
it is simply that prominentright-wingers in the Labour- Party‘ ike Frank Chapple of the
EETPU — believed that it would
be disadvantageous for them to
be shown walking out of inter-
viewsin these films.

__Ken Loach’s films discussed
questions of leadership; and theyidentified problems which exist in
‘thetrade union movement. :

It is perfectly plain to any
reasonable socialist that some-

- times trade union leaders and the
TUC. are willing .to undermine
industrial disputes. ,

_

This certainly happened dur-:
ing the ASLEF dispute in 1982,
and,in a less extreme form,in the
National Health Service workers’
dispute in the sameyear.These problems. of the leader-
ship being willing to opt for’a:

i quiet life certainly are more
’ powerfully expressed when Lab-

our is in government.
The Callaghan government, in1978/9, ensured that the 5 per

cent ‘pay policy that had been
voted down by the Trades Union
Congress and the Labour Partyconference was implemented.rigorously. It was none other than

.Mr Roy Hattersley, the newdeputy leader of the Labour,Party, who was the policeman in
charge of vetting pay claims and
pay offers during thatperiod.

These problems in thelabour
movement exist ‘simply because
trade unions are being more“and
more incorporated into the state.apparatus. It is in the interests of '

the Establishment that trade un-
jons are docile, quiescent, and.
malleable; and very often they '

obtain ‘these qualities from the
trade unionleadership.

."It “is of course true that in
-many unions democracy flourish-
es and the leadership takes ‘real -

account of the rank andfile.But
in-a wide range of unions there
can be enormousleadership pres-
sure exerted to cool outsituations
and prevent the members from
obtaining what they desire.

This has reached an extreme
form in the electricians’ and
plumbers’ union, where branches
are closed if they disagree with
the leadership, where files are“kept on Labour Party members,and where the general secretary of
the union asked people to votefor an. individual SDP candidate

’

— who wasof course being oppos- +

ed by an official Labour candid
ate — at thegeneral election.

Thesepeople arestillallowed
to be members of the LabourParty, whereas members of theMilitent editorial board arc not. ~-ELry \<
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Labourhas
failed blacks

By Monica Johnson, theonly blackwoman
delegate at the conference -

ITHINKI maaeatacticalerror in”
not pinning down Jo Richardson
and Ann. Davis who were there,
Tepresenting the women’s sectionof the NEC and the women’srights study group, and I opened
it to the floor for discussion.
'_ Jo Richardson and Ann Davis
chose not to make any responseIn fact Ann Davis. said, ‘Let’s
have some more questions’ after”
I'd finished speaking and a couple
of other women there did allude
to the fact that it was a serious
issue. I made a point about the
lack of black women delegates
at this conference and the fact
that as women in the party I
saw us.as the true progressives
and what were we doing to
encourage not only black people
but black women to join the
party and becomeactive.

But there was just no res.
ponse. And it wasn’t even men:
tioned in your bulletin that this
point was raised. I- think this is
teally serious, especially if you
dear in mind that the conference
atrangements committee may not
even include the resolutions on
positive discrimination.

There was a delegation yester-day, and I believealso today, on
that very issue — pushing for the
resolutions on positive discrimin-
ation to ‘be included on the
agenda.1 think the Labour Party has
failed black people and ethnicfinorities and they continue to

It’s only at election time that
there is a lot of activity amongst
black constituents. People like
me, the token blacks in. the
Labour: Party, are called upon to
be convenors of ethnic minority
working groups, which I.am in
Dulwich, and the issue -is shoved
on to us, which I- believe gives
my comrades an excuse not to

_do very much about the issue.
‘We’ve got our blackbrothers and
sisters dealing with the situation
and they’re the best to doit.’

This is one of the issues in the
Labour Party that is constantly
being fudged rather than being
raised as a serious issue. I feel-
very strongly about the tokenism
in the Labour Party. The issues
I raise pertaining to the situation
of blackpeopie are either ignored
or people, because they’ve never
really thought about it, just

-don’t know whattosay.

I’ve got a lot of respect for Jo
Richardson, but I” was really
surprised that she had nothing to
say on thatissue.

I find it very hard to feel
optimistic and I feel very con- .

fused about my position as a
Labour Party activist. I feei very
confused about my ownsituation
in Southwark where there are a

_lot of biackconstituents.
On the doorstep during the

last election black people were
telling me that they were~ not
going to vote. They .had been
Labour voters all the years they
had been in this country. The
Labour Party had failed them and
continued to fail them. The only
time they see the LabourParty is
at election time so they were not
going to vote.

The conference is a sham.
Black issues are being ignored,
CLPs denied a voice. Sam
McCluskie (in the chair) is using
his position to manipulate con-

’ ference.
Everyone talks about demo-

cracy, but here where there is a
forum for democratic debate it’s
not happening.

Pm tempted to go and sit on
the beach for the rest of the
week. Why am I wearing this

-

delegate’s card? It’s meaningless.

DIANA MINNS,secre-
tary Hornsey CLP

As far as womenin the Party
are concerned this conference
showsnosigns of beingany better
than last year’s. Judith Hart at
least knows that she shouldn’t be
patronising. Sam _McCluskie isn’t
too aware of it. We are beginning
to educate him a litgle but I do
think. that we’ve had a very Taw
deal sofar.

It was right for the woma.
from Hackney to make a speech
about the sexism of the trade
union delegates. It didn’t-seem to
have a lot of effect on the people
it was aimed at but it did win a
lot of sympathy from other
women delegates from the CLPs.
It’s very upsetting and disappoin-
ting to cometo a conference
from a constituency where you
think you might have got rid of
a lot of the latent sexism, only

.
to discover it is still there in the
movement amongst those people
whohavea lot of influence.Muhammad

NATIONAL
MARCH
OCTOBER 8

MuhammadIarisn must stay! Nationalmarch and rally,Saturday
October8. Assemble 11am, BoothSt Recreation Ground,off Soho
Road, Handswcrth,Birmingham, and marchto city centre forrally.
Officially.supported by thelocal authorityworkers’ union NALGO.

 
        

Bureaucraticobstruction prevented many Constituency LabourParties 
Constitution. Women delegates staged a protest on theconferencefloorover this.

‘The most macho

   
getting extra women delegates as providedfor in the Labour Party

Conference for years’
 
SEXISMis an explosive issue at
thisyear’s Labour Party.

As we go to press, the resolu-
tions on women’srights — more
numerous this year than ever
before — have yet to come up
for debate.

As in previous years, women
will be demanding the right to
elect thewomen’ssection of the
NEC from their own Labour
women’s conference, to put five -

resolutions onto the Labour
_

Party national-. conference
agenda from the women’sconference and to havepositive
discrimination on parliamentary
shortlists.

Anger
But in the ‘‘Labour Women’s

Briefing’’ fringe meeting orgau-ised by the NEC,andin the con-
ference itself, women’s anger -

* has exploded against sexismand

bureaucraticobstruction. -

NEC Women’s Committee
Chair, Ann Davis,. blamed
‘‘bad communication’’ for the
lack of campaigning and-organ-
isation of womenin theParty.

Womenat the meeting called
it bureaucratic blocking of
women’sissues. .

The top ‘fepresentatives’ of
women intheLabour Party,like
Ann Davis and Joyce Gould,
don’t represent the real women
activists in the Party, who are tobe found in the women’s
sections and women’s confer-
ence,

The women’s conferences
are thefastestgrowingand most
radical of all the Party confer-
ences. That’s the real reason
why there hasn’t been a
women’s conference this year
and why the, demands for
greater women’s representation

- ising,

are fought off.
The right wing have no basic

objection to sectoral confer.
ences electing their own NECmembers (the youth do it) but
will block it because they know

|

- thatthewomen elected would be |

left-wingers.
Iu the conference hall itself,

the chair is deliberatelv vatron-
women delegates have

been ruled out of order, and
women from the CLPs are
suffering sexist abuse, espec-ially from the male-dominated
union delegates.

The right wing are sanction-
ing the sexism — it serves to
keep thewomen,andthereforealarge section of the left, intimi-
dated, quiet and therefore in
theirseats.

Socialist Organiser talked to
some of the delegates at confer-
ence.

Stop thesexism!
THE REASON whyI addressed
the conference’ this ‘morning
[Tuesday] was the unacceptable
behaviour of some male delegates
whoweresitting behindus.

Throughout yesterday’s de.
bate they subjected us to the
most foul sexist rubbish whenever
we <med to speak or were called
tc the platem.

The poem? I wanted to make
was that Women are here on the
same basis as men. despite the
disenfranchisement of manyaddi-
tional women delegates.

I am. in fact, the additional
women’s delegate from Hackney
North CLP. I’m one of a veryrare
breed at this conference — there
are even fewer women delegates
here than last year.

 

LESLEY COURCOUF,
women’s delegate from
HackneyNorth, explains
why she spoke out on
sexismat the conference

Basically, we should not have
to listen to men_ shouting‘darling’, and ‘dear’ at us and ask-
ing for our phone numbers while
we are listening to the debate. I
wanted to demand that they
stopped.

I wanted Sam McCluskie [in
the chair] to agree to take alter-
nate male and female speakers
from the floor. In fact, there have
been more women speakers to-
day, I think,so I think I've made
a slight impact.

The reactionwhen I spoke was
quite good,\I thought. I started
off by saying, ‘ComradeChairboy
and boys’, and that got a lot of
applause. ©

But someoneelse told me that
some male delegates. were just
poo-pooing it and laughing.

It appears that the Sun are us-‘ing this story to witch-hunt Arth-
ur Scargill and the NUM. Wetot-

- ally reject that, and dissociate
ourselves from it. We have noevi-
dence whatsoever that it was the
NUMresponsible for the harass-
ment, and we are assured that it
was not.

We welcome very much the
support that the NUM are going
to give to the women’s compos-
ite resolution.

 

ANN CROWDER,East
Nottingham CLPdelegate

.
THE CHAIR is abusingconfer-
ence. Heis using his position to
divide the unions and the Con-
stituency Labour Parties, talk-ing about ‘us’ and ‘them’.

He keeps calling speakers to
speak by name, soes obviously
pre-arranged. CLP delegatesare
ignored when they want to
speak.

MPs have had much more
thantheir fair share of speaking
time. The trade union leaders
‘are moving their motions, notthe ordinary members from the

_

dele,gations.
it evasn’t as bad as this last

year, or theyear before that. At
leastthen you-had a chance of
beingcalled, whoeveryou were.

Women were treated with
much more respect lust year.This year there is an incredible
hostility to women, especially
from thetrade union‘delegations
towards womenfromtheCLPs.

There are nasty comments
whenyou walkpast them,orthe
minute you get up to make a
pointoforder.

ANNPETTIFOR, CLPD.
Women’s Action Com-

' mittee
I HAVE been coming to con-
ference since 1977, and this is
one of the most macho confer-

- ences I’ve ever beento.
The chair is very authoritar-

ian. Hisattitude is to try to disci-
pline delegates, especially the
women.

I thinkit is-because Sam Mc-
Cluskie is in thechair. The Party
at large doesn’t seem to have
become suddenly more sexist.
There are more women’s resolu-
tions thanever before.

His style is clearly that of a
tradeunion leader used to deal-
ing with tough situations, and

‘not with comrades holding a
debate.



 

Results of the abortion referendum Oo
 Helping to keep
Ireland divid
by PaddyIDollard

SOME READERScriticised
my account three weeks
ago-of the 26 Counties
referendum to make the |

‘present legal ban on abort-
fon part of the constitution
becaus I focused on the.
iniplicationsfor Protestant/-
‘Catholic and North/South

“It_ should be PaddyDullard”’, said one critic.
Perhaps. But not for the
reasonhe was thinkingof.

One of the ‘most strikingthings about the referendum
campaign which ended on Sep-tember 7 with a two-to-onevote
for the amendment was that al-
most everyone, on both sides,
opposed abortion and expressedgeneral satisfaction with the
present legal banon abortion,
under which Southern Ireland
exports its abortions to Britain.

Mainstream opponents of the
amendmentarguedthatit would
bring legalisedabortion nearex
because it was so ambiguously
worded, and that it should be
rejected for thatreason.

The smallgroup of campaign-
ers for legal abortion — a wom-an’s right to choose — were
completely overshadowed, and
denounced and condemned, by

 

“IFTHE old Protestant Stormont Parliament,withthefull backing
of theProtestant Church, but against theunited willof theRoman
CatholicChurch and people, had forced throughParliamenta law
dealingwithsome complexmoral issue, do you notthinkthatStor-
mont would have been accusedof thevilestform of sectarianismby
actingagainst theunited wishes of theRoman Catholiccommunity
andbyinsensitivityto Roman Catholicopinion?”

Victor Griffin,DDean of StPatrick’s,Dublin.
 
felt reverberating through Irishpolitics for many years to come

“and perhaps for as long as the
‘Mother and Child’ controversy,of 1951.
kiis, and will continue to be,

cited in the North’ as evidence:
that Home Rule has ‘Ineant:RomeRuleintheSouth.

Listen to some of the com-
ments fromProtestants, Cathol-
ics, Unionists, Nationalists and
socialists.

Sectarian
- On August 26 the Unionist
Belfast Newsletter commented
editorially: :‘Although there would be
‘extensive and vociferous opposi-
tion in Northern Irelandtoeasier

‘access to abortion, Unionists
interpret the campaign in the

+ South as an attempt to strength-
en the theocratic naturepf the
state.

Victory for the amendment
campaign willthereforeserve to
strengthen objections even am-
ongst the most moderate Union-
ists to theSouth.Claims thatthe
Republic is essentially a sectar-
ian societywillbestrengthened.

While both Protestant and
Roman Catholic traditions re-
cognise that human life is sacr-.
ed, the amendment debate in.
the Republic is essentially about
freedom of choice andtherole-of
theState’’.

In its time the Belfast News-
letter has published a gloating
editorial when bombs
wentoff in Dublin. Those consti-
tutional Republicans in the
Southwho letthe Belfast. News-
letter get in a position to write
likethishave a lot to answerfor.

The same Orange rag could.
truthfully tell its already bigot-
ed readers two days before the
referendum:

“Roman Catholics attending
yesterday were told by priests to
vote for theamendment’’.
i presented the last minute

TV broadcast by Taoiseach
~rime minister) Garret Fitz-
geraic. calling for a ‘no’ vote,
&s a confitbetween_ggood pol-
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iucian and ‘the Roman Catholic
hierarchy’. — whichin Orange’demonology iis the‘anti-Christ’,
theenemy.

On theday of the referendum
the Belfast Newsl&tter pointed
to the role being played by,
the ‘Republican’ Charles JHaughey— a Catholicbigotand
simultaneously the most vocal
‘United Ireland’man and old-
fashioned Green Nationalist
among the party leaders in the
South. I presents Haughey. as
the Catholic hierarchy’s man,
and says:

/“Little thoughtseems to have
been given totheeffect the pro-
life campaign has had and may
continue to have on relations

be-
be-

tweenthe two countries north
and southof theBorder’’. :

Of course, theNewsletter maybe held to have little right to
commenton such matters, being
an advocate of (inevitably sec-
arian) Protestant majority rule
in the Six Counties. It got all it
could from the referendum in
the way of anti-South, anti-
Catholicpropaganda.
’ Nevertheless, it expresses the

attitude of one million or. so
Protestants, north and south of

| the Border. And whatit says in
thiscase is true.

‘Strangled
In the Belfast Newsletter a

week after the referendum, Roy
Bradford (formerminister in the
power-sharing
FaulknerandFitt, brought down
by the Orange ge
May 1974), wrote under the
headline, ‘‘An Eye-Opener for
Irish Protestants’.
~“Thedeed is done. The bright.
idea that the constitution of the

|Republic might be liberalised
[and] made more acceptable to
Protestants has been lured up a
dark entry and noisily

“The Protestant community
in the South has spoken up and
stood up forits civil rights in a
way it has never done before.
This augurs better for future
relations between the two parts
of the island.

‘But thepattern which emer-
ges from the referendum is
plain, with its implications for
any hope of agreement between
thetwotraditions.

‘In the urban areas, where
themore thinking,educated citi-
zers are concentrated and ex-
posed to the climate of today,
the attitude is open-minded.
But for the ‘rest the old adage
holds: Roma locuta, causa finita ~

est — Rome has spoken, the
matteris finished.

“‘Starry-eyed Republicans
have seen their future and it
doesn’t work. Protestant- citi-

“zens in the South are no longer
starry-eyed...”’

In the speech quoted at the
head

_
of ‘this ‘column, VictorGriffin, DeanofSt‘Patrick's

|Dublin, speaking on a ‘no’ plat-
form which he shared with
Michael D. Higgins, chair of
theLabour Party,spelledout the

 

executive of’ -

neral strike of:

persuasion sawthem:
endmenthaslittle to do withthe
question of abortion, which is al-
ready prohibitedby law.

“Tt has everythingto do with
the question of whether we are
to enshriné in the constitution a

i ethicalviewon certain
moral issues. This, I maintain,is
not properly a matter for the
constitution. It is a matter for
thechurches.

“A\pluralistandtruly Republ-
society will be sceptical ofethonttioe or pressure groups,whetherecclesiastic,political,or

racial,and.willkeep its constitu-tional decrees and parliament-
ary legislationon moral matters
to a minimum”’

TheIrish Times ut theissues
pointedly in an rial (Aug-
ust 30) entitled, ‘‘The Second
Partition of Ireland’’. It insisted
thatthe whole nation would not
bevoting.

‘‘What we are working
now is freedom FROM the Six

Counties, freedom from the
promises down thegenerations.

“It is not just theUnionistswe
are abandoning. Weare cutting
off theone-thirdof our people in
the North who represent
nationalism...”

AndtheIrish Times editorial

theNorth’’.
Michael D. Higgins, a serious

left-wiger and opponent of the
coalition between Labour and
Fine Gael, spoke the truth and
summed upthebitter experien-

_ce of the referendum when (at
the meeting with Dean Griffin
mentioned above) he said that
the choice posed by the referen-

’ dum was one between:
‘‘triumphalistassertion of the

views of the intolerant on pre-
sent and future generations, and
a@ commitment to a plurabst,
caring,compassionatesociety"’.

The fact that two-thirdsof the
electorate either didn't vote, or
voted no, gives some hope for
the future. But the intolerant
Catholic triumphalists hold the| stage at themoment.

: CORRECTION: The account of
i the referendum m SO 146 con-
; taimed an error: the ‘no’ vote in| Dublin City was about 50%, not
i two-taoirds of the poll

  issues as those of his general
“In truth the proposed am-'

for

on August 31 finished: ‘‘Forget’

; or even extradition. 
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 County police man a checkpoint
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‘Dublin movesagainst
‘H-blockbreak-out
A recent article in the Provisional Sinn Fein weekly An PhoblachtYeports on the mobilisationof police and troops in Southern Irelandagainst theRepublican prisoners escaped from Long Kesh.

MASSIVEcollaborationby Free,
State gardai and army personnel
was put into operation on the.
border on Sundayon the direct
instructions of Coalition premier
Garret FitzGerald and Minister

.
for Justice Michael Noonan, in~
an effort to recapture any of the
H-Block escapees movingsouth,

All availablemembers of the
Garda i Task Force,backed up by uniformed gardai
and Free"Statesoldiers from the
27th,28thand 29th Battalions atDundalk, Finner and Monaghan
were deployed along the border
from Sunday evening. Traffic
movingsouthwardswas stopped
and searched and a numberof
houses near the border were
searched. The operation has
beencontinuingintotheweek.

Hunted down
Northern direct-ruler James

Prior told a press conference on
Monday:

“These men will be on the
run, they will be hunted down
whethertheyare in the north of
the island or the south of the
island, and we shall be doing all

_

we can, in cooperation with the
Republic of Ireland, to see thattheyarg’captured.”’In Dublin, two outofthethree

.

establishment newspapers were |.

quick to back up the official -collaboration, which ran totally
counter to the popular admira-
tion around the twenty-six
counties for the IRA’s latestspectacularexploit.

On Monday,the Irish Times
editorialised ‘sadly’ over the
break-out:“Are some of them foolish
enough to thinkthattheywillbe
more welcome onthisside of the
‘border than on the northern
side? If so, they will discover:
theirthistakethehard way.‘The escapers are not heroes
or myth-makers: they put at
risk peace in the community —

and destroy peace within them-
selves.’’

The Irish Independent's
editorial on Tuesday proclaim-
ed:

‘There is no haven for them
here.”

..

If any of the rs are.
recaptured in the South, they
face the prospect of-~ either
imprisonmentin the Free State

In August this year, the
Dublin High Court — ignoring
established precedent — order-
ed the extradition of Philip
McMahon, who was one of the
12 republican prisoners who

escaped from Newry Courthousé
in 1975.

This case is awaiting appeal to
the Free State Supreme Court,
which has already signalled its
wish to re-interpret IRA activity

as ‘non-political’ and therefore
outside the restrictions. of the
1965 Extradition Act and Free
State Constitution. ~

Six of theeight IRA prisoners .

who broke out of Crumlin Road
Jail in June 1931 are currently
serving ten year sentences in
Portlaoise Jail. They were
recaptured in the South and
charged with the escape underthe Criminal Law (Jurisdiction)ct.

Thefirst successfuluseof that
Act. was also against an IRA.

escaped prisoner, Gerry Tuite,
who made a dramatic escape
from Brixton Prisonin Londonin
December 1981. He was arres-
ted in the Free State in the
following year and is also serv-
ingten years in Portlaoise.

In a statement congratulating
‘the prisoners on their escape,
Dublin Sinn Fein commented:

‘Despite media attempts to
put thisescape in the context of
causing more violence in our
society, it should be seen for
what it is. — another blow
against Britain’s continued
armed presence in our country
— in fact a blow against

violence.

Extraditing
We condemn the twenty-

six county government for their
unashamed_ collaboration in
sealing the border and their
certain intention of extraditing
any of the escapees who might
cross to theSouth.

Weviewthis collaboration as.‘merely. doing Britain’s dirty
work andfeel that the Dublin
governmentwould reflectpublic
opinion better by using its
influence to secure a British

|withdrawal rather than main-taining their presence in
Treland.’’

New pamphlet, 50; latest Tscbulletin, 30p, plusFrom TSC, BM Box5965
London WCIN 3XX.

 
 



Sri
Lanka

ACCORDINGto a recent state-
‘mentfromtheleaderof thenow-
banned Tamil parliamentary
party, Tamil United Liberation
Front, the time for a political
solution in Sri Lanka is running
short.

The Sinhala-communailistgov-
ernment has rushed through
legislationspecificallyoutlawing
parties which advocate a separ-.
ate Tamil state. Thus the TULF
MPs expect their seats to be
declared vacant, and by-elec-sions to be called on November

During the recent anti-Tamil
pogroms, the worst in Sri Lan-
ka’s history, the government
provoked the situation by offi-
cial broadcasts, speeches, and
newspaper articles, and the
army and police joined in the
slaughter.

The banned opposition party
fears fresh violence. The TULF,
pledged to a non-vidlent cam-
paign on Gandhianprinciples,is
likely now to be overtaken by
more militant groups [such as
the Tamil Tigers] prepared to
use guerilla_warfare to defend
theircommunity,and in thepro-
cess to split thecountry.

According to the TULF, the
' Sinhalese government has con-

sistently understated the latest
outbreak of communal!violence.

Official figures say between
360 and 390‘Tamilsdied, but in
reality it was more than 2000.
Morethan 10,000 Tamil homes
were burned and destroyed, and
155,000 Tamils rendered home-
less.

The government has also out-
lawedthe parties of the left,
smearingthembyalleged assoc-
iation with alleged gun-smug-
glingby foreign powers, namely
the Soviet Union and East Ger-
many.

Its repression is directed not
’ only against the Tamilsbut also.

against the organised labour
- movement.
 

Inbrief
toral ground in France. Sarcel-'
les, near Paris, a town which has
had a Communist Party mayor’
for 18 years, went over to theRight at a by-electionon October

ee

SEVERAL hundred people,it is
estimated, have been executed,
and tens of thousands arrested
or deported, in an. ‘anti-crime’
drive in China. Even official
figures cite 31,000 arrested.

- According to the Paris daily
Le Monde, the drive ‘‘seems
linkedto politicalrepression’’.

EK.

THE SHIPYARDoccupationsin
West Germany are over. But the

.

workers’ resistance is not fin-
ished. 130,000 shipyard and
metal workers demonstrated in
Bonn on September 29 against
cutbacksin theirindustries.

ee

THE GENERALS’so-called ‘re-
turn to democracy’ in Turkey

“received another adornment on
September 29, when the Nat-
ional Assembly adopted a new
press law. Local magistrates can

~ close newspapers or ban texts.
The national government can
proscribe any publication which
is ‘‘a threat to the unity of the
country, national security, and
public morals’

eae
,

STILL deadlock in Chad, where
France has sentits biggest mili-
tary force to Africa since the
Algerianwar of independence.

France and Hissene Habre
still control most of the south,
Libya and Goukouni Oueddei
thenorth.

The French government will
be hoping to promote.a settle-
mentata Franco-Africanconfer-
ence of governments starting on

.

October3.
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“Now we acknowledgeyour independenceandself-“management”(Printfrom Poland)

Gwiazda’s letters
to his family

January. I have developed a
healthyhabitof refusing to be in

“theleastbitperturbed by things
over which I have no control.
I’ve managedto cut my smoking
down to 8-10 aday, so thatwhat
I’m allowedto buy in the prison
canteen lasts out. Nothing new
here. They took away my
coupons, so you won’t have any
trouble in sendingme parcels.
“The snails come out in the
walking places when it warms
up — theyhave brown shells. In
oneyardthereare four of them.

To try and keep fit somehow,I’ve been doing exercises in the
mornings and evenings: 100
knee-bends, 20-30 press-ups,30 lifts of a bucket of water in
eachhand.Both my

"mates are asleep;received permission
from the doctor to remain in
bed during the day. I’m lucky
myself, in beinghealthyand not
needing to lie down, so I’m not
allowedto!

Wehada. ‘‘kipisz’’ — some-
thing like a search. When we
‘returned from a walk, we found
all our stuff turned over. The
confiscationof my tobacco was a
great loss. It had been made up
from carefully collected dog-
ends and was just half-way
through the process of refine-
menteththehelp of syrup from
strawberryjam and apple rinds.
They said it had been thrown
away because it had been
‘mixed with tea’’. Don’t try
and understand it — even I,
after 14 months of imprison-
ment, was struck dumb.‘Send me some Pyralgin (pain-
killer), they’ve only got anti-
neuralgin
strongly aggravates my
stomach.

They X-rayed my gall
stone: it’s still there, nothing
has happened to it. I won’t be
able to see the photograph, of
course, because it’s a secret.
The same as not knowing whatmedicineswillbe
March. On the of prison
Ment wes in the some the

arrest. When he was away. the
non-commissioned officers took
advantage of it and clapped me
inside. The. commander gave
‘them

a
terrible telling off when

he returned: ‘Until. now,

here, which doesn’t
_help me at all and further

Gwiazda was only afraid of
being arrested, and now what

- have you done? Shown him that
it’s not. so terrible, after all.
Now he will be afraid of
nothing.’’ A similar situation
must exist in Poland now. All
at once, for no reason whatever,
some few thousand people
passed through the mythical
prison and stoppedbeingafraid.

I am having trouble with the
remainingteethwhichareleft to
meafter ayear of prison dental
care. I’m unable to eat food
quicklyenough in orderto finish

_it beforeit goes completelycold.
Your letter ef March 8 found

its way into the indictment. You -

wrote somethingtoo harsh about
theprisonservice.(. .April. I’m sittingin ” the
‘“‘kabryna’’ (special punishment
cell) andfinishing off the last of
mystock of foodSom.the Janu-
ary parcel.

There are snails in only one of
the walking places — there
were four, but now I’ve seen
only two, one of which didn’t
look too good.

In January I pushed a semi-
rotten apple core towards them.
They seemed to move in its
direction, but you can’t really
tell much about a snail’s inten-
tions — especially if it’s freezing
cold — in onlyhalf-an-hour.

I had intended to start writing
in the morning, but could not
tear myself away from Easter
breakfast. Apart from what you
sent, there was: a frankfurter
saved from Thyrsday, and beef
from Saturday. I had also saved
an egg, it must have been from
Friday,since theydidn’t give us
anytoday.It’s odd — on Christ-
mas Eve, we got carp, but at
Easter, they couldn’t even give
us a boiledegg.

Whilstwritingthisdescription
of my feast-day, I quite forgot
that I-was in the ‘‘kabryna’’.
This is‘a real prison, not just a
‘“‘hotel’’. Most importantofall,
there is a real bucket, and no
WCofany kind.Inside the cell,
there is abarred cage with
another lock.I feel as though
I'm on an outing — fresh air,
cold. few people, sleeping on a
hard bed under a blanket with
no sheets. The only thing
missing is the beautifulscenery
and,of course, the possibilyof ~

going on long walks.
(From Voice of Solidarnosc. no
70-71).
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Polishunion
leader!

ANDRZEJ Gwiazda, vice-chair-
man of NSZZ Solidarnose, has
been imprisoned since the im-.
position of martial law in Poland
on 13 December 1981 — ‘await-
ingtrial’.-

Andrzej Gwiazda is chronical-
ly ill. He has suffered from
stomach ulcers for 12 years;
these can revive as often as
severaltimes a year [as bleeding
ulcers], depending on condi-
tions and treatment. He also
suffers from gall stones {cur-
rently a. large stone], and
paradentoza; in Bialoleka
Internment Camp andin Rakow-
iecka Street Prison, he lost all
his front teeth.Chronic inflam-
mation of the sinuses brings on
continuous headaches during
coldperiods. These illnessesare
mutually compounded,—and
exclude the use of- some
medicines. His stay under -

investigative arrest is leading to
a rapid intensification of his ill-
nesses and to the emaciationof
his system.

- DURING discussion with his
friends, he sometimes mention-
ed his childhood,which he had
spent in Kazakhstan (USSR), to
which he, his mother and grand-
motherwere deported when the
Red Army entered Pinsk {in
1939), where they had been
staying at the time. His father
survived the war in an officers’PoW campf.

Andrzejtold of the hunger he
had experienced in the Kazakh-
stan village of Immantau, and
about his -resourcefullness in
finding food on the steppes and
taiga. Once, after eating some
grains which he had chippedout
of frozen heaps spilled out near
some railway lines, he fell ill.
with an ulcerating inflammation
of the alimentary canal. he was
close to death, and still exper-
iences the effects of the illness
to thisday.

The Gwiazdas returned to
Poland in 1946, and. lived first
in Chorzow, and thenin Gdansk.

In December 1970*, Gwiazda
was present at the Gdansk
Voivodship Committee during
themost Theated moments. He
caused. armoured. transport
vehicles to stop by inserting
metal rodsin theircaterpillars.

In 1973, he was thrownout of
the Polytechnic (he had been
employed. there), and was
unable to obtain any other work
for half a year. Finally, he was
taken on at the Elmorfactory. In:
1970, the workforce at Elmor
had been frightened, and had
behaved passively. Slowly, the
atmosphere changed. Andrzej
spenta lot of time in discussions
with workers. They liked his
directness and warm-hearted-
ness, and respected his profes-
sional knowledge. In November
1976, Andrzej and-his wife,
Joanna, wrote a letter to the
Sejm (Polish Parliament) in
defenceoftheworkersof Radom
and Ursus**. Surveillances and
persecutions followed. The
Gwiazdas established

_
contact

with Borusewicz*** and
otheractivistsof the democratic
opposition, and on 30 April
1978 Andrzej signed the found-
ing declaration

n
of Free Trade

Unions.

” notice stating

~ August 1980 strike,

possseeeeneeeenns

The Security Service harassed
him constantly, and he was
detained many times. But theystopped taking him from his
place of work from the time
when the workers attempted to
remove thewheels of theWolga,
hiding Gwiazda in the shop,
which they roped off, adding a

“work under
high tension’. In March 1980,thedirector apsroached him with
an offer of a profitable contract
trip to Algeria. Joanna was out
of workat thetime, Andrzej was
ill, and both were very tired.They hesitated. (...) Andrzej
decided to stay. Everyone knows
what happened next: during the

he was a
Praesidium. member of the
Inter-factory Strike Committee,
later he was Vice-Chairman of
NSZZ Solidarnosc... Andrzej_ishonest, courageous, noble and
aboveall, very warmandkind.

Notes
*In December1970, scores of

workers demonstrating~against
uge price increases were.

killedon the Baltic Coast by the
militiaand army.

- **In June 1976 strikes broke
out all over Poland in protest
against massive price increases.
In Radom and Ursus, during
demonstrations, hundreds of
workers were heavily beaten
and many received long prison
sentences.

***Bogdan Borusewicz was a—
member of KOR (former
Workers Defence Committee),
and one of the leaders of the
August 1980 strike in the’
Gdanskshipyard. Althoughshot
at in December 1981, he
managed to evade arrest. Still

-underground at the present
time, he is one of the three’
members of the underground |Regional Coordinating Com-
mission for theGdansk Region.

+ Between oneand 1% mil-
lion Poles were deported to the
USSR in 1939 from the area
occupied by Stalin’s army by
agreement with Hitler, who in-
vaded Poland from the west. 13'
million people lived in Stalin’s
area, 8 million Ukrainians and

_Byelo-Russians and 5 million
Poles. A quarteror a third ofall,
the Poles were deported. (Our
note, SO).
From ‘Voice of Solidarnosc’
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‘prisoners, show that 
  

Iran: the
toll rises

THE Iran/Iraqwar has just com-
pleted its third year — with
300,000 dead so far. Meanwhile,
a new report has appeared on
repressionin Iran.
FRESHevidence of widespread
torture and secret executions of
political prisoners in Iran came
to light recently in a report by
Amnesty International. The
evidence, corroborated in exten-
sive interviews with formernightlyexecutions were commonplace
in Tehran’s Evin. gaol, many
not beingpubliclyreported.

One former prisoner told
Amnesty International that 497
politicalpnsoners were killedat

_Evin prison in a single night in
July 1981, with only 33 execu-
tions being subsequently

‘announced.
Another, held for six months

at the Revolutionary Guard
headquarters in Rasht in North-
ern Iran near the Caspian Sea
said that approximately 100
“executions had taken place
during that time of whichvonly
three‘hadbeenreported.

Victims have included teen-
agers and pregnant women, two
groups of people whose execu-

.tion is -specifically prohibited
in international law, AmnestyInternational

:
said.

Most of thoseexecuted, like
almost all political§prisoners in
Iran, are believed to havebeen.
tortured, most frequently by
whipping, with such devices a3
leather whips, electric cables,
hosepipes and flexible woodea
strips boundwithwire. :

Women prisoners also find
themselves under the constant
threatof sexual abuse and rape
by warders and Revolutionary
Guards.

Former inmates from Ceil
Block 4 in Evin prison have:
reported that men who refuse.
to. cooperate under interroga-
tion are tied down and repeat-
edly thrashed across_theirtesticles, leaving them unable
tourinate fordays.

In a letter to the Iranian
leader, Ayatollah RuhollahKhomeini, sent in August and
made public thisweek,Amnesty
International. said it was
prepared to send a delegation to
Iran to present its evidenceshowing clearly that the total
number of. executions in {ren

.
since the 1979 revolution must
be considerably higher than the
officially announced figure of
5,000 sofar.

| Adopta prisoner
I/we (Name)..........ssscsscesssssscssssesscssesnessenestucccecasassaceceaees

would like to obtain further details about adopting a-
‘Polish trade unionist victimised for his/her membership: —

of Solidarnosc. Military and civilian courts have already
sentenced over 5000 Solidarnose prisoners to jail terms

Send to. NSZZ Solidarnosc Information Office, 314-320.Grays Inn Road,LondonWC1X 8DP (01-837 9464)
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LABOUR’s new leader,
Neil Kinnock, is in many
.ways a carbon copy of the
‘past.

His crucial advantage is.
.theabilityto win theassent
‘of left-wingactivists while
also appearing acceptable
to the most conservative
sections of the labour
:‘movement— a talent which
‘in the past, too, has been
the prime. qualification for
becomingLabourleader.

_ With such an ability,
-however, go certain draw-
backs. Nothing illustrates
this better than the careerof Labour’s first leader,
‘RamsayMacDonald.

_In 1900 a conference of dele-
gates from thetradeunions, the
Independent Labour Party, and
socialist societies decided to set
‘up the Labour Representation
Committee to be a voice for the
trade unions in Parliament. It
was_a defensivereaction to the
anti-union measures of the em-
ployers and the then Tory gov-
ernment, rather than a -cons-
cious movementfor socialism.
~The delegates chose RamsayMacDonald as secretary.- As

Beatrice Webb said at the time,“‘Jamie’s  mellifluous

—
Celtic

persona gives him a cosmopoli-
tan air that.makes him accept-able to all factions in the move-
ment. Henderson isn’t intelli-
gent enough for the job, Keir
Hardie smells, and the others“While” acceptable thile le to e
middleclass Fabianslike Webb,
and to conservative trade union
leaders, MacDonald also had aTet-wingbase in the Indepen- 
 

‘cal Party’,

AGAINST THE.
WITCH-HUNT!

dom LABOUR AGAINST THE WITCH-HUNT
Masbershép open to Constituency Labour Parties,
wade wnioe organssstions, Labour Party affiliates,
Fee CLPs and emsons £3, wards £5, indrviduals &

other egamastoes £3. 11 Widerton Rd, N16.

dent Labour Party, which had
been formed in 1893 and now,becamea componentpart in the
federal structure of the new
Labour Party. \The ILP had many left-wing
activists,but mostly it remained ©

‘at the level of a vague, moral-
istic, often religious, socialism.

MacDonald, ironically, sum-
medit up in 1904:

. .“Every time I go abroad and
see on thebookstalls evidence of
intellectual and imaginativeactivity amongst foreign social-
ists I am ashamedofour English |

movement”’. ‘

‘MacDonaldhimself, however,’
swas much more fascinated by |

‘the goings-on in radical Estab-
lishment circles than in deve-
loping a socialist philosophyfor
the working class. From 1900
to 1914 he hoped that the wayforward for Labour would be
through a great split between
the Asquith and Lloyd ‘Georgewings of the Liberal Party, after
which Labour would fuse with
the latter to create a new ‘Radi-

rrying on the
reforming work of Gladstone
and the 1906 Liberal Govern-
ment,

Desertion
For MacDonald, the workingclass was not quite good enough |

to deserve its own independ-
ent political party. His desertion
in 1931 was intellectually pre- —

paredfor long in advance.
Indeed, if the years 1889-95,

1910-14, and 1916-22 had not
beencharacterisedas theywere
by the enormous growth of the
trade unions, MacDonaldwould
not have been a Labour leader,but a semi-orthodoxLiberalMP,sitting alongside John Burns
and LloydGeorge.

In 1911 MacDonaldforced his
MPsto vote for the clause.in
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the National Insurance Act that
forced employees to pay one
third of the contribution to the
scheme. This. was agairist the
Labour Party’s Annual Confer-

..ence decision that the whole
contributionmust be paid by the
employer and the Government.
But MacRonald was contem-
ptuous: ‘‘What would Lloyd

: George say ifwe were seen to be

The. career
: . ” his energiesto try to call off the to ‘thenation’ was only thelogi-Peitifosuingoverdetails,Don- “calamity of the General’ cal conclusion of long-held

‘ald’s tactics was-the Mac- Strike”. views. In 1910 he had arguedOn May5, the second day of
the strike, he journeyed to the
country house of Winston Chur-’
chill, who was editor of the

Donald/Gladstonepact of 1903,
agreed with the ‘old stager’s’
son. Herbert. The Labour Repre-
sentation Committee and the

for distancing Labour from the
unions. .

‘‘Labour needs to be an inde-
pendent party — notjust a cauc-

. wee nt’s ‘British ° ’ ) implementing TUCLiberals agreed on a division of|8°Vvernment’s ‘British Gazette’ us for
. imp! Cseats so thatin a few constituen-- 0d master-mind of govern- decisions’.

cies Labour could stand against|ment strike-breakingpolicy, for
Class warthe Tories without Liberal dinnerandachat.

For MacDonaldthere was no-'
thingout of order in the Labour
leader, quite arbitrarilyand off
his own bat, dining with the
leader of the class enemy in
such circumstances. He noted:«
‘‘Besides the miners’ issues, we
had a pleasant dinner talk on
superstition and ghost topics’’.

“The notion that socialism
_has anythingto do withthe mad.
scramble for the extra penny a {
weekis nothingbutan illusion’’,
MacDonaldwarned Party mem-
bers in 1913.

.
“It is thejob of the trade un-

ions to negotiate for better con-
ditions for the workers, not the
Labour Party. Our goal is to
unite the country and take it

In MacDonald’s view, ‘‘the
Labour Party should have no
class consciousness. Our oppon-ents, theyare the people with a
class consciousness. Instead of
thiswe wish to advance the con-
sciousness of social solidarity.The class war is not the. work of

‘our hands. It was created bycapitalism’’. :

And when young militants
fought for a genuine socialist
programme for.the. Party, he
told them: ‘‘You speak of revo-lution. — but look at ‘nature.

‘ How wise is the worthy.tortoise,and you will find in its move-
ment the natural rhythmfor the

competition.
29 Labour MPs were returned

in the 1906 General Election.
The price of the electoral suc-
cess, however, was capitula-
tion to Liberalpolicies. Anyonewho opposed this_orientation
was, in MacDonald’s eyes, ‘a
wrecker’: .

In 1918, for example, when aby-election occurred in Fife-
shire, it was the Fifeshire Min- -

ers’. Federation who were the
‘wreckers’. They nominated alocal miner, Raymond Mc- :
Attwell, as the Labour -candidate, in preference to an!
ex-Liberalworthy.

MacDonald was furious. ‘‘Do
not those dim-witted miners ” ‘fromnature’’.realise that the former Liberal  °W8TTMSProgress Trotskywas to comment:MP, Sir Arthur Ponsonby, is Trespass “English pigeon-fanc'-—-_ bywilling to stand (for Labour)?
I must go to Fifeshire to put
some sense in their heads”. Sir other ‘main component of theArthurbecamethecandidate. Labour Party, the IndependentHere as always, MacDonald’s _‘ Labour Party (whose placein theguideline was the Fabian idea . Party corresponded roughly tothat social reform would come thatof theconstituency activists ithrough the enlightened sec- today), had thejob of painting a |tions of the bourgeoisie, not ~ moral vision of socialism. OFthrough the crude, uncouth It should not trespass.on the !efforts of the working class territory of the trade unions, oritself. The same outlook deter-

_
get its hands dirty by leading

‘saa method ofartificial sele.won,Andin MacDonald’sview, the
varietyby the progressive short-
ening of the beak. The beak of
the newstock is so short thatit is

‘incapable of breaking throughtheshell.
=»

.The English bourgeoisie’spolitical skill lies in shorteningthe revolutionary beak of the
it from breaking through themined his attitude to the indus- - struggles against capitalism,but

_
shell of the italist state. Thistrial struggle.

. . .

“follow the teachings of Jesus beakis theLabour Party.
|During the national rail strik- and point theway to the Promis- A single glance at Mac-es of 1907 and 1911,in which the ed Land’’ by general moral Donald, Thomas, and Mr andunion was fighting for the right

_
enlightenment.

-

Mrs Snowden, is sufficient toto negotiate, MacDonald spent in 1931 he was to say: ‘Tam

_
convince us thatthe work of thehis time talking to the company the representative of the whole bourgeoisie in the selection ofand the government side in nationand not just one region or _short-billedand soft-billedspec-an attempt to ‘‘bringharmony to class. The Kingexpects metodo imens has been crowned withour nation by finding a my duty by himself and the immense success, for thesesolution’’,

-
.

country. Not to form a National ladies and gentlemen are notIt was the same later,daring Government would be the high- onlynot fit for breaking throughthe General Strike. MacDonald est treachery to themboth’. ~— theshell of thecapitalist system,had always opposed all ‘‘that This desertion of the labour but are good for nothing what-syndicalismstuff’’, and used all movementin thenameof loyalty _—ever’’.

Barry Haslam (secretary of Rochdale Constituency LabourParty) reviewsDavid Mar

-cation.

‘the career of Lloyd George. In

transformation of society. Learn
.

_Self to appealing to the capital-
have succeeded in producing a'

proletariat and thus preventing .
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In 1915; however, MacDon-ald was forced to -resign the ~

leadership of the Labour Party.The Labour Party had supportedWorld War 1. Arthur, Hender- -

son, withmajorityTUC and Lab-
our backing, joined the Liberal
Governmentas Minister of Edu- ©

It was a small minority of
Labour leaders, including Mac-
Donald and Clynes, whore-
mainedopposed to theWar.

No doubt MacDonald recalled
1900 the LiberalMP hadvocally
opposedtheBoer War.It did his
career no harm at all. LloydGeorge rocketed from anonym-ityto the centre-stage of British
politics.

Why could Ramsay MacDon-
aldnotdothesame? —~

Pacifism
Lenin called MacDonald’s

position ‘social pacifism. Mac-
Donald

.
deplored war andslaughter — “‘violence in anyform is unthinkable and unac-ceptable’’ — but confined him-

ist governments to stop it. He
made no effort to mobilise the
workingclass to take power from
thehandsof thewarmongers.He stumped the country call-ing for peace initiatives withGermany and an immediate
ceasefire, and also chastisingthe Coalition Governmentforitsmilitaryincompetence.

As the war ended, the Clyde,Sheffield, Manchester and else-where became smoulderingcauldrons of industrial mili-
tancy. The centre of gravity   

 
 

‘KingGeorge V: “MrMac
indeed aboutthesingingof
Commonsand elsewhere”’.

RamsayMacDonald:“Do}
but a smallgroup of ruffians
well in hand”’,    
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msay MacDonald
uand’s book, ‘Ramsay MacDonald’ (JonathanCape, £15)

shifted to the left in theTUC and
theLabour Party.

In this period MacDonald
producedall mannerofleft talk.
Nodoubthe foundit morally up-
lifting. Besides, it could help his
career.

-

Workers’ councils
At the famous Workers’, Sol-

diers’ and Sailors’ Convention in
Leeds in July 1917 he hailed
“the great achievements of our

—

comradesin Russia’’ — andcall-
_

ed for soviets (workers’councils)
in Britain! In 1920, he loudly
backed the action of London
dockers who- refused to load
munitions for use against Soviet
Russia onto the ship ‘JollyGeorge’.

But revolutionaryrhetoric was
one thing,revolutionary conclu-
sions were another. MacDonald
denounced the Third Internat-
ional and the new (then revolu-
tionary) Communist Party, at
the same time as hetried to-
ingratiatehimself withthe Clyde
Shop Stewards’ movement. He
defended the doctrine of Parlia-
mentary democracy: as_ the
central motor of change, while
also calling for social revolution.

. The General Election of 1922
produced a radical break with
the past. The Liberal Party was
eclipsed, taking third place.
Labour became a major force,
with 142 seats. (The Conserva-
tives. had 347 seats and formed
+he government).

MacDonald was re-electedae leader of the Party, beating| Clynes by a whisker — 61 to
: 56 — in a Parliamefttary Labour

Party vote. 

MacDonald(right)with Tory coalition partner Baldwin (centre): ‘a pariah figure’ 
That the mass of ordinary

workers had illusions in- Mac-
Donaldand his crew cannot be
doubted. The ‘New Leader’
wroteat thetime:

|“He is the focus for the mute
hopesof a whole class. When he
entered his constituency .

of
Aberavon, it took his car one
hour to move two miles. It is
énoughfor us to knowthatrare-
ly, if ever, in English political
history has such a scene been
witnessed — who could be a
pessimist after this!’’

The 1924 election tilted the
balance even more. The Conser-
vatives had 259 seats, Labour-191, and the Liberals 159. No
‘overall majority for anyone. The
King sent for MacDonald. and
thefirst Labour Government in
history was formed.

Trotskywrote:
“If MacDonald walked into

Parliament, laid his programme
on the table, rapped lightly with
his knuckles, and said, ‘Accept
it or I'll drive you all out’, if
he did this, Britain would be
unrecognisable in two weeks.

“ Reverence
MacDonald would receive an

overwhelming majority in any
election. The British working
class would break out of its
shell of conservatism with
which it has been so cleverly
surrounded; it: would discard
that slavish reverence for the
law of the bourgeoisie, the pro-
pertied classes, the church and
the monarchy’

But MacDonald had different
ideas.

‘Socialist measures are not
on the agenda. We have to prove
that we can govern as compet-
ently as Baldwin. We most not
alienate themiddle classes’.

No measures were tas
ainst Capital. No we
social policies were ittrecucsc
This ‘government did not ever
deserve thename ‘refurmist’.

For MacDonald that was
unfortunate, but secondary.
What mainly impressed him was
this:
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‘‘Who would ever have
theught that MacDonald the
starveling clerk, Thomas the
engine driver, Henderson the
foundry labourer, and Clynes
the mill-hand would one day
form,.theKing’s Cabinet’’.

MacDonaldenjoyed himself:
“The left wing people have

been criticising me again for
wearing CourtDress. They are a
dull-witted lot. In their view,if
I was to give sixpence a day from
public funds to the poor, then I
would be a socialist. Whatrot!

I do not care a fig for the argu-
mentthatCourt Dress ‘is part of
royal flunkeyism.The King has
been cordial and friendly, and
thatis important to me’

Nine monthslater the Labour
Government was bundled out of
office, with the help of the forg-
ed ‘Zinovievletter’ scandal.

But by the late ’20s, with un-
employment climbing steadily,
Baldwin’s Tory governmentlost ~

popularity. In 1929 Labour
won 287 seats in the General
Election, withthe Conservatives
taking 261 andtheLiberals59.

John Maynard Keynes had
begun to put forward his theory
that the government could use
budget ‘deficits to reflate the.
capitalist economy by launching
public works programmes. The
Liberal Party entered the 1929
‘General Election with a Keynes-
ian platform, ‘How to Conquer
Unemployment’.

Bu: the Labour Party mani-
festo, ‘Labour and the Nation’,
was cautious, conservative, and
monetarist. It made only vague
hints about expansien, and
repudiated the ‘wild adventur-
ism’ of Lloyd George’s claim
that unemployment could be
brought down to500,000 with-
in a year.While Keynes and the Liber-

had the confidence to chal-
the shibboleths of ortho-

momics and to propose
within capital-

c¢. Snuwden. and
rd

 
    

 

ton, organiser of the National
Unemployed Workers’ .Move-
ment, to 12 months for sedition: *~

-
Its second act was to reduce the
pay of civil service clerks,
dockers and railworkersby 5%.

Then the Wall Street finance
 émpiréblewup.

In January 1930 unemploy-
ment was 1,533,000; by March
1,731,000; by June 1,946,000.
By December 1930 it was
2,735,000.

.

The crisis split the govern-
ment down the middle. Philip
Snowden, the Chancellor, de-
manded strict adherence to
monetarist orthodoxy. There

* would have to be cuts all round
in order to keep sterling on the
Gold Standard,he said.

Oswald Mosley (later to go
over to fascism, put then still
Labour) proposed a Keynesian
alternative. MacDonald was un-
moved: ‘‘There is no more soc-
ialism in that than there was in
the cup of tea I had for break-
fast thismorning”’

Snowden placed a statement
before the Cabinet calling for a
cut of £67 million in unemploy-
mentbenefit.

For three weeks the govern-
ment prevaricated. Henderson,

a

who had theclosestlinks to the:
trade unions,led the opposition
to MacDonald and his Chan- -

cellor. Finally,thevote was 11 to
9 in favour of cuts. Immediately
the nine resigned.

Expelled
MacDonald, Snowden and

Thomas formed a National
Government with the Tories,
and were promptly éxpelled
from the Labour Party. Hender-
son became Labour Party lead-
er, and was backedby theTUC.

MacDonald’s daughter,
Sheila, noted in her diary:

‘Daddy spoke to Mr Thomas,
“Wecannotshirkour responsibi-
lities’, he said. ‘All this senti-
mentality about the workers is
trash. The unemployed must
makesacrificestoo’.

‘But what about Henderson’.
MrThomassaid.

‘Bugger him! We've got a
National Government, to form’.
said Daddy"

Ramsay ‘MacShack
mained prime min
a mere prise
Bsidwin ard c+-a~=

  

_

grown

The 1935 general election.Labour’s Shinwellousts therenegade MacDonald

INNnOoOC
Thefirst actof thenewLabour

governmentwas to preside over
_

the sentencing of ‘Wal Hanning-
figure for the rest of his days.
In the 1985 election, when. the
National Government was _re-
elected with a 247 seat major-
ity and Labour was reduced to
46 seats. MacDonald none-

. theless lost his own Parliament-
ary seat to Labour’s EmmanuelShinwell.

MacDonald became an
increasingly pathetic figure,
and died in 1937, aged 71.

Reflex response -

Whydidit all happen?
The working class movement

in Britain was formed organisa-
tionally and ideologically long
before Marxism became acces-
sible. The trade unions, the bed-
rock upon which the Labour.

-Party came into being, had
through_piecemeal

  
I
spasmodiclurches forward, asa
reflex response to Capital’8attempts to increase the exploit-

“ationof labour.
The labour movement’s lead-

ing cadres were often imports
from the reforming wing of the
Victorian middle class. Trotsky
putit well:

‘At bottom the English Lab-
our Party has thus far beenliv-
ing without a head on its shoul-
ders, whilethe party of the Eng-
lish bourgeoisie has a head — a
headwith a high and mighty -

brow,supported by a robust and
powerful neck’’.

It is only by understand-
ing thishistory that we will
be able to fight fora social-
ist leadership of the labour -

movementtoday.

| GENERAL:
MANAGER

WANTED
ONE WHO CAN RUN A
LARGE CONCERN

'N THE.
PUBLICINTEREST
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JOHN BULL Lk

JOHN BULL "CREDENTIALS EXCELLENT!
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Bureaucratsor dissidents:who fights forpeace?
 
Many socialists and unilateralists in Britain see the
official peace movements in Eastern Europeas their
allies. Yetthese ‘movements’ are tightly controlled by
the bureaucratic states — which ruthlessly suppress
the unofficial, independent
havedeveloped recently.

peace movements which

Whatever differences we may have with their
~ policies, shouldn’t socialists support the democratic

rights of thesedissident peace movements against the
repressiveStalinist bureaucracies?

Stan Crooke reports on
Germany.

‘Straight. Left’; whose editorial
advisory panel includes four
members of the TUC General
Council and three Labour MPs,
whilst praising the official!
‘‘peace movements’’ has. des-
cribed the independent ones as
‘“‘groups of dissidents with a
logistics base in the West’’,
‘criminals who want to avoid
punishment and so_declare
themselves victimised’’ and
“not peace organisations in any
recogmisable sense.

European Nuclear.Disarma-
mentisSaccused of “blind anti-
Sovietism’’, and its support for
the independent peace move-
ments in East Germanyis equat-
ed with “campaigning for the
tight of people in the German
DemocraticRepublic te refuse to
defend socialism’’

Straight Left is part of thenew
Stalinist network which has
developed in the Labour Party,
and a representative journal of
thiscurrent.

Clear-cut
Othersare less outspoken and

clear-cut in their politics. But
Stalinism in the form of atti-
tudes, prejudices, double stand-
ards, and a basic commitment tosolidarity with the rulers in the
Stalinist

”states,not with those
theyoppress, is a growing force
on theLabour Left, and even the
Labour centre.

Its influence extends from
Clause 4 to the new secretary of
theLabour Party,Jim Mortimer.

But'Swhat dothe official. and
unofficial’

.
peace
_

movementsactually consist of in redlity?
The. question can best- be
answered bytaking a specific
example: that of the German,
DemocraticRepublic (GDR).

Asin other Eastern European |

countries, the state itself in the

TheclassicMarxist analysis
of Stalinismis Leon
Trotsky’s ‘Revolution
Betrayed: Whatis the
Soviet Union and WhereIs
It Going?’ Availablevia
Socialist Organiser, 28

|

Middle Lane, London N8:
£2.50plus 50p postage.

Sreenseseeee

one example — East

. GDRis officially regarded as a
.

force for peace: ‘‘The Republic.
ias a wholeis service in the cause
tof peace’? runs one of the
slogans of the ruling Socialist
Unity Party of Germany (SUPG),
whilst another of its slogans
claims
service in the,cause of peace are
identical.’’

/All activities carried out
within the boundaries set by
what is in fact an extremely
repressive state apparatus are
therefore construed as activities
in furtherance of the cause of
peace: ‘‘Our whole Republic,
its citizens, our  ecoffémy,
seience and culture, theworkers:
and farmers are one great peace
demonstration’, claimed one
East German writer recently.

Taken to its logical conclu-
sion, this argument means that
thestronger the repressive state
apparatus is in the GDR, the
stronger is the cause of peace.
AndtheGDR ideologues do not
shrinkbackfrom thislogic.

“The stronger socialism is,
the more secure is peace’’ runs
one of the main official slogans
oftheGDR(in which ‘socialism’-
actually means ‘Stalinism’),
whilst more recently the state’
apparatus has revived theslogan first raised. when militaryservice was introduced in 1962.
“Peace must be defended —

peacemust bearmed.’’
The result of all this is to

enablethebureaucracyto define
as a ‘‘legitimate’’ peace move-
ment only that which conforms

_to the norms whichit itself lays
down: ‘‘the peaceful policies: of
thestate and the people’s desire °

for peace are two sides of the
samecoin’.

.
. thepoliciesof the

state are identical with the
objectives of the peace move-
ment.”’

That the policies of the state:proneeseesssasesenant
' rotskyon Stalinism!

imass organisations represented 

“Military service and ~

“and the objectives of the

-of anti-working

‘ship of the official
unions’’- or the official ‘‘youth”

_movement”’will order a turnout

i
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e peacemovement should be ‘‘iden-

tical’ is hardly surprising —

both are, after all, run by the
samepeople.

Official ‘‘peace’’ demonstra-
tions and other initiatives for
‘‘peace’’ in the GDRare called
by the Peace Council of the
GDR. This Council consists of.
representatives of the official
“trade unions’’, the official
‘youthmovement’’, the official
‘‘women’s movement’’ and so
on.

But thepoint here is that such
movements are not genuine
ones, independent of the state
bureaucracy: In fact, they are
merely extensions of the latter
and transmission belts for its
policies.The Peace Councildoes
not therefore consist of demo-
cratically elected representa-
tives of a mass movement. It
consists of a collection of Stalin-
ist bureaucratswhd run a variety

class state
organisations.

(And since ‘‘peace must be
armed’’,one of thebodieswitha
key role in the official ‘‘peace
movement’”’ is the NVA — the
National People’s Army. Thus,
at the present time, the NVA,in

,
conjunction with the official
“‘youthmovement”’, is running
a series of rallies under this
slogan. One of the main pur-
poses of these “peace rallies’is to win. ‘‘volunteeers’’ to
undergo training to bean officer
in theNVA).

The nature of the Peace:
fj Council also explainsthesize of

the official ‘‘peace demonstra-
tions’’ in the GDR. The bureau-
cracies of the different Stalinist
on the Council take responsibil-
ity for ensuring a full mobilisa.
tion of the membership of the
organisationstheyrun.

Thus, for example, the leader-
“trade

by their members. But, given
the direct links between such
organisations and the STASI
(State security police), trade
unionists or youth who fail to
respond to the call to demon-~
strate know thatthis can lead to
harassmentboth at work and at
home. There is thus nothing

Churchill,Roosevelt, Stalin: Is state atplomacytheway to peace? voluntary about the mass turn-
outs for the official ‘‘peace
demonstrations’’ in theGDR.

The official ‘‘peace move-
ment’’, therefore, is not a volun-
tary. organisation of mass
individual membership. In fact,
it has no individual membership
at all. It is merely a committee
of Stalinist bureaucrats taking

|decisions‘withoutbeing accoun-
table to anyone for taking them,
and using the various Stalinist
transmission belt mass organis-
ations to ensure the implemen-
tation of thesedecisions.

And it goes without saying,
the ‘‘peace initiatives’ of the
Peace Council are directed
solely at Western imperialism.
Imperialism’s nuclear arsenal
and its acts of aggression
towards the Third World ‘are
condemned. The Kremlin
bureaucracy’s. possession of
nuclear weaponsandits acts of
‘aggression — e.g. Afghanistan,
the threat to invade Poland —

are, at best, passed over-insilence.
(At worst, theyare supported:

‘‘A major bulwark of peace has
been developed in the shape of
the Soviet Union .

.
.
the further

strengthening of ‘the socialist
world system (i.e. Stalinism)
providesthereal possibility .

of banishing world war from the
life of society,’’ explains the
Stalinist manual, ‘‘A Pocket
PoliticalDictionary’ ).

The unofficial, autonomous
peace movement, on the other
hand,stands in a very differentrelation to the state and its
policies. By definition, it comes
into conflictwithboth.

Outside

The GDR’s constitution
permits the formation of organ-
isations only if they are ‘‘in
accordance with the principles
and aims of the Constitution’’.
Since the* autonomous

—
peace

movement. rejects the notion
that ‘‘peace’’ can be equated
with the policies of the GDR’s
state apparatus, it automatic-
ally falls outside of what is |

permitted by the GDR’s consti-
tution.

But to talk about a peace
‘‘movement’’ as -such in the

  
 

GDRis inaccurate. Given the
levelof repression, it has hither-
te proved impossible to draw’
together thelocal groups and
initiatives into a national cam-
paign. The unofficial peace
movement in the GDR, there-
fore, is not a single, unified
organisation, but an ‘umbrella
term used to cover various local
groups and activities, which
often have nocontact with each
other.

And the GDR’s- unofficial
peace movementis also differ-
ent from West European peace
movements. Unlike the latter
the formerdoes not concentrate
on unilateral nuclear disarm-
ament as a major issue, for two
main reasons.

Firstly, it is unclear whether
or not nuclear missiles.are
stationed in the GDR anyway.

’ Officially — though this is not
necessarily true — the USSR
claims that ‘‘only’’ nuclear
delivery systems are stationed
in the GDR, not the nuclear

_

warheads themselves.
Secondly, campaigning for

unilateralism,even in relation to
the delivery systems, immed-
iately poses the issue of self-
determination. Constitution-

-ally, the GDR is ‘‘allied for all
time and irrevocably with the
USSR”’, a polite way of saying
thatthe GDR’s policies are sub-
ordinate to those

2
of the Kremlin

bureaucracy. To call for with-
~ drawal of the delivery systems

would be a direct challenge to
the touchstone of the GDR’s
entire sub-existence as a satell-
ite state.

Even so, nucleardisarmament
has begun to gain an increasing
prominence within the cam-
paigning of the genuine peace
movement. The “Berlin
Appeal’ of January 1982, for
example,called for: .‘‘.

.
.
first of

all — away with nuclear weap-
ons. The whole of Europe must
become a _nuclear-weapons-«
free zone. .”’

(The authorof the document
was immediately arrested and
the 73 initial signatories to the
Appeal were also taken in for
interviewing by the security
police. All were, however,
later released).
To beconcludednextweek

Belgium:
a glimpse
of class
power
THE MASSstrike move-
ment of 800,000 public
sector workers in Belgium:
ended onFriday September
23. The right wing coalition
government had made
some concessions on its
projected cuts, but manag-
ed to force through most of
its plans.

This meansthe strike moye-
ment achiéved much less than
its potential. Responsibility for

' that lies with the leaders of the
two trade union federations in-
volved, Christian and Socialist.

The concessions were offered
theweekendbeforethereturn to
work, The strikers contemptu-
ously rejected them, and the
movementgrew.

_

But the union leaders pro-
ceeded by basing themselves on
the weakest sections of workers.

The union leaders convened
each group of workers separate-ly to discuss@ return to work,
and pushed thestrongest groupsback to work by telling’themtheywereisolated.

Yet this is how the Financial
Times (September23) described
the development of the strike
movement.

.‘Early [in September] there
were consultations in the Wal-
loon industrial town of Charleroi
about the special problems of
the railwaymenwholooked as if
theywould be particularlyaffec-
ted by the public sectorcuts...
The local union leaderssaid they
would thinkabout a strike in
October.

But when the railwaymen
themselves heard about how
they might be affected by the
cuts, they took the matter intotheir own hands. That was Sep-tember9.

The strike spread throughout
the rail networkand outinto the’
civil service and the state agen-'cies... Within a week the state
machinerywas seizingup...[Previously] the Government
[had] remained secure againstthe unions because the Socialist

|and Christian Democrat group:ings could not agree on a ‘com-
inedapproach.

The public sector strike chan-
ged that, at least for a time. It
wasnot that the union chiefs
were in special alliance.

Rather, pressure from the
strike came up from under-
neath. To regain control of the
strike union leaders were forced
to cooperate more closely than
theyhave donein thepast..

Theinitialspark for the strike
was concern mostly about the
detailsof bonusesandrises [etc]
... By this week [the second
weekof the movement}-though
the~Christian Democrat. and.
Socialist unions were listing
much broaderdemands.

Generalised, these demands
embodied the themethat

... the
.public sector and the. workers

have made sufficient sacrifices,
thewealthiershould pay more in
taxes and there shouldbe more
action to reduce unemploy-ment...”’

The British workingclass has
thatpower,too. It could beatthe
Tories.

x



 
 
 THE CAUSE_
OF IRELAND

FrankHiggins reviews ‘The Cause of Ireland’ (shown on Channel Four TV, ~

&MondayOctober3)
IS THERE any otherfailure
in the recent history of the
British Left so gross and so
complete, or so scandalous,

‘as our failure to mobilise
the labour movement. in
support of a just settlement

_

withIreland? ‘

The question is rhetorical
because the answer is
indisputable. :

One important aspect of the
Left’s ineptness on Ireland is
thevery low quality of our educ-
ationaland propaganda material
— in writing and on film —.over
thelastdozen years. .

There are basic political reas-
ons for our failure. Ireland is in.
fact a very complex question. ©

'\Andthewayit appears to people
who have not probedbehindthe
surface seems to justify the
British government.

The Six Counties is as old as
such European states as Yugo-
slavia or Czechoslovakia, and
much older than most of the,
states of the Third World. It
has the support of a two-to-one
majority of its population, and
sn does theRritishconnection.
thesa8if Britam is uphold-ing rights of the majority,

and in doing so playing the
irreplaceable role of a peace-
maker.

: To see it differently you have
to rollbackthefilmof history for
decades to see how the present
situation emerged, and how the
present conflictis inescapably a

part of theoriginalinjustice.
The second reason for our

failureis the state of thefar left
iteelf. Instead of proceeding like

- Marxists from an analysisof the
concrete complexities of the
problem — thatis, from thereal
situation, with all its unique
  
 
WHY DO we and the other
“higher” animals suffer from
various cancers, while our
simpler relatives, the sponges
andjelly-fishdon’t?

‘The. answer,
.

according to
James Graham, writingin the
Journalof Theoretical Biology,
is simplythatwe have genes for
cancer (oncogenes) while they
don’t! :

But why do we have genes for
cancer? ~ a

Graham observes that jelly-
fish have not evolved any of the
‘complex organs found in the

.. Bilateria*.They are very simple:
organismswithonly a few types
of cell. They are extremely
plastic in form and function.
Turn a jellyfish inside out and
‘the gut cells become skin cells

. -and vice versa. Chop it up and
the bits become new jellyfish.
The cells are constantlygrowing
cand dividing. -

Compared with

—
Bilateria,

they have a relatively small
amount of genetic material
(DNA), and there is
little to go wrongwithit.

The complex animals may

A To jom oraffiliate,write to
- Chris Richardson, 21 Dév-

onshire Promenade,Lenton,
‘Nottingham NG7 2DS.£5
for individuals, or for affilia-
ted organisations, per 1000

“members;£2 low-waged ir4-
ividuals, £1 unwaged

 

features, and fromthereal prob-
lemsto be faced — the Left has
avoided them and pretended
thatIrelandis just Britain’s last
colony

_

.

2a Left has pretended that
the{sue is a straight, uncompli-
cated imperialism vs. anti-imp-'
erialism conflict. Following the
Irish Republican ‘left’, it talks

.

asif the one millionProtestants.
don’texist.

;

it tries to use a simplified
model of a Third World country
fighting garrison colonialism —

for one of the advanced coun-
tries of Europe, in which a
comparatively small minority of"
‘the Irish people, the Northern
Catholics, are fighting to undo
the ‘settlement’ reached be-
tween Britain and theIrish
vourgeoisie 60 years ago, and.
now effectively accepted by
most ~f theIrish neople.

Thus, to the British labour’
movement, the Left. talks in.
riddles and enigmas. Issues are
dissolvedinto a-historicaljargon.
about imperialism, which -is-
difficult to follow for the uninit-
iated — andeven more. diffi-
‘cult to follow for anyone who
tries to fit togetherwhat is going

~ on in.Ireland with thetheories
‘referred to in the jargon, for
example Lenin’s theory of
imperialism. .

iali ‘Trish activists’.

landCatholicsgives some reson-
ance to what theysay, butthere
is no coherence to it, except
what they take from the petty
bourgeois Irish nationalists.

The ‘Marxist’ talk — of per-
manent revolution, for example

Why
‘SCIENCE

By Les Hearn  
have hundreds of types of ceil,
but each must carry the
DNA that codes for all the
proteins the body needs to
produce, though 99% of it may’
beunused byaparticularcell.

This. vast amount of DNA is:
the source of the diversity and
-success of theBilateriain adapt-
ingto their environment, but it
also presents a threatto individ-
ual Bilaterians. Mutations
causedby chemicals orradiation
can cause some of the 99% of
inactiveDNA in a cell to become
active, disruptingthe order. of
the body. And the large total
amount of DNA makesit certain
that mutations are a common
occurence.

—

Mutations occur in the simple
animals, but are far less serious.
Since a typical jellyfishcell does
the samethingsas any other, a
mutation would probably
harm only the cell invoived,
ratherthanthewhole animal.

As Bilateriansevolved in com-
plexity, it was there-

 

— is for the consumption and
consolation of devotees who in
practical politics are in tow to
theRepublicans.

” Thus much chat the Left tries
to say to the British labour
movement is impenetrable to
mostpeople.It is Irish national-
ist emotion wrapped in portable
‘Marxist’ jargon.

It is the complexities of the
Irish situation, and thedifficulty
of seeing a way out of the im-
passe, that has defeated the
Left. .

All this leads to pretty dire
‘propaganda.The numerous pro-
“Republican amateur and semi-
professional documentaries and
videos made over the last dozen
years are mostly useless. ‘The
Cause of Ireland’ is an ex-
ception.

_

_
“In two hours it presents 2

coherent account.of the way the
Catholic revolt moved between
1968and 1971from a civil rights
movement, modelled on MartinLuther King’s black movemen
in the USA, to the armed IRA

_

offensive which is now in its
13thyear.

It is plainly on the side of the
Catholics, whose’leaders, like
Gerry Adams MP and Danny
Morrison, eloquently explain

~ theirpoliticsin thefilm.
What is unusual about “The

Cause of Ireland’ — written by
Geoff Bell, authorof ‘The Prot-
estants of Ulster’ — is that it
doesnot,like most pro-Republi-
can ‘left’ propaganda, ignore
theProtestants (andthus largely
ignore theworkingclass).

Not without sympathy, it
explores theattitudes of Protest-.
‘ant workers and lets many of
them talk forthemselves_—
shop stewards, a Protestant soc-
ialist, UDA activists, a Protest-
ant who marrieda Catholic...

 

It is possible to understand
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SPOTLIGHT~

 

  Loyalistparamilitaries:
their viewpoint. Une of them
explains: ‘The Provos say
‘Brits Out’? — but we are part
of theBritish family...’It comes
acrossas ‘Protestantsout’.

Manyof the Protestants call
themselves ‘British’. One man

_

talks of his shock, him ‘a wee
British man’, on being classed
as Irish in Britain.
_

We see shipyard workers
marching in early 1971 to de-
mand internment without trial.
Unemployed Protestant work-
ers, whose privileged economic
position — i.e., they had a job
amidst permanent mass unem-
ployment — is being eroded by
thecollapse of industry in North-
ern Ireland, speculate in a rath-

~. er dazed way that the economic
collapse reflects a British deci-
sion to withdraw by the back
door.

A former UDA activist seems
conscience-stricken about the
sectarian assassinationsthatthe
UDA carried out against Cath-
olics, because they were Cath-

,

~ olics, in theearly ’70s.
Catholic Republican women

critically discuss the South,
which, theysay, should be secu-
lar. Gerry Adams criticises the
South because it is not secular
and because it does not serve
the cause of Gaelic Irish culture
to which it pays lip-service.

Adams explains that all sorts
of contradictions in society are
being exposed by the Catholic
struggle, andthinksthisigClear-

isfilmexplains ra

 

  than ignores
ing the road to a socialist
solution.

The film shows representa-
tives of theNew Irelandgroup, a
small body of Cathulics and
Protestants who are for a united
Ireland which allows some sort
of autonomy for the Protestants
and their tradition. Adams is

~ .ghown rejectingthisbecause,he
says, it -would perpetuate
divisions. The Irish minority has
to submitto the all-Ireland maj-
ority — it ‘cannot have any say
on the wishes of the majority of
theIrish le’.

Unfortunately, ‘The Cause of
Ireland’ does not clearly enough
establish the all-Ireland frame-
work. There is little about the
South. —

:

The question is not asked
whether there is any reason for
the Irish Protestant minority to
‘fear inci

‘inadequaciesof the South is to
muddy the water, since, -apart
from being rather vague, they
are not representative of their
Northern Ireland Catholic sup-
porters on thisscore, let alone of
‘CatholicIreland. What the Prov-
isionals stand for in fact is in-.
corporation of the Protestants
into CatholicIreland.

Thefilm’sexplanation for the
Protestants’ separateness, and
their“hostility to a united Ire-
land,is too crudely and narrow-
ly economic — ‘marginal privi-
leges’. That ispart of it, but so

we get cancer

 

fore essential that they evolvedj
‘defences against mutations and
cancers and defences to ensure.
precise copying of the DNA.
whencel]]s divided.

These defencesinclude:
1. Strict controls over produc-

tion of body cells. Bilaterians
are less able to regenerate;
renewal of aged. cells slows
down after sexual maturity;
many cells have stopped divid-
ing and so cannot have cancer-
ous offspring. ~

2. Avoidingmutagens(things
that.causemutations) like sun-

~ light. Early Bilaterians lived on
the sea-bottom for 100 million
years. Their descendants had
opaque coverings of non-living
material with pigmented skin
that filtered out ultra-violet
light. They were small, present-
ing less target.for radiation, or
lived in sheltered habitats.

3. Repairing damaged DNA.
Special enzymes (proteins

that make or break chemical

molecules) are constantly cruis-
ing along DNA molecules,

‘repairing breaks and replacing
damagedsections.

4. Destroyingcancerous cells.
Many Bilaterians. can identify
and destroy ‘‘transformed”’
cells. This abilityis the basis of
the developmentof the immune
system.

Some 350 million years ago,
Bilaterians overcame the threat
of naked sunlight and colonised
che land. Now wehave two main.
groups of Bilaterians — the
Arthropods (jointed-legged
animals) and thevertebrates
(backboned animals). The two
groups could hardly be more
unalike and James Graham
explains this in terms of
defences against cancer each
possesses.

The arthropods lacked an
immune system and had to
remain small with thicker,
opaque,

.
pigmented coverings.

Manyare restricted to sheltered
places. They have shorter lives
which lessens the time for
cancers to appear.

The vertebrates developed a.

better and better immune
system and could’ relax some
other defences. Body coverings
could be reduced in thickness,
the body could grow larger and
more complex. The ageing
proces¢ could slow down, the
age of sexual maturity and the

life span increase. This may
have granted an opportunity for
the development. of an ability
to learn, unnecessary to the
short-lived insects.

There. is a trade-off, though.
No system of defence is perfect,
and as we, the most success-
ful Bilaterians, extend our

  

corporation. To have Ad-,
ams and a few others-discussthe’ ~

"ant of bed!}.

m Send to Socialist Organiser, 28

.
ee Middle Lane, London N8 8PL.

A aa

  
 

jis the historically distinct char-
acter of the Protestant commun-
ity —its. religion, culture, and
‘senseof its own identity, all of
whichpre-dateby centuries the
‘Marginalprivileges-withinparti-
tioned Ireland, or even within
industrialBelfast.

The film presents sectarian-
ism as if it is a one-sided, exclu-
sively Protestant, affair. It is
not. .The. oppression of the
Catholics in the north does not
make it so, nor does it change
the basic all-Ireland Protestant/
Catholic sectarian.framework
to the conflict which is now
murderously intensified within
theartificialSix County state.

Adams should not have been
allowed to get away with vague
talk about socialism and vaguer

.

talk about secularism: a. harder
edge would have made the
film’s commitment to the op-
pressed Catholics, despite all
the difficulties and problems.
more convincing. :

_

One result of the film’s poli-
tically ‘soft’ approachto the Pro-
visionals is thatit ends on a note
of,optimism on the basis of
what seemed to me to bevague
and incoherent assertions that
thepresent struggle is going to
lead in asocialist direction.

_

Theprevious two hours of the
tibm give little reason for such
bland confidence. Rather, it
suggests the question whether
the Provisionals are not — de-
spite their of a United Ire-
land, and ite the sincerity
of thosewho about socialism
— unintentionallypreparing the
‘way for abloody repartition of
Ireland.But; all in all, ‘The Cause or
Ireland’ — the title is derived
from James Connolly’s saying,
‘The cause of Irelapd is the
cause of Labour; the cause of
Labour is the causeof Ireland’
‘— is a fine arid valuable contri-
bution to building an under-
standing of what the war ir

~ Irelandis about.
It is a shame that it went out

between llpm and lam on a
Mondaynight. Showings of it.
should be organised througho!
thecountry.
 

 
    

life-spans by conquering
external enemies, we increase
the chance of internal sabotage
by cancer. .

To meet this we must either
reinforce our immune defences
medically or reduce the risk of
mutagen slipping through our
defences byaltering our diets
and habits, or by avoiding
‘adiation, natural or

ifici

(another excuse for not getting

.

“Bilateria are animals wna
distinct. left and right sides,
unlike jellyfish which have no
particularsides. :

“Become a supporter of tne Socialist
, Organiser Alliance — groups are establi-

shed iri most large towns. We ask £1.50 a

monthminimum (20p unwaged) contri-
bution from supporters. toe

| want to become a Socialist Organ-
iser supporter/ | want more inform-
ation. ‘ :

seas vennpeucennavaneuaccsussonasasonacsaemssses®
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Socialist

ORGANISER
Where we stand
*Organisethe left to beat back the Tories’ attacks!
No to attacks on union rights; defend the picket
line; no state interference jn our unions! No to any
wage curbs, Labour must support all struggles for
betterliving standards and conditions.
*wage rises should at the very feast keep up with
price increases. For a price index. calculated by
working class organisations, as the basis for clauses -

‘

wage agreements to provide automatic -in all
monthly rises in line with the true costofliving 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-proofingof 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
usaemployed — campaign for a programme of useful
public works to create new jobs for the unem-

sloyed.
*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 blacking
action to halt the closures. For nationalisation
withoutcompensation 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
countil housing and other public services.
*Freeze rent andrates..
*Scrar 2l! immigration. controls. Race is not a.
proviem: 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 s¢!f-defence. Build.
workers’ defehée. 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-
tabitity,etc.
*Free abortion on demand. Women’s equal right to
work and full equality for women. Defend and
extend free state nursery and childcare provision.
*Against attacks on gays by the state: abolish all
laws which discriminate: against lesbians and gay
mien; for the right of thegay community to organise
and affirm their stand publicly.
*The Irish people — as a whole — should have the
right to determine their own future. Getthe British
troops out now! Repeal the Prevention of Terrorism
Act. Political status for Irish Republican prisoners as
a matterof urgency.
*Theblack working people of South Africa should
get full:support from the British labour movement
for their strikes, struggles and armed combat against
the white supremacist regime. South African.goods
and services should. be blacked.
*It is essential to achieve the fullest democracy in
the labour movement. Automatic reselection of MPs
during each Partiament and the election by annual
conference of party leaders. Annual election ofall
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,
cGemocratic, human control over the economy, to
make the decisive sectors of industry social prop-
erty, under workers’ control. The strength of the
‘abour movement lies in the rank and file. Our
perspective must be working class action to raze the
capitalist system downto its foundations, and to
put a workingclass 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. 

* shopping

UNITY?
AMONGthepiles of leaflets”
and hand-outs at Labour Par-
ty conference this year,
there is a new daily bulletin
in the name of ‘Labour Brie-
fing’, Thereby hangs a sad
but instructive tale.

Socialist Organiser has
produced daily bulletins at
Labour Party conference ev-
ery year since 1978. The ‘Or-
iginal Briefing’ has
going since 1961. Usually
some right wing group or
other also produces a bulle-
tin — this year it is the
Wabians.

‘This year as previously,.
the preparations for produc-
ing these bulletins started
well in advance.It’s a lot of
work: supplies, equipment,
personnel,
finance.

Then, the weekend be-
fore the conference started,
a national ‘Labour Briefing’
meeting was held.

London Labour Briefing
is a well-established month-
ly, reflecting the broad left
wing in the London Labour
Party which also finds ex-
pression in left-wing councils
like the GLC andIslington.

A number of different
political currents, including
Socialist Action and Socialist
Organiser, contribute articles
to it and help to sell it.

FolHowing the success of
the London Briefing, other
Briefings have been started
round the country (though
invariably they have a
narrower base). They recent-
ly set up a national network
and decided to produce a
regular national Briefingsup-
plement.

At this particular nation-
al Briefing meeting, Socialist 
 

Two pamph-
lets summing
up the ideas of
Socialist Or-
ganiser.
‘Where We
Stand’ — 20p
plus 15p post-
age. ‘How to
fight the Tor-

des’ — 10p plus
15p postage.
Or the two
together, 45p
including
postage. From
Socialist. Or- -

i

ganiseriser, 28,
Middle Lane, [eam Socialist —ea ORGANI for

ais ay London N8.

been ~

accommodation,.

How to fight
the Tories

Action turned up yn force —

and proposed that Briefing
produce a daily bulletin at
Labour Party conference.
Socialist Action had ail the
technical requirements in
hand, they assured the
meeting. They would even
have a word-processor and
an electrostencil machine in
Brighton.

In short, Socialist Action
had made the preparations
to produce a bulletin, and
now wanted the Briefingim-’

- print forit.
The meeting was favour-

able to a Briefing bulletin:
But several comrades — in-
cluding the people who do
most of the work producing
London Briefing — were
worried at the idea of Brief-
ing thus being ‘co-opted’ by
Socialist Action and appear-
ing in opposition to the est-

-ablished Socialist Organiser
bulletin.

So it was decided that
Briefing would seek to pro-
duce a bulletin in association
with Socialist Organiser. A
proposal that the Briefing
bulletin should not go ahead
if terms could not be agreed
with SO was lost .by one
vote. Two editors were elect-
ed for the Briefing bulletin —

Sarah Roelofs, an invariable
supporter of Socialist Ac-
tion, and Jane Stockton, a
central person in London

.

Briefing.
The next week was.a

vivid illustration of what
Socialist Action mean when
they talk about unity. SO
proposed a bulletin carrying
both Briefing and SO im-
prints. The central London
Briefing people wanted more
prominence for the Briefing

w

masthead than for the SO
imprint — which we conced-
ed ’— but agreed. Socialist

’ Action refused.
It was deadlock. And,of

course, deadlock was just
fine for Socialist Action. All
they had to do now was to
stall to prevent a joint bulle-
tin, and — if the Briefing
team would go along with
them — they would get what
they wanted. —

Thus the extra bulletin.
In a sense, we’ve got the

least to complain about in
this affair. We’ve lost. no-
thingbut the time and nerv-
ous energy consumed in the
fruitless negotiations. €

Comrades around the
various Briefings» who have
given credit to Socialist Ac-
tion’s talk of unity have,
however, reason to bebitter.
They ended upbeinghi-jack-
ed. And worse: in thefirst
two days of conference, de-
spite the much-vaunted Soc-
ialist Action technology, the
‘Briefing’ bulletin was late
appearing and illegible or
barely legible.

The serious supporters of
Socialist Action should also

“have reason to be bitter. SA
sacrificed the opportunity to
put across its own politics
clearly to the conference in
favour of an attempt to pre-
tend to be. the great unity-
organisers of the Left... and,
behind that hypocritical fac-
ade, to pursue narrow fac-
tional self-interest with the
blinkered, holier-than-thou
single-mindednessof inveter-
ate sectarians. -

The pretence seems to
have backfired in its purpose
of insinuating Socialist Act-
ion into a central position
within the Labour Left:
many people are now aware
that the whole exercise had
little to do with honest -

unity,much more to do with -

factionalmanoeuvre.

Organiser
—in Brighton

MANY OFthedelegates ap-
plauding Neii Kinnock as he
made. his victory ‘speech
must-have been clapping
extra loud to drown their
doubts and their memories
of Kinnock’s record.

But from all the crowds
of leafietters outside the
conference centre next day,
there was-only one voice to
remind ffiem of those
doubts. “Is everyone
happy?”, asked the Socialist
Organiser bulletin. ‘We're
not”.

ist Organiser supporters are
delegates, and one of them,
Colin Johnston from Walla-
sey, moved the important
composite opposing further
expulsions.

But the main activity of
Socialist Organiser —, like
much of wiat’s most interes-

“ting at the eanference alto-
gether — is on the fringes.
Each day we produce a bull-
etin reviewing the day’s
agenda,

.
reporting on theprevious day, and comment-

We the paper, try to
introduce Socialist Organiser

 
SOCIALIST ORGANISER AGM and day school: Saturday
October 29/Sunday October 30, in London. Day school Sat-
turday at Crouch Hill Recreation Centre, Hillrise Rd, off
Hornsey Rise, London N19. AGM Sunday at County Hall,
London SE1.

LONDON Campaign for Gay
Rights now meets regularly
every four weeks at March-
mont Community Centre,
Marchmont St, WC1, at
6pm. Next meeting October ~

9. Gay Young Socialists
meet at Gay’s The Word at
6pm. Next meeting Sunday
October16.

Contact: London LCGR,
Mike Haran 659 2938 or
Chris Beer 785: 9515; GYS,
Martin Goodsell 263 9484. «

LABOURmovementconfer-
ence on -Ireland: Peace
through Democracy. Satur-
day November 26: speakers
include Tony Benn, Ken
Livingstone,Clive Soley.
LONDON Cuts conference
organised by the Southwark
Campaign Working Party:
Sunday November 6, at
County Hall, London SE1.
Contact: Southwark Cam-
paign Working Party, Town
Hall, London SE5.

Somehalf-a-dozen Social-
,

to delegatésand-visitors who
won’t have come atrass us
before, and. organise meet-
ings. This year Socialist Org--
aniser had..a fringe meeting
on Labour Party workplace
branches, as well as helping
to organise a Socialists for a
Labour Victory meeting
with Ken Loach on ‘Quest-
ions of Leadership’, and -

others. 
so. badges 25p each, or £2for ten.

From: N.Barstow, 165
Liverpool Road, London N1.Chequespayable to N.

. Barstow. -

 
TOWER Hamlets Associa-
tion for RacialJustice: meet-
ing on RacialViolence. Sun-
day~October 9, 3pm, St
Hilda’s in the East, Club
Row, London E2. Contact

' THARZ: 729 1946.

WOMENin trade unions: a
TUCexhibitionwithphoto-
graphs, documents, banners
and badges. From October4
to 29, 10am to 6pm week-
days, at Congress House, Gt
Russell St, London WC1.

YCND Truth Kit now out.
Available from 126B St
Paul’sRoad, London N1.

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

Socialist Organiser
SCOTLAND

Glasgow. Contact: Stan
Crooke, 34 Garturk St, Glas-
gow G42. SO is sold at West
End bookshop, Rutherglen

arcade (Friday
Junchtime),Coatbridge shop-
ping arcade (Saturday lunch-
time), and Maryhill dole
(Tuesday morning).

Edinburgh. Contact Dave,
229 4591. SO is sold at
Muirhouse (Saturday 10.30-
12) and at the First of May
bookshop, Candlemaker
Row...

NORTH-WEST
Rochdale. Next meeting
‘Monday October 11, 8pm at
the Castle Inn, Manchester
Rd.

Manchester. Contact Tony,
273 5691. SO is sold at
Grass Roots, Books, Newton
St, Piccadilly.-
Stockport. Meetings every
Sunday, 7.30pm: contact 40
Fox St, Edgley, Stockport.
SO is sold at Stockport
market, every Saturday, 11
to 12.30.

Wirral. Contact Lol Duffy, 3
St James Court, Victoria Rd,
New Brighton. Merseyside.
Liverpool. Contact 733
6663. SO is sold at Progress-
tve Books, Berry St, and at
News from Nowhere. White
chapel.
Hyadburn. Contact
won 333753.

Aecring-

Stoke. ContactPaul Barnett
151 Broadway, Meir, Stoke
on Trent (328198).

YORKSHIREAND
NORTH-EAST

Huddersfield. Contact Alan
Brooke, 59 Magdale, Honley,
Huddersfield HD7 2LX.

Harrogate. Meets every other
Sunday evening. Contact
Mark Osborn, 522542. SO is
sold outside the market,
Wednesday, Friday and Sat-
urday lunchtime.

York. Contact 414118 (98
Hull St). SO is sold at Coney
St on Saturday morning, at
the Community Bookshop,
outside the dole office most
mornings, and at the Uni-
versity on Friday mornings.
Sheffield. SO is sold outside
Boots in Fargate (Saturday
12 to 1) and at the Indepen-
dent Bookshop, Glossop Rd,
Contact Rob, 589307.

Durham. SO is sold at the
Community Co-op, New
Elvet. Contact Andy, 64088.

Sunderland.
Durham.

Contact c/o

Halifax. Contact 52156, SO
is sold at Hebden Bridge_
Books.

.

Leeds. SO is sold at Books
and Corner Books, Wood-
house Lane. Contact Garth,
623322.

“Hull. Meets every Wednes-
day, 8pm. Details from SO
sellers. Childcare available.
WALES AND WEST

Cardiff. Contact 492988.

Bristol. Contact c/o 28
Middle Lane.
Taunton. Contact c/o 28
Middle Lane.
MIDLANDS
Birmingham. New series of
discussion meetings starting
on ‘Imperialism’. Alternate
Wednesdays, 7.30 at 169
Barclay Rd, Bearswood,
Smethwick. Next meeting
Wednesday October 19: ‘De-
colonisation and the econo-
mics and politics of ‘‘devel-
opment’’.”

SO is sold at the Other
Bookshop.
Northampton. Contact Ross,
713606.

Coventry. Day school on the
Politics of Socialist Organiser
— Sunday October 16, 10.30
to 4,30. For venue phone
Keith, 75623. Creche, tea
and coffee provided. Agenda
includes report-backs from
Labour Party and TUC:con-
ferences.

Leicester. SO is sold at
BiackthorneBooks, High St.
ContactPhil, 857908.
Nottingham. Meets’ every
Thursday evening, 7.30 at
the International Commun-
ity Centre. SO is sold outside
the Victoria Centre (Satur-
day 11 to 1) and at the
Mushroom Bookshop,
Heathcote St. Contact Pete
Radcliff, 585640.
SOUTH
Oxford. SO is sold at the
Cornmarket (Saturday 11 to
1) and outside Tesco, Cow-
ley Rd, Friday5 to 7. Also
at EOA Books, Cowley Rd.

Basingstoke. Business meet-
ing Friday Octeber 7, 7.30
at Chute House.
LONDON

North-West London.
tact Mick, 624 1931.

Con-

or 802 0771.

‘Richmond. SO

Haringey. Contaet 348 5941

Islington. Next meeting Sun-
day October 9, 7pm at Cax-
ton House, 129 St John’s
Way, London N19.

Labour Party conference:
report from a conference de-
legate; plus discussion. Also
business -—-. campaigning on
YTS, etc. Contact Linda,
278 1341.

- South-East London. Con-
tact Siu Ming, 691 1141.

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

is sold: at
Richmond Quadrant every
Saturday, 11.30-1.30. Furth-
er details, contact Nick De
Marco, 876 6715.

Southwark/Lambeth. Meets
every other Wednesday at
Lansbury House, 41 Camber-
well Grove, London SE5.
Business 7.30, discussion
8.30. Next meeting Oct. 12.

Orpington. Contact
South East London.

c/o

Tower Hamlets. Next meet-
ing Monday October 19,
7,30, on the Labour Party
conference. For details,
phone Susan, 377 1328.-

Hounslow.SO is sold outside
All Saints Church, Hounslow
High St, Saturdays 10.30 to
12. Contact Chris, 898 6961.

Harlow. Contact c/o 28
Middle Lane.
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_JONATHANHAMMOND
.

_ JONATHAN Hammond,
~ year’s president of the National

Union of Journalists, and chair of
the Socialist Organiser Alliance,
was commemorated at a crowded
meeting in London last Wednesd-
ay, 28th.

Jonathan died on August 17,
aged 41, from a heart attack
brought on byasthmatictrouble.

e meeting was chaired by
Annie Pike, a colleague, friend
and comrade of Jonathan's at

- work, in the union, and in Social-

.
Marek told the meeting

ist Organiser. “Don’t mourn,
* was how she summed it

up, and thatwas indeed thespirit
of themeeting.

MarekGarztecki spoke from
the Solidarnosc Trade Union
Working Group, who were gi

office space in the NUJ head-
quarters on Jonathan’s initiative.

how for
over a year Jonathanshared withthem the room he occupied asunion president..“Of “i the
people 1have met in the Britush
labour movement”, said Marek,Purgeiin the US

ONE OFthestrangest, saddest
and most bizarre events among
organisationscallingthemselves

_-- Trotskyist in recent years has
veen the transformation of a
arge section of the United
Secretariat of the Fourth Inter-

- national1{USFT]into more or less
uncritical.supporters of Castro-
ism.

Whatever it ‘was in the past,
Castroism is today a variant of
Stalinism, from any point of
view you choose to look at it.Cuba is ruled by a bureau-

Stalinist states. Freedom of the
“press andspeech,to dissent and

_

to organise a political opposi-
- tion, the right to form indepen- :

dent f[i.e. real] trade unions
and anti-Castroite, anti-Stalinist

_workers’ parties — these rights
_

do not exist.
It seems that Castro still

hes great popular support, but
nevertheless the Castro group

~~ have created a totalitarian state ©

in Cuba, completely dependent,
_

becauseofUShostility,on sub-'
sidies from theSovietUnion.-

It is_this Stalinist Cuba
the new Mecca of the American
SWP and those who follow its
lead in the other sections of
itheUSFI.

In theBritish Socialist League
[formerly the IMG], something
more than one-third of the
organisation has gone over to
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- Castro witha Sandinigga leader

.

Castro-Stalinism
_ including

people who have been in the
organisation’s central leader-
ship for more thana decade. —

‘When you meet such people,
whoare outwardly rational, they

 
' ‘Proleiarian Tasks Tenaency

tell you with shining eyes about.
Cuban democracy, where no
labour movement independent
of thestate is allowed, and about

are no opposition candidates.
. The SWP is no insignificant

.

‘free’ elections in which there/

organisation. Founded in 1928
by James P. Cannon [who died
in 1974] it was for long a leading
force for unfalsified internation-

al Marxism. For decades its
press educated generations of
Marxists throughouttheworld.

Workers Review is published
by a group of US Marxists, the

rrr
tg
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Its -September 1983 issue
comments on the present state
of theSWP.

THEleadership of the Socialist
.Workers Party, under Jack
Barnes, is actively engaged in
‘theexpulsion and suspension of
all oppositionists within the
SWP, and any members who
have dourts as to whether
members of the opposition
should beexpelled.

From an early position of
critical suppo
leadership, including attacking
thesuppression of gays in Cuba,
theSWP has moved to a position
of unmitigated, and uncritical
support of the present Cuban
leadership.

Why do we call the SWP
Stalinist? Let’s take a look at -

what Stalinism is. Stalinist
parties deal withopposition with
organisational measures, rather
than political debate. So does
the SW. Stalinists who have
lost any hope of revolution in
their own country become
uncritical ‘‘cheerleaders’’ of
revolutions in other countries,
the Soviet Union, Albania, etc.,
to the point of losing any per-
spective of mobilisingtheir own
workingclassfor a revolutionary
upsurge. So does theSWP.

Stalinists tailendingthe union
bureaucracy,oppose the efforts
of rank and file union militants
te struggle for -better contracts
and union democracy. So does
theSWP.Stalinist parties do not
allow for factions and tenden-
cies. In effect, neither does the

_SWP.
_The liquidation and break-

up of the SWP offers a new
opportunity to reconstruct the

' Trotskyist movement in the
United States. While Trotsky-
ism is not a large force in the
United States, it is theonly path

.
the:working class has between
Stalinism and the pro-capitalist
trade union leadership. Every
effort toreconstruct and reunite
the Trotskyist movement
should beworkedtowards.

rt of the Castro .  
 

Martin Thomas reports on the ‘commemoration
meeting held on.September28.
 
“Jonathan was the most truly an
internationalist’’.

Marek also paid tribute. to
Jonathan’s qualities of generosity
and kindness, Jonathan never —

complained about the inconven-
iences of sharinghis office: he did
not make elaborate speeches
about the strength of his commit.
ment to Solidarnosc,he simply
did whathe could to help.

These same qualities were
mentioned by many other speak-
ers. Two other qualities would
have been evident from the
number ‘and variety of speakers
even if no-one had spelled them
out: -Jonathan’s immense energy
and dedication, and his abilityto
argue his viewspoliticallywithout
ever perso issues.

Many branches and commit-
tees of the NUJ, Fulham Labour
Party; CND, Amnesty Interna-

Link up
towards.
soviets

REGARDING Martin Thomas's
criticismof me in Socialist Org-
aniser no.137:it certainly would
be a mistake to advocate the im-
mediate setting-up of fully-
fledged soviets. throughout the
Netherlands.

.However, that was not what
I was advocating. The point I
was making was that in the pre-
sent situation it is necessary to
advocate linking up the local
representatives who have been
leadingthevariousactions.

This is in fact building to-
wards soviets. I used the word
towards in my original article.
Whether fully-fledged sovietsdevelop will obviously depend
on the way the whole situation

tional, Information on {freland;
Turkey Solidarity Campaign, and
others, were represen
many speakers were astonished tofind.that what they knew. of
Jonathan’s political activity —

which was hectic. enough — was
only one aspect among many.

Speaking from Socialist Organ-
iser, I emphasised Jonathan’shonesty and straightforwardness.
In a. fragmented labour move-
ment, lacking coherent unifying
strategy and infested by bureau-

. cracy, there is a pressure onall of
us to develop tunnel vision,
confined byour own little line of
activity.
~>Jonathan had no such tunnel
vision. That’s why he could be
president of his union and yet
never be ‘too busy’ to help, never
‘above’ the most humdrum acti-

vity in his Labour Party, never
‘too important’ to join the every:day work,of an ideologicallydefined teadenty like Socialist

Tonathanalways cherished the
non-sectarian nature of Socialist

ical indifference. He was
also prepared to e OUr corner,
even whenit was difficult.

‘Eddie Barrett, current presi-
dent of the NUJ, made an appro-priate final speech, pointing to
the. NUJ bannef~at the front of
the meeting and saying: “Jona-
than carried that banner more
often than anyone else. The best
way we can pay tribute is by
making sure that there are more
of us behind that banner in
future”.

The meeting then closed in a
way that Jonathan would have
appreciated: .with a brief repost
from Rod Prince of the NUJ/
NGAchapel locked out at Latin
American’ Newsletters, and 3collection for theirstrike fad,

— but this was not
ideologi

Send letters to Sociaust Organiser,
28 Middle Lane, London N8. No
-longerthan400words please:donger letters are liable to be cut.

 
develops. But we should not be
caughtout. .

hasis SO isIn myview the em
Placing on thé building of ia

ourParty workplacebranches is
absolutelyright.

DAVIDHARRIS,
West Sussex.

Analysingthewitch hunts
TWO POINTSabout Alan Thorn-
ett’s article (SO 144).

The BL Witch-hunt was vic-
ious. The popular pressis, indeed,
vile and repressive and hysterical-
ly anti-socialist. Attempts —

though pretty feeble ones — were
made by the press to spread the
Cowley witch-hunt across indus-

| try, and to claw into it the Lab-
our Party,CND,etc.

Precisely for that reason it is”
important to make .a cool assess-
ment of where we are at and of
what happened. -

I think it is wrong to see the
BL witch-hunting as part of a
concerted and integrated cam-
Ppaign to smash the labour move-
ment. The evidence suggests it
was far more haphazard.

The Cowley management is
not the whole capitalist class, and
it had its specific motives for deal-
ing with the 13 as it did. The
press seized its opportunities, but
it is not all-powerful.

The conditions existed in
‘Cowley for the management to
sweep out the 13 with relatively
little trouble. It takes more thana
few horror stories in the press to
create the conditions for purges
in every industry and every area
of society.

Andif the Cowley witch-hunt
were part of a concerted effort to
smash up the labour movement,
then that fact would invalidate
Alan Thornett’s criticism of the
Socialist League.

He says that they merely fed
the witch-hunters’ fires by hold-
ing a press conference, and thatit
would have been better to keep
their heads down. That makes
sense if the witch-hunt was basi-
cally a localised, limited affair, so
caution and tactical sense could
hope to prevent any serious ex-
tension ofit.

But if there were a concerted
drive against trade union militants
with the Cowley.witch-huntas its
eutting edge,
would not help and might hinder.

It’s like the well-worn argu-
ment against any militant self-
assertion: that it ‘provokes’ the
reactionaries, ‘gives them an ex-

y

then lying low
©

cuse’ to strike at you. And the
answeris the same:if it’s in their
interests, they’ll manufacture an
excuse or a provocation.

Strategy and tactics cannot be
shaped by fear of provoking our.
opponents. Whether the SL
should have kept its head down
is a matter of judgment of the
immediate circumstances.

A far more weighty criticism
of the SL is what they did and
didn’t do in their press confer-
ence.

.
After they had been thrownaut of their jobsfor beingrevolu-tionary socialists, it served no pur-

pose to continue to deny their
political identity. Who believed
their denials?

____

The denialsmust have discred-
ited them, and not only them,
Politically. They missed the

 

Pues   
chanceto make a bold and princ-
ipled Marxist statement.

To choose to try to integrate
themselves into theBL workforce
rather than make socialist propa-
ganda: would have been perfectly
proper — if it were an option.

But by the time they held the
press conference,it wasn’t.
.

Yet they had... a press confer-
ence to deny any. connectionwith
the SL, chaired by one of the
better known SL full-timers!

They fed the press witch-hunt
at that point mainly by seeming
to fit exactly the media image of
lying, twisting reds.

From whichever angle you
look at it, it was a lamentablyincompetent and disoriented per-
formance. .

JACK CLEARY,
London.
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Tories swindle
health workers|

 
BY April Fool’s Day 1984 the
Thatcher Government hopes to
have set up a Pay Review Body(PRB) for selected groups of
NHSworkers. These are nurses,midwives and health visitors,plus a group which Health
Secretary. Fowler labels ‘Pro-
fessions Allied to -Medicine’,
and which includes physiother-
apists, chiropodists, _radio-
graphers, dieticians and one or
two otherparamedicalgroups..Many other groups are
excluded, most-. notably the
ancillaries,
clerical staff, and the technical
grades. This last. group, mainlylaboratory workers, are subjec-
ted for the second time to
Fowler’s Law of Divide and
rule. During the NHSpay dis-
pute of 1982 their offer was the

.

sameas theancillaries’,and not
the higher offer. given to the
nurses and other‘professions’.

: To theelitist technical grades.
this linkage with blue-collar -

workerswas even moré insulting
than the pay offer itself. The
same fearsarise now.
workers in excluded grades who
‘want to becovered by thePRB?
First, we must be clear that
‘the PRB has no real power to
impose its recommendations on

- any Government. In Fowler’s
consultati6n document of. Feb-
‘Tuary 22 this year there is the
“biggest loophole I’ve ever seen:
‘The Government has given an
assurance that its recommenda-
tiens will be accepted unless
there are clear and compelling
reasonsfor not doing so.”’
--You’ve only got to remember
Thatcher'srefusaltomeetthe
Doctors’ and Dentists’ Review
Body recommendations to
realise the ineffectiveness of

+ such a machinery. Similar cases

LAST WEEK wecited a Depart-
ment of Employment: study

~ which indicated that — on aver-
age. — white-collar workers

_

Strike about ten timesJess than
manualworkers.

:

The figures are from 1966-73.
--The period studied was one of

a general rise in strikes [exceptfor the year 1973]. However, the
figures do show non-manual
strikes increasing faster than

ual strikes. It is dangerous
draw any sweeping conclu-

from this because the
studied is so short.

Analysis
A fartheranalysisof thedata

published by part-
mest ef Employment in 1980,

dodvieks og: lar’
werkers and ‘manzal’ workers

3
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administrative and.

But -how ‘wise are those:

by AlisonJames

can be cited from the experien-
ces of teachers and civil
servants.

Second, the—consultation
gives the lie to any ‘‘indepen-
dence’ claimed for the mem;bers of a PRB. They are appoin-
ted by thePrimeMinister — and
they are sacked by the Prime
Minister. In 1982 the Chair of
the North-Western Regional
Health Authority was asked to
resign -(or fired) because of his
public support for the health
workers. Half-a-dozen other
Regional Chairs were sacked,
too. Every one was replacedby a
figure more pleasing to the
PrimeMinister’s sensibilities.

Third is the call on staff to
acceptx ‘no-strike clause’as the
price of entry to thePRBclub.-

Let’s squash a few myths.
Nobody in the NHS dispute‘stopped work to cause distress
to patients or relatives. Indeed,
the emergency cover organisedby Joint Shop Stewards’ Com-
mittees was’ often better than
that organised regularly by
management. The TUC’s dis-
pute guidelines were so tightly-drawn as to cause as little dis-
ruption as possible.

If Norman Fowler cared as
much about the direction and|accountability of the NHS as
every hospital worker cares
‘about her or his responsibilitieswe’d be well on the way to pro-viding a full and comprehensive
service.

.The NHSstrike tactic is used
sparingly and with precision.But the right to withdraw one’s
labour is a right which. must
never be thrown away on the
terms presented to us in the

&
 

Facts
S. 
Figures

‘Transport’ includes ware-house workers, storekeepers,
etc. ‘Metal/electrical’ includesall workers involved in ‘process-ing, making, and repairing’metal or electrical goods. [‘Pro-cessing, making and repairing’workers in other industries are

- among the middling groupe forstrikes].‘Science’ means ‘professional
— science, engineering andtechnology’. ‘Assembling etc’mciades painting, packagingand mepecticn.‘Literary etc’, asregards strike activity, means

PRBproposals. To do so would
belike a football team havingits
bootlaces all tied together by abiasedreferee beforethematch.

I thinkwe should understand
that the very reason the. Tories
are creating a PRB is because
theyknow it is one more wayof.imposing their vision of the
future of the NHS on staff and
patients alike. It is‘ naive to
‘imagine thata PRB structured
and sculpted by theDHSS would
be even independent and objec-
tive. There is no way it would be
favourable towards astaff side
opposed to this government’sobsession with cash limits and

' privatisation.
One argument for acceptingthe PRB proposal fs thatit. willhelp NUPE recruit nurses.
If, the argument goes, NUPE

refused to recognise or submit
evidence to a
COHSE and the RCN did so,
nurses would join-a union which
at least had a say ‘in the payreview process. Thus, all

PRB, while«

unions are obliged to operate
throughthe PRBsimply to keep
‘upmembership. .

But this is a foolishly short-
term view. The PRB means
what the Tories want it to mean,
a weakeningof union bargaining
powerandsolidarity. -

Members and: potential
recruits. will rightly ask “Why
pay subs to a union that can’t
even negotiate our wages?’ —

-and unionswill lose members.If
NUPE and COHSE(andall the
otherNHS unions which fear the
effects of non-recognition of a
PRB) made a united, well-
argued, and widely-publicised
stand against the proposals,
those proposals would be un-..
workable.

.

<

“In the end,theonlypay review thatcounts is the trade union”
And the NHS unions -affili-

ated to the TUC — despite last.year’s sell-out at national level
— havethepotential for enoughworkplace-basedactivity (espec-ially through joing Shop Stew- -

ards’ Committees) to keep upmembership ata local level.
There is, therefore, no reasonwhy we should be blackmailed
into acceptinga PRB.

In the end, the only payreview thatcounts is‘each mem-ber’s own trade union. It isthrough their ‘relatively demo-
cratic channels that members
can press for improvements in
wages and conditions. Wedecide.-what we want and what
wearepreparedto do to getit.The union negotiators _at' ‘exposed.
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national ‘level must be able to
rely on thecollectivestrengthof
the rank and file, and equallythemembersmust struggle hard
for an accountable leadershipwhich has a-socialist vision of a
health service adequate to our
‘needs and underthecontrol of
theworkingclass.

-Announcing the PRB Fowler
said ‘Iam sure thatthestaff will
welcome this new system and
cooperate fully with it.’ I hopethatactivistswillurge no co-op-eration of their union in such a

’
dangerously divisive and diver-Sionary body. The reality of this
government’s strategic attack
on the health workers and the
service we provide must. be

 

Howtheleft can make _
headwayinthecolleges

IN THEsixties the Left made
more headway than anywhere
else in the Labour youth move-
ment and the Labour student
organisation. Today theYSlooks
a verybig nut to crack. Could

“NOLS be easier? Could it be a
‘leverto change theYS?

Jane:-Well, NOLSis about the
samesize as the YS. Militant is
the biggest group in NOLS,but
they can really only organise
themselves.Theydon’t have the
same sort of periphery that
Socialist Students in NOLShas.

Everything depends, really,
-on what we can do in the Further
-Education (FE) sector.

Stddents in FEsstill live at
home, they’re still part of the
local community,and theirinter-
ests aren’t as narrowlyfocused
on thecollege. :

Karen: You can start building
in the FEs with the peace cam-
paign, for example.You can
activate a lot of people and get
theminvolved in YouthCND..

How many Labour Clubs are
therein FE at themoment?

Karen: Very few. A lot less
thanthereare in theuniversities
and thepolys.

Jane: But there are somedeveloping.
What are the big issues in NUS[the National Union of Students]which Socialist Student will be
taking up? :

Karen: Peace, obviously. And
the usual priorities of cuts and
grants.

The NUS is veering to the
right again now, moving awayfrom demonstrations, away from

Last week we carried an interview with Karen Talbot, a
member of the National Union of Students executive, and
Jane Ashworth, on theperspectives of thenewpaper ‘Socialist
Student’. This week we have thecontinuationof the interview,covering issues in NUS and in NOLS(theNational Organisa-
‘tion of Labour Students).
more towards trying to influence

_the government — which is a ~
totally futile exercise. It’s a
major priority for them to pro-

,
duce briefing documents to
argue with MPs and_local
authorities.

But there has to be action,if
necessary withoutthebackingof’.thenationalunion executive.
What scope do you see for link-
ing up with campus unions on
issues like cuts and privatisa-
tion? ’

Karen:It’s really important. It
happens in a lot of colleges
already,but it needs to be devel-
oped more. Labour Clubs should
get involved with their TradesCouncils.

Jane: NUS will send out
circulars saying, ‘Make links
with your local trade unions’.
Butit doesn’t mean much.°

What NUSleadership meanby it is things like the Educa-
tion Alliance, which is very,
very top-heavy — basically half
a dozen people from NUS Exec-
utive going along and talkingto ©

half a dozen people from various
education unions.

But I thinkcuts and privatis-
ation can forge somereal unity
at campus level. The govern-
ment clearly intends to get as
much ancillarywork as possible
out to private contract. There’ll

vices, no doubt about that.
It’s not just something for

campus unions. Whereas in the ;
be job cuts and reduced ser- :
past it’s been a campus focus,
now much more we’re i

about issues affecting the whole I
of theworkingclass.

Labour Party —_—workplace fj

together Labour students and
Labour Party members among
theancillary workers and teach-
ingstaff?

Jane: Yes. I thinkyoy’d have
to make sure the workplace
branch was dominated by the
ancillarystaff — becauseteach-
ers could well be a dead hand
on it, especially in universities
— and it would work together
closelywiththeLabour Club.

You haven’t said much about
grants, even though the real

_

value of grants has gone down a
lot in recent years.

on

rticles by Ton
Lm
WERt

y Benn; Karen.Talbot,NUS

issue, and weare still pushing
the £30*a week claim for FE
students.

But we won't be having a bignational mobilisation on grantsin the first term of thisacademic
year — which perhaps means. it’llbe seen as lessof a focus.

Jane: That's true, but. it’s
wrong. I don’t see why a student
union should be considered as
any different from a trade

~ union on this.A trade union that
doesn’t. deal with ifs-members’
wages isn’t. going to be a
credible trade union. The sameappliesto NUS andgrants. “

We need to push for a fight-ing orientation all round. -At~. .
grassroots I thinkthere’llbethe
response’ — especially in FEs.
There’s a gap to befilledby a
strong left organisation amongstudents, and if we do. our work
properly wecan fillit. , 
  

Executive on ‘The year ahead’; Tony Dale,NOLSNCandlots more. —  
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 ‘Haringey:after victory,organise!
strike of over

2,000 NALGO. members in;
THE week-long
Haringey, North London,’
reached a victorious ‘conclusion

_last week when the sacked‘worker; Les Butler, was rein-
xstated and managementagreed‘to an it in into
its handlingofhis dismissal.

The Labour controlledcouncil,
who backedthe management of

.“the PELAW, Public. Works
section, were forced to climb:

‘down ‘completely."councillors had taken tHe
_union’s side.

As important as the victory ,4-was theeffectof the strike’ony

ON Monday of this. week about
400 health workers and suppor-,
;ters turned up to attend a public |
‘meeting of Sheffield Health
‘Authority, at which cuts and: ~

‘privatisation were to be dis-
| cussed.
| The police were also invited :'to the meeting. They were of
course “only doing our job,:jlove” but they seem to have|
exceeded their brief a little when :
-they started protecting thepublic

|

 

‘meeting from thepublic.Force of|po
habit? !

:

Of the 400 health workers
~ clamouring to know how the

‘District Health Authoritywere to.
dispose of their jobs, only 28
were designated as members of :

the ‘public and allowed into the,
meeting.

.Our hope was that’ Sheffield !
Health Authority would be pres-
surised into taking the~same.line|

as Brent — no cuts and noprivat-.
isation. The line emerging from
the meeting, however, was ‘no:
cuts, no privatisation (until the!

‘ governmentforces usto)’.
Reality, according to one of

the lucky 28, was a policy of |
avoiding the cuts but keeping in
the “black -— ie. making cuts,
‘employing: slave labour in the
: form of YTS and/or-private con-
tractors and_ selling off NHS: property to developers of private

- hospitals.
: Their version of opposingprivatisation appears to mean

; Maintaining the fair wages con-| dition in ali-contracts and little
; else.

‘

i

.
‘theNALGO branch.

The majorityofmembershave
: never taken industrial action in
‘their life, and undoubtedly the ,strentgh, organisation and
solidarityof themembers in the

,strike could not have existed;
without the newly formed shop

~ stewards system.
Many stewards commented

thatundertheold Departmental
; Representative system. they

‘ony
Lo| rebably would not even have

ly 2| | ard of the strike until it was
‘over. Now they are determined
;to strengthen the stewards:

| A decision by NUT members| | unionswereunsupportive and,in
 

J mot to cross

by Mary.Corbishley(Harinaringey NALGO)
picket lines waspossibly what brought the coun-

cillors to their knees when they
werefaced with schools being
shut.

For a number of years rela-
tions betweenNALGO and other:
council employee unions has 1been very poor. The joint union :

committee has not met for two
yearsInitially the Council drew
much of their confidence from
thefactthatthemanual workers

7

EZ

“Thehospital was demolished whilstyouwere asleep‘and thisoffice block was built”.
 

‘WITH THE strike for union|Tecog-.
nition. and reinstatement at the:
Carousel wafer factory in theeast-
end of Glasgow nowintoits third
month, both sides are dug in fora
len; strugihyst aEle.stnight, the scabs.
have become much more aggess-’

_ive towards the pickets, threaten-
themand punching them, on

and off thepicket line.

coccccooobeoeCoccccccccececces
oo.
e
@
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Saccomando,_“the factory’s
owner, has now enlisted the help
of a former. policeman to help

.
him to ferry in scabs andto try to
intimidatethepickets.

Many of the firms taking sup-.plies from Carousel are still doing:
_
80. Embarrassment was recently{caused. by thadiscovery thatGlas-'
gow Co-operative stores are con-
tinuing to stock Carousel wafers.

i
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e “Rdmund Baluka was

a8
recently‘jailedfor five=by the Polish”

‘Stalinistregime. They have offered to release him ifhe is ee
@:. to leave the

co
country,which he willnot do. Get your{union:to sendB.@ protest to thePolish Embassy in-London, demandinghis release.
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Carouselcallsiincop
The groceries department at!

;three G

the case of the TGWU, openly,hostileto thestrike.
But the inter-union hostilityis

at theleveloflocalleaderships._
Thestrikebeganto heal some of

~ the rifts, asSNALGO members '

(many of whom in the past had
flouted other unions’ picket
lines) recognisedtheimportance
of the picket and for the fitst

.

time talked to rank and file ;
members of other unions and

‘heard about their working con-
_ ditions and disputes. 
  

‘founder member of the
workplace Labour Party‘branch. at Rolls Royce,Hillington;near Glasgow.
Socialist Organiser inter-
viewed Davie on the role
of the workplace branch
in thefactory.
Could you tell us how

‘others went about building the

successes you encountered?

called a meetingof all Party
with Jimmy Allison, Scottish

* Organise:

bersoverthelast six months.
Weare selling 50 copies of

Labour Weekly to branch mem-
bers every week. Within the
branch we have three Strath-:

Regional Councillors,
lasgow District Coun-

clyde
cilfors, one East Kilbride Dis-
trict Councillorand one Renfrew
District Councillor. This has all.
helpedinbuildingour branch.

Rolls Royce management;
.

Were very enquiring as to our;
activities at first.

=|After I and branch officials:
ithe Co-op’s head office in Glas-i‘] met with management on three
' gow pleaded ignorance of the dis-/
pute, but promised a sympathetic;

- response .once officially contact-|
|ed aboutit.

No. major deliveries.have been;
made to the firm since the flour’
‘delivery over a fortnight ago, andi

‘shop stewards at the firm which’
supplied the flour (Carr’s) have:
since written to the strikers saying
thatno more will be permitted.

':
Other minor setbacks suffered.

.' ' by Saccomandoinclude therefus-
als to cross the picket line of
POEUengineers (to fix two of his

' i three phones which are now out’
of order), and .of the mechanics’
brought in to fix Saccomando’s

| wage-slip machine.
The weekly mass pickets are

continuing, Though they have
not increased in size — about 60
or 70 turn out — they have be-
come much morepickets of rank
and file trade unionists and Lab-

,;| our Party members ratherthan
: just the far Left.

The attitude of the police to
' ‘the mass pickets has also notice-:

ably hardened.
As winter sets in Saccoman-

do’s vulnerabilityto picketing and
blacking is rapidlydecreasing. He
has already lost the Saudi Arabian‘
order which used to be his main
one during the winter months.

This makesit all themore vital
, to step up support.Donations/messages to:

TGWU office, 216 West RegentSt, Glasgow.

occasions their objections have
ceased.

_

—
Could yousay something‘about’
the re’ ip between the
branch and the shop stewards.committee in thefactory?

In a word, excellent. Mem-,
bers. of our branch are shopPj

|

stewards for the AUEW,:
‘| GMBATU, TGWU and ACTSS.

Withinour membershipwe have
comrades who are also on the
factory joint trades committee
andmemberswho are convenors:
of respective unions. Progres-
sives who aré-not Labour Party:
membersbut are shop stewards,have beenvery helpful and s‘sup-,1portive. i

1}

you and”
branch and what problems and

Six Labour Party activists.
members in thefactory. Along:

x, our branch was then :constituted. Wehave been very :

Successful in gaining new mem-—

 

It is vitel that the inter-union |
-

rift is bridged and a new jointshop stewards committee isuit. Without such unity evendespite the new found confid- :
ence of theNALGO branchwhen ~

the fight over cuts and jobs:
_ comes the unions will betoo

,busy attackingeachotherto win.
An important part of this

process. will be the role of.
Labour Party workplace
branchesinvolvingcouncilwork- :
ers acrosstheunions.
'* For NALGO Labour Party
‘members the lack of links
between the union and the |

‘LabourParty became glaring.

Continuing a discus:
sion from our Sept.17 ‘How to Fight the
‘Tories’ conference. .

‘redundancies. Having said
'» that,the recent 2-1vote against

workingon Tridentby the work-
force, which was worked for by:
the Labour Party members and.
the shop stewards, was a very;significant victory considering
thatmorale is not all thathighin
certain areas of the work-.
force due to the decline in the;Aerospaceindustry.

_How do you see workplace
branches participating in the|
reconstruction of the labour
movement?

! If we are serious in building:
a mass campaigning party
I believe it is essential that we.. expand and build up workplace
branches in factories, offices,
schools, and a most important.
area — within the local author-
ities, e.g. NALGO members. °

 

|

 
\

 

Annual General Meeting,

Wehad littlepopsbilityof eitheebringing to account councillors
‘pointing out to Labour Partymembers the necessity of
uni litical , :

- between unions and the‘Labour Party to the Tories’‘attackon Iotal authorities.
‘branch based:on Hornsey
‘Hall sent an open lettertotoall
‘Labour Councillors but to no
avail.

One way to reverse this sitn-:ation is to build more workplace‘branches across. the
_

councilwhichcannotbeignoredHowwe organised
to blackTrident
DAVIE GRAHAM is a:

 

Hostel
strike |
wins atlast-

‘IT TOOK a long and“bitter
' strike for, the 26 workers atArlington’ House hostel in

Camdentowin. But theystuck
it out for’13 months and win
theydid.

The scope of theirvictoryis
measured by the great differ-
ences between the wages and
conditions theywalkedout ag-
ainst and thosetheyreturn to.

They used to get free lodg-
ings — a 7ftxSft'room-and a
bed — and £26 basic a week.
Now the.lowest paid will get
£102 a weekandliveout.

The hostel has been taken
out of -the- hands of. Rowton
Hotels and will be run for
Camden Council by the. UK
Housing Trust.
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What kindof activitiesdoes the’ a‘branchintend to carryoutin the t Sunday October 30at
;peWe havesstarted monthly ‘County Hall, London
‘factorygate drops of our branch. J :

7newsletter. We put out 2,000, Bel Day school Tities ffreeofcharge tethe‘workforce. tT ongi the po aof :
orking e factory com-. cialist Organiser, Satur- <

di the general elec-’ ;mitts hedfactorsgate meet-, fj day October29, Crouch
ingsat junchtime addressedby’ g Hill RecfeationomnesLabour MPsandothers. @ Hillrise Road, London
Doyouseetheranchplaying a §§ N19. Details from SO, 28 .

le in h e con: | :rol

e
in

elping omvlan? a Middle Lane, London N8
I. don’t see any. confronta-, z

_ ation taking place over voluntary, Simmuaniman as
{
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TUCmeets
got no joy when they met Tebbit last Thursday,

Their offerte discuss‘voluntary’-trade union’reform was turned
down by Tebbit,whose new Bill is already
THE TUC

Pee

Tebbit
2%h.

theirfear of a tight legal straitjacketon theunions: Hetold themhe
wanted a looseratherthan a tight straitjacket._—but it couldn't be

Afterwards, Len Murray got up off his knees, dusted him-
’

s
spittle off his face, and told the

§i“selfdown;wiped Tebbit’s
thetrade unions’ offer to Tebbitit had been“honourableandhonest”.

JOHN
SMITH
(IFL)

~IGWUpicketsat EllesmerePort °

 
 

“THE collapseof the two-day
old strike at Vauxhallis pain-
fully reminiscent of the BL
strike. in 1979 which was also
killed by the leadership after -

twodays.
Although~Vauxhall manage-

ment was clearly shaken and
forced to come off the 14 morth
deal, an important wave of: miuit-
ancy in the Vauxhall plants h-i
been stabbed in the back.

Terry Duffy was in the’ van-
 

by Alan Thornett

guard of the sell-out. It was his
public hostility to the.strike as
soon as it became a reality which
created the

leaders are any better in reality.
Not a single public statement

has-been made by TGWU officials
supporting the strike, yet such a
statement. by Moss Evans or
Grenville Hawley would. have 

drafted. Theytold him of
.

press that

situation at.
‘Dunstable. Not that the TGWU

 

/AUXHALLORPEDOED
strengthened itconsiderably.

Members of the. AUEW were
balloted separately at Dunstable
and votedto scab on thestrike.
That becamethevulnerablepoint.On Tuesday the Dunstable TGWU
members met andvoted to acceptthe company’s offer under: the
pressure of AUEW scabbing.

Luton met a few hours later
and voted by a 2-1 majority to
follow Dunstable and go back to
work.

But there was no lead what-
soever from the platform. No
tecommendation was made to the
Meeting. The mass meetings were
called after only two days of the
strike to vote again on a companyoffer which came nowhere near
meeting the claim. It is the same
old story. When the leadership is
opposed to a strike, call mass
meetings at every pretext and the
crack is bound to emerge. The
workers have to win the vote
every time, the management only
have to win it once andit’s all
over.

It is little -wonder. that
hundreds ; of militant workers
were angry and bitter after the
Luton meeting.. They

-
were

obviously able. to see the whole
manoeuvre and how it wascarried
out.

Like Cowley in- 1981, Elles-.. Mere Port was left high and dry,having voted overwhelmingly to
continue the strike and havingproceeded to seek the support of
the dockers. Understandably,
they decided not to go it alone
and voted on Wednesday morn-
ing to return to work.

The strike, however, and the
limited gains of stopping the 14
month deal shows once again that
the working class is prepared to
fight when the issues come up,
even given the collapse of the
TUC and trade union leaders in
the post-election period.

TUESDAY'S_Daily
|

(October 4) carried oneof -

 
 

Mail

the most vicious press attacks
yet on the Labour council iin
Islington,NorthLondo

A_ journalist, Gloria Stewart,
faked up leaflets for a fictional
women’s collectivé offering aid to

- prisoners and ex-prisoners from
Holloway Prison. Using informa-
tion she had
prison while doing a series on it
recently as a. freelance, she
approached the council for
money and premises.

The council, well aware of the
treatment faced by -prisoners in
jail, and the difficulties they often
have on release, made a favour-able initial response.

A council statement points
out:.

“No money and no accom-
modation were ever given to this
group. ‘Council leader Margaret
Hodge ‘hit out at theMail’sirtes-
ponsible’ smear ‘and stressed that
the. reporter had used a- false
name, Gloria Murray, when she
approached the coi , a factnot.
mentioned by the ail.

‘When Gloria Murray first
spoke to deputy council leader
Valerie Veness she. did not men-
tion accommodation but merely
asked for a t for a newsletter.
Margaret Hodge, added: ~ ‘The
council is always extremely care-
ful about investigating fully any
request before: money or
resources are handed out.’ ”

But the Mail journalist did not ~

stick around for the investigation.
She pulled out and wrote her two-
page article “exposing” the
council’s willingness to consider
helping prisoners and ex-prisoners
— whatshe brazenly asserts to be
“a clearly crazy cause”

Margaret Hodge com-
mented: ‘Islington will get on
with thetask of providing homes
and jobs for the people of Isling-
ton and will not be deflected bythis kind of dishonest, disreput-able, muck-rakingjournalism.7

\
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Gaystell Labour:
Don’t say we
lost votes

by Stephen Spurdon
ONE Sunday aternoon, just
after the general election, !

\ watched antion of theChannel 4 progr “Union
”’ in which reasons for the

|

Labour Party’s. ‘defeat: were
' ‘being discussed. Sitting with
| ithe presenter were union stal-

‘warts and champions of the
masses, David Basnett and
Gavin Laird.

“Do you think,’’ said ‘the‘presenter, “that the Labour\;Party’s‘advocacyof such middleclass’‘concerns as animalrightsind gay rights caused disaffec-
namongst the mass oftradi-

tionalLabour voters?”’
mett pulled one otf those

me little aces like a
grave opening and mumbled on
about, ‘‘getting back to priorit-

“-des’’. ‘But there it was — the
assumption inthe question had
been accepted. Gay rights wasavote loser. \

That ° umption - is
hidden in tne weakness -o
manifesto commitment to gay

its:.
‘We are concerned thathor sexuals. are unfairly

d. We will take steps tobi that: they are not
unfairly discriminated against -

— especially in employment and
in the definition of privacy
contained in the 1967

Act

—

along the ‘lines set out in
Labour’s Programme, 1982.’’

Liberal sentiments + weakly
expressed — give the lie to the
Party hierarchy’‘3 views on gayrights more:than if nothing had
been said. at all. We are
an emb sment, we are
divisive and\we are,in thefinal
analysis,expendable.

Weare'not even to be heard
— if the annual conferences of
theLabour Party are anythingto
go by. And this year’s. confer-
ence will be no exception, with
not even a mention for gay
rights. Yetagain, we. are rele-
gated to a fringe meeting —

symbolicof our position in Party
consciousness.

But thiswillnot always‘be the
case. Mainlythtough the work
of such orggnisations|as Labour
Campaign for Gay Rights, manypeople in the Party are begin-
ning to realise thatthe fight for

’ gay. rights is as much a part of
the socialist struggle as are the
issuesofclass, race and sex.

Indeed,it is our threat to the
very basis of capitalism — liter-
ally how it reproducesitself —

- that has set off a nervous reac-

FUND
-

OUR bulletins, paper sales, and meeti
ference are important. But they alsoSeatimoney. Some of it
we'll make goodby collections at theconference.But there-will
beabout £180 to cover from

and energy — so weve not

weneed a lot more money!

‘Alex

The work at Labour Party conferencealso takes a lot of time:got full fundfi ‘

There’s £20°from Ian Nichol, £6 irom Steve Hall, and £2
from Barnsley. We haven’t got details of therest, but it’s certain -

Send to: The Treasurer,214 Sickert Court, LondonN1 2SY, :

tion in the press. Only recently
we have had an attack on gay
tights of almost unprecedented
proportions, provoked. by the
rape of a six year. old boy in
Brighton by three men. It was
‘interesting to. note the subtle
propaganda at work as many of
thereports linkedhomosexuality
with paedophilia with child .

molestation, as if homosexuality
wasthestart of a slippery slope.

If the capitalist establishment
- can see what a danger gayliber-
ation is to its being, why can’t
'the Labour Party. see it in that
way andsupport us for preciselythe same reason? And why is it
that the ‘‘left’’ persists in
perceiving gay ‘rights as

—marginalto its demands?
For instance, many gay social-

ists, like myself, consider the
left’s advocacyof Eric Heffer for“
theleadership to bean obscenity
:when considering his dubious -

record on sexual politics.
_Until recently, it was difficult

to argue with gay people that
‘they should align themselves
with the socialist cause in
general and the Labour Party’s
-in particular. The Liberal Party
-seemed the logical choice for
gays becauseofits consistent (if

.

liberal)advocacyof gay rights.
Until, thatis, the last election

where it was clear to see the
poisoning influence of the SDP
on the ‘‘radical’’ Liberal tradi-
tion — now witheringat its very
roots (sic).

ManyLiberals were appalled
that anymention of gay rights
had begs, expunged from theAlliance ‘thanifesto. And their
worst feds were realised at the
rece:it Liberal Assembly where

|

Carlile, ‘home affairs
spokesperson, told the Assem-
bly that,as far as he was con-
cerned, the Party had no policy
on gay rights.

This was good only in that it,
‘may serve to show gay Liberals
the worthlessnessof tokenism:
the Liberal Party’s support for
gay rights has been dropped as
quickly as it was adopted, there
‘being no ideological backing
‘within the Partyefor anything
other than a reformist approach
‘to theoppression of gays.

For those of us in LCGR.
tokciism or tolerance is
unacceptable.What we demand
is a recognition of the revolu-
tionary potential of sexual
Politics and a socialist perspec-
tive of it within the labour
movement. We are convinced
that nothing less than that will
lead to true freedom. :
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