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By Tom Rigby
(editor of the Youth CND paper‘Protest’, writing
in a personal capacity) P

A MILITARYair zone has been declared over Green-
ham Commonfor three months: press rumourscircul-
ate that ships bearing missiles and warheads are
already bound for Europe. Thatcher pledges that by
the end of the year US Cruise missiles will be sited in
Britain.

. ae

They are not welcome. Throughout Europe — in Britain,
Germany and ten other countries — there will be massive
demonstrations this weekend as men and womenofall ages
show theiroppositionto thisescalation of the armsrace.

Whatshould theydo next?
Firstly,with the missiles still not yet installed, there must

be a stronger fight for trade union action to block supplies
and construction work on their bases. Trade unions have
already effectively put a. boycott on the dumping at sea of
nuclear waste. The British TGWU is on paper committed to
support such boycott action against Cruise: we must fight for
it to put these wordsinto practice.

Secondly, local-level campaigning by CND and the labour
movementmustcontinueto raise theissue and widen support
for the anti-war struggle — pointing to the implications for
council and healthworkers of new Tory ‘CivilDefence’ plans,
and building pickets, demonstrations, boycotts and strike
action against every aspectof thewardrive.

Thirdly,efforts must be madetolinkthis issue to the other
facets of the struggle against this brutal Tory government
which is closing hospitals, axing services, smashing up
nationalised industries, exploiting unemployed youth and
planningfurthercuts in benefits.

And, last but not least, the fight within the labour move-
mentitself must be sharpened up.

Documents published in last Sunday’s Observer underline
the complicityof the last Labour governmentin the decisions
to manufacture and deploy Cruise in Europe. If Kinnock/
Hattersley get their way, the next Labour governmentwill
have the same attitude towards nuclear weapons. Kinnock
narrowly failed at the Brighton conference to discard the
policy of unilateral nuclear disarmament —

the only principledpolicy for scrapping theBomb.
In those handful of unions not yet committed to unilateral-

ism, and throughout the workers’ movementas a whole, the
struggle must be to defend this policy and for a leadership
preparedto fightfor it ratherthanfudging or abandoningit.

_

INSIDE
FOUR PAGESof news, analysis and
comment on the fight to scrap the
Bomb, PLUSInternational News, and
the latest reports on the Post Office
Engineering Union struggle against
privatisation (Backpage).
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  taskof
nationaldefence

WHY tStherea threatof nuctear-war? *Most people would never ‘press the button’ to wipe out millions.Whyis it that power rests in the hands of people like Thatcher andReagan who would?
.Many of the scientists who developed the atom bomb were horri-fied at the result of their work. Why: was that work controlled.bypeople prepared to use the bombagainst Hiroshima and Nagasaki? ©

What makes many people accept nuclear weaponsis the doctrine of‘national defence’. Nations must defend themselves, so the argumentgoes. Nations are threatened by other nations. Britain, for example,isthreatenedby Russia.
, .‘Thus nations must be armed — and armed on the huge scale nece-ssary to take on other armed nations. The whole argument becomes

a viciouscircle,
But whydo nations threaten nations? Andis there an alternative?Throughouthistory, the scramble for advantage amidstscarcity be-tween rival ruling groups has led to war. The modern technologycreated by capitalism opens the Possibilityof a world withoutscarcity,where everyone can have enough onthebasis of co-operation in pro-

.duction and equality. in distribution.
.in fact,however, capitalism has created a highly unequal world.In pre-capitalist societies, most economic activity wasstrictly local.Peasant familiesproduced almostal! they needed themselves;lords livedPrincipally by extracting surplus production from the peasants on theirland; only a small proportion of goods weretraded across any distance.To this economic system corresponded a political system split upinto local fiefdoms andprincipalities,only loosely linked together.As capitalism developed, starting in the Middle Ages, it createdlarger, more homogeneousnation-states — bound together by their ownlanguage and communications, rather than just by the person of anoverlord — as the frameworkfor the new economicsof the free market.But.the new: nation-state unit became out-datedin its turn — longago. Modern techniques of production and communications make thenation-state too small as an economic unit.

Each capitalist class has developed close ties to its own nation-stateinstitutions. A large part of its profits, its markets, and its power aretied up with those institutions. Thus the capitalists are not capable of
|making a decisive step forward to world-wide‘co-operation. -

Instead, they have ‘internationalised’ by meansof th big capitalistPowers competitively seizing control and influence over the poorercapitalist nations. ’

The root cause of World War 1 and of World War 2 was the com-petitive struggle of the: big capitalist powers to seize more colonies andwider spheres of influence. ‘National defence’ for the Capitalist rulers,meant defenceof their international. profits and plunder.
; Leon Trotsky concluded nearly 50 years ago: ‘The defence of theationstate, first of all in Balkanised Europe — the cradle of the nationstate — is in the full sense of the word a reactionary task. The nationState with its borders, passports, monetary system, customs and thearmy for the protection of customs has become a frightful impedimentto the economic and cultural development of humanity... ~

‘The- task of complete national determination and peaceful co-operation of all’ peoples of Europe can be solved only on the basis
| of the economic unification of Europe, purged of bourgeois rule. Thestogan of the United States of Europeis a slogan not only for the sal-vation of the Balkan and Danubian peoples but for the salvation of thepeoples of Germanyand France aswell.’

This argument. — that capitalism's competitive drive for profit andworld-wide plunder is the root cause of war bewteen nations — seems} to fall down on one fact. What about wars between socialist states?Even if you disregard the USSR’s invasions of Hungary and Czechesio-vakia what about China and Vietnam? :

| - These bureaucratic states are not socialist. Socialism can guaran-tee peace because it means the free,.self-regulating co-operation ofPeople on the basis of ‘from eachaccording to his or her abilities,toeach according to his or her need’. The rule of the KGB and thepri-vileged bureaucrats is a million miles from that.The Stalinist states are not capitalist, either. But they are a peculiar
|
mutation of post-capitalist economic forms within which many of the| Worst vices of capitalism flourish monstrously.| The USSR Originated in a genuine workers’ revolution. But social-lism was never possible in one country alone. When the workers of theWest were defeated, and “the revolution was isolated in backward.Russia, a faction of the revolutionaries (led by Stalin) came togetherwith the -careerists and officials of the old regime to create a newbureaucracy. They crushed the incorruptible revolutionaries.This ruling bureaucracy,and its counterparts in the other StalinistStates, are every bit as rapacious and brutal as any capitalist class.The different economic basis does make a difference, however. TheUSSR does not have the same inbuilt economic drive to world expan-sion as the big capitalist powers. /

:i That (together with the US's technical superiority,of course)is thelreason why the West has set the pace in the armsrace. Since World War'2 the major cause of war has been the attempts by the big capitalistpowers, led and dominated by the US, to prevent further areas being‘taken out of their grip by revolutionarieswhich lead those areas intoithe sphere of orinto alliance with the USSR.
| Korea, Vietnam, Gentral America,all fall into this pattern. Diplo-tic negotiations, or general efforts to influence public opinion, aregoing to stop the drive to war. The answeris to uprootthesocialof war — to overthrow capitalism in the west, and bureaucraticin the east, in favour of a democratic, co-operative socialistBystem.
| To organise for that, we need to start by rejecting and arguinggeist the doctrine of national defence. The ‘national interests’ of Bri-a capitalism — its profit-grabbingactivitiesacross the world — are notpers, The ony war worth fighting is the class war. The sort of defencePee we mortirs cass of Britain needs is a People’s militia, able toRefers se tor os agers: foregn aggression but also against our ‘own’==
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THE LEADERSHIPof CND
has railroaded through its
National Council a series of
proposals which are tanta-
mountto the suspension of.
Labour CND as an auto-
nomousbody.

Assisted by the staged
‘resignations of a small.
minority of the executive of
Labour CND,theymounted
an attack on the autonomy
of Labour CNDas a special-
ist section of CND at the
CND National~Council
meeting on October 15-16.

Members of the majority of
the executive of Labour CND
were bitterly attacked by CND
executive nominees who hadpreviously been ‘placed’ on the
Labour CNDexecutive with the
powerof veto.

This vicious attack wasimmediately followed by a call
.

for ‘unity’from a CND executive
member (sounds all toofamiliar...) :

CNDleaders
have moved
against CND’s
Labour Party
and youth

|

sections. Tim
Pilsbury reports

At the same Council meeting
a series of proposals on the
future of Youth CND presentedby an unrepresentative ‘YCND.
Interim Committee’ were also
pushed through.

No members of the elected
YCND National Committee
(which has been removed from
office by the CND executive)
were allowedto speak, whereas
in the Labour CND debate oneof the resigning executive mem-bers (not a delegate) was allow-
ed to speak at length.

As a result YCND structure
until the recall conference (if

iT CND leaders step
Itch-hunt

there is’one) is such that the
governingbodyis unrepresenta-tive of the youth in the
campaign. :

:These can be seen as the next
steps in the witch-huntcurrentlybeingcarried out in CND.

It is no coincidence that at
the same time CND executive is
switching the emphasis in cam-paigning, retreating from a firm
unilateralist stance to advoca-
ting a Nuclear Freeze.

.YCNDand Labour CND were
the two specialist sections mostvehemently opposed -to this
switch in policy, and were intent
on CND maintaining unilateral
nuclear disarmament as_ its.
major campaigning aim.

This, we can safely assume,iswhy the Labour and Youth sec-tions have been crushed by the
CND executive. -

The ‘Agenda’article in Mon-
day’s Guardian (October 17)by _E.P.Thompson__reflects
the direction in which the CND
executive wants to travel —

‘Lord Carrington,wherewillyoube on October 22?’, a pursuit of
the idea that -CND can‘persuade’ the Tories to_ ditch -

 
nuclear weapons,

A more realistic proposition
must surely be the organisationofthe labour movement againstnuclearweapons — the blackingof work on cruise missile ‘sites,for example, which was recentlybackedby TGWUconference.

UnfortunatelytheCND execu-
tive and many National Councilmembersdo not conform to this
view. .

;
.This can be changed at CND

conference in December, where
election of 20 National Council
membersandotherofficers (in-cluding the executive commit-
tee) takes place. The regionalAnnual General Meetings where
‘regional delegates to NationalCouncil are elected (five perregion), are also important. -

If we are to stop the witch-
hunts in CNDit is importantthat
there is a strong left presenceat the National Conference.
Then a campaign could be laun-ched to oppose the witch-hunts

_
and to organise the Left in CND
to fight within the campaign for
the unequivocal. retention of
unilateral nuclear disarmament
as CND’sprimary aim. :

 The Timesa-changin’
HAROLD EVANS, former
editor of the Sunday Times
and former editor of. the
Times, has his first volume of
autobiographypublished later
this month — and it’s not
going to be a pretty sight.

‘Good Times are Bad Times’
is being_serialised, ironicallyenough, in the Sunday Times’
main rival for Sabbath respecta-bility,The Observer.

Thefirst two episodes shed analmost comic light on the att-
empts -of the Editor to maintainindependencefrom the owner of
the newspaper. This was notjust
any old editor. Harold Evans wasthe king of ‘the new breed.
Youngish, brash, he gave the Sun-day Times the reputation of being
a campaigning paper — notleft

but on. the loosest of
leashes from the establishment.

His most famous battle wonthe right to publish articles att-acking the Distillers Company
over its treatment of Thalidomide
victims.

Evans did not do anything’radical, like publishing and beingdamned. He fought the casethrough the courts and eventually
wonthe right for the stories to beprinted. It was, to some extent,thanks to the Sunday Timesthat
Thalidomide victims received
their inadequate compensation,instead of nothing atall.

Renowned
Nor wasit just any old news-

paper owner. Rupert Murdoch
was renowned throughout the
world for interfering directly in
the editorial affairs of his publi-cations, which included the
bottom of the market Sun in
Britain, and half the gutter press
across the world.

So when the Times was taken
over by Rupert Murdoch and
Evans was appointed editor, the
stage was set for

a
fair test of one

of the most cherished beliefs in
British journalism. :

Every journalist has it drumm-
ed into their psyche that thewhole structure of press freedom
rests on the independence of theeditor and the editor’s right todetermine how the paper will be
Tun. ft is a principle repeated asif it were self-evident and suffi-
cient to ensure that the news-
Paper would ever fall under anymaligned speil — say, like theNational Union of Journalists
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Code of Conduct, or the Cam-
paign for Press Freedom.

There .was a honeymoonperiod in which Murdoch deferred
to Evans but it didn’t last long:Problems arose when Murdoch’sdeputy, Gerald Long, began re-ferring to the editing of the Times
as a job that‘we’ would be under-taking. This was a cue for Evans
to demolish him with the cast-iron promisesofeditorial freedom
which had been given by Mur-
doch when he bought the paper.Instead, Evans contents himself
with quoting CP Scott, a famous
editor of the Manchester Guar-dian, ‘The Editor and BusinessManager should march hand inhand, the first, be it well under-
stood, just an inch or twoin ad-
vance.”

Evans had theillusion that he
remained ‘an inch or two in-ad-
vance’ of Murdoch andhis hench-
men. But it was just anillusion.
A series of petty humiliations
were inflicted on the old Times
management. Denis Hamilton,non—Executive Chairman under
Murdoch, had given up his old
prestigious office and moved to
the seventh floor.

Evans visited him onelunch-time. ‘I found his secretary near
to.tears. She had asked the kit-
chen for a lunch-tray for Hamil-
ton, who wanted to work at hisdesk, and it had been refused onLong’s orders: lunch-trays wereonly to be available to the jointgeneral manager onthe6th floor.’

Evans made angry noises, but
again consoled himself withphilosophy.

Evans recounts that he kept
expecting some kind of discussion
on the future of the Times withMurdoch. The meeting was in-
definitely postponed. He pressed
Longfor financial-figures,but was
told that Murdoch was ‘funny’
about giving them. ‘Murdoch’s
own board meetings were even
more cursory than  Long’s.
“Yeah, Yeah, Well, let’s all getback to work, there’s a lot. to
do.”

;

‘article contributed to the

The crunch came after six
months. ‘Murdoch sent for me,and when I cameinto his office
he was gauging his ball-point penthrough a report on page 2 byLucie Hodges. “Why do you usethese commies?” he said.’ (The
story was about the BrixtonResidents Group, blaming policefor the crime rate: before the
Brixtonriots.)

‘I replied that it was a good.
story, and Hodges was a goodre-
porter; in any event it was absurd
to call her'a communist.’

This was the point in. the
movie where the Good Guy(Evans) was supposed to throw
the Bad Guy (Murdoch) acrossthe room°accompanied by aspeech about press freedom andinterfering busybodies.

Instead, Evans defended him-
self by saying that Lucie Hodges
was not a communist. One mightask what the position would havebeen if she had been? Or if Evans
himself hadnotlike the report?The outburst over, the Brixton
report was a prelude to a more .general attack on the economic
reporting of the Times.

_At that time, although it’shard to remember it now, theThatcher government had sunk tothe lowest level that any govern-
ment had faced&‘in its mid pointand was well behind Labour inthe opinion polls..

Murdochdidn’t like it and had
- made growling remarks to Evansabout Thatcher being the onlyBritish politician that

.

was any
' good and dubbing her wets inthe Tory Party as ‘those pissingLiberals’.

Evansreports ‘He lobbednéws-
paperclippingsacross the Atlanticmainly from the American newright. He asked me to note an

WallStreet Jourtial which said there -

was no plausible alternative toThatcherism and compared Mrs.Thatcherto war-timeChurchill.’Gerard Long prepared a 2 pageMemorandum, presumably onMurdoch’s orders, saying that the

Times should not give prominence
to reports unhelpful to theGovernment. To spare Evans’
susceptibilities, the memorandum
was markedprivate and personal.If Evans had not nowpublished it
the fiction could have been main-tained. that the Editor has edi-
torial control.

:

Evans was hopelessly ‘tangled‘in the web, incapable of making
a stand against the owners exceptthrough ‘dumb insolence.-

Evans asked Murdoch to come
to dinner.» On ‘the way to his
house, Murdoch began complain-

,
ing, because the Times had in-
vited James Tobin, the Nobel
Prize-winner, to comment on
British economicpolicy.’

‘Why do you run that stuff?’
— ‘Well, it’s timely.” — ‘And it’s
wrong! Wrong! What does he
know, anyway?’ — ‘He won the
Nobel Prize.” — ‘Intellectual
bullshit.’ .

Murdochexercised his control
not only through his direct voca-bulary but also through the
budget, which insisted that Evans
cleared any spending over £1,000with him. ‘Revealingly,Evanssaysthat £1,000is rarely spent on one
story, even on the Times, but
cites as one example whereit wasnecessary to spend more .than£1,000 ‘the story of the LabourParty’s unknown activists, who
had captured the Constitution.’Disappointingly for the sum ofhuman knowledge he doesnottell
us where the£1,000 went.

In this week’s episode, Evans
reports his eventual downfall atthe Times, and it should makerivetting reading.

Evans does not seem to realisethat his book is a self confessionthat editorial freedom. is worth
peanuts.

He continues. to ‘protest that
the problem here was one bad
owner. In fact, if Murdoch has avirute, it is that he says and doesdirectly what other newspapersdo more discretely. Andat least
Evans got some happy days outof it. -In one scene he describes,
at St. John’s Wood, he was havingdinner at Woodrow Wyatt’shouse. The guests were RupertMurdoch, Arnold Weinstock, headof General Electric, and FrankChapple, Head of the ElectriciansUnion.

Dinner with Chapple, Mur-
doch and Weinstock — and, pre-sumably, all that for. under£1,000. Now that’s what I call
editorial integrity.
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Will Kinnock get
_rid of the Bomb? AT THE Labour Party con-

ference Neil Kinnock tried
to. get the motion firmly
reasserting unilateral nuc-
lear disarmament ‘remit-
ted’, i.e. taken off the
agenda.

Hefailed,and themotion was
carried by a bigmajority.
~ But in the same week that the
conference knocked back Kin-
nock’s move against unilateral-
ism,it elected Kinnock leader by
an even bigger majority. He got
73%of thetrade union vote, and
91.5% of the constituency Lab-
our Party votet .

For sure, many of the Labour
and trade union activists who
voted for Kinnock did so be-
cause they thought he would
stick by unilateral nuclear dis-
armament. :

When Kinnock argued at the
Labour Party national executive
for remitting the unilateralist
motion, in the very same speech
he insisted that he remained a
CNDsupporterof long standing.

Labour’sleadershipstill says
that it is unilateralist. At the
Brighton conferencethenational
executive pushed a policy of
putting Polaris into negotiations
{rather than scrapping it) and
‘freezing’ the nuclear arsenal
(ratherthan getting rid of it). It
even had Denis Healey, an
avowed opponent of unilateral-
ism, speaking on itsbehalf.

But the official explanation is
that these are merely tactical

- gambits.The basic commitment
remains to a non-nuclear
defence policy.

Chimes
The CNDleadership chimesin

to prop up Kinnock. The execu-
tive of Labour CND (the Labour
Party section of CND) has been
hauledover thecoals becauseits
vice-chair, Walter Wolfgang,
wrote an article criticising
Kinnock.

CNDleaders (accordingto the
Guardian) rushed to see Kin-
nock and assure, him that the
criticismwas not CNDpolicy.

And CND chair Joan Ruddock,
blandly asserts that ‘‘no-oneis
seriously proposing immediate
and complete disarmament, but
rather a unilateral approach to-
wards that policy as helping to
stimulate negotiations between
the nations’? (quoted in CND
newsletter 2/83).

So will Neil Kinnock get rid
of the Bomb? It depends on
whetheryou believethat a step- -

by-step, half-unilateral/half-
multilateral policy will be
effective.

All the evidence is that it
won't. Back in January 1946 the
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United Nations voted unanim-
ously to set up a commission to
organise ‘‘the elimination from
international armaments of
atomic weapons’’. All the sum-
mits and disarmament sessions
since then have had equally
little effect on thearmis race.

‘ Just imagine for a minute the
‘ situation if a Labour government
set about phasing out the Bomb
and USbases. It could do some
minor thingsquite easily.

It could cancel Trident: plenty
of people in the military estab-
lishmentthinkit’s not much use.

‘FREEZE the Arms Race’
will be one of the major
slogans on the CND dem-
onstration in London on
October22.

Yet. it is a demand that has -

little to do with unilateralism,
the basic policy of CND. In real-
ity it adds up to little more than
multilateralism.

_

However, the ‘freeze’ is be-
eoming very important in CND.
‘The leadership (Bruce Kent,
Joan Ruddock, E.P.Thompson,
etc.) want to see it become the
movement’s central campaign-
ing slogan, as they try. to redir-
ect CND rightwards towards
some ‘centre ground’ of British
politics.

When the ‘fré@ze’ demand
is given any precise formulation
it can be seen to be multilateral-
ist. This is how Joan Ruddock
put it: ‘‘Bilateral agreements
between the superpowers to
halt the further manufacture,
deploymentor testing of nuclear
weapons’’.

In the run-up to the deploy-
ment of Cruise and. Pershing
missiles, many people are con-
fusing the CND. priority de-
mands of ‘No Cruise, No
Trident,

-
No. Nuclear-Armed

Tornado’ with the call for a
nuclear freeze.

Joan Ruddock has: described
thetwo slogansas ‘identical’.

But the ‘freeze’ slogan

Kinnock: “less than 50% determined”
But if it tried to go further,

then it would face huge resist-
.ance: from the ,armed forces
top brass; from the military
contractors; from. the US and
other NATO governments; and
of course from themedia.

_If sit was 50%. determined,
rather than 100% determined,
thenit would end upat best with

- somethinglike what the present
government in Greece has got
on its election pledge to remove
US bases from that country: an
agreement to removethe bases
after a period of several years.

In the meantime, of course,

By Tom
Rigby

accepts the deployment of
Cruise and Pershing ~as
inevitable.

CND’s National Council has
also retreated by redefining dir-
ect action: from now onit will be
called ‘symbolic’action.

CND leaders have specified
that the action this autumn and
winter is ‘not to be seen as an
attempt to stop the siting of
Cruise.

The ‘freeze’ slogan will reach
its full prominence only after
the deployment of the new
missiles.

But, by a strangetwist, it will
involve CND abandoning its
own argumentsabout the nature
of the new generation of NATO
missiles.

Bruce Kent has already come
'

very close to suggesting that
Cruise and. Pershing could be
part of talks on the level of
‘theatre nuclear weapons’ along
withthe SS20s.

This would mean accepting
the NATO apologists’ descrip-
tion of Cruise, and underplaying
everythingthat has quite rightly
been said by CND from the out-
set about the  ‘first-strike’
capacityof Cruise.

CND still has unilateralism

'

SIYYVWHNHOF

the warmongers could man-
oeuvre, and likely enough a
Tory or Alliance government
could be elected which would
reverse theagreement and bring
us backto square one.

Thereis little sign that Neil
Kinnock is even 50% determin-
ed to pursue unilateral nuclear
disarmament. He is morein the.
mould of Michael Foot, who led
Labour’s left wing against the
Bombfor manyyears and then,~
in the1974-9 Cabinet, took part
in secret decisions which paved
thewayfor Trident.

No: Neil Kinnock will not get
rid of theBomb.

So we must keep campaigning
on the streets. But we should -

not give up-on theLabourParty.
The labour movement is the

major organised force that can -

bring concentrated social power
into the fight against the Bomb.
If the campaign against the
Bomb cannot win via the labour
movement, then it certainly can-
not win via general -public cam-
paigning to persuade the
Establishment.

Winning over the labour
movement does not mean win-
ning the bureaucrats. People
like Denis Healey or Terry Duffy
would sooner go off to the SDP
or another split-off than stick
with a labour movement which
reallywill get rid of theBomb.

But the majority of the rank
andfilealready support unilat-
eralism, and they can be won
over to the idea that they need
to organise for unilateralismand
to abandon tolerance for semi-
unilateralists like Kinnock. The
democratic changes in the Lab-
our Party in 1979-81, despite the
setbacks since then, lay the
basis forthat. ~ :

Neil Kinnock willnot get rid
of the Bomb. But the labotr-
movementwill.
 

“Freeze” is wrong!
written into its constitution.

It is very important that this
unilateralism is defended ag-
ainst any move to drop it or.
play it down because it is less
popular than opposition to
Cruise andTridentalone.

Unilateralism, though it may
cut down the movement’s
immediate appeal, provides a
muchfirmerpoliticalbasis to go
out and buildfrom.

In particular, unilateralism
implies a refusal to ‘fit in’ with
how themedia, thegovernment,
and the military try to get us to
thinkabout nuclearweapons.

Even if there was a freeze in
the next three years, it, would ~

leave the US with13,000 more
warheads than it had in 1981,
hardly a major victory for
disarmament. :

If the CND leadership are
successful, and the Campaign’s
ranks are purged (see page 2)
andits policy revised, then this
will give the green light to the
right wing in the labour: move-
ment. They can then move in
to drop the Labour -Party’s
commitmentto unilateralism. ©

Judging from his past record,
Neil Kinnock will be prepared to
go along withthem.

It is vital that the left wing
within. CND and the labour
movement organise to stop this
happening.

US ‘Freeze’ lobby —

see article, page 7.

—

No to
NATOwas set up in April 1949,
in theearlydays of theCold
War,as a military alliance of the
US and Canadawithmostof the
West European states.

It includesall thestates of
capitalist Europe except Ire--

|

land, Finland, Sweden, Switzer-
“land, Austria and Spain. France
withdrewfrom themilitarycom-
mandstructure of NATOin 1966
butin the rest of western Europe
there is a huge militaryestab-
lishment, alwaysheaded by U
top commanders. :

NATO’s militarystructure is —

heavilybased on nuclear
weapons.In 1979 it decided to

es in Europe; withtheseinstall-
ed, it willbe firmlycommitted to

 
using nuclearweaponsfirst, in

 
base Cruise and Pershing missil-

.

 

Workers lobby the Tory conference. see report,page 5NATO! 
responseto a non-nuclear
attack.

The purpose of NATO was t
rally themajor capitalist states,
under US domination,into a
militaryalliance against the
USSRandEastern Europe. The
motiveis not ‘defence of free-.
dom’, but defenceofprofits.

Turkeyis a memberof
NATO;its armed forcesare part
of the NATOstructure. The mili

’ tary coup in Turkeytwo years
ago was at thevery least given
thego-ahead by NATO.

WhenPortugal was in the
midstof revolutionaryupheav-
als, in 1975, NATO forces stood
readyto intervene.

These are thereasons why
Britain should withdrawfrom
NATO. :
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Behind the ‘armslimit’ talks
Reagan’s one-sided
“zero option”

WELL in advance of this
year’s Halloween festivi--

.ties, Ronald Reagan has’ B y Hbeen parading behind y a Yrry
weird and uncharacteristic
masks.

On two occasions in the
last month, Reagan has
donned the disguise of a
peace-monger, making
apparent concessionsto the
USSR: in what he would
haveusbelieveto be a sin-
cere effort to festrict the
nuclear armsrace.

As the winter deadline for the
deployment of new US Cruise
and Pershing missiles draws
ever closer, and opposition con-
tinues at high levels throughout

Sloan
Europe, Reagan is desperatelylooking for a way to heap the
blameonto the Soviet Union.

This.is why he used his speech
to the UN General Assembly onSeptember 26 to make what
wereportrayed as new proposals
to the Moscowleaders.

Yet at the heart of Reagan’sproposals was a major confi-
dencetrick: he still persists in
claiming that US/NATO deploy-
ment of Cruise and Pershingmissiles is motivated simply bythe need to counterbalance Sov-

“Socialists” divided

’

 

Breaking ranks
1 | EB C

}

THOUGHiheLeft at the Labour Party conference succeeded [per-haps with the unwitting aid of a blathering intervention by JimCallaghan] in repulsing the movesto dilute or discard the policy ofunilateralnuclear disarmament, such a policy is not by any meansuniversal across Europe.
.In France, both the ruling Socialist Party and their coalition part-

ners the Communist Party support the retention of the French nuc- .lear strike-force — though the CP has staged protests. against the
new USmissilesto bebased elsewhere in Europe.French ‘socialist’ President Mitterrand gave a forthright state- -

mentofhis loyalty to the weapons of French imperialismin his Sep-tember 27 speech at the United Nations. Objecting to any link be-tween US-Sovietarmstalksand theFrench Bomb,he declared:“It is unacceptableto include thecentral defence system on whichthe independence and survival of my country rest, with the inter-mediate-rangenuclear forces of thetwo superpowers”’.But while Mitterrand holdstheline on this issue, life is less easyfor West Germany’s Social Democratic Party (SPD) leaders. Whilethey were in government, SPD Chancellor Helmut Schmidt was adogged defenderof NATOandits armsdrive.
.

,

Since Schmidt was toppled from office, however, and defeated inthe elections, the rank and file has increasinglybegun to swing theSPD away from this policy as the peace movement has. gatheredmomentum. ,

It now seemscertain that the SPD conference on November 18
_

will see a break from Schmidt’s line — and thusdeliver a setback totheParty’s leader, Hans Jochen Vogel.Already eight of the SPD’s 11 state parties have categoricallyopposed the NATO deployments, and brushed aside pleas fromVogel to leave the matter open until negotiations on arms controlend on November15.
~

 7s
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iet intermediate-range SS20
missiles.

The public relations ploy is to
exaggerate out of all proportionthenumber,newnessand accur-
acy of these missiles, most of
which are in fact deployed alongthe Soviet Union’s easternborders with China and incap-able of striking Europeantargets.

Deployed —
The SS20s were developed in

the early 1970s and deployed aslong ago as 1977 — to replacetheir ageing predecessors, the
SS4 and SS5.

Even Pentagon publications
admit that the SS20 is neither
particularly mobile, nor. parti-cularly accurate.

It is not — unlike Cruise and
Pershing — a ‘first strike’
weapon. It is designed to meet
the potential threat to the Soviet
Union posed by NATO missiles
in Europe — which include the
British ‘deterrent’ — and bythe ‘independent’ (but equallyanti-Soviet) French nuclear
strike force.

.Eversince the USA began the
nuclear arms race in the post-
war period, the USSR has faced
a superiority of numbers of
warheads ranged against it bytheimperialist US and European
governments.

Skimpy
BothReagan’s skimpy‘carrot’ofsarms control’ and his grisly‘sticks’ of an accelerating arms

race focus on preserving and
extending that NATO super-iority. ©

-For many monthstheformula
used to dress up this demand
was the so-called ‘zero option’
— by which Reagan suggestedthe USSR would reduce its
intermediate missile arsenal in
Europeto zero, in exchange for
a US agreementto do thesame.

But meanwhile British and
French missiles would remain
pointed at Soviet targets, US
nuclear-armed bombers would
continue to be based in Europe‘and on aircraft carriers within
easy striking distance of the
USSR, and US submarines,too,would. remain outside the
reckoning.

.

This one-sided ‘zero’ has not
surprisingly drawn a blank —

hostile — response from the
Moscowleaders. :

Since then Reagan has tried
variants of the same deception.In April he offered to ‘balance’
the numberof warheadsheld bythe USA and the USSRin Eur-
ope — again deliberately leav-
ing out the French and British
nuclear weapons.

Offset
Morerecently, on September~

26 at the United Nations, Reag-
an shifted his ground on three
counts. Firstly,he offered not to

- offset the whole total of Soviet
SS20 missiles in Europe and
Asia by US -deployment in
Europe: some USmissilesmightpossiblybe sited elsewhere.

Secondly, he agreed that
nuclear-capable: medium-range
aircraft (in which the USA has a
superiority) should be included
in the limits.

Thirdly, he: agreed that he
would cut the numbers of thehigh-speed and highly accurate

Pershing missiles as well as the
slower and less certain Cruise
as part of any deal.

.But once again the hollowness
of the Reagan scheme was
revealedwhen the very next day
at the United Nations both Brit-
ain and France insisted that
their bombs and missiles must
not be included in“ any such
deal.

Margaret Thatcher, in fact,
has taken a consistently harder
line than Reagan, demanding
that the USSR must dismantle

.

‘all its medium-range SS20s’’
—-including those in Asia — if
the deployment of the new USmissileswere to be halted.

Most recently, on October 4,Reagan came out with his most
bafflingproposal yet. Described
as the ‘build down’ plan, it
suggests. that older nuclear
weaponry be replaced by fewer,
newer weapons.

Lethal
Every two land-based missile

warheadsshould be replacedbyonly one new, more lethal vers-
ion, he suggested. As for sub-
marine-launchedmissiles, everythreeold ones should be replac-
ed by onlytwo new ones.

/This is of course no respite
from the armsrace: on the con-trary, it means that the drive
for innovation and increasinglyefficient methods of wreakingdeath and destruction would
actuallyincrease, leaving fewer,
more hideous warheads.

Meanwhile the US adminis-
tration has stubbornlyrefused to
echo Yuri Andropov’s offer of a
‘no first use’ pledge on nuclear
weapons:thisis because NATO
strategy for the ‘defence’ of
Europe relies upon a first strike
withnuclearweapons. -

Similarly, Reagan continues
to reject Soviet suggestions of a
freeze on new nuclear weapons
— claimingthatthiswould allow
a Soviet superiority.

The cynical charade of Reag-an’s ‘peace’ initiatives will con-
tinue right up to the installation
of the 572 Cruise and Pershing
missilesin Europe.

Innocence
But few will be inclined to

give all that much credence to
YuriAndropov’sprotestations of
peaceable innocence — parti-cularly in the aftermathof Stal-
inism’s repression of the Polish
workers’ movement.

The Kremlin leaders, howev-
er, unlike the imperialists, do
not seek militarilyto dominate
the world. Their aim is to strike

-a ‘frozen’ balance with the
NATO rules that offers them
somestabilityand the opportun-ity to focus their energies on
preserving theirpowerandpriv-ilege at home.

The main pace-setters of the
armsraceare the US and British
warmongers:it is theywho must
be disarmedasa priority for the
workers’ movement.

Settling accounts with
Andropov and his military
cronies is a job for the workers
and peasants of Eastern Europe
— not the guns, bombs, and
missiles of imperialist leaders
who would like to destroy the
nationalised property relations
of the Stalinist-ruled states
and return them to the direct
exploitation of the ‘capitalist
»world market.

  

“THE world can’t go on asit is withoutsomefool or maniac
 

or someaccidenttriggering the kind of war thatis the end ofthelineforall ofus” — RonaldReagan, May 1983.
Because ofa computererror, the US nearly launchednuc-

lear missiles early in 1980. Reagan said:. “Ifthe war had takenplace, I would seeto it. thatthe computerfirm would loseits
contractwith the US government”.

USA andthe
apartheid

-bomb
A FEW months ago, SocialistOrganiser drew attention to
plans being made by the USA
to site Cruise missiles in the
apartheidstate of South Africa.

Now a new American pamph-let, ‘Stop the Apartheid Bomb’,underlinesthe grim fact thatthe
apartheid rulers have themselv-
es now developed a nuclear
bomb,withthe assistanceof the

.US government and major US
corporations.

It points to the deliberate
cover-up by the Carter adminis-
tration of a South African nuc-lear test in September 1979,and of the last-minute cancella-
tion of a nuclear test in the Kala-

| hari Desert as long ago as Aug-
ust 1977.

Astheforce controllingone of
the world’s principal sources of
uranium — the Rossing mine inSouth African occupied Nami-
bia — the Pretoria regime has
not only drawn massive reve-
nues, but alsoobtainedtechnical
assistance from the British and
US imperialists and multinat-
ional firms. :

‘The

.
allegedly ‘peaceful’

cause of de@eloping nuclear
energy has been the flimsy pre-text beneathwhich the develop-
mentof the apartheid bomb has
gone forward. South Africa’s
first research reactor, SAFARII,
was completed in 1965, and sup-plied with weapons-grade uran-
ium by the USAuntil1976.

A SouthAfricanbuilt research
reactor, SAFARIII,was comple-ted in 1967. ,

And in 1975, with US andWest German assistance,a piloturanium enrichment plant wasbuilt, amid South Africanhopesof becominga major exporter of
enriched uraniumin the 1980s.

The promotion ofthese ‘pro-

ByHarry Sloan

jects is no error on the part of
successive“US administrations.
They share the -Pretoria
regime’s view of South Africaas
a frontline force against ‘com-
munism’ __

the revolutionarystruggles of blackAfrica.
But the episdde also under-lines therealityof nucléarpower

programmes. As nuclear criticAmory Lovins points out. andthepamphlet quotes:“Nuclear reactors are essen-tially bomb factories that pro-duce electricity as a by-product’’.
|The pamphletcalls for actionagainst imports of Namibianuranium, and against firmscomplicit in the nuclear armingof South Africa.This should alsobe taken up by trade unionists inBritain.
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HOW CAN WE
ET RID OF |

THE BOMB?
HOWCAN weget rid of the
Bomb?

By getting a government
which scraps it. But that’s

‘not as simple as it sounds.
Despite repeated Labour

Party conference votes, the
Labour leadership is

- clearly
fudging the issue, with talk of
Polaris being a matter for
internationalnegotiations.

Evenif the Labour leadership
were 100% committed to unilat-
eralism, there would be prob-
lems. The US andBritish mili-
tary; and the top ranks of the
civil service, would use all
sorts of dirty tricks to block uni-
lateral disarmament. The
governmentwould neednot only
a firm commitmentto unilater-
alism, but the will and ability
to take on the permanent state
machine.

.

.We won't get a government
like that unless it is based on
and accountableto an active and
mobilisedworkingclass.

_

Isn’t the surer méthod, then, to
focus on direct action to stop the
Bomb?
Strikes, sit-downs, peace camps
and marchesare vital. But on
their own they can’t hope to de- -

feat the centralised powerof the
state machineonan issue af cen-
tral importance to it unless they
achieve ‘general strike
proportions. .

A revolutionary
strike, arising out of an overall
politieal crisis, might achieve
unilateral nuclear. disarma-
mentas part of its work. But a
special effort to get a ‘general
strike to scrap the Bomb’ makes
no sense. -

If we could achieve the tre-
mendousorganisation and level
of awareness needed to make
such an enterprise successful,
then we would beable to ach-
jeve our aims without a general
strike.

Neither total faith in direct
action, nor pure reliance on the
struggle withinthe Labour Party
to commitit to unilateralismand
make it accountable, is the
answer.

:

What we need is a strategy
which combines these aspects,
and links them with every other
struggle in which the confidence
andpoliticalawareness of work-
ing class peoplecan be raised,

‘in the perspéctive of achievinga
workers’ government, account-
able to thelabourmovementand
preparedto take on capitalism.
Isn’t this tos drastic? What ab-

general ,

By Martin
Thomas

out countries like Norway which
keep out nuclear weapons with-
out a social revolution and with-
out even leaving NATO?

NATOcan accept that Norwayis
_free of nuclear weaponsprecise-
ly becauseBritain is jam-packed
with these machines of. death.
To keep this or that small coun-

- try free of nuclear bases is
different from disarming the
capitalist world’s second
militarypower.

Besides, clearing nuclear
‘weapons from a single country
is only a start. Really to remove
the threat of nuclear annihila-
tion, we have to remove nuclear
weaponsfrom whole continents,
at least — and also remove from
power those people who would
want to rebuild the nuclear

.
arsénalsat thefirst opportunity.

To rely on the example of
Norwayis to fool ourselves. The |

nuclear armsraceis deep-rooted
in capitalist society. We won’t
end the arms race without
changingsociety.

_

Whatalternative.defencepolicy
should we support? ‘

:

A people’s militia, democrati-
cally controlled through the lab-
our movement and local com-
munities, and based on univers-
al militarytraining.
Isn’t thatconscription?
Yes — in the samesensethata
picketrota, or a closed shop, is a
form of conscription. But there
is a difference between that sort
of ‘conscription’, and conscript-
ing peopleinto a capitalist army
as strike-breakers and uniform-
ed thugs.
Is this realistic? Why not go for
non-nuclear conventional defen-
ce, at least as an interim
demand?

Whatdefence policy is realistic
depends on whom you’re defen-
ding against what. The conven-
tional forces of the British Army
have been at war continuously
since 1945 — defending British
imperialism

©
against liberation

struggles.
Many of its commanders see

the army’s main future role in
‘counter-insurgency’ — defend-
ing the British state against

_rebellion in this country. And
former army chief Michael
Carver has admittedthat ‘‘some

. fairly senior officers’ were talk-
ing about a militarytakeover in
1974. :

~

Moves. to unilateral nuclear
disarmament. could well makeit

‘not just messroom talk, but
serious plans for action. And
then we would need defence
against thearmy.‘Realistically’ we would have
to organise some sort of labour
movement/community militias
— against the presentstate, the

’ basis for
workers’state.

:An. ‘alternative defence

 
our own’ kind. of

 Tories
regroup
for battle

By Terry Smith
. THE SIGHTof a sleepless
Margaret Thatcher flound-
ering her way through a
more thanusually lame and

turgid rallying speech gave
a flavour of the unexpect-
edly confused and desper-
ate circumstances that
dominated this year’s
Tory conference.

Instead of flag-waving trium-
phant hysteria in the aftermath
of the June election victory, the
platform struggled from day to
day to preserve a semblance of
order and confidence under the

~ quizzicaleyes of thepress.
Not until Friday morning was.

it confirmed that the frigate
Parkinson — which singlehand-
ed fought the Falklands.war and
organised the election campaign
— had been sunk with all hands
after a fresh -broadside from
Sara Keays.

The confusion of the conferen-
ce at this sudden turn in events
— after Parkinson had bored
everyone half to death with his
speech the previous day, and
survived — was multiplied by
the fact that the edition -of the
‘Times carrying Sara Keays’
statement was not available in
Blackpool.

But it must not be forgotten
that the Tory Party — as the
party of profit and property —

is less ofa structured organisa-
tion than an enlarged club of co-
thinkers.The leadership can be

knocked off balance yet still
survive — because the differen-
ces are on questions of tactics
rather than principle, and be-
cause there is only really room
for one leaderat a time.

Though marginal ‘wets’ like
Norman St John Stevas may go
round whingeing about ‘poison-
ous ideologues’ whose hostility
to the NHS gives the Tory Party

_

a bad name, the opposition to
Thatcher is soft and. lukewarm
as well as wet: it has madelittle
impact since Thatcher’smeteor-
ic rise in themid 1970s.

This can be seen from the re-
placementswheeled in to repair
thedamagedoneby Parkinson’s
destruction.

Boot-boy Norman Tebbitniov-
es up to head the relentless
drive towards privatisation and
the destruction of jobs in coal
and other nationalised
industries.

Nicholas Ridley — an original
architect of the Tory policy of
letting ‘lame duck’ firms and
industries sink — is brought into
the Cabinet as an additional
tough guy. .

‘Tom King — whose stubborn
stand provoked the water strike
earlier this year — steps into
Tebbit’sshoes, publiclypledged
to continue the same line of
aggression towards the trade -

unions.
It is over King that the big-

gest question mark must hang:
can he bringtheunion leaders to
heel in the way Tebbithad suc-

« ceededin doing?

All
photos
JOHN

HARRIS

His task will be eased, of
course, by the headlongpolitical
retreats of the last month’s
TUC Congress, and the evident
refusal of the General Secre-
itaries to wage any real fight ag-
ainst theTories.

- But there remain testing tim-
es ahead for the patched-tog-
etherTory team.

Chancellor Nigel -Lawson
wants to steer them into a policy
of cutting back unemployment
and other benefits at a time of
chronic mass unemployment.

And .Lawson’s. cash _strait-
jacket is pushing the NHSinto
cutbacks and closures which are
emotive issues in the working:
class

__

and possibly the most
explosive.singleissue to be dealt

_with in thenext year. :

Having checkedout their own
stamina by staying. awake
through Thatcher’s final speech

  
and surviving the ritualistic
minute standing ovation, ¢
after allowing their own blo
lust and racialismto run free
a.delirious week amon
friends, Tory ‘representativ
will now be watching anxiou
to check that their governm«:
doesnot run out of steam.

The questions raised o
Thatcher’s. apparent _infallil
ity could indeed be multip!
and magnified in the event
substantial victories by |
workingclass.

Ratherthan gloating over|
Tories’ -comparatively mi
crisis of leadership, our att
tion in the labour movem
should be focused on resolv:
the much more seriouscrisis
leadership exposed by t
year’s TUC and Labour con!
ences.

policy’ would not just be a blue-
print for how to organise the
State without the Bomb, but a
necessary part.of enforcing our’
anti-Bomb policy against the

New pamphlet, 50p; latest TSC
bulletin, 30p, plus postage.
From TSC, BM Box 5965,
London WCIN 3XX.
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wmlnternationalnews
Sectarianism
and politics:|
in Lebanon
COULD YOUbegin bytelling us
about yourself. -

I have been active in Lebanese
politics for more than 25 years.Until it was unofficially dissolv-
ed after the Israeli invasion last
year, I was a membef of the
Executive Committee of theLeb-
anese National Movement, one
of the. seven ‘independent
personalities’ that sat on the
Executive. Now I’m an indepen-
dent Muslim politician.

To explain what this means
requires explaining somethingabout the sectarian nature of
Lebanesepolitics.

When I say ‘Muslim’, I am
not referring to any dictionarydefinition,less still to anyset of
of religious ideas. Where there
is a problem betweenthe major-ity of Muslims and the majorityof Christians in Lebanon, it is
not religious. in the doctrinal
sense. It is a conflictof political
ideas andinterests. :

Understanding this helps us
understand the current situa-
tion in Lebanon, the politicalgroupings, and howthe.state
has operated since 1943.

The system is based on an un-
written confederation of sects.
The loyalty of the Lebanese is
not between an individual and
the. state directly. It has to be

/
mediatedthroughthesect.

The services that ‘an indivi-
dual enjoys are usually the serv-
ices supplied by a sect, whetherMaronite, Sunnite, Greek Ortho-
dox or whatever. A Maronitebaby, for instance, will usuallybe born in a Maronite hospitaland as he or she grows up will
go to Maronite schools. The
state made no real effort to
create national services and
foster a nationalidentity..

And it doesn’t stop when achild goes to school: when aLebanese looks for a job, he orshe needs the backing ofa reli-
' gious or- political leader linked

withhisor her sect. This job has
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to be available to the sect, and
thebackinghasto bethere.

| But this arrangement is not
. part of theofficial constitution.
i

That’s right. The National
. Convention which established
' the sectarian arrangement in

this form was part of the pro-| grammeofthefirst independent
| government in 1943. ~

At thetime — atime when the

 Mohammed
Kabbani, a
left wing Muslim

politician from
Lebanon, spoke
to Andrew
Hornung
a
Muslim communities were -al-
ready probably in a numerical

-majority — we were told thatwe
were going to have a sectarian
system but that it would only be
temporary.

Behind the deepeningof sec-
tarianism lie the interests of
local Lebanese leaders — both
Muslim and Christian — and
external powers. You see, these
leaders, the sectarian ‘princes’
as we call them, provide these
powers with an easy tool with
which to manipulate the
situation.
. Naturally this leaves its mark
oh, the party system. This is
even true of the leftist pgrtieslike the Independent Nasserites,-Morabitoun, which is predomi-nantly Sunnite, or the Progress-
ive Socialist Party, which is
overwhelmingly Druze. and
whose political coloration is
very muchareflection of the
Jumblatt family’spolitics.
Howis it then thatseveral leftist
groups and unions have Greek
Orthodoxleaders?
This is because there is an un-
usually large number of GreekOrthodoxintellectuals. :

And Amal doesn’t. seem to fit
into this picture: it is a Shi'ite[Muslim]group which has, from
time to time, allied with the
ChristianRight.
The development of Amal is in
fact a good example of the wayLebanese sectarianism and class
politics interact. ,

You see, from about 1969
onwards the influence of the
PLO grew and pan-Arabist feel-
ings became very widespread
among Muslims — particularlyafter Black September 1970,

NN
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when so manyPalestinians fled
Jordan for Lébanon.

As in 1958 — thetime of the
last US intervention — the
growth of pan-Arabist feeling
tended to increase the attach-
mentof the Muslimsto theleft-
ist forces.

The majority of the poor areShi'ites, and they made up the
majority of the leftist parties.The leaders of the- Shi’ite
communitytherefore feared that
class politics would dominate
over the struggles between
sects. They created a Shi’ite
party in order to draw their
community back into the sectar-
ian framework.

This party was Harakat el
Mahroumin, the Movement of
the Underprivileged, which to-
day is Amal.

This is why class politics have
not been able to comeout clear-
ly in thestruggle.
But surely there have been
periods when class struggle
politicswere clearlyvisible?

Yes, that’s true. In certain per-iods the class struggle was verystrong.
In the late 1960s the Arab and

Lebanese Left emerged as a
strong force. In Lebanon it wasable to organise Muslims and
Christians alike. There are,after all, underprivileged and-
underpaid amongboth.

Wehave a saying which de-
scribestheeconomicrelationsof
these communities: ‘‘A rich
Muslim is politically a Christian
and a poorChristian is politically
a Muslim’’. The majority of theunderprivilegedare Muslim.

Then there is the trade union
movement. It is one of the greatachievements of the Lebanese
-workingclass that the trade un-
ions have kept their unitythroughout the period of the
civilwar.

The unification of the nine.different federations that pre-viously existed — each of which
hadits various sections — was
one of the most important pro-ducts of the workingclass move-
mentofthelate sixties.

.

Services
The unions are, as youmight expect, more stronglyorganised in the larger units of

production ‘and services. An
indication of their strength is
what happened shortly before
theIsraeli invasion.

:Then the governmenttried toimposeits estimate of the rise inthe cost ofliving as the index tobe used for wage increases. TheGeneral Confederation of Lab-
‘our’s figure was. much higher-and theythreatened to call aGeneral Strike.

Just before the strike was due
to take place, the governmentcaved in and agreedto reviseitsfigure upwards.

A5out six months ago the gov-
was Sudving a new de- 

Obviousiythiswould mean a bigattack on the working class and
the unions opposed it. BothPhalangists andtheleftists were
on the side of the unionsagainstthegovernment.

Though the Phalangist Patty,the Kata’eb, drew inspirationfrom European fascism in the
thirties and forties, and it is a
mass party of the petty bour-
geoisie and some workers, not

  

a party of the big bourgeoisie
like theNational LiberalParty of
Chamoun,it is not opposed to
trade unionism as such. In this

- sense it is quite different from,
say, Nazism.
Syria’s strategyis often analys-ed as being divisible into two.
stages, pre Camp David and
post Camp David. A recent
statement by the Labour politi-cian Denis Healey also lends
support to this idea. What do
you think of this analysis, and
what do you think were Syria’s
aims? ~

‘As regards the relations be-
tween the Lebaneseleft parties,includingthepro-Syrian parties,that is true. One day afterSadat’s visit to Jerusalem,
representatives of all the left
groupings met at the Jumblattfamily homefor the first time
in more than

a
year.One thing should be stress-ed, however, in connection with

what you call ‘‘Syria’s aims’’ in
1976. Syria entered Lebanon
in thenameofall the Arab coun-
tries-andwiththeir full support,and also with the full knowledgeof thegreat powers.At the time Kosygin was inDamascus: the connection isinescapable, whatever criticism
Moscow or others might havefelt obliged to make publicly.
Moscow did make a sharp criti-
cism and threatened to cut off
military supplies. But these
supplies were not in fact stop-ped, despite Syria’s refusal towithdraw, and the CommunistParty of Syria remained a junior
partnerin Assad’s government.Don’t you ‘think Syria wasboth trying to prevent the deve-lopmentof any radical or class-orientatedstruggle and at the
sametimetrying to become thearbiter of the Palestinians’fate, the better to trade them

LOOKS LIKE MORE
NONCOMBAT.

off in exchange for a return. of
theGolan Heights? ¥

Whatever Syria’s own aimsmight have been — and youhave stated -a cogent view —

the invasion was not a purelySyrian affair. That is what I
want to stress. That-is why it
was supported by the other
Arab nations.

Whenthey created the ArabDeterrent Force, nominally toreplace the Syrians, they wereclearly lending their support toSyria’s actions.This is as true of(say) Saudi Arabia as it is ofLibya.
Push 7 OMe

You see; when Syria madeitsdecisive push acrossthe borderin 1976, the Lebanese NationalMovement and the Palestinianforces controlled the vast major-ity of the country. They were onthebrinkof takingtherest.
These forces were only twokilometres from Bekfaya. These

‘Solidarity Underground

plus postage from PSC, 186 Avenue Road,London W3.

BRACE YOURSELVES!  
Pro-IraqiPalestinian militiamenstandguard at a Tripoligunpost

 
UNDERGROUND
Poland today’is a new pamphlet by MagdaZalewska, Henryk Gawinski,and John Taylor,
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two kilometresare a tiny distan-
ce geographically,but politically

_to cross this red linemeanstot-allyto transform Lebanese polit-ical life and-destroy the tradi-
tional Christian - Muslimbalance. :

Of course Syria always want-ed the Golan Heights back, andits militarypresence in Lebanonmakes Syria stronger and helpsto achievethat aim. As ‘for now;Syria wants a ‘balanced govern-ment’ in which its friends likeRashid Karameh would play aleadingrole.Perhapstheywill try to get a-.-fifty-fifty balance of powerinstead of the six-to-five pro-Christian set-up which currentlyexists. They certainly want. a
governmentthatwill revoke theLebanon-Israelaccords.

Most of all, Syria would likethe US to. declare that. “‘theGolan Heights are negotiable’’.
To be continued next week.
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10-day countdown

CIAtargets
Nicaragua's
oil supplies

 

DIRECT involvementof the
CIA in the systematic cam-
paign of sabotage and mur-
der inside Nicaragua has
been admitted for the first
time by the Reagan admin-
istration, after the destruc-
tion of fuel storage tanks
at the Nicaraguan port of
Corinto.

This Mondayraid was follow-
ed up bya further raid on Friday
on the port of Puerto Sandino.
It is reported that the country
now hasonly 10 days’ supply of
crude oil.

The new strategy adopted by
the US and its mercenary band

By Terry Smith
of right-wing ‘contra’ guerillas
whooperate from bases in Hon-
duras is to hit sensitive targets
whichwillmaximise the damage
and disruption of Nicaragua’s
weak and beleagueredeconomy.

The switch. to this line of”
attack arises in fact from the
humiliatingfailureof the much-
vaunted 7,000 ‘contra’ forces
and their CIA leaders to make
any significantmilitary headway
or win any popular support.

Still determined to force
retreats on the radical Sandin-
ista leadership which toppled
the US-backed Somoza dicta-
torship in 1979, Reagan has sus-

Israelhits
the skids—

TOKENstrikes broke out in
'

manyparts of Israel last week
‘in response. to the govern-
ment’s. threat to break the
link between public sector
employees’ wages and the
rate of inflation.

This attack on Israel’s ‘sliding
scale of wages’ or index linking
— the. workers’ chief weapon
against the raging three figure in-
flation of the shekel — follows a
crash in the baking system, a big
devaluation of the currency and a
50% jumpin foodprices.

:The appointment of a new Fi-
nance Minister — replacingYoram
Aridor whoresigned following the
revelation that he proposed to
junk the shekel in favour of going
on to the US dollar — will not in
itself restore confidence. ‘ The
bank crash was the result of a
long-term deep-going trend in the
Israeli economy.

Israel has always lived beyond
its means. Without huge remitt-
ances from USZionists and from
the West German Government
and without millions of dollars
worth of grants and waivers from
the US government, Israel simply
could notsurvive. :

Its military and colonising
projects — bigger under Begin
than ever before — ate up millions
every day.

On top of that, the Likud co-
alition further scuttled the eco-

_ 
‘Labour

ary
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nomy when in 1981, in order to
- win the elections, it unleashed a

big consumer spending spree.
when it cut taxes Of many im-
ported items.

The result is that Israel’s debt.
per head of population is 10 times
that of Brazil, a byword for Third
World indebtedness..Servicing
that debt costs Israel $2,200 mill-
ion a.year — equivalentto all its
US aid and accounting for nearly
half its export revenue. .

Even before the bank crash
there had been. widespread accep-
tance that an election would have

|

to be held soon in order to solve
the near parliamentary deadlock.
Now that election looks even
nearer. .

._The choice between the two
main party blocs — theMarach or

Alignment based on the
Israeli Labour Party, Mapam, and
the Likud bloc based on the
Herut party — will not mean that
the Israeli working class will be
able to choose a policy of mili-
tarism and settlements or anti-
militarismand no settlements.

But it is likely that. some
workers will see that it is the
nature of the Israeli state rather
than the spendthrift policies of
the Likud that. have brought
about the present chaos.

Thatin itself could, in the pre-
sent situation, present revolution-

socialists with enormous
possibilities.

 

 
 

   
‘Here, have some democracy.’

tained a vicious. economic block-
age, and has now turned to -

outright economic sabotage.
Two weeks ago the-‘contras’

publicly claimed that they had
mined theaccess to Nicaragua’s

- main oil port, and that tankers
from Mexico (the country’s only
supplier) could bedestroyed.

Following this clear signal,-Esso promptly announced that
_

its tankers will no longer carryoil from Mexicoto Nicaragua.
The oil shortages that have

been created in this way will
compound other shortages and
dislocations in the Ni
economy brought about in the
aftermath of Somoza’s plunder
and by imperialist pressure.

This attempt to cut the wind-

 
pipe of the Sandinista revolution
is also a test of the professed
support for the regime from the
Cuban leadership andits Soviet
backers.

The‘contras’do not have big
forces at their disposal: and
Nicaragua’s oil needs are not
vast. Mexico has been supply-
ing it virtually free of charge.
Will the Cuban leaders offer
practical support, or merely
sit back and watch the Sandini-
stas fight for life?

In any event the responsibility
of the workers’ movementinter-
nationallyis to step up thefight -

in solidaritywiththe Nicaraguan
workers and peasants and ag-
ainst Reagan’s brazen sabotage
and military intervention.

US HANDSOFFNicaragua!
_ Limits of US:

freeze’
By Tom Rigby

THE ‘Freeze’ slogan now
being pushed by the CND
leadership first came to the
fore in theUSA.

A look at the ‘freeze’
campaignin the UStells us
a lot about the implications
thata shift from unilateral-
ism to ‘freeze’ could have
for CNDin Britain.

The US peace movement gets
most ofits support from themid-
dle class. And in an important

’ senseit is not really a movement
at all.

The backboneof thecampaign
is not the local groups, as in
Britain. Some active groups do
exist in themajor urban centres,
but the campaign as a whole is
built around computer direct
mailing techniques. The mail-
ings concentrate on a ‘typical’
freeze supporter with an aver-
age income of around $25,000,
usually non-union, professional,
educated, a home-owner. Such
people tend to be
_

basically
conservative in politics, but
radical on a few particular
issues.

The freeze campaign gets
most ofits finance and direction
from a small group of wealthy
individualsand institutions.

Among the inner circle are ~
theRockefellers, the Stern fund,
and the Field Foundation. By
the end of 1982, the major
funderscalculated thatthey had
already laid out more’ than
$20 million.

The freeze campaign has
chalked up a whole series of
successes. It gained 87%
support in a nation-wide opinion
poll in May 1982; referendum
victories in nine states, includ-_
ing California and Massa-
chusetts; backing from ‘nearly
half the US Catholicbishops and
all the major contenders for the
US Democratic Party
nomination.

However, this success is very
flimsy. Itis built up on a weak
political basis. Support for the
idea of a freeze implies’no basic
hostility to the foreign policy
interests and goals of the US
government. So as soon as the

lobby
cold war begins to hot up, sup-
port for the freeze will melt
away dramatically.

This is what happened when
the South Korean’airliner’ was
shot down. Those freeze
supporters in the Senate who
had held up the developmentof
theMX missileproject cavedin.

In a panic they went along
with Reagan’s response, and
voted for his defence package,
which includedMX.

This kind of internal moral
collapse may have been predic-
table. But it is- important to

- understandits political roots.
The US freeze movement is

plainly multilateralist, i.e. the
emphasis is placed firmlyon the
actions of governments and
negotiators, first to halt and
then to bring about a balanced
reduction if ‘the manufacture,
testing and deployment of
nuclear weapons.

Therole of the average freeze
supporter in this strategy is
minimal: hence the concentra-
tion on computermailings.

Maputo
raid

—

THE SOUTH Africancommando
raid into the Mozambique capi-
tal of Maputo on Monday was
notionally aimed atthe African
National Congress — theillegal
organisation of black South
Africanresistance.

_But the arrogant contempt
for national borders shown by
theapartheid gangsters flows as
much from the prolonged and
massive campaign of destabilis-
ation by South Africaofits black
African neighbour states,
Angola and Mozambique.

/Guerilla squads of mercen-
aries, armed, equipped andfin-
anced by Pretoria, have been
conducting systematic economic
sabotage and terrorism against
the nationalist regimes of the
MPLA in Angola and Frelimo
in Mozambique. Damageinflic-
ted in Angola alone totals in
excess of $5 billion.

Now — having seen the im-
pact of such efforts — the CIA
has ..adopted similar tactics in
its campaign of disruption in
Nicaragua.

_

(300). By 1982 Ewarts,
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Misery
on the
Shankill
AS THE mainpolitical facts ofthesituation in Northern Ireland
remain more or less static, it
is easy to forget that the social ~

and economic factsbehindthem
are far from static.

A recent report on the run-
down of the Shankill area of
Belfasthighlights this*.

 -

The Shankillis a major Protes-
tant area in West Belfast. Its
backbone, the Shankill Road,
runs parallel the Falls Road and
the Catholicdistrict round that.

Itwas in the area betweenthe
Shankill Road and the Falls
Road thatthe Protestant sectar-
ian attacks and house-burnings
erupted in 1969 which were the
immediate background to Brit-
ish troops going onto thestreets.

Althoughtherelation between
the Shankill*andthe Falls is not
much different in 1983 from
what it was in 1969, the Shankill
itself is very much changed.

The population has declined
by about 60%, and jobs in the
areaby 71%.

The loss of jobs comes from a
decline both of big firms and of©
small. In 1968 there.were four
major employers in the area:
Mackies engineering (4500),
Ewarts linen mill (1340 — it had
been 4000 at its peak), Falls Flax
(611), and Ladybird clothing

Falls
Flax and Ladybird had all clos-
ed, and Mackies was down to
1200 workers.

The report estimates that
small businesses in the area
employed 5900 workers in1968,
2466 in 1981.

In one part of the Shankill,
there were in 1968 64 small
warehouses, scrap and coal
dealers, and builders’ yards,
employing 535 people. In 1981
therewere none.

A 1967 map shows the Lower
Shankill densely dotted with

|

shops, pubs, small factoriesand
other businesses. In the 1980
maptheyhave all disappeared,
bar a few-shops and pubsalong

: the Shankill Road itself and just.
four small businesses
where.

Other major Belfast employ-
ers have also been declining.
Harland and Wolffs shipyard
was already in serious decline
by the 1960s, but still employ-
ed over 20,000. By late 1982 it
‘was down to 5,500.

The biggest new employer in
the Shankill since 1968 mention-
ed in thereport is the Snugville
Streetdoleoffice.

In the Shankill itself, an offi-
cial report noted, ‘‘nearly all
(the houses) lack{ed) any amen-
ities except a cold water tap and
outside WC’’.

The main causeof the drastic
decline of the Shankillsince then
— apart from the worldwide
stagnation of capitalism and (a
lesser factor) the direct results
of thewar — has. been a botched
attempt by the state to ‘redeve-
lop’ thearea.

This was part of a grandiose
scheme whereby foreign invest-
ors would bebroughtinto North-
ern Ireland to set up new indus-
tries replacing the

_
traditional

ones in decline, shipbuilding,
linen, andclothing. Despite
lavish state hand-outs, it hasn’t
happened. At best firms have
come and goneagain after a few
years, likeDe Lorean.

In the Shankill, the plan was
for 76%of the population to be
re-housed in twelve-storey or
six/seven-storey flats. The 12-
storey flatswere neverbuilt,be-

-cause of public opposition, and
the six/seven-storey flats were
demolished in 1981.

else-

The general picture is similar
.

in other areas of Northern Ire-
land, both Protestant and Cath-
olic. The unemployment. rate
across the Six Counties is 21.7%
(October 1982). One striking
result is that in Northern Ire-
land, unlike almost anywhere

   
else in the world, the percent-
age of women in waged labour
has declined since the ’20s.

In Belfast in 1926, 45% ofall
adult women were employed —

a very high ratio for the time.
By 1971 it was down to 40% —

not an exceptionally low fi
by international standards, but
lower than the average for
Britain.

Another result of some politi-
cal consequenceis that-theecon-
omic differentialbetweenNorth-
ern Ireland and the South has
dwindled considerably. Nation-
al incomeper head in the South
is about 60% of Britain’s, in the
Northabout 70%.

The common misery, against
which the marginalprivileges of
Protestant workers appear more
farcical than ever, has not yet
produced a united class re-
sponseeven ofthe faltering and
temporary sort seen in 1932 and
in theearly ’60s. .

The economicpressuresclear-
ly do not automatically force
their way through to political
conclusions. But they do indi-
cate a tremendous scope for
agitation by socialists capable of
putting forward a convincing
programmeto show how.an Irish
workers’ republic could provide
jobs and decent housingforall.
* The Vital Statistics: Shankill
Employment Report. Published
by the Shankill Community
Council, 93 Shankill Rd, Belfast
13. .

TONY Benn, Ken Livingstone,
and Clive Soley are among the
speakers at the ‘Ireland: Peace
Through Democracy’conference
called for November26.

- The conference aims to build
up support for an end to any
British presence in Ireland, an
end to theUnionist veto on
reunification,and theright of
Ireland to maintain its tradition-
al neutrality (i.e. not to be
pushedinto joiningNATO).

It has already won support
from nearly30 MPs and a num-
berof trade unions leaders such
as Ray Buckton, Alan Sapper,
and GeorgeGuy. ~

The conferencewill focus on
the situation in thetrade unions
and theproblemsofraisingthe
issue ofIreland, particularly
where British unions have mem-
bersin theNorth. Timewillbe
set aside for delegates from
different unions to meet, ex-
change experiences, and, we
hope, keepin contactafter the
conference.

.Speakers have also been
invited from unions such as
NUPE and ASTMSwhereIre-
land has beenraised at confer-
encesoverthelast few years
and where, in thecase of
ASTMS,an Irish caucus has
beenset up. .

The conference is opendelegates [£3] and observers
'.{£2]. Further informationand
credentials from Box 189, 32
‘Ivor Place, London NW1.
ChequespayabletoLabour
Movement Conferenceon
Treland. —

Time: Saturday November26,
9.30am.

Place: Edrich Hall, South.
BarkPolytechnic,Borough Rd,
London SE1.

:
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  “Buy American’ —
the US unions’explicitlypro-capitalist strategy looks very much like the supposedly socialist AES!

As union chiefs back yet anoth

 
Airlinepilotsare currently on strike against sweeping wage cutser DemocratWanted: aU.S. Labour

IN THE same week that
British trade union leaders
stitched up thevote for Neil
Kinnock as leader of- the
LabourParty, a very differ-
ent type of stitch-up was
being accomplished. in
Florida, USA.

Leaders of most bigAmerican
unions, meeting at the conven-
tion of the AFL-CIO (equivalentof the TUC) voted to endorse
Walter Mondale as their choice

,for a candidate in next year’s —

Presidentialelections.
Mondale was leader of the

packof half a dozen DemocraticParty hopefuls vying for the
support — political, financial,and practical — of the union
bosses. The ‘choice’ before
them was the equivalent of
choosing between David Owen,David Steel, Roy Jenkins and
Edward Heath as defenders of
the labour movement.

The Democratic Party is quiteunlike the Labour Party. It-is —

and always has been — a boss-es’ party, which has neverthe-
less been able, in the absence of
any substantial political party of
the US workers’ movement,to
secure the support of importantsections of the trade union bur-
eaucracy — some supporting 

IN THEaftermathof the Brighton Labour Party conference, manysocialists —notably the Socialist Workers’ Party — are arguing once again that the LabourParty is useless andirrelevant. One of the best waysto see that these socialists areheaded downa blind alley is to look at the situation in the US labour movement.There is no Labour Party. But, far from thatbeing a boon,socialists in the US -

see it as central to fight for the trade unions to create a Labour Party. At the sametime, they try to prepare the way for such a Labour Party to be armed withsocialist politics, and to be democraticallyaccountable to the rankandfile.If that is necessary in theUS, thenitis noless necessary in Britain to fight tore-make the LabourParty already formed by thetrade unions.However, thefight for a LabourParty in the UShas suffered some setbacks" recently. The unionsare not only backingthe Derhocrats(as is usual) but (in anunusual move)have officiallyput theirweight behind one particular candidate asthe Democratic presidential nominee. Harry Sloan, just back from a tour of theUSA,reports on the state of theunions and what US'socialists are doing.
Democrats against Republicans
on a ‘lesser evil’ basis, and
others. simply because the
Democratsreflect their own pro-capitalist politicalpositions.

The Teamsters’ Union is a
notable exception. In recent
years it has endorsed Republi-
can candidates.

Though Mondale has assid-
uously cultivated contacts with
AFL-CIO bureaucrats, and
worked hard at-creating a ‘pro-labour’ image,as Vice-President
he carried*responsibilityfor the
anti-union

.
activities and reac-

Auroworkers’president Owen Bieberar his union convention: ]00%benindthe Democrats

tionary policies of Jimmy Cart-
er’s Democraticadministration.

Mondale helped invoke the
anti-union Taft-Hartley laws
againststriking US coal-miners;
Mofdale was also. part of the
Carter administration’sprepara-tions — later to be implementedby Reagan -— for the smashing
of the air traffic controllers’
union PATCO.

.And, lest Mondale’s less
‘hawkish’ stance on Central
America should fool anyone, he
also stands for the buildingof a
vast fleet of B1 nuclear bomb-
ers as part of an arms build-upbegun underCarter and-stepped
up under Reagan.

Heis currently sponsored by
some of the bigger oil mono-polies.

But perhaps the decision of
top union leaders to throw in
$2 million of their members’
cash and promise the active
campaigningof local officials to
secure the election of such a
capitalist politician can best be
understoodifwe look at the poli-tics of AFL-CIOPresident Lane

.

Kirkland, himself re-elected fora renewed term at this year’s
convention.

Kirkland is a hard-line right-winger, who recently agreed to
serve on Reagan’s committee
on Central America only on con-dition that the committee wasled by Henry Kissinger, Presi-
dent Nixon’s right hand man in
thegenocidal wars in South EastAsia and the ‘destabilisation’of

the Chilean government by the
CIA‘in 1970-73.

At theAFL-CIOconvention he
piloted through a motion on
Nicaragua: not defending the
Sandinistas against Reagan’sClA-backed ‘contras’, but
attacking the regime’s allegedabusesof ‘humanrights’.

Kirkland’s politics are those
of many union leaders in the
USA:and just as they supportUS imperialism abroad, their
sole object of political involve-
ment at home is to back the
Democrat least likely to supportanti-union legislation, or most
likely to be susceptible to
AFL-CIO pleading. They are
strongly opposed to any inde-
pendent political voice for the
workingclass. .

Auto

Kirkland told the United
Auto Workers convention this
year:

.‘‘We intend to restore con-
trol of the White House and
Congress to leaders who will
represent all the people [!] in-
steadof theprivilegedfew’’.

Among Kirkland’s favoured
leaders were Lyndon- Johnson’s
Vice-President, Hubert Humph-
rey, dnd veteran reactionary‘Scoop’ Jackson. ~

2In this, he struck the same
note as the incoming UAW
President, Owen Bieber.
Though his predecessor Doug

Fraser had on occasion muttered
vague and careful hints that hemight support a trade-union-
based Labour Party (in order to
press for concessions from Dem-
ocratic Party leaders), Bieber
himself linke@ denunciations of
Reagan’s policies to calls for
activesupport to theDemocrats.

- Recapture
“There is a good chance to

recapture [!] not only the White
House but the Senate. But: that
means goingout now and begin-ning to work at the grass roots
withour members.’’ ©

According to the UAW journ-
al ‘Solidarity’,

“Conventiondelegates cheer-ed thecall to politicalaction’’.
Such limited political horizons

are not the exclusive property of
the right wing of the US union
bureaucracy,however. One left
bureaucrat who has spent some:
time and energy arguing for the
launchingof a new party is Oil
and “Chemicals union official
Tony Mazzochi. Yet even he has
concluded, in an openletter of

_

September5,that:
“discussions have convinced

methatit is too early [!] to org-anise a full-fledged Labour
Party’.

Indeed,theonly union consis-
_.

tently to uphold the call for aLabour Party in the USA is theCommunist Party influenced
United Electrical Workers. (The
CP itself, however, gives not-quite-explicit, but consistent,
support to theDemocrats).

Deprivedof any political alter-
native to the Democrats and Re-publicans, the American work-
ers’ movement remains in thegrip of a union leadership whichfor themost part activelyOppos-
es even the most rudimentary

|class consciousness.
The AFL-CIO bureaucracy”is

so steeped in conservative andclass-collaborationist routines
that it has presided over asteady decline of unionisation inUSindustry to below20%.

While -rationalisation; closur-
es and lay-offs have taken aheavy toll of unionised’ jobs,union leaders are profoundlyreluctant to take on board theproblemsinvolved in organisingthevast non-union workforce.

Such a course would involve a
continued round of confronta-
tions with the employers over
wages, conditions, and job
security, and bring into the un-
ions a potentially militant newlayer of highly exploited work-
ers, including large numbers of
women, black workers, hispanic
workers and ‘other. minorities
currently under-represented in
theunions.

The samelogic of the ‘lesser
evil’ which brings the union
leaders to back outright capital-
‘ist parties brings them also to
accept the demandsofthecapi-talists themselves that in order
to ‘save jobs’, unions must
agree to ‘givebacks’, ‘conces-
sions’ involving wage cuts,speed-up,and the destruction of
union rights and workingcondi-
tions wonin decadesof struggle.
' But interestingly such unionleaders, whileretreatingin prac-tice, have also drawn up on
paper their. ‘alternative’ policy
to Reaganomics. The AFL-CIO
line — beginningfroman explic-itly anti-socialist, cross-class
standpoint — is strikingly simi-
lar in.essence to Labour’s ‘Alter-
native Economic Strategy’ inBritain, so dearly cherished bysections of theLeft.

Borrow
Where the AEScalls for a

strengthened . National Enter-
prise. Board, for state invest-
ment to assist the modernisa-
tion and expansion of British
industry, and for the necessaryfunds to be borrowed, the AFL-

‘CIO, in a plan adopted this
month,calls for:

* Creating a reindustrialisa-
tion board of business, labour
and governmentto set industry

* policy,
®* Setting up a national deve-

lopment bankto use loans, loan
guarantees and tax incentives
to finance new industries!andhelp olderindustriesmodernise,

© Spending more federal
funds on ‘job-creating pro-grammes’ and to rebuild public
works. :

And where the British Com-
munist Party, and other suppos-edly left-wing advocates of the



 
Par
AES, look to protect ‘British’
firms and their profits through
thenationalisticpolicy of import
controls, thistoo is the policy of
the AFL-CIO,whichcalls for:

© Measuresto ‘restrict harm-
ful imports’ — includingpropos-
als to require domestic parts in
foreign cars. .

Such tinkering with the struc-
ture of capitalism is of course no
more a socialist policy in Britain
thanit is in theUSA.

Conversely, the refusal to
challenge the ‘right’ of the
employers to preserve and in-
crease their profits at the ex-
pense of workers’ jobs, wages
and.conditionsleads to betrayals
and retreats both by ‘socialist’
union leaders in Britain and by
their hard-nosed right-wing
Democrat counterparts in the
USA.

The policies. are similar: but
the context does make a differ-
ence. In the US,thetrade unions
propose policies from the stand-
point of being the tail of one or
another capitalist party. Anti-
capitalist measuresare ruled out
fromthestart.

Within a party based on the
organised working-class move-

,

ment, the path is open to chal-
lenge such acceptanceof capital-
ism, and to argue for socialist
policies.

In the USA, therefore, the
question of building a Labour
Party as a clear and definitive
break by the trade unions from
theDemocrats andRepublicans
must beconfrontedsquarely.

Thediscussion at a 300-strong
October 1 conference organised
in Oakland by the rank and file
organisation ‘Labour Notes’
underlined the limitations of
even. militant trade unionism if
not linkedto a political perspec-
 
  
   
 
  

impressive range of struggles,
inting to the scope for rank

land file organisation: but, de-
pite the looming reality of the

1984 Presidential elections, no
jpeaker would explicitlyaiidress
he question of building a Lab-
ur Party to give workers an

independent voice, and only one
latform speaker openly attack-
d Mondale.

As a. result, discussion on

 

 

tive. Activists reported on an_

yl
many aspects of the bosses’
offensive was restricted entirely
to a perspective of defenaive ©

struggles. The soaring costs of
healtheare, the cuts in welfare
support, the anti-union legisla-
tion, all point to the need for
a workers’ party and a workers’
government to implementalter-
native, socialist policies.

But to issue such a call means
to come into conflict with some
‘progressive’ layers of junior
officials and officers of the un-
ions who will take a militant
stance on trade union questions
but remain either committed tc
Democratic politics, or reluc-
tant to ‘rock the boat’ of
establishmentpolitics.

Poverty
The problems faced by US

workers are enormous. Unem-
ployment under Reagan hasris-

“en from 7.4% to over 10%. Over
half the unemployed have run
out of unemployment benefit
and between 25 and 30 million
families have lost their health
insurance, in a country with no
National Health Service and
punitive billsfor treatment.

The average period of unem-
ploymentis five months.

The barestatistics dolittle to
p7ube the scale of poverty and
suffering. Figures show that of
the 19 million jobless or under-
employed workers, a majority
are women. 20% are black —

double the percentage of blacks
in the US population.

But such a bland average con-
ceals the massive scale of un-
employment in concentrated
areas of black population in
cities such as Detroit — where it

|

can be a rarity for a blackyouth
to have ajob.”

Likewise, the average figure
for unemployment among Hi-
spanic workers — one third ab-
ove the national average —

conceals the astronomical con-
centrated levels of unemploy-
ment amongst.theChicano com-
munities in theSouth and West
and amongst Hispanics in cities

~ like New York.
While the working class as a"wholehas come under the ham-

 
“We know thatthe[charity food distribution centres] are seeing more
people, more families’’, says an official in Milwaukee. “‘A couple of
years ago it wasprimarilythe street people. Now we're seeing the new
poor. They are often families who have workedall their lives for a
living, but are now out of work”.

“I'd rather be beaten”, one mantolda journalist. “It’s degrading...
I’m nota freeloader, but we need thefood”.

mer under Reagan, the most
oppressed and exploited have
suffered most. The typical black
family now earns just over half
the income of the typical white
family.

No labour movement leader-
ship can succeed which fails to
come to grips with these prob-
lems,or to wage a concerted and
conscious fight against racism
and sexism which so severely

- divide and weaken the working
class.

The tide of poverty has other
effects. American workers are
beingturned out of their homes
in record numbers’— 210,000 in
the first quarter of 1983 alone (a |

rate of nearly one milliona year)
— as mortgage companies fore-
close on those behindwith their
payments.

In the absence of adequate
social security provision, pover-
ty is bringing malnutrition —

and queues for charity hand-
outs of food by church andgov-
ernment agencies in working
class districts. In St Louis alone,

. a new federal food distribution
centre expects_ soon to serve
30,000 households — compris-
ing approximately 100,000
people.

The director of this ‘Human
Development Corp.’ told the St
Louis Post-Dispatch,

“It’s ‘an indictment on our
current economy. I think it’s a
shame .hat there are so many
people in need of this kind of
food.It’s pathetic’’.

The 100,000target figure, he
pointed out, is:

‘better than one-fifth of the
population“of a city of 450,000
persons. And we knowthereare
a lot of people we won’t get to’’.

Prominent amongst those in
thequeues weresinglemothers,
unemployed, and low-paid fam-
ilieswithseveral children.

Indeed,thepercentage of US
familiesliving below the poverty
line has risentO11.2%. Work-
ing class incomes have fallen

~ 1% under Reagan.
But therich have done well —

with a 7.3% increase in income
even after inflation. While the
low-paid $10,000-$20,000 brack-
et gained only a miserly $220
from Reagan’s tax hand-outs,
those on $80,000 or more picked
up tax cuts averaged $15,130.

Though 30% of USfactories
lie idle and threemillionworkers
were laid off by plant closures
in 1982, industrialists have coin-
ed in benefits from Reagan’s
policies — with corporate taxes
now contributing a mere 6.6%
of federal revenues as against
12.5%beforeReagan..

Under such conditions, with
class divisions opening wider
than. ever, and the glaring
necessity for social provision of
health care; housing, unemploy-
ment benefits and other protec-
tion, thecase forthebuildingof
a Labour Party, to speak for the
trade union rank and file, the
oppressed minorities, the down-
trodden. unemployed and un-
organised, is one that must be
central to the workers’ move-
ment.

The link between Reagan’s

savage policies at home and his
massive nuclear arms build-up
and imperialist war moves in
Central America can be made
effectively only from a political
standpoint which consistently
opposes US imperialism and
argues for a socialist, working-
class perspective. ~

.Compromise with Democrats
like Mondale can only blunt the
edge of anti-war agitation —

though Mondale accurately ref-
lects the cold-war views of the
Americanunion leadership..

Equally pernicious are the
illusionscreated.in the ‘progres-
sive’ character of maverick
Democrats, such as the black
leader Rev. Jesse Jackson.

The main impact of Jackson’s
opportunist campaigning has
-been to generate still greater

_

confusion on the nature of the
Democratic party, and draw in
new votes from sections of the
working class who havetradi-
tionally abstained or not even
registered to vote. As he putit:

“Ifwe increase the numberof
registered voters by registering:
blacks, Hispanics and_ the
young, we’ll expand the party,
not divide it’’.

Jackson’s impact therefore is.
to expand the populist appeal of‘
the existing racist, reactionary,
bourgeois Democratic Party —

‘and, in the process, to further.
theinterests of blackand minor-
ity businessmen by threats of
organised boycotts and other
actions to force big employers
in cities like Chicago to do busi-
ness with minority-owned
suppliers and banks.
-

Yet one of the main reasons
why Jackson can appear. as a
radical friend of the oppressed
is becausethe US labour move-
ment has no alternative on offer,
no -perspective of championing
the demands and struggles of
black and other

—

minority
workers. ,

In taking up thefight for the
opening 6f the books of the
employers to build “full-scale
opposition to demandsfor ‘con-
cessions’; in raising demands
for a free, federally-funded
health service, for a crash pro-
grammeof housing and useful
public works to create newjobs;
in demanding adequate benefits
for the unemployed, financed
through taxes on the wealthy
and the corporations; in press- ©

ing for US troops and military
aid to be withdrawn from Leb-
anon, Central America, and
Asian bases, and for a halt to
the Carter/Reagan arms drive,

THERE'S MO FUTURE.INA AMKE 
ban on enforced overtime,

¢ Eliminating military spend-
ing and using the money to sup-

—

port housing, medical care,
schools, child care and other
social needs, :

.

© Abolition of all taxes on
those at or below the average
income level, and taxation of
the rich to provide for social
needs. End the capital gains
loophole. .

: :

¢ An endto all military allian-
ces, and withdrawal of all
American troops from foreign
countries.

¢ Total elimination of nuclear
fission power.

© Free medical care for all as a
basic right. :

© An endto allforms of sex-
ism, racismand ageism.
-® An end to the capitalist

system andits replacementwith~
the social ownership and demo-
cratic self-management of all
industries

_

and natural _re-
sources.

Partly becauseof this explicit
socialist platform, and partly
because of its rejection of the
Democrats, the P&FP remains
largely devoid of official trade

- union representation, and lacks
the massbase in the black, hi-
spanic and minority commun-
ities.mecessary to develop as a
full-fledgedLabour Party.

It remains at present a radi-
cal, largely middle-class party,
within which the Communist
Party and the remnants of the -

Socialist Party are beginning to
attempt to drive out the militant
leftwing. ,

.Attempts to replicate the
P&FP in other cities across the
USAare at an even more embry-
onic stage of development than
in California — and could well
run even earlier into similar
sabotage from the CP and SP
(bothof which favour a strategy
of pressurisingtheDemocrats).

Yet the very existence on the
ballot of a substantial, multi-
tendency socialist political form-
ation is a step forward in the ~

backwardarenaof USpolitics.
The next period, up to the

1984 elections, will see a major
test of the ability of the small
minority of revolutionary social-
ists in the USA to find ways and
meansto link their programme
and demandsboth to the daily
struggle of the working masses
andto the general task of build-
ing a mass working class party
on a socialist programme 

militantsin theUSA must boldly
raise the call for a Labour Party
based squarely on the American
working class, and point to the
need for the nationalisation of
the banks and major industrial
corporations.

.

That it is possible to make
progress in the building of an

explicitly socialist alternative is
shown by the emergence in’
California of the Peace and
Freedom Party, which is estab-
lished on the ballot with 49,000
registered supporters and over
100,000 votes in the last elec-
tions. The P&FP platform sums

up its policies as follows: :

‘© Full employment and a dec-
ent standard of living for all,
with a shorter work week and a
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 Discussing aBrightonbalance sheet

Anne Pettifor

WHEREDOEStheLeft go
from here? I want to answer
this question carefully and
-constructively, and to do so
I wish to begin by examin-
ing our immediate past
history.

I feel extremely angry and
critical of the activities of the
Left of the Labour Party in the
past year. At the Briefing meet-
ing at Conference, I tried to sum
up those feelings and to develop
an analysisof theinherent weak-
nesses of Left politics, with a
viewto preparing the groundfor
future struggles and our future
organisation.

. .I arguedthat the Left’s pre-occupationwithdivision and pol-
arisation, personalities, and a
concept of power that is narrow-
ly-based, was andis destructive
— especiallyof Left unity — and
inhibited the slow but construc-
tive stren;

tion, ideas and organisation to
which I personally-am fiercely
committed.

What is meant by a preoccu-pation with polarisation? Let
me offer some concrete
examples.

First, the polarisation that
occurred aroundthatmost bung-
led of bureaucraticinterventions
into democracy, the Register.
The Register was used byinflu-
ential and prominent figures on
theLeft — and I refer bothto the
pro-registrars and the anti-
registrars — as a meansof shat-
tering a unity that had been
built up (however precariously)
around the reforms that culmi-
nated at Wembleyin 1981.

As I sat through the most
divisive and destructive political-

gathering I have ever attended
— the Campaign for Labour
Party Democracy 1983 Annual
General Meeting — I tried to
convince myself that thiswhole-
sale political genocide had been
engineeredbytheRight.

But I know the people that
drafted the plans for the Regis-
ter. I worked with them. And
without appearing patronising
or offensive to them, I know that
theylackedthepolitical subtlety
and political skills needed to
bring down and weakentheLeft.

No, theycould not have done
without the agency of some of
the Left’s most respected
strategists.

The consequencesofthatself-
weakening wasreflected in last
Tuesday’s elections to the Nat-
ional Executive Committee.
There have been many other
consequences — asserious, but
too depressingto detail here.

There are other examples of

XN

gthening of principled
_Socialist ideas and organisa- |
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the Left’s inclinationto polarise
and divide. Recently Briefing
attempted to drive a wedge be-
tween the Women’s Action
Committee and the Women’s
Committee. of the Labour Co-
ordinating Committee — ‘so
thatWAC’s position as the only
genuinely feminist campaign’
could he asserted.

Nowthisis all very flattering .

and well, but where does such
well-defined delineatiog, and
division take the feminist pro-ject? We need all the unity we
can get on theLeft, and women
on the Left need it more than
most.

Anotherissueripe for polaris-
ation is the question of council
house sales. Are you for or ag-
ainst, comrades? Right, when I
blow my whistle, get into your
corners. First a left-hook and
thena right.

Forget the question of council
housing as 4 whole; neglect the
real problem of channelling poli-tical, financialand:otherresour-

-ces into rebuildingand restoringthe central political ground onwhich weneedto fight to regain
our workingclass base. No, con-
centrate on hookingthelefteye.Theinclinationof the Left topolarise and divide, and not to
construct and build, means that
often this boxing takes place in
the shadows of political strug-gle. And such shadow-boxing
results in thepolitics of gesture,
a self-indulgent, self-righteouspolitics that induces complacentself-satisfaction.

We makeour little gestures, -

we stake out our piece of un-
trammelled, unsoiled territory,
and thenwesit backand wonder

246 ssa
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Kinnock: ‘a soft left leadership that is open to influencefrom both right andleft

a
AnnePettiforis secretary
of the Campaign for
Labour Party Democracy
Women’s Action —

Committee.
SSCs
where on earth the struggle is
taking place and why we’re ex-
cluded from advancingtheinter-
ests of principled socialists
withinthatstruggle.

The conference issue of Soc-
ialist Organiser (‘Not Our
Dream’) reeked of the—politics
of gesture. Self-criticism was
virtually absent, What we were
offered was the subtle analysis
that. the Constituency Labour
Parties ‘hadmovedto theright’.

The paper stood aloof from
those wicked revisionist activ-
ists. It pompously asserted its
distance from the whole labour
movement, and thenargued that
the great yawning divide had
been created by... the unions,
theLCC, themedia,etc.

Now we in the Women’s
Action Committee. have had
some seriouspolitical differen-
ces withmen on theLeft, and we
believe that the great divide
can be attributed to one or two
otherthings.

Which brings meto the other
two major weaknesses mention-
ed in my speech at the Briefing
meeting. The first is the Left’s
preoccupation with personal-
ities; the second, its concept of
power.

.The Left has, in this immed-
iate past period, invested a lot
of political capital in its malepolitical heroes. The Left Ex-
pects these Political Heroes to
Do Their Duty, and to lead us to
Jerusalem’s fair and promisedland.

Whenthey fail, as they must
do — thetask,after all, is super-human — despair and disillus-
ionment become rampant.(Members of the LCC — take,
note).

Worse, the Left’s organisa-
tional base disintegrates. This is
what happened after the de-
feat of Tony Benn in 1981. A lot
of organisational and_ political
capital had been invested; it
was simply allowed to. evapor-
ate, withthe defeat of one char-
ismaticand inspirationalman.

When. it came to selectingcandidatesfor thisyear’s leader-
ship elections, WAC proposed adifferent’ strategy: That we
should put up a woman asdeputy, and that we shouldfight
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a radically different campaign,
which would not have the candi-
date as the central jewel to its
crown. Our proposal was ridden
over roughshod. To put it
politely. :

This faithin personalities;this
over-investment in individuals
at thetop of our particular heap,
is reflected in the Left’s concept
of power. -

To large sections of the Left,
power seems to be something
that can only be wielded (by
personalities) in large solid
blocks. For them, power lacks
the properties of dispersal.
Hence the Left’s attack on any
form of rank-and-file consulta-
tion during the leadership elec-
tion, bar that of the hallowed
general management
comunittee. —

I fought for the electoral col-
lege and automatic reselection
of MPs because it would break
up the solid block of power con-
trolled by the bureaucratic and
parliamentary leadership ‘of our
party. It was with some horror
therefore that I watched CLPD
andother groups bearing down
with Stalinist immobilityon all
those constituency parties that
were using their autonomy to
devise mechanismsfor dispers-
ing thatpoliticalpower.

In conclusion: the Left has
vital and constructive tasks
ahead. It cannot abrogate these
by sailing off into the sunset in
high dudgeon and sulkilynurs-
ing its own self-inflicteddefeats.

What are the tasks that lie
ahead? First, we need to refresh
thoseparts of the Parliamentary
Labour Party that socialism has
not yet reached. We must be
brutally frank and acknowledge
that one of the major factors in
our defeat at thisconference has
been the sheer dearth of left-
wing talent within the Parlia-
mentary Labour Party.

:Andthatrequires thatwe also
examine closely the records of
some so-called left-wingers that
we have uncriticallysustained in
position simply becausetheytoo
are capable of the odd political
gesture. Our hypocrisy in res-
pect to themweakensus.

Second, we have to sustain
pressure on the leadership to
stick to conference policies. We -

havea soft-left, centrist leader-
ship that I, unlike the defeatist
and fatalist contributors to Soc-
ialist Organiser’s conference
issue, believeis open to influen-
ce from bothrightandleftofthe
party. ;

Wecannotvacatethepolitical
space necessary to apply this
pressure. We cannot let the
right wing win by default, by
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night.
4 followed was an attempt to

 
“As wesee..> the new leadership hold hands on many
of the fundamentalpolicy issues”.
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givingup now,bysailingoff to
our own little island in the
sunset.

,Third, women withintheparty
need to wake up from their ~

dazed political slumber, and to
discovertheirstrength.

To do this, we need to build
up the political organisation of
women within the party. We
very narrowly failed to get con-
ference’s endorsement for our
proposal thatthe party’s officers
be instructed to call a Rules
Conference to begin the task.
We can say with some confid-
ence that it is a demand that we
willwin next year.

In the meantime we need to
buildup thestrengthof rank and
file party and trade union
women so that when the time
comes, our organisation will be
democratically determined, not
bureaucraticallydecreed.

Ken Loach

%

In the light of last week’s
election of a leadership arrog-antly and quite pompously in-
different to the demands of
women, 4 leadership hamstrung
by a pre-Victorian ideology that
confines men and women’ to
‘separate spheres’ of influence
andactivity,Left men would do
well to support women in the
building up of their organisa-
tional strength.

Sulking
They would do well, too, to

stop sulking, to grow up and to
stop whining over their injured
politicalpride.

There is an awful lot more to
political. struggle than winning

~

one leadership election. Women
know, because that’s one form

.of struggle from which they
have alwaysbeen excluded.
 

 

Don’t be beguiled!
ONE industrial journalist at
Brighton said mid-way through
the Conference that it was a
single issue event. The issue
was the leadership election,
and that was over by Sunday

In the sense that what

present an image, with littlepoliticalcontent, he was right.It was easy to be -beguiled.by the comparative
liness of the Press. ~

The danger is that the Left
forgets what it demands of
its leadership: analysis, stra-
tegic aims, immediate demands
and a programmefor translatingthe potential strength of the
labour movement into a force
thatcan achievereal change.

It’s not surprising that the
new leadership shows no sign
of this. The Tribune meeting
was indicative of what we
might expect. There was alarge audience of active partymembers, looking for a_politi-_cal perspective on the current
situation.

What they did not need was
the rambling rhetoric they gotfrom Kinnock. His attempt
to define socialism bore no
relation to the class forces
that might establish it. His
‘definition’ was to think ofsomething that sounded pleas-
ant andcall it socialism.

It was simply of no use.
It said nothing to men and wo-
men facing redundancy or
cuts in the social securities,
to those already unemployed,
or to those generally feeling
the strains of our economic

—system nearing collapse,

friend-

whether upwardly or down- —

wardly mobile. The idea
that the Labour movement
is engaged in a battle here
and now was quite absent.

Faced with this predictable
failure, there was a sense of
passivity in the hall, a feeling
that it was necessary to accom-
modate to the new leadership
and its pursuit of an image
acceptable to the Press. There
was a mixture of relief, fear
and exhaustion, based, as
always, on a failure of political
theory.

The weakness of the left
candidates for the Party leader-
ship, particularly for deputy,
further weakened any possi-bilityfor resistance.

But the politics of imagebuilding will be exposed even
more quickly than the last time

* the Labour Party tried it with
Wilson. Massive unemploy-
ment just will not go awaythis time, the system cannot
create the jobs, nor maintain
the social services, nor avert
the drive to war. The hard
reality of daily experience
will force socialism back. on
theagenda.

That seemed to me_ the
real issue of the Conference.The journalist was right

__
it

was a one-issue event. Hejust picked thewrong one.
.The saddest sight at the

Tribune Rally was to see DavidBlunkett rise to give Neil
Kinnock a standing ovation.
David Blunkett’s dog had more
sense.
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Trotsky on Stalinism

|| Soviet Union and WhereIs

oe

John Watts
Make himdo

as he says!
-[ THINK you can contrast two
significant aspects of this confer-
ence. On the one hand there was
the 91% vote for Kinnock by. the
constituencies, which was people
who have hopes, I don't think
they have many illusions in
Kinnock, but they have hopes
that he can do some thing to get
another Labour government.

On. the other hand, you had a
very large meeting — up to 1,000
people — -very enthusiastically
listening to and applaudingGerry
Adams.

So you cant put a simple
formula on what has happened
at this conference. There’ have
been some big. opportunities for
the left but also some very big
dangers.

There’s a possibility that if
Kinnock really gets a grip on the
Party, using this strong feeling
that we should
leadership a chance, then theleft

“could to a certain extent be
isolated as a result.

If in that situation Kinnock
is able to push the witch-hunt
ahead or moves are made in the
direction of one member, one
vote, then it could begin to
alter the relationship of forces
in the Party. .

On the other hand, the fact
that we have a phenomenonlike
theLabour Committee on Ireland
meeting with Gerry Adamsspeak-
ing, shows the possibilities of
breaking from traditional Labour-
ism. :

It was not just a belief jin a ~

united Ireland that was expressed
by the attendance at that
meeting, it was also to varying
degrees, a recognition of the
legitimacy of the struggie of the
Irish people and especially Sinn
Fein and the IRA. That, to some.
extent, is breaking from one
aspect of Labourism, the essence
of which is support for the ruling
class of Britain.

The revolutionary left needs
to organise on a principled basis
of struggle. '

There will be tensions in the
Tribune Group. There will be
those who are prepared to go
along with the Kinnock leadership
as we can see. from some df the
people who voted for Kinnock,

|people we regarded as being on
the hardleft like Tony Banks.

On the other hand wesee the
emergence and consolidation to
a certain extent of the Campaign
Group of MPs. An important part
of the left organising will be to
have a goodrelationship with the
Campaign Group of MPs.

Confident
Kinnock must feel’ very

confident that. he’s got this
massive vote, and even encour-,
aged to do things he wouldn’t
otherwise have done because of
the size of the vote, but on the
other hand, they ran into so much
trouble over the expulsions that
they will be reluctant to get

TheclassicMarxist analysis
of. Stalinism is Leon
Trotsky’s‘Revolution
Betrayed: Whatis the

g It Going?’ Availablevia
Ij Socialist Organiser, 28

. I Middle Lane, London N8: ~
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give the new -

 

 
Kinnock

involved in any general purge in
the next period.

On policy I think there will
be a tendency for conference to
say one thing. and for statements
in the House of Commonsto say
something different. It will be
necessary to oppose this in a
systematic, organised way.

Kinnock more orless launched
a crusade on health cuts here and
if that sets into motion mass
activity in the struggle against
the cuts, big pressure to get
health authorities not to carry
them out, big demonstrations
and so on, that could be very
dangerous for Kinnock. He has

‘a tightrope to walk there.
We on the left have to make

sure that there is noTMbacksliding
but we could appear just as shrill
critics if we don’t take into
account the moodfor giving the
new leadérship a chance.

We should take the things
’ that Kinnock says he wants to do,

especially anything of a cam-
paigning nature and fight to make
sure that he carries it out.

Demand
We should demand_that

Kinnock helps to build the
October 22 CND demonstration
by calling for a full mobilisation,
by ‘speaking up and down the
country and so on.

We. should also try to tie him
down, use what he says about
local: government cuts, to force
him to clarify his position on
whether he will support Labour
local authoritieswho are prepared ©

to break the law in the struggle’
against the Tory-imposed cuts.

Personally, I don’t thinkhe’ll
touch that kind of approach with
a barge-pole, but he'll be telling
them in effect to go like lambs to
the slaughter if he tells them not
to break the law but struggle
within the legal framework.

I thinkthatwill be understood
by rank and file activists, by left
council leaderships, if he acts asa
brake on them waging a real
struggle against the cuts.

i
i
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SINCE. September=12,
NALGO’s: residential work-
ers have been operating an
overtime and admissions
ban in support of a claim

week to 35 hours, plus
payment for working shifts
and irregular hours, week-
ends and public holidays —

in other words, what other
councilworkers are entitled
to.

Residential work in social
services departments covers

‘ homes for the elderly, mentally
handicapped,disabled,mentally
ill and young people in the care
of thelocal authority.

The job means providing
cover 24 hours a day, seven days
a week, on a rota system. Our
current pay system makes no
payments for unsocial hours or
routinelyworkingweekends and
holidays.

This leads to the strange situ-
ation that a manual worker in
the same establishment as resi-
dential care officers will rightly
receive such payments, whilst
the residential workers get
none.

It is a job thathas beenpersis-
tently undervalued, both by the
social service hierarchies and
by the public in general. Resi-
dential care has usually been re-
garded as a ‘last resort’ where
options like fostering and. other
‘community’care have not been
possible. :

Status

/ This low status is harmful
to its workforce and to the resi-
dents, and is reflected in low
pay and bad conditions. For
yearsaSocial Services have de-
pended on the good will of their
residentialworkers, who have in
effect subsidised the running of
the homes by acceptance of
insufficient resources and
staffing.

_From the union’s viewpoint,
residential workers have been
notoriously. difficult to organise,
beingisolated in their workplac-
plight has not been very high
on NALGO’slist of priorities in
thepast.

The acceptance of inadequate
conditionstakesits toll. Stresses

level. The peoplethatare in the
care of residential staff are

amongst themost infirm, depen-
dent anddifficult that the social
service agenciesdeal with.

_

The taskthatresidentialwork-
ers are askedto carry out involv-
es both looking aftertheir resid-
ents’ physical needs and help-
ing with their emotional de-
mands — a job that is never
‘finished’.

Couple all that with long,ir-
regularhours, a disrupted social
life, and lackof support, and the

f-result is staff sickness and a
high turnover as staff move out
of residentialworkaltogether.

In the end, of course, this
affects the quality of care avail-
able for those living in the hom-
es. Residential care at the mom-
ent provides a vital service for
those most in need.It can only
be improved by proper funding
and recognition.

The alternative is the dream
of the Conservative Party —

more reliance on coping within
the family and through foster-
ing. It is, after all, cheaper to
place the burden back onto
womenat home.

This is the first time that nat-
ional industrial action has been

for reduction of the working
_

Andrew
Wiard,
Report

es and low in morale. Their

in the job are-.at a very -high -

children’shome
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called for on behalfof residential
workers. The responsibility for
this lies with thenational em-

ployers, and the way in which
they have conducted negotia-
tions.

By dragging their feet, they
have drawn out talks on this
claim for five years. Their cava-
lier approachculminatedintheir
rejection of all aspects of the

- claim (on June 6) as having ‘no
merits’.

.They must have assumed that
residential workers would not
respond to being treated with
contempt. However, a ballot
over the summerresulted in a
massive ‘yes’ to industrial
action. .

At long last, residential work-
ers were showing their anger
and refusing to buckle under
moral blackmail.

Since the action began, the
national. employers have conti-
nued to use delaying tactics, .

refusing to make any new offer
at their meeting on September
28. Instead, they proposed an
adjournmentto an ‘early date’
for further negotiations..This
earlydate turned out to be Octo-
ber 17! Plenty of time to take in
the Tory Party conference en
route. :

They are actingas though the
_

claim has come as a total sur-

prise, instead of being in their
in-tray since 1978.

The admissions ban has
meant thatno-one has been giv-
en a residential place since the

- action began. This causes a
backlog of people waiting for
admission, and causes local
authoritiesproblemsin deciding

_

howto deal withacutecases.

In the original guidelines on
the action issues to branches,
national NALGO recommended
that the use of the private and
voluntary sector should be given
as an acceptable option to local
authorities. They claimed that
this would cause -short-term
extra cost and inconvenience to
theemployers.

However, many .
branches

found thatthis option was simp-
ly being exploited by their local
authorityto sidestep the. action,
and even to place residential
care underlong-termthreat.

Some local branches felt it
necessary to tighten up the
guidelines to make them effec-
tive. The overtime ban hasbit-
ten deepest. This has resulted in
homesnot beingstaffed because
of sickness, leave and poor
staffing levels.”

N\Sonissions
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In the past, such understaff-
ing has beenmaskedby residen-
tial workers doing overtime and
sometimes working 70 hours a
week.

Now homesare being closed
daily because of the. dispute.
Pressure is being kept up on
councils. to take responsibility
both for their clients and for
putting pressure in turn onto
thosenegotiatingwithNALGO.

Some authorities have seen
fit to use direct intimidation
against their workforces to try
to frighten them into submis-
sion. In Cleveland, one residen-
tial worker was taken off the
payroll after refusing an admis-
sion in line withtheaction.

Over40 staff went on strike in.
reply, and the victimised man
wasreinstated. Otherlocal strik-
es are occurring because of
attempts to break theaction.

_”

Other unsubtle tactics have
included Strathclyde’s and
Barnet’s answer to chronic
understaffing — to draft in hun-
dreds of ‘relief workers’ on tem-
porary contracts. NALGO mem-
bers are refusing to cooperate
withthesecynicalmanoeuvres.

Supposedly ‘left’ Labour bor-
oughs haven’t been prominent
in their support, either, and

  
 

Whyresidential —

workers are out
“ By Michele Raithy,residentialworkerin a London

        
  

  

      
   

 
     

Despiteal ,000-strong lobby of talks on October 17, the employerswouldn ’t budge
have even been abusive and
hostile. In areas where this is
happening, support needs to
come from local Labour Party
wards.

:Other workers and Labour
Parties can lend theirsupport,
which willbe vital in the face of
predictably: vicious attacks by
thePress and theemployers.

Residential workers already
have the support of the people
theywork with, as the following
statementssued by theNational
Association of Young People in
Care (NAYPIC)shows:

“‘Many young people in care
wouldfindtheir position greatly
improved if. residential social
workers got a betterdeal.

For example, thestaff turn-
over would not be so great. Staff
morale would improve, so mak-
ing a happier environment in
thehome.

Residential workers doall the
day to day work with the young
peoplein care, but receivelittle
credit or status, either as work-
ers in the child care system, or

“in society.
NAYPIC understands the

issues in this dispute, and does
support the staff because our
members are affected by their
workingconditions’’. :
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Where westand Saturday October29GSS*Organise the left to beat back the Tories’ attacks!
No to attacks on union rights; defend the picket
line; no state interference in our unions! No to any
wagecurbs. Labour must support all struggles for
better living standards and conditions.
*Wage rises should at-the very least keep up with
price jncreasés.. For a price index calculated by
working class organisations, as the basis for clauses
in all wage agreements to provide automatic
monthly rises in line with the true cost of living for
the working class. The same. inflation-proofing

‘should apply to state benefits,grants and pensions.
*Fight for improvements in the social services, and
against cuts. Protection for those services against
inflation.by automatic‘inflation-proofingof expen-
diture. Far occupations and supporting strike action
to defend jobs and services.
*End unemployment. Cut hours, not jobs. Fight for
a 35 hour week and an end to overtime. Demand
work-sharing without loss of pay. Organise the
unemployed — campaign for a programmeof useful
public works to create new jobs for the unem-ployed. ~

*Defend ali 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
without compensation under workers’management.
“Make the bosses pay, not the working class.
Millions for hospitals, not a penny for ‘defence’!
Nationalise the banks and financial institutions,
without compensation. End the interest burden on
council housing and other public’services.
*Freeze rent andrates.
*Scrap all immigration controls. Racel is not a
problem: racism is. The labour movement must
mobilise to-drive the fascists. off the streets. Purge
racists from positions in the labour movement.

_Organise full support for blackself-defence. Build
workers’ defence squads.
*The capitalist police are an enemyfor the working
class. Support all demands to weaken them as a
bosses’ striking force: dissolution pf 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
men; for the right of the gay community to organise
and affirm their stand publicly. ‘

*The Irish people — as a whole — should have the
right to determine their own future. Get the British
troops out now! Repeal the Prevention of Terrorism
Act. Political status for Irish Republican prisoners as
a matter of urgency.
*The black working people of South Africa should
get full support from the British labour movement
for their strikes, struggles and armed combat against
the white supremacist regime. South African goods
and sgrvices should be blacked.
“It is-essential to achieve the fullest democracy in

f   
 
  

ce of party leaders. Annual election of all
nion officials, who should be paid the
or the trade.

jaos, waste, human suffering and misery of
 
 
: capitgt now — in Britain and throughout theworl@#é'show the urgent needto establish rational,dem@gestic, human control over the economy,. to

Bie decisive sectors of industry social prop-der workers’ control. The strength of the
“movement lies in the rank and file. Ourperspective must be working class action to raze the

capitalist system’ down to 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: ,

)

Official badge of the
‘Save theMole’ cam-
paign. 25p or £2 for

- ten, from N.Barstow
165 Liverpool Rd,
London N1.
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  Nationalday school

Workshops
Organising an SO group; producingfactorybulletins;speaking at méetings; workingas a councillor; organising
against sexism; building.solidarity.with Ireland; open
forum on Socialist Organiser.

and a video on YOPs.

Caucuses of SO supportersin different unions and
campaigns,includingmeetings for Women’s Fightbackand Class Fighter supporters.

11am to 6pm at Crouch HillRecreation
Centre, HillriseRoad, London N19.

Plenary sessions
Debate: A workers’ programmefor Europe
The British Telecomstruggle — Socialist Organiser and.

the fight for leadership

‘Carry Greenham Home’, ‘The Red and the Blue’,
‘Questions of Leadership’ (if available);“‘HarlanCounty’;

 SOCIALIST
ORGANISER

AGM
Sunday October 30, 10am to 4.30pm at County Hall,London SE1.

Two pamph-
lets summing
up the ideas of
Socialist Or-
ganiser.
‘Where We
Stand’ — 20p
plus 15p post-
age. ‘How to
fight the Tor-
ies’ — 10p plus
15p postage.
Or: the two

|together, 45p
including
postage. From
Socialist Or-
ganiser, 28,
Middle Lane,
London N8.

jalistSeeRRisen’
How to ‘fight
the Tories  

: Registration £3 (£1.50 unwaged) for dayschool and AGM,
£2 (£1 unwaged)for one-day.
Creche available.Cheapfood.
 SOCIAL

_

Saturday 8pm to midnight.
At ‘The Cock’, Phoenix Rd, London NW1.

WVie
SOCIALIST ORGANISER AGManddayschool: SaturdayOctober 29/Sunday October 30, in London. Day school Sat-turday at Crouch Hill Recreation Centre, Hillrise Rd, offHornsey Rise, London N19. AGM Sunday at County Hall,LondonSE1,
NORWICH/ Cambridge
TroopsOut day school. Sat-
urday. November 5, from
9.30am at Kings College,
Cambridge. Registration £1.
Details: Cambridge 881113.
Creche provided if booked in
advanced,pooled fare.

_

LABOUR Comnittee on Ire-
land: South West London
branch meeting. Friday Oct-
ober 21, 8pm at.Starr House,
57 Church Rd, Richmond.
Speakers: Reg Race, Nick De
Marco (secretary RichmondLPYS).

LABOURmovement confer-
ence on Ireland:.Peace
through Democracy. Satur-
day November 26: speakers
include Tony Benn, Ken
Livingstone,Clive Soley.

LABOUR group for human
rights in Sri Lanke: public
launch meeting coming soon.
Speakers invited: Tony
Benn, Ken Livingstone,
Tariq. Ali, Jeremy Corbyn.
Date to be fixed. Contact:
42 Sickert Court, London
N1.

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

Contact: London LCGR,
Mike Haran 659 2938 or
Chris Beer 785 9515; GYS,
Martin Goodsell 263 9484.
LONDON Cuts conference
organised by the Southwark
Campaign Working Party:
Sunday November 6, at
County Hall, London SE1.
Contact: Southwark Cam-
Ppaign Working Party,Town
Hall, London SE5.
BRENT South & East Lab-
our Parties: public meeting
on the Caribbean and Cen- -

tral America, with Jeremy
Corbyn MP, James Dunker-

- ley, Debbie Delange, Jenny
Pearce, and Billy Taylor.
Thursday October 20, 7,30
at Harlesden Methodist
Church Hall, Tavistock Rd,Harlesden, London NW10.Where to find

Socialist Organiser
SCOTLAND

Glasgow. Contact: Stan
Crooke, 34 Garturk St, Glas-
gow G42. SO is sold at West
End bookshop, Rutherglen
shopping arcade (Friday
lunchtime),Coatbridge shop-
Ping arcade (Saturday lunch-

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 25, 8pm at
the Castile 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, Edgiey, 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-
ive Books, Berry St, and at
News from Nowhere, White-
chapel:
Hyndburn. Contact Accring-
ton 395753.

SAN oN

Stoke. Contact Paul 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. Contact c/oDurham, .

Halifax. Contact 52156. SO
is sold at Hebden BridgeBooks.

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.

MIDLANDS

Birmingham. New ‘series of
discussion meetings starting
on ‘Imperialism’. Alternate

.Wednesdays, 7.30 at 169
Barclay Rd, Bearswood,
Smethwick. Next meetingWednesday November 2:
‘The New InternationalDivi-
sion of Labour’:

SO is sold at the Other
Bookshop.

Northampton. Contact Ross,713606.

ContactCoventry. Keith,
75623.

Leicester. SO is sold atBlackthorneBooks, High St.ContactPhil, 857908.

Nottingham. Meets 2nd &4th Wednesdays, 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, Friday 5 to 7. Also
at EOA Books, Cowley Rd.

LONDON

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

Islington. Next meeting on
‘Stopping the Missiles’, with
Tom Rigby (Youth CND
national committee, in
Personal capacity). Sunday
October. 23, 7.30 at Caxton
House, St John’s Way, N19.
Contact: Linda, 278 1341.

Haringey. Meeting on Cen-
tral America, with Jeremy
Corbyn MP and aspeaker
from the El Salvador Solidar-
ity. Campaign. 8.30, Thurs-
day October 27, at Harrin-
gay Grove Community Cen-
tre, Denmark Road, N8.
Sponsored. by Harringay
ward Labour Party.

North-West London. Con-
tact Mick, 624 1931.

South-East London. Con-
tact Siu Ming, 691.1141,
Hackney. Contact Andrew
Hornung, 76 Carysfort Rd,.
London N16.

Richmond. SO is sold~ at
Richmond Quadrant every
Saturday, 11.30-1.30. Fyrth-
er details, contact Nick De_
Marco, 876 6715.

Southwark/Lambeth. Meets’
every other Wednesday at
Lansbury House, 41 Camber-
well) Grove, London SE5.
Orpington. Contact c/oSouth East London. .

Hounslow.SO is sold outside
All Saints Church, Hounslow
High St, Saturdays 10.30. to
12. Contact Chris, 898 6961-
Harlow. Contact c/o 28Middle Lane.
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Significance of BL’s
~

Cowley witch-hunt ©
JACK Cleary (in SO149) ser-
iously distorts my article on the ~

recent Cowleysackings.He does
--$0 to such an extent that I can

only conclude that he does so
in order to more easilypolemic-
ise against me.

He claims that I predicted
‘ta purge in every industry and
every area of society’’ as a result
of the sackings. And he claims
thatI see the sackings as a part
of a campaign to ‘‘smash the
labour movement’’.

Exaggeratingyour opponents’
arguments until they are in-
credible is a very destructive
way of conducting a polemic.

In fact I made no such sweep-
ing statements, although I think
the sackings were very serious.
The nearest I cameto suchstate-
ments, which I stand by com-
pletely, was to say, ‘‘Such com-
ments from someonelike David
Buckle show how deep were the
dangers for the workers’ move-

.

ment thathad developed at that
time. .

“Thatcher and Tebbit were
sitting waiting to see what they
could utilise for their own anti
trade union ends’’.

I thinkthatis a cool assess-
ment. I think the Cowley sack-
ings and the witch-hunt around

_

them was one of the factors
which hascreated a significant-
ly new situation in industry. This

_

can be seen in the pits, was seen
in theStockport Messenger, and
now in thehardeningof BT man-
agement and their injunction
against the POBU.

I don’t intend to respond ex-
tensively on the matter of SL.
Myarticle was written in the
spirit of fraternal solidarity with
a far left group who were being
witch-hunted. by the media at
thetimeby forces which posed a
danger to the labour movement
as a whole. .

Jack Cleary is clearly incap-
able of comprehending such an
approach,since the logic of his
comments would beto provoke a

discussion, which evenif it did

Finding BlackHoles|
SCIENCE

By Les Hearn

LAST WEEK was announ-
ced the nearest thing to a
positive identification of a

blackhole, using a satellite-
_

mountedtelescope.
So what are black holes,

and how do theyform?
if all the matter and energy of

the universe were evenly spread
_ out, there would be a vety thin

gas, more like a vacuum than
anything. we can achieve on
Earth, at a temperature only a
few degrees above Absolute
Zero (minus 273 degrees Centi-
grade).

However, matter and energy
are not evenly spread out. Pure-
ly by chance someparts of space
would contain more matter than
others, and this is where gravity
comesin.

.Gravity is a weak force but
affects everything.When matter
‘crystallised out’ into hot gas
soon after the Big Bang that
started our universe, “gravity
soon caused the gas to accumu-
late in gigantic clouds.

Gravity made the clouds
shrink and get more dense. The
pressure made the gas hotter
(like air in a bicyclepump).

Eventually, the density and
temperature of the gas (mainly
hydrogen) got high enough for
nuclear fusionto start.

This process converts hydro-
gen into helium withthe release
of vast amounts of energy. The
enormous heat generated post-
aiN MN Oe OePE ORa
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Top BL managers Musgrove (left) and Armstrong. “the single most
important industrial asset the capitalist class have”.

“not have sectarian intent could
_,

be. damagingto thefar left.
Therefore I will go no further

than to defend the criticisms I
made of Stephanie Grant for the
Monday press conference. It
is just not true to say that the
media can whip up a national
witch-hunt at will. Why did they
pick on Scargill’s illt+imed visit
to the USSR,for example?

They need the right kind of
things to hang it on and they
need the right things to keepit
going. We should not give them
those things at the time they
need themif we can avoidit.

There are no timeless rules on
this, we have to take the con-
crete situation.

In myview,having followedit
in detail, the media had a prob-
lem after a few days in the Cow-
ley situation and needed a fresh
angle to keep it going. In parti-

  
pones the complete collapse of
the gas cloud, or star, under its
own gravitationalpull.

Eventually, when the hydro-
gen starts to run out, the col-
lapse ofthestar starts again.

A star as bigas the Sun would
stop collapsing when all the
atoms weretouching each other,
making an object the size of the
earth but-as heavy as the sun.
A matchbox-full would weigh
about 5 tonnes.

If it was twice as large as the
Sun, the star would keep col-
Japsing untilthe atoms had been
crushed. Electrons and protons
would be squashed together to

“make neutrons. This neutron
star would measure about 20
kilometres across. A matchbox
full would weigh a million
tonnes.

But if it was more than three
times the massof the sun, then
the collapse of the exhausted
star wouldend only whenall the
matter was concentrated at a

singlepoint.
~The gravitational pull of this
concentrated matter would be
so great that not only would it
suck into it any other matter

cular they needed personalities
and the press conference gave
themthat.

As a result we had another
four days of damaging witch-
hunting. That is why I made my
comment.
..There is, however, another
worrying aspect to JackCleary’s
letter. That is the way he sets
out to play down the role of BL
managementin Britain today.

He says for example that,
“The Cowley management is
not the whole capitalist class’’: I
assume we can accept that he
means BL management rather
than Cowleymanagement, who
clearly would not have had the
authorityto do this.

Well, it is certainly true that
BL management are not the
whole capitalist class, but it is
thesinglemost important indus-
trial asset théy have. More-

that was nearby, but it would
also suck in any light that came
nearerthana certain distance.

Hencethename,‘blackhole’.
.

‘Black’ because no light could
ever leave it, and ‘hole’ because
thingsfall intoit.

The certain distance is known
as the ‘Event Horizon’. Anyone
outside a black hole cannot
look beyond this horizon. We
can get no information about
anythingthathappensinsideit.

For a black hole with three
times the mass of the sun, the
event horizon would be about —

18 km across.
;Though we can’t see black

holes, it should be possible to
detect them. As matter was
sucked into a black hole, it
would beacceleratedat a fantas-
tic rate, giving out radiation
and disappearing in a burst of
ultra-violetand X-rays.
Ifwe can detect gas spiralling

into an object of great mass and
tiny size, giving out radiation,

’ then we can be sure that we-
have found a blackhole.

And. now a telescope on the
International. Ultraviolet Ex-
plorer satellite has detected

SIYYWHNH

over someone in Jack Cleary’s
position could not possibly make
a chance remark on it,and any
playing down of the role of BL
managementin the current situ-
ation is seriously politically
wrong.

:

whole labour movement today
- would deny the central role of
BI: management over the last
five years, or see their actions as
a local affair. -

Take Tony Benn’s speech at
theLabour Party conference last
week as an example;or the rece-
nt events at Vauxhall. Even the
right wing would not denyit,
since they cannot deal with
themin thesame way.

That is part of the reason for

this and the
strike. .

The very fact that it was BL
who sacked the 15 in this way
was absolutelynot by chance.It

hand-washing

hazard’ way, but it was not
dealt withas such. :

It was dealt with with allthe
authority BL management has
amongst the,employers, and
they were all strengthened by 

In fact very few people in the

David Buckle’s attitude to both.

may have come up in a ‘hap-—

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

it. (Not enough to smash the
labour movement at a stroke,
of course, but significant just
the same. Certainly enough to
tell the difference if you are a
militantin a key industry).

Perhaps I could ask Jack
Cleary if he could name a few
more managements who might
have taken such an_initiative
as this in this period? Is there a
parallel’ to BL’s 1979 survival
plan and the way they imple-
mented it? What kind of effect
did that have on the national
situation?

Is there a parallel to the sack-
ing of Derek Robinson and what
effect did that have on the nat-
ional situation? Would any other
management have_carried
through the sacking at Long-
bridge two and a half years ago
so effectively?

Has any other manage-
mentachievedeven half of the

- another

 
speed-up of BL? Has any man-
agement broken down a power-
ful shop stewards’ movement to
anythinglike thesame degree?

For all these reasons it is
‘ wrong to see it as just another
management acting for its own
local interest. Michael Edward-
es’ book has been such a big
seller for all of these reasons.It
nowplays the role of an employ-
ers’ handbook on how to fight
the unions.

On top of this Cowley has
significance which

should not be played down.It is
the only major factory in manu-
facturing industry with a signi-
ficant and long-establishedtrad-
ition of Trotskyismwithinit, and
which has played a significant
role in thesituation.

Jack Cleary should be playing
up the significance of BL, not
playingit down.

ALAN.THORNETT;
Oxford.

Progresson Ireland
SOCIALIST Organiser no. 149
provided a welcome,clear anti-
dote to the empty rhetoric of
Labour’s new ‘Haddock’ leader-
ship. From Healey to Hatters-
ley, Foot to Kinnock, the old
Callaghan gang ruled the Con-
ference roost through stitched-
up block votes and a Stalinist
chair. ‘Unity’ speeches received
ovationswhile five socialists wre
physically booted out: in short
business as usual and the fight
goes on.

As usual, SO contained a

ultra-violent rays from just such
|

gas clouds. These vasthot gas
cloudsare rushinginto the heart
of galaxy NGC 4151, some 50
millionlight years from us.

Calculations from the speed
and temperature of the gas
suggest that there is an object
more than50 milliontimes heav-
ier thanour sun, squeezed into a

region only one-thirtieth of a
light year across. Such a mass
can onlybea blackhole.

Theories abound about black
holes and what they can do.
For example, large ones at the
centre of galaxies are thoughtto
account for the massive energy
output of NGC4151 and quasars.

Galaxy
Smaller ones probably exist

in our galaxy, masquerading as
the ‘X-ray bursters’. Miniature
blackholes may have been form-
ed during theBig Bang, and one
imaginative suggestion is that
we could trap one of these and
use it as waste-disposal unit and
powerstation.

Rubbish could be thrown in
andtheradiation used to gener-
ate electricity. If it escaped,

‘though,it could be-nasty.
Some people have suggested

that matter collapsing into a
black hole in our universe could
be emerging into another uni-
verse, from a ‘white hole’. We
cannot test this theory,:but the
Big Bang might be an example

Of just such a White Hole.

 
great deal to aid-and lead that
fight, but I found parts of Frank

. Higgins’ review of the ‘Causeof
- Treland’ highly. questionable in

the light of other recent SO
articles on Ireland.

Heasserts that the failure of
the ‘left’ to mobilise the labour
movement in support of a just
settlement with Ireland results
importantly from poor propa-
ganda and simplistic explana-
tions. This is no doubt true, but
whereis this left that talks as if
one million Protestants don’t
exist? Furthermore,I recall that
Workers Fight explained the
Northern: Ireland state as a
‘garrison’ of imperialism, and I
thinkrightly so, as British inter-

ests have shifted from economic-
exploitative to strategic ones for
overall. control. of Ireland’s
‘defences’.

Unique
If ‘‘it is thecomplexitiesof the

Irish situation (unique features,
real problems) and the difficul-
ties of seeing a way out of the
impasse that has defeated the
left’’, why they is British
involvement in Ireland condem-
ned by the entirety of world
opinion, presumably through
the same type of simplification,
poor propaganda, ignored
complexities, jargon, etc. by -

people ‘‘in tow to the. republic-
ans’’? That is, the entirety of
world opinion exceptin Britain.

MayI suggest that whatever
these problems, the principal
obstacle in Britain remains the
deep-seated chauvinist respect
for Unionism, with its concur-
rent deafness to the repressive
anddiscriminatorynature of the
six county state, aided by the
celiberate falsification of the
Republican struggle in. alk
classes of society and its media,
including the labour movement.
For example, the conference
remit of Composite 15 for the
organisation of the Labour Party
in the six counties is testimony
to the poison of economism and
de-facto Unionism of the
Morning Star and the Militant.
The central argument must be
that the struggie for the unifica-
tion of Ireland rests not on the
division of the Irish working
class, but provides the only
likely precondition for its unity.
Partition was and is a device to

ie Go as og EErt et rose ee meee we ce no we owe

precludeIrish workers’ unity.
Frank Higgins suggests that

the Provisionals may be ‘‘unin-
tentionallypreparingthe wayfor
a bloody repartition of Ireland’
— which I fail to distinguish
from a rehashed ‘blood-bath’
theory. Earlier, he states ‘“What
the Provisionals stand for in fact
is incorporation of the Protes-
tants into Catholic Ireland’’.
This is a serious slander against
the explicitly secular pro-
gramme of Sinn Fein, and I
challenge the authorto substan-
tiate his view.

While a federated united
Ireland might be conceded as a
reform in response to republican
pressure, it would be unlikely to
solve the twin ‘garrison’ and
discrimination problems.
Therefore for British Marxists to
advance federation as a prior
demand seems to me conces-
sionary to the ‘two nations’
theory, which seems to creep
into thearticle. :

Whatever the serious reaction
of the Constitutional  Anti-
Abortion Referendum, 300,000
Protestants in the 26 counties do
not appear to suffer discrimina-
tion in thetermsof the Catholics
of the North. Protestant opposi-
tion to a united Ireland is
entrenched, but not absolute in
the longer term, and has tended
to whither under the impact of
economiccrises. .

- The Conference meeting of
the Labour Committee on
Ireland was the largest. fringe
meeting event of the week and
as a steward, I was pleased to
exchange messages of mutual
solidarity between Gerry Adams
MP. and the Labour Campaign
for Gay Rights meeting next
door. Tony Benn’s speech to
the Conference Ireland debate
was his most advanced state-
ment to’ date, without his
previousfudging.

To the difficult. but real
progress being made, I found
the article dismissive and sour.
Improvements in propaganda,
political scope and vocabulary
should be part ofbuilding LCI
branches in every region, that
take LCI policies into the trade
unions, Critical support is a
type of support. .

Yours comradely,
TIM SUMMERS

.Richmond, Surrey
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NUM setbacksaffect
the whole movement

IAN MacGREGOR is now in
control of the National Coal
Board .and is programmed to
do to jebs and_conditions
there what he has already done
in BL andthesteel industry.

Even before he had taken
office, however, the success
of the management- offensive
and the virtual collapse of the
Scargill leadership.in - the
face of it has been a very major
and central gain for the That-
cher Government, a collapse
which has a_serious affect
on thewholeworkingclass.

For this reason it needs
lookingat in moredetail.

After 1972 and 1974 the
miners were seen by workers
as by far the most powerful
section of the working class.
Many saw them as invincible.
They. rightly created ‘this re-
spect because in 1974 they
had removed a Tory Govern-
ment.

Scargill’s election extended -

thisand had widespread support
in theworkingclass.

Workers_ would often hope
when things got tough that
the miners would come along
and sort everythingout.

The Tories feared this possi-bility as well. At first theyhandled the miners with kid
gloves giving them,bigger than
average wage increases to
avoid a confrontation whilst
— following the©strategyworked out by newly promotedMinister—Nicholas_Ridley
— they concentrated their
fire on industries like BL,Steel and Rail.
 

IN THEFIRSTpartof a
discussion article on the
situation in industry,
Alan Thornett looksat
struggle in the pits. Part
2, dealing with other
industries, next week.
ee

The. image, however, was
not the whole picture. The
miners were more vulnerable
then they appeared. Up to
1972 the miners had fought
very little for years.

The new generation. had
little experience of local strug-gles and the Stalinist/right-wing leadership at national
level had allowed massive
pit closures to take place with-
out resistance while wagelevels fell well below most
organised workers.

After 1972, of course, the-
NUMbecame much stronger
at all levels and Scargill per-sonified that. But there werestill very few local struggles.The main experience remained
the national strikes of 1972
and then 1974,

One of the problems of the
1974 settlement was a bonus
scheme which was designed
to divide the miners. This
helped managemenTM at alater date to weaken the miners

1

South Wales’ which was met
by an all-out strike in South
Wales and an explosion of
militancy.

A crucial developing national
strike movement, however,
was turned back by the fail-
ure of the NUMleft and Arthur
Scargill to confront. the right-
wing on the NUM executive,
thus allowing them to -block
the fight for spreading the
action and to turn the tide
towards a nationalballot.

In a demobilising situation
the ballot could not be won
and it was not. After. that
things got rapidly worse. Pits
were left to fight on their'own.

Cardowan miners were
- offered only ‘moral and fi-

nancial support’ by a national
conference of the NUM and
the Scottish Area Executive.
This was under conditionswhere
the pits facing closure do.
not on their own have the
basis to defendthemselves.

 
‘Scargill. incapable of rising above
the conditionsaroundhim

at the ‘profitable’ pits and
isolate them at the more an-
tiquated ‘loss-making’pits.

It was a_ successful exer-
cise. After first retreating
over closure at Deep Duffryn,
the Tories began to take a
firm stand.

. .The NCB won the 1982
ballot on wages and closures,
through a mistake of the leader-
ship of the NUM .— who made
the miscalculation of tying the
jobs issue to a vote on wages
— and gained an important
advantage. -

/Then came the_Kinneil
colliery betrayal in the New
Year: of 1983, and the cracks
were wider. :

The crunch came, however,with the decision of the NCB
to close Lewis Merthyr in

It was the same at Monkton-
hall, which struck when mirers
were sent home after being
5 minutes late on shift after
an NUM meeting to discuss
300 redundancies. Miners
had been out on strike for
two weeks before theywere told
that their case for supportwould be discussed at a na-
tional conference of the NUM
to be held on Friday of ~this

_

week — October 21 — ie.
4 weeks later! Even then they
were only offered ‘moral andfinancialsupport’.

How miners could win
> THIS Friday’s special conference of the NUM hasto face up to

hard decisions on the questions of pay and jobs.
Onthewages front, even right- wing dominated areas have been re-jecting the NCB’s miserable 5.2% pay offer — and along with it theimplicit blackmailon jobs embodied in the blunt statement by Coal

Board deputy chairman James Cowan that :

‘thefinal offer is based on co-operation in eliminatinguneconomiccapacity’.
_In otherwords even the crumbs on offer come withstrings — the

.acceptanceof NCB plans to axe up to 70pits and atleast 70,000 jobs.In response to this,most area leaderships have been voting to rejectthe offer and many fora policyof a nationalovertime ban in support ofdemandsfor a rise of up to 25%.
In what appears to be deliberate confusion, Scottish area leadershave been mixingtalkof such an overtime banin with theircalls for:

limited protest actions in support of theMonktonhallminers onstrikein defence of theirjobs.
Last year saw the mistakentacticof linkinga ballot on defence ofjobs with.adecision on a pay offer miners were not preparedto strikeagainst. This year it appears thatwages are seen as the main issue —

while action on jobs has so far been voted down in a spring ballot
setback.

There must bea fight to increase the5.2% offer and no agreement
on any pay deal involvingclosures :-but there must also be strike action
to pfevent the threatene redundancies, ~

:Whileit is true that a nationalovertime ban is the most thatcan be
called by the NUMleadership withoutyet anotherpitheadballot, thepolicy is inadequate to deal with the problems facingminers.

With coal stocks estimatedsufficient to last six months,an overtimeChacamerTuc?AGAINST THE
WITCH-HUNT!

a
a
i
i: |

i Join LABOUR AGAINST THE WITCHHUNTi Membershipopen to Constituency Labour
i
i

 
Parties, trade union organisations, Labour

a Party affiliates,and individuals.
Fee. CLPs and unions£10, wards £5, indivi-duals and other organisations £3. Write to-LAW, 11 Wilderton Road, London N16. .
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ban could go on almost forever withouthaving any real impact on the
NCBortheTory government. ’

This makesit an inadequate tacticto pursue either thejobs struggle
or thepay fight.

.The reasonit is beingproposedso eagerly is thatNUM leaders have
_Tetreated from thefight for all-outstrike action.

LeYet theonly way Monktonhallcan win; the only way thejobs issue
can be confrontedsuccessfully; and the only way the wagesissue can be
wonis through thefight for nationalstrikeaction. .

The topic thatshould be central on the agenda of Friday’s confer-
ence is how best to create the conditions to achievesuch a strike.

In particular the Scottish area should be called upon to reconsider
its partial, protest actionaround Monktonhalland go for an indefinite
area-wide stoppage. :

The promised solidarity of the ‘TripleAlliance’ of coal, steel and rail
unions should be invoked, and calls issued to other transport unions to
halt the movementof coal from NCBstocks.

Backedby mass picketingin defiance of theTory anti-union laws,such actioncould make a nonsense of the NCB’s six-monthsupplies —-
and set the stage for the spreading of strike acion on a national level.

The spreading of strike action should also be prepared by the
immediate publication, in popular form,of the extensive information
already possessed by the NUM’s research department on NCB closure

.
plans andtheirimplications for thevarious coalfields.

The demand mustberaised for the opening of the NCB’s financial
books — to enable elected lay committees of miners to uncover the
networkof banks, suppliers, distributors and industrial consumers who
profit from their sweated labour. ‘

The answerto the current level of overproductionis not the bosses’
vandalistic axing of pits containing workablereserves of coal, but to

__raise the level of wages to ensure a decentbasic rate and cut the hours
worked by miners, to share the work availablewith no loss of income.

The demolition-squad tacticsof MacGregor and his henchmen at
thie NCB underline as clearly as anythingcould the need for miners tochallenge the whole hierarchic control of the industry by a caste of
managementanswerable only to the Tories and the bankers.

Although formally nationalised,the mining industry has never been
controlled by the workforce: and though the union has madegains onhealth, safety and other issues, the latest drive towards speed-up and

. productivity carry dire threatsfor the future.
Miners must open the books of the NCB not only to discover the

hidden Tory planswhich they must fight in the currentbattles but also
to acquire the informationon which to develop a workers’ plan for de-
fence and development*of the mining industry, and the fight for
workers’ control.

.Armed with such an approach, and encouraged by the successful
mass picketingof several recent strikes, NUM delegates could go back
to their areas with reat hope of victory over the Tories.

_

And— as wenear thetenthanniversary of thehistoric miners’ strike
which toppled the Heath government — such a victory is sorely needed
and long overdue.
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Welsh miners lobbyfor national action to save Lewis Merthyr — but:
withoutsuccess

But the national conference
has been upstaged even before
it hastaken place. The Scottish
Area NUM Executive has or-ganised a-£2 per week arealevy (which starts on the dayof the Conference) and yesterday’s Scottish one-day pro-
test strike.

.There is therefore no serious
prospect of the national Con-
ference organising anythingelse. The danger therefore —

since a £2 levy suggests that
all other miners remainat work
— is that Monktonhall will
be left isolated and hung
out to dry.

Scargill has presented the
one-day strike as a major_development. But in the con-
text it is taking place this is
far from the case. A yearago the NUM leadership waslooking for strike action. Over~
the last 6 months they have
increasinglyavoidedit.

It is hard not to conclude
for the Monktonhall experiencethat NCB propaganda that
strikes

. will be very difficult
has got through to the leader-
ship of the NUM,and that as
a result strikes are now beingsabotaged. .

o
Worse

Recently things have got
even worse. The NUM leader-
ship now seems to be going
out of its way to isolate strikes.
The latest closure at Crontopcolliery in the North West
saw a. 24 hour strike which
could lead to nothing.

Thus the post election period
and the arrival of Ian Mc-
Gregor has seriously com-
pounded a previously existingproblem. Now nearly every
area of the NUM hasat least
one pit closure on the agenda.
As the. situation has changed
in their favour, the NCB have
got bolderintheiractions.

The sacking of NUM mili-
tant George Marsh in Barnsley
was no chance event.

Miners in Scotland have
received letters “about their
individual time keeping and
in. other pits they have been
threatened about produc-
tivity levels. :

“ The Monktonhall

_
strike

started after miners werelocked out. for turning up. to
‘work only five minutes late,after a NUM meeting to dis-
cuss 300 job losses: this is a_typicalEdwardes-typemove.

The management at Polmaish
did exactly the same to the

.of leading the fight,

s

miners there who went to
a meeting to support Monk-
tonhall. Despite this there
was no move made to- use: an
obvious opportunity to spread
the strike and take on the
management.

The strike in defence of
George Marsh spread to 15,000
Barnsley miners and was takingplace at the same time as
Monktonhal!; yet the strikers
were sent back to work by the
YorkshireArea executive on
the basis of an inquiry which
was. completely biased in
favour of management. °

The inquiry team consisted
of a representative of George
Marsh, a foreman and a man- -

ager (i.e. two: management
and one union). :

In spite of this bias the
Yorkshire NUM are insisting
that its findings will be carried
out! .

These details of current
struggles in the pits are nece-
ssary if we are to understand
thesituation; if local struggles
are repeatedly sold out and
defeated the power which the
miners have had for the last
ten years, and which has been
so. important to the workingclass willbe frittered away. -

In that sense these be-
trayals will be historic betrayals
which will affect the whole
balance of power between the
working class and the em-ployers andtheGovernment. ~

__

Scargill in all this is showing
himself seriously incapable

while
his henchmen, the Stalinists
of the Communist Party, cen- -

tred.in Scotland, are doing hisdirty work. .
It is not that Scargill does

not want to fight. His call
after the election was genuinein a very general sense. He
is, however, incapable of |

rising above the conditions
prevailing in the labour move-
ment and labour bureaucracy
as a whole, and taking on
the fight with the right-wing
which thatwould involve. :

He can
.

make

_
generally

correct statements, but cannot
put his words into

—
practice

‘in his own. industry which is
now a front line target for
theTories. —-

SSS
THE ARTICLE on ‘the Pay‘ReviewBady for someNHSstaff .

in the October.6issueof Social-.
ist Organiser’. should ‘have
carried the: by-line of George -

“McLean. We apologise for the
mix-up.

 



New attackonshipyardjobs
A LAYdelegates conference with
representatives from all British
Shipbuilders yards will be held on
October 28 in Newcastle. The
Conference is being called to de-
cide on what action is going to be
taken against British Shipbuilders’
announcement that. 2,000-3,000
jobs have got to be shed by Janu-
ary 1984.

British Shipbuilders made
their announcement at a meeting
between the Shipbuilding Nego-
tiating Committee, which repre-
sents the unions, and themselves
in. Newcastle on Wednesday, Oc-
tober 12. They also reaffirmed
that there would be. no payrise
this year, except for those yards
which accept productivity deals
and British Shipbuilders Survival
Plan, which are aimed at doing
away with all trades, creating a
fully flexible, mobileworkforce,
ready to jump at the bosses’
command.

Lobbied
The meeting was lobbied byhundreds

from around the country, de-
manding no enforced—redun-

of shipyard workers ~

By Lol Duffy
dancies and no wagefreeze.

At Cammel Lairds, stewards
have been told that there will
have to b- 650 redundancies
by January 1984, whether or
not. there are any moreorders.

_

The Boilermakers’ stewards
have been informed that 384 of
their members will be made re-
dundant, and have responded byformulating a recommendation
to be put to a mass meeting later
this week, which says if British
Shipbuilders does. not withdraw
their threat of enforced redun-
dancy, then from October 28 no
vessels will be handed over until
the threat is withdrawn.

-The stewards also reaffirmed
their support for a previous laydelegates meeting decision to take
over the yards if there is one en-
forced redundancy, or a payfreeze.

If this recommendation gets
the support of the mass meeting,
then the Boilermaker delegates to
the October 28 conferencewillbe
urging other yards to take the
 Chloride hold out

dent support for the strike. TheLAST Wednesday, 13th, the man-
agement at the Chloride factory
in Manchester attempted to use -

the threat of the sack to end the
Strike by 550 workers.

The strikers refused to be
bludgeoned back to work. Only
a handful of workers crossed the
picket line.

/

The next. day managementissued dismissal notices to all the
strikers, but even this failed to 
DHSS OFFICERSin Nottingham
have been staging one-day walk-
-outs in protest at the introduction
of part-time casual staff into
offices. CPSA claim there should
be a full-time permanentstaff em-
ployedin the offices.

-A meeting has. been set up
with management to put the case
for more staff, but management
are unlikely to concede. Should
the talks fail, CPSA will have to
decide if the dispute canbe

stepped up. This would involve
the National Disputes Committee
granting strike pay to finance an
all-out strike in some of the
Nottingham offices.

Nottingham now. follows Bir-
mingham, Oxford and Liverpool
who have. all struck for more
staff, and if the government don’t
concede to extra staffing then
strikes are likely to continue.

 
NISED"

Become a supporter of the Socialist
Organiser Alliance -- groups are establi-
shed iri most large towns: We ask £1.50 a

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

dismissal notices were ignored.
The dispute is now entering

its seventh week, after the work-
ers, on September 7, overwhelm-
ingly rejected a productivity deal.

The workers estimated that
the deal would have meant half
the production workers being
made. redundant within 18
months. It.would also have
destroyed the parity pay system.

The deal would mean an
increase in productiogper worker
of 63%. The workers are aware
that this would inevitably mean
redundancies.

Also, management intend to
reduce canteen staff and put
office cleaning out to contract —

~causing stillmore redundancies.
The workers have said, enough

is enough. As they: said, ‘Could
you work 63% harder?’

The sacking threat is the
second attempt by management

_to go over the head of the union
to end the strike. Earlier in the
dispute managementdirectly bal-
lotted the strikers, asking if they
wanted to stay on strike and lose -

their jobs. The vast majority of
strikers boycotted the ballot.

But despite everything the
strikers have held firm. The
dispute has now goneto negotia-
tions at a national level. Some
strikers are understandably
worried at the involvement of
Evans and Duffy.

A mass meeting is being called
to discuss the outcome of the
negotiations.

Donations and messages of
support to: 6/153 branch dispute
fund, c/o R.Butcher, 8 Ethol Ave,‘Pendlebury,Salford.

Get

I want to become .a Socialist Organ-
iser supporter/ | want more inform-

‘ation.

Send to Socialist Organiser, 28
Middle Lane, London N8 SPL.

 

same action.
BS have also said that a

.

fur-
ther 2,500 jobs are at risk by
March 1984. There is no doubt
that the gloves are off and BS
aren’t pulling the punches. If the
yards do not reaffirm their pre-
vious decision to take over the
yards in the event of redundan-
cies or a pay freeze, then manage-
mentwillwalk all over us. ©

BS intends to decimate the
workforce in order to get a full
return to casual labour that will
then create the right climate for
privatisation, with yards going for
‘a song.

Blame
The Tories and their manage-

mentare telling us thatwe should
lose our jobs for their inabilityto
secure future work. We have now
got to put the blamefairly and
squarely where it lies-with the
Tories and BS management.

They have proved incapable of
running the industry. We have
now got to show thatwe can. We
either make the Tories redundant
or they do it to us. The choiceis
simple.

Progress
at last at
Carousel

AFTERnearly 3 monthsonstrike
‘things are starting to pick up
again for the Carousel strikers in
Glasgow, fighting for reinstate-
ment, union recognition and
better working conditions.

TGWU members in the docks
have blacked Carousel products,
with one container-load of them
already prevented from being
shipped out through the Liver-
pool docks. And TGWU mem-
bers at the containerisation
depots have also pledged blacking
for all Carousel products, to make
sure they never get as far as the
docks anyway.

After one of the strikers add-
ressing their branch meeting,
drivers in a Glasgow TGWU
commercial branch are blacking
Carousel products too, aswell as
demanding that the Co-operativeWholesale” Society, for which
some of them work,stopsselling
Carousel wafers.

Increased. support for the dis-
pute is being organised in the
local community by massleaflett-
ing and holding public meetings,
whilst Saccomando, the factory’s
owner, has come in for heavy
criticism in the Daily Record, the
Scottish equivalent of the Daily
Mirror.

é
Problem

The major problem at present
is the weekly mass picketing. Al-
though the strikers themselves
have maintained the daily picket-
ing of the factory, there has been
no growth of support for the one
day a week masspickets. If any-thing, the turnout is now starting
to decline again, after a periodduring which it was steadily
growing. :

‘ In order to boost support for
the picketing, the strikers are call-
ing for a West Scotland shop stew-
ards conference to organise mass
support for the picket line.
Union and Labour Party members
should be taking up this demand
in their respective branches, as
well as continuing to build supp-
ort for the picketing in the mean-
time, and sending solidarity mess-
ages to those trade unionists
carrying out blacking ofCarousel
products.

For speakers/further informa-
tion about the dispute/dates of
the weekly mass pickets, phone
Carousel strike headquarters,
(041)-763 0922.
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NHS: don’t -

cry, occupy!
By Ted Dowd

THE THORNTONView hospital
occupation and work-in in Brad-
ford is stillstrong.

It needs to be. In this most
difficult of arenas in which to
take industrial action, the staff
are operating genuine workers’
control.

In a period of onslaught and
pessimism, Thornton View
hospital is an example to us
all.

By working in the staff are
running.the hospital themselves
to the very highest of standards.
The support group, drawn from
friends, relatives and other org-
anisations, runs the support
system and supporting action.
Such a solid front cannot allow
the press to drive in the wedge
of guilt’ between staff and
patientcare.

This mutual support is going ‘

to be the key to success in other
Health Service stands — health
workers must have the active
support and participation of
othertrade unions, labour move-
ment organisations and com-
munity bodies.Success at Thornton View

- depends now on:
_

© Turning paper support into
” yet more active participation in

theoccupationitself,
* Committing other health

workers and -non-health unions
to pledge  strike/disruptive
action, in the form of a threat
should the Health Authority
plan eviction.

Active support and firm com-
mitments must be secured now
so that the Authority is’ faced
with the prospect of Bradfordgrindingto a halt.

The NHSis our service and
we needit. It is up to us all te
defend and extend it in united
action.
 

- Brent DHA
holds out

By Mick Woods

A STORMY and well-attended
District Health Authority meet-
ing on Monday October 17 saw
attempts by the Tory Chair, Lena
Talmage, to reverse last month’s
decision not to implement
£250,000 .cuts and to cut 110

- staff defeated.
In the last month Minister of

Health Norman Fowler

.
has

attempted to gerrymander the
District Health Authority by
putting 4 new appointces ontoit,
but Monday’s vote held up at 9-7
against implementing spending
cuts and 11-6 against the cuts in

- staffing.
Last Tuesday, 10th, saw a

successful 1 hour strike at Cen-
tral Middlesex Hospital in Park
Royal by over_200 staff; a similar
action at Shenley hospital; and a
public rally at Harlesden Metho-
dist Church thatevening attracted
about 400 membersof thepublic.

Since the District Health Au-
thority vote, staff at the threaten-
ed Lampton Park Geriatric Hos-
pital have expressed more confi-
dence in fighting the DHA’s de-
cision last December to close the
hospital.

Since Brent took its stand last
month, 6 other health authorities
have followed suit and many
others: have deferred cuts: Tory
Councillors, appointees and hacks
on the DHA were in no doubt as
to the mood of the 200-strong
audience who attended the meet-

ing. Many Tories were heckled
into silence, and a_ standing
ovation was given to the DHA
rebels when the vote was won.
The hospital workers and local
people are showinga resolution to
fight the mauling of their local

~ services,

Legal action
Legal. action taken by two Dis-

trict Health Authority members,
Councillor Laurie Nerva and the
Rev. David Haslam over a Region-
al Health Authority letter which
clearly points out that those
members opposing central govern-
ment dictat will be legally re-
moved from the Authorityby the
DHSS show one possible line of
action for Fowler. Simply keep
pumpingin Tories until the DHA
becomes a government puppet.
The other option open to him is
to--sack the whole authority and
implement the cuts centrally.
Either way, Brent health workers
and the working class as a whole
are hard behind the District
Health Authority.

The Campaign started by the
tebels, the Community Health
Council and the unionswill only
succeed if the promise of strike
action and occupations to defend
every job and bed is taken up by
the workforce. Already Labour
members on DHAs around Lon-
don are trying to organise a cross-
London Health Emergency Cam-
paign giving central focus to the
fight against the cuts which are
maulingcentral London.

Fight
|Standard

Bigotry!
ANTI-GAYprejudice is nothing
new for readers of theStandard,
London’seveningnewspaper.

The Bermondsey by-election,
Islington council’s anti-discrim-
ination policy, the GLC’s grants
to gay groups, and the new Lon-
don, Lesbian and Gay Centre,
haveall produced anti-gay artic-
les fromthepaper.

On Friday October 6,--a car-
toon by Jak got back at those of
us who had been laughing at
Cecil Parkinson’slackof concern
for Thatcher’s family policy. It
showed a man going into MI5
saying, ‘“‘You can cross Cecil
Parkinsonoff thequeerlist’’.

Several membersof the Lab-
our Campaign for Gay Rights
produced a leaflet in response,
calling on Standard journalists
to dissociate themselves from
their: editor’s anti-gay stance;
and on thefollowingMondayab-
out a dozen people, membersof
LCGR,the ‘Outrage!’ magazinecollective, and the Campaign forHomosexual Equality, went to
Fleet Street to give the leaflets
to Standardjournalists.

The protesters got into the
newsroom at the Standard, and
were giving out their leaflets
and trying to contact the Nat-
ional Union of Journalists chapel
officials before security realised
what had happened.

About eight - security.men
came down, dragged two of the
protesters away, and persuaded
the rest to leave with promises
that the editor or. his deputy
would come to the foyer to hear
their complaints. (They didn’t,
of course).

What did this action achieve?
Directly, not much. The NUJ
chapelofficials all said thatwhat
wentin the paper was upto the
editor.

But it lets the Standard know
that we aren’t prepared to
accept their gratuitous bigotry.
Andit shows the NUJ members
that they'llhave support if they
start to opposetheeditor.

AT last. week’s Labour Party
conference, the Labour Cam-
paign for Gay Rights fringe
meetingsent a message ofsolid-
arity to the Labour Committee
on Ireland meeting next door

‘and Gerry Adams MPpersonally
senthis greetingstous.

100 people heard - JeremyCorbyn MP and Reg Race talk
about their attitudes and how
they had changed, and what
LCGR should do to raise gayvisibility in the laboyr move-
ment. Brian West (LCGR)
spoke of the campaign’s suc-
cesses, for example at the
Scottish TUC. Jane Connor from
Gay YStalked aboutourinvisib-
ilityin thatmovement, dueto its
domination by acertain group,and the’ triple oppression of
lesbians.

We therefore need support,
especially this year. We need

- sympathisersto:
a) affiliate your trade union,

CLP or Women’s Section to
LCGR (£5 per 1,000, YS
branches,£1).

b)join yourself (from £1).
c) send us donations from

your union.
d) ask for a speaker for your

group.
- e) send resolutions (models
from us) to. regional, local
government, trade union and
women’sconferences.

f) consider now sending a
Gay Rights resolution to next
year’s Labour Party conference
as part of our push, and a
lesbian/gaydelegate.

LCGR national office and
membership, 21 Devonshire
Promenade, Nottingham NG7
2DSs.
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Thetacticsthatserved thePOEUin1978are notsufficientnow

-POEU MUSTPICK
UPTHE GAUNTLET

THE HIGH COURTis expec-~
ted to grant an injunction
under Tebbit’santi-union Act
against the Post Office Engin-
eering Union in its dispute
with British Telecom, as we
go to press.

But this ruling will be
immediately followed up by
another challenge to ‘the
POEU andits fight against
privatisation.

BT. managementat Walton on
Thames yesterday hauled in four
POEU members who have been
refusing to cross picket lines in
the dispute, and gave them four
days’ notice that if theymaintain
thisstance theywill be sacked.

It is not yet clear whether this
victimisation is a case of ‘“selec-
tive action” by management, or
whether it is simply the first. rep-orted’ case of a new attack on a
national level.

But in either case such a move
is a fundamental challenge to the

Annual General Meeting,
Sunday. October 30 at
County Hall, London
SE1. Day school on org-
anising for the politics of
Socialist Organiser, Satur- -

day October29, Crouch
Hill Recreation Centre,
Hillrise Road, London
N19. Details from SO, 28
Middle Lane, London N8

By Ricky
Houston

POEU.It must pick up the gaunt-
jet and call an all-out national
strike if and when the first mem-
ber is sacked for honouring union
picket lines: if not the fight is
doomed.

,In any event, the situation is
sharpened by the impending High
Court injunction, which could
threaten the POEU with fines,
seizure of assets, or — if defied —

with the imprisonment of its
leaders.

A number of union leaders
have repeatedly pledged support
to the POEUif they defy Tebbit’s
law, and the TUC policy is to
support defiance of Tebbit’s law,provided the -union first app-roaches the TUC.

The stakes are high for BT
workers: up to 100,000 jobs are

    
       
 

       
 
    

 
 
  
  
   
 

 

at tisk, both from the Tories’
privatisation plans and the graw-ing competition arising from the
1981 TelecomsAct.

At the moment, 2,000 en-
gineers are suspended as a result
of thework to rule at interna-
tional service exchanges and
blacking action against. the inter-
connection of Project Mercury to
the BT network.

.The membership whoareout
are solid and look likely to remain
so: repeated attempts by BT
Management to undermine the
strength of the unions’ campaign
at. the rank and file level have
failed up to now.

* Locked
The membership who have

been locked out are being paid
their average earnings out of the
Union’s strike fund, and so
remain solid.

But the attitude of the Broad
Left-led Executive to the dispute
appears to be fixed rigidly on the
notion of selective action sust-
ained by a levy, whilemost mem-
bers remain at work. -

This has been recognised by
management as the Achilles heel
of the dispute. In what has
become known as “Operation
Black Hole”, they put the POEU
leadership to the test by escalat-
ing the number of suspensions —

and thus threatening to bankrupt
the dispute fund.

Sooner ‘than come to grips
with the problem and prepare for
an escalation to all-out action, the
Executive retreated in the face of
this attack. In some places picket
lines were ‘lifted; in others POEU
members were told to do work
which. was “not officially. black-
ed”.

Lawyers
Lawyers for Project Mercury

said that the. POEU’s blacking
work had already cost the private
consortium £1 million, and that
the POFU’s action was stranglingthe firm at birth. There is little
doubt that the success of -the
secondary action against Mer-
cury’s financial backers, Barclays

bank, Cable & Wireless, and BP,
was also a major factor in the in-
junction served on the POEUlast
Monday.

But on the Thursday preced-
ing the hearing of the injunction
the POEU Broad Left-dominated
NECcalled off all action against
Mercury’s financial backers. Al-
though the interconnection of
Mercury is still blacked, this sign

’ of weakness will be noticed by BT
management, Project Mercury and
the Tory government.-

The NEC, embarrassed, and
obviously covering themselves
from the mass membership,stated
in the ifdustrial action bulletin
issued on the Thursday that Mer-
cury’s backers ‘mightstill be hit’
by industrial action that wasstill
beingcontinued.

In fact the separation of the
two forms of “blacking’” — that
against Mercury itself and that
against its backers — appears to
be purely in the heads of the
POEU Executive.

If the Court ¢declares the
POEUaction unlawful, then the
ruling will apply to both formsof
blacking. The POEU will have
either to defy the law — and go
all out for victory — or be the
first union to climb down before
the TebbitAct, and abandon any
real fight against privatisation.

Tough job
There is no doubt that the Broad
Left-dominated NEC faces a
tough job as the union’s member-
ship have never faced such a
threat before, and neither does
the POEU have any tradition of
militancy. For years, the union’s
leadership have been central to
the right wing in the TUC and La-
bour Party. BT management and
the Tory government realise this
but they also realise the potential
strength of the union if it does
comequtto fight. ,

But the problem is that theExecutive, sticking rigidly to aformula restricted to selective
‘action backed by levies, is notpreparing to mobilise that poten-tial strength.

Socialist
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is the dole’’. .

The tactics which the POEU
have adopted were developed in
the shorter working week fight of
1978: a fight which did not
achieve the full 35. hour working
week it was begun for.

The stakes are much higher
now, and the opposition much
stronger.

__The appointment of Tebbitto
take charge of privatisation shows

>» how much the whole Tory eco-
nomic policy turns uponit. BT is
the first of the whole of the pub-
lic sector facingprivatisation.

;At the moment the NEC is
still thought to be consideringcalling for a national overtime
ban. The time for such an intens-
ification was last week: it is al-

When the troopship Canberra returned from the Falklands in
July last year, banners over the side said, ‘Maggie Rules OK’
and, ‘Call off the rail strike — or we'll call an air strike’. :

15 monthslater, and thejingoism is turning sour. When the
ferry Rangatira arrived in Devonport on Tuesday 18th, the
welcoming Royal Marines band were faced with banners put
out by the civilian crew saying, ‘Maggie welcomes-us back to
thedole’ and‘Margaret Thatcher — 20th century vampire’.

Seaman Gary Rimmer gold the Morning Star, “We work
hard, keep our noses clean, and all we have to look forward to

a dispute crucial to their union.
No doubt; as a result of an

overtime ban, further mass sus-
pensions would follow. BT man-
agement’s recent threats to sack
any engineers not obeying any

,
Management instruction will. al-
most certainly begin in thatevent.
But it is essential that the Broad
Left NEC breaks from the limi-
tations of the present campaign,
which BT and the courts can
easily exploit, and begin to build
for all-out action.-

If management do carry out
their threat, the Executive would
have no alternative but-to go for
an immediate nationwide all-out
strike, irrespective of the certain-
ty of the response. Theonly al-ready overdue.It is essential that ternative would be completethis step is now taken, to begin to ~collapse ofthefight.involve the whole membership in

miserable £169.50.

*

Barnsley:

the near future.
Whatabouttherest of you?

Monthly Fund
THREEquarters of the way through October,and the Fund standsat a

This week's donations come from Terry Connolly (East London),
£4; Gerry Byrne (Putney),£6.50; and John Harris, who, despite having
his name in the paper most weeks, has chosen thisweek to appearinthe Fund Column,witha huge donation of £93. :

Our thanksgot to this week’s contributors, and to the other groupswho've sent donations this month: Cardiff, Glasgow,Manchester‘and
Wedon’t have the Murdoch millions to print a weekly-Socialist

.
Organiser with, and we don’t have pages crammedwithadvertising.To raise the money we need to print Socialist Organiser we have to
rely on support from-our readers.

So which groups haven’t sent donations this month? ‘One look at
this list shows why ourtotalis selow: Edinburgh, Liverpool, RochdaleStockport, Wirral, Durham, Halifax, Harrogate, Huddersfield, Hull,Leeds, Leicester, Sheffield, York, Birmingham, Coventry, Northamp-
ton, Nottingham, Stoke, Basingstoke, Oxford, N/W London, Hackney,Haringey,Hounslow,Istington, S/E London and Southwark.

Of these groups, Islington and Southwarkhave fund-raising plans in

There’s just one week left-for theOctpber fund; and ten daystillthe AGM,wherewe'll publish the fund-raising results in full.
So RUSH donations

—
first élass! — to: .

214, Sickert Court, London N1 2SY.
| ee

t (TU).. Registered as a newspaperat the GPO. Signed articles do not necessarilyreflect the views of the SOA.

   
 

 
   

  
    

    


