
 

 

 
 

A LARGEfleet ofUnited States warships is moving, ominous-
ly, towards the coast of Lebanon. Why? Nobody knowsfor
sure, yet, except the US government. But Margaret Thatcher
has failed to get an assurance from the White House that the
US governmentwill not “retaliate” for the recent killing of
230 USsoldiers in Lebanon.

“Retaliation” would be the ‘good reason’ to feed to the
American people. The real reason is more likely to be thefact
thatall efforts to find a solution in Lebanon havesofarfailed.

The USis said to believe that
it is mainly Syria and its Lebanese
clients who stand in the way of a
deal between Lebanese politi-
cians, to put the shattered
Lebanese state back together
again.

US Tomcatjets are active over
the Chouf mountains, stronghold
of Syria’s allies, the Druze, who
recently defeated the forces of
the Maronite Christian govern-
ment which the US, Britain and
France are in Lebanonto support.

It is expected that some of the
Amerjcan fleet will veer off and
go to theGulf, far to the East.

That could mean that
Reagan’stargetis Iran.

In the fifth year of the Iran-
Iraq war, Iraq has just had its
first supplies of the French
Super-Etendard aircraft and
Exocet missiles.

The US Navy may begetting
in place to stop Iranif it responds
to Iraq’s Exocets — or to an
American attack on its Shivite
Moslem allies in Lebanon — by
trying to block the Hormuz
Straits, which are considered an
essential lifeline by the United
States.

‘Possible options
°

Concerted action by Iraq and
the USA against Iran would be a
new departure, but it would serve
both their immediate interests.

What are the possible US
actions?

*To strike at selected targets
inside Lebanon. The Druze? Or
the Shiites, who are considered
most likely to have carried out
the suicide bombing attacks on
the Americans and the French?

*To occupy all or parts of
Lebanon.

By John
O'Mahony
*Collusion with Israel to

deliver a knock-out blow against
Syria, relying primarily on air
power.

*To seize control of the
HormuzStraits.

*To strike directly at Iran,
perhaps in open or tacit collu-
sion with Iraq.

*Simply to make an intimid-
ating show of massive US
strength.

Against all scenarios of large-
scale military action stands the
fact that both Israel and the USA
are likely to face large-scale reac-
tion at home against actions
which mean protracted war or
large numbetsof casualties.

We will soon know whattheir
intentionsare.

Certain things are clear
already, however.

US imperialism and the mad
dog in the White House are threat-
ening world peace. Attacks on
Iran or Syria (which is closely
allied to the USSR) could lead to
a major East-West military con-
frontation.

We: are back in the world of
brinkmanship — America’s policy
in the 50s, when the US threwits
weight about in the world,risking
and threateningwarto get its own
way.

Only this time, they are play-
ing with tactical nuclear weapons
and now believe that nuclear war
can be limited and, for them-
selves, survivable.
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US sails towardsall-out mid-East war
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 Worried

—
Thatcher

When the Americans occupied
Lebanon in October 1958 it was
one of the three or four occasions
in the °50s when the world
teetered on the very edge of
nuclear war.

It is clearly insane for the
British people to allow them-
selves to be tied to a military
alliance with the USA in which
the US government can involve
Britain in an annihilating war
without needing even to consult
the British government.

A Daily Mail National Opinion
Poll shows that 94% of British
people now want British control
over cruise missiles. 47% of those
questioned are completely against
cruise, while only 37% wantit.

Most significantly 68% of
those questioned thought that
America would fire cruise missiles
from Britain against the wishes of
a British government. Only 18%
thought they wouldn’t.

The lessons of Reagan’s war-
mongering is for Britain to reject
cruise missiles and US bases, to
get out of NATO andto abandon
its own nuclear weapons.
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ie Silkin’splot to take
over Tribune“WE WILL now proceed to construct the socialist order” saidVladimir Ulyanov, whose nom de guerre was Nikolai Lenin,when he opened the Congress of Workers Councils (Soviets) inPetrograd 66 years ago, immediately after the successfulBolshevik insurrection of November 7, 1917. (According tothe old Russian calendar it was October 25).

Sixty six years! In 1917 Lenin wasas near to the European Revolu-tion of 1848 as we are to the October Revolution. He was almost as
near in historic time to the very beginnings of Marxism in the 1840s as
we are to Lenin. When heled the Russian Revolution, Lenin was almost20 years closer to the first modern workers revolution, the ParisCommuneof 1871 than weare to the revolutionhe led.

In 1917 Karl Marx had been dead 34 years, Frederick Engels 23.Lenin has been dead 60 years (in two months time) and Trotsky wasstruck down 43 yearsago.=- :

Sixty-six years.
Weare a long way from that great day in humanhistory when theRussian workers and peasants threw down the social and politicalpower. of the landlords and capitalists and themselves took control.‘The socialist order’ has not been constructed, in the USSR or any-whereelse. If we judge present Russian reality according to the goals of.the October socialist revolution — Liberty, equality of sexes. peoples:nations, freedom from poverty and want, democratic self-rule in socj y*andat all levels of society, the absence of a parasitic and oppres8iveelite and of a bureaucratic state -- as distinct from some of the socialmechanics by way of which it was hoped to achieve those goals — forexample, socialisation of the means of production: thenit is indisput-able that the Soviet Union is more distant from ‘the socialist order’than are quite a few of those states ruled by capitalists and landlords.The only roadto ‘the socialist order’ in the Soviet Union now — asfor five or six decades past — is by way of a new workers’ revolutionagainst the totalitarian bureaucracywhich has ruled the USSR sincethe 1920s. What remains of the October Revolution can only bedefended by overthrowing the present rulers of the USSR.The Bolsheviks took power in a backward country they knew wasnot ripe for socialism — the Russian working class itself was only asmall part of the population.They expected to link up with revolutions in the advanced part ofEurope. But they were isolated by the defeats of workers in the West.14 states invaded the territory of the workers’ republic, intertwiningwith the civil war. The small working class was uprooted anddispersed.A state bureaucracy emergedin control and the leaders ofthatbureau-cracy abandonedsocialist goals and hardened out as a privileged caste.Those whoresisted werejailedand slaughtered in the Stalinist terror.The women and men whoseized power and set up the Republic ofWorkers’ Councils 66 years ago are not to blame for the Stalinistcounter-revolution which came aboyt because the Russian Revolution

wasisolated.
Rosa Luxemburg, the Polish/German revolutionary told the truthabout the Bolsheviks and the Russian workers they led when, inathecourse of criticising aspects of theirpolicy she wrote:“Whatever a party could offer of courage, revolutionary foresighted-ness and consistency in an historic hour, Lenin. Trotsky and the othercomrades have given in good measure. All the revolutionaryhonour andcapacity which Western Social Democracy lacked were represented bythe Bolsheviks. Their Octoberuprising was not only theactual salvationof the Russian Revolution; it was also the salvation of the honour ofinternationalsocialism.”
In an American jail — for opposing US imperialism in World WarTwo — the great American Marxist James P. Cannon expressed in mem-orable words in November 1944 what we also think and feel aboutthose who led the Russian workers to victory 66 years ago:“I am grateful to the Russian Bolsheviks, and I am convincedto thebottom of mysoul thatit is better to be here with them,to feel thathere I am one with them, than to be anywhereelse under any condi-tions and beagainst them.”
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Tribune was set up in 1937 with
26 original shareholders, most of
whom are now dead. ©

John Silkin and Lord Bruce
have cornered the majority of
shares in the handsoftheliving.They called a shareholders’
meeting in December 1981 to
vote out the existing board and
put themselves and their sup-
porters on it.

‘Thefirst thing they wanted to
do was remove the workers from
the Board. Five of the ten board
members were workers. But they
were stopped from doing that byJack Jones, (he has ten shares)
who madeit clear that it wouldn’t
be a-gqod idea for a TGWU-spon-sorgd MP to go against TUC
poliey. df workers’ representation

_on theboard.
So’ they. only kicked two

workers off the board, myself and
the then-advertising manager and
elected themselves. onto the
board. eg

Thanks to Jack .Jones, how-
ever, they ended up a minority on
the board, so they were unable to
sack me and run the paper in a
tather different fashion.

We tooklegal advice and weretold that under the 1980 Com-
panies Actit is possible to set up
an employee shareholdingscheme. So we called another
board meeting. Lord Bruce and
JohnSilkin, sent apologies and
at this board meeting we agreed
to allocate 50 shares each to each
member of staff out of the
unallocated ‘authorised—shares,giving usatotal of 450.

The writs then arrived made
out against every memberofstaff,against the company and againstthe chairperson of. the board,Michael Meacher.

The writs allege that our
motivation was bad. The Compan-
ies Act is silent on the question of
motivation, so it will be up to the

‘judge to determine. The second
point in the writs is that they had
inadequate notice of the nature of
business on the agenda.
Whydo youthinkthey did it?.Well, some people were very
upset when-I became editor and

 

CHRIS MULLIN,editor
of Tribune, spoke to
John Bloxam about the
latest legal comings and
goings.

immediately there were attempts
to cut off advertising.

What probably happened is
that some fogmer employeesapproachedSilkinand Lord Bruce
with a plan. They possiblyshowed them a photocopy of the
shareholders’ register.

Silkin and Bruce probably had
different motivations. Bruce
thinks he is doing the best by his
ownstandards.

Silkin saw himself as leader-
ship material for the Labour
Party (he was probably the only
person in the country who saw
himself in this light). It perhaps
wouldn’t have done his chances
any damage if he’d hada news-
paperlike ours onhis side.

That assumed it would be aquick, clean operation and it
turned out to be very messy.

I don’t think he anticipated
that and I’m sure he now regretsthe terrible mess he’s got himself
and everyoneelse into.

Negotiations
What have been the more recentdevelopments?

There have been three sets of
negotiations or attempts at media-
tion. The breakdowns always
come on the same point. Theywon't accept any formula that
doesn’t leave them ortheir friends
in control of the paper.They regard themselves as the
owners of the paper, and as long
as they suffer from this delusion
it is very difficult to help them.
How would you sum up the
political issues involved?

This is a test case for whether

drop the writs.

it is possible for a free Paper toexist in a socialist environment.We don’t have many papersthat
are broadly speaking ‘on our
side’ and we talk about the need
for a labour movement news-
paper. I think we must judge by
the few labour movement news-
papers we do have and the waythey are permitted to conduct
business.

I think the moves against
us began in the political climate
of a year ago, when the idea of
expelling Militant emerged, and
the idea of vetoing various
Parliamentary candidates.

But we’ve moved on a bit
since then and some members
on the right of the,party, never
mind the centre, are opposed to
whatSilkinand Bruceare doing.

Invitations
What pressures have there been to
dissuade them?

Well, I didn’t initiate it, but a
lot of people from Silkin’s Dept-ford constituency started ringing
up, offering to help. So I said why
don’t you get me invited to your
ward meeting, and to my aston-
ishment, seven of the eight wards
invited me and all of them went
on to pass resolutions in April and
Mayofthisyear, calling on Silkin
either to stand down as MP or

He and I were invited to
address the May GMC and the
recorded vote was 43-9 in favour
of his either standing down ordropping the writs. Unfortunatelythe general election was announ-
ced a few dayslater.

So his constituency have been
very helpful, several times passingresolutions in support and one of
no confidence in Silkin in Sep-
tem ber.

Many people who don’t agreewith us politically have been veryhelpful, while they have won no
friends at all. They have no sup-
port among the staff or on the
board and no MPsarereally pre-
paredto stick their necks out over
this.

Silkin and I addressed the
Tribune Group, where I am not

Islington losses
HAVE the SDP sunk the flag-ship of theLabourleft? The loss
of two Labour council seats inIslington_bye-elections onOctober 27 was widely reported
as just that by the press and
TV.

It wasn’t that simple. Partlytheresults were due to a drama-
tic Tory collapse with most
of their votes going to theSDP, as the main Opposition
to abour in Islington. ButLabour’svote fell too.

The press, particularly theSun and the Evening Standard(but with some extra help from
the Observer and the Mirror inthe week before the bye-elec-tions) constantly attackedLabour’s policies of equal

'. Opportunities and every politicalstatement and gesture madeby the left. The average head-lines: ‘Gym mats on the ratesfor lesbian self-defence group’,‘The Council that banned Irishjokes’ said a lot about whatprejudices they aimed to whip
up.

The SDP played on thebigotry, rarely saying anythingabout their own policies, har-ping on about Labour’s ‘ex-
tremism’. After all, it almostworked for them in the GeneralElection when SDP career-politician George Cunningham
came within 400 votes of win-uzg Isington South & Fins-

By Nik Barstow Secret-
ary Islington Local Gov-
ernment Committee

, (in
a personal capacity).
bury.

But for most voters the main
concerns now were morestraightforward and morerational: the rates increases,and the fact that, despiteall the promises, nothing muchhas changed or improvedsince Labourre-took the Council
in May 1982.

If anything the left’s ‘flag-ship’ wasn’t sunk... it wasscuttled.
Islington Council was elected

in 1982 with a strong mood that
it would confront the govern-
ment andfight for the interests‘
of local people.

By April ’83 things hadchanged. A large majorityof both councillors and partybodies opted to raise the ratesby 30% rather than fight theGovernment. Labour policies
— the bare bones of them
— have been carried out butlittle has been achieved in
most people’s eyes.Islington has improved its
services marginally, which inthe present climate for local
government is something of
a victory. but for the average

Islington tenant the minorimprovements count for little.Reduced queues for repairs,
or plans to eventually ‘de-
centralise’ services by makingthem more locally based and
convenient aren’t convincing
arguments for socialism.
Most tenants saw rate riseslast year, as they had seen for
years before: as then, paying
more for services that aren’t
up to much — poor housing,slow repairs and few communityfacilities.

Islington had the promise
of being a centre of resistance
Tories. So far it hasn’t lived upto it... disillusioning its own
supporters and strengtheningits enemies — who can snipeat the gestures because theyaren’t backed up with real
actionon thekey issues.

Labour’s ‘local governmentleft’ should learn a lesson from
the Islington

_
bye-elections

— they have only two waysto survive. They can take the
traditional road of reforming
new broom administrations and‘manage’ the ‘services the
governmentwillallow themto...
or they can break from thatdepressing,

.
corrupting view

of Labour politics and take on
the government. If they don’t.
do either, they won’t be ‘the
local governmentleft’ they will
be ex-councillors.
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Meacher: one Shadow ministerbeingsued by another!
the most popular person, and
they, too, passed a motion call-
ing on Silkin to drop the writs.

We are now faced with theinteresting spectacle of one
member of the Shadow Cabinet
(Silkin) suing another (Meacher).
A High Court case involving two
members of the Shadow Cabinet
would really do tremendous
damage.

I would like to see the leader-
ship say publicly that Silkin has
got to stop.
What. can members of CLPs or
trade unions do?
“I would,iive liked the TGWU

who sponsor Silkin to take an
interest in the matter, but this
hasn’t happefied, and they’ve
remained pretty neutral so far, at.least publicly.

:There was’ an attempt to getit raised in'the TGWU group of
MPsin the Commonsbutit came
to nothing.

Bankruptcy
Do you intend to defend your-self against thecourt action?

Well, the court action would,
of course, bankrupt the paper,and everyone understands that.
It could bankrupt individual
members of staff, which is a signof their vindictiveness in taking
out writs against individual
members of staff, because they
could have achieved the samelegal purpose by just suing the
company.

I think the attitude of people
on the paper is that while we are
prepared to try and negotiate our
way out of this, even at the cost
of making concessions, the onething we are not prepared: to
concede is control of the paper
even if that meansoblivion.

One thing we are sure of is
that this is going to cost a lot of
money and three Labour MPsset
up a Friends of TribuneFund and >

have raised quite a bit of moneybut not really enough. Soif any-
one wants to send some money,send it c/o Jo Richardson, House
of Commons, London SW1, with
cheques made out to Friends of
Tribune.

Newissue now out!
Heffer and Kinnock on
theMiddle East.
Thefight in Fatah.
10p plus postage from
LMCPP, 28 Carlton
Mansions, Holmleigh

‘Rd., London N16.
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Kinnock
launches
NHS

- Campaign
A ‘‘Save our Health Service’’
nationalcampaign was launched
on Thursday 3 novemberbythe
Labour Party.

The centrepiece of the cam-
paign will be a touring ambul-
ance fitted with audio-visual
equipment, leaflets, posters,
stickers, and other publicity.
material.

Neil Kinnock and Michael
Meacher — the new shadow
social services secretary —

speaking at the press confer-
ence, stressed Labour’s ‘‘Char-
ter for the Health Service’’,
which includes the aim of a 3%
real increase in the NHS budget
per year and the abolition of
patient charges; the purpose of
which is to ‘‘rouse the whole
nation in defence of its most
prizedinstitution.”’

The ambulance, tobe staffed
by Labour Party supporters, is to
travel throughout the country
promoting what Meacher des-
cribed as ‘‘extra-parliamentary
activity’? — petitions, meetings
and thewriting of letters to Tory
MPs!

Of course a crusade to defend
the NHSis badly needed: but
already a numberof areas have
“‘anti-cuts’’ campaigns which
are restricted in scope by full
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STAFF onTHE DoLE Re’

time unionofficials to vague and
impotent propagandaandletter-
writing rather than industrial
action.

What will Kinnock and
Meacher’s attitude be to the
hospital occupations currently
under way in London and in
Bradford, and the growing calls
for industrial action by NHS
unions to stop thecuts?

Such struggles must be the
bedrock of a real campaign of
actionto halt thecuts. Insofar as
the official Labour campaign
supports and extends this
message it can play a useful
role: insofar as it lines up with
union officials to divert from the
necessary class action in the
hospitals, it willdetract from the
fight.

This week, the campaign is
due in Whitehaven on Thursday,
Workington and Hexham on
Friday, Gateshead and a TUC
conference on the Black Report
in Gosforthon Saturday.

Thenit is due to begin a tour
of Yorkshire,theEast Midlands,
Merseyside, Wales, the West
Midlands, Oxford, East Anglia,
London and the South Coast
before going to Scotland in the
NewYear. ~~

 

\ oo
ootImperialist

hands
off
Grenada!
8000 people marched in Londonlast Sunday in protest against the US
invasion of Grenada. In Hyde Park before the march moved off the
speakers included Fennis Augustine, Grenada’s High Commissioner in
London,a representative of the Nicaraguan Embassy and Tony Benn.

Benn said the invasion proved that the Americans “regard socialism
anywhere in the New Worldas a threatto UScapitalism.”

Maria Urbani, representing the Nicaraguan Embassy gave the
meeting a sombre warning: the invasion of Grenada, she said, -was a
buildup to aninvasionof Nicaragua to destroy therevolution there.

Fennis Augustine called on the British labour movement to devote
its energies to buildinga campaign to “get the US out of Grenada”.
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DHA forced
into open

authority then whipped through aBy Ted Dowd 31 point agenda in just over an
hour. It was obviousthat all real

LAST week’s re-scheduled discussion had taken place at the
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Oxfordshire DHA meeting was
subject to a constant barrage of
barraking and chanting from,
about 100 protesting members of
the public.

In SO 153 we reported on
how the previous meeting had
been abandoned in the face of a
‘mass attendance’ of the meeting
room.

Venue

The DHA changed the venue
of the recalled meeting — it was
held in the County Hail on the
same day as the courts were in
session amid strict security. Police
and security officers escorted
about 100 people into the public
gallery after a vigorous lobby.
This shut about 60 outside who
kept up a continuous stream of
chants and slogans through the
open windows.

The DHAthenproceeded with
the greatest of arrogance. It was
the public who had to call for
amplification in order that their
mumbling could be heard. The

pre-meeting.
The DHAisterrified of taking

discussion in public. Thus on all
major issues there was only
cursory commenta final decision
on FPA cuts in force since March
was deferred. On a request from
the Region that they make staff
cuts of 77 the officers recom-
mended‘noactionat present’.

As they are already 141 staff
short this is a de facto acceptance
of the cuts. There was no discus-
sion on the principle of whether
to accept or reject the Region’s
request. ~

The whole meeting was a
farce. Proceedings were halted
many times as the fury of the
public drowned even the PA
system.

The DHAtactic is obviously
to treat thepublic with contempt,
to ignore them, take ail their
decisions at the pre-meeting and
simply to get through the.public
bit as quickly as possible’

Mere noise is not going to
affect them. This leaves the
Oxon campaign with some inter-
esting tactical decisions to make.

 
Picket the Old Bailey 9am
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Crocodile tears at
bosses’ conference

DESPITE — or perhaps becauseof
— the hollownessof the event, the
annual conference of the Confed-
eration of British Industry is

to acquire all theattempting

trappings and splendourofa real
party conference.

Of course the employers’actual political party, the Tories,has just completed.its own annual jamboree — with distinctly mixed
results.

The CBI has followed up with
its own mixture of tub-thumping,
“militant? rhetoric and — to
make it, more convincing — has
even ineéorporated manipulation
of the agenda to avert discussion
of “divisive” issues!

Just like the Tory conference,
“representatives” are no more
than individuals rather than dele-
gates; they report to no demo-
cratic local bodies. Their ‘“reso-
lutions” are drafted in board-
rooms and country estates and
reflect the material interests of a
wide section of exploiters in
British industry.

To avoid that wide section
coming into public conflict,under
conditions where a few of the
larger monopolies are beginning
once again to boost their profits
while smaller firmsgo to the wall,
the CBI leadership decided to
prevent discussion of resolutions
from West Wales, Avon, the North
and South West area councils
which criticise government econ-
omic policies.

The key resolution, tabled by
James Neill Holdings, was a sub-

dued reminder to the Tory
government that “lowerinflation
does not automatically produce
higher growth.”

The more extremist employers
who support the existing econom-
ic policies withoutreservation but
look for still more swingeing Tory
spending cuts and still tougher
anti-union legislation, have largely
been attracted to the rival Insti-
tute of Directors.

But CBI resistance to the
shorter working week (for work-
ers) and pay comparability
between the public and private
sectors (for workers) remains
solid, as does support for the
Tebbit anti-union legislation and
the new Bill being pushed through
Parliament.

There was even plenty of the
kind of fake jollity and hypocrisy
which is normally such a feature
of proper party conferences.
Richard Pettit of Vaux Breweries
in Sunderland dressed up in a
cloth cap and sang a song to the
delight of his pin-striped “com-
trades”, while CBI President Sir
Campbell Fraser wept crocodile
tears for the unemployed.

Sir Campbell - recently
 

Sun’ goes undercover
LAST week a Sun reporter wasflushed out from the Greenham
Commonpeace campafter the
Guardian Diary revealed that a
woman in her mid-30s had been
sent in by the paper which sup-ports our boys. In her rush to get
away she unfortunately left
behindherdiary, which we nowexclusivelyreproduce . . .

Monday: Dear Diary, I’vestill
got my job, but only just.Editor called me in yesterday.said I wasn’t looking too well.
Had mypersonal fileon his desk
withdate of birthringed.Kept talking about ‘my time
of life’ and ‘easier pastures’. I
said I was happy where I was.
He kept moppinghis brow. Lost
his temper. Said I was looking
my age.

Accused meof having saggingbreasts (thatwasn’t the word he
used). Said reputation of paperwould suffer if he was seen to be
employing slags. ‘‘We don’t
want thisnewsroom looking like
a Greenham Common peacecamp,”’he yelled.

I cried on his desk. Said I had
given thebestyears of mylifetohis paper. Now he wanted to
throw me over for a younger
woman.

I know I looked older. It wasthe strain. But people trusted
me more. I could be useful.
There were things I could do a
younger womancouldn’t.

When I looked up he wassmiling. Said he would give me
one last chance. Opened another
fileon his desk, marked Opera-tion ‘Nuke the Slags’. I could
hardly take in what he was say-
ing.

If I pulled thisone off I would
be in for life. Jean Rook was
mentioned. I was in a daze. The
next thing I knew I wasback in
the newsroom clutching a mapof Berkshire and a Sun feature
from last year ‘‘20 waysto spot aDyke.”’

The news editor gave me abottle of whisky. Wished meluck. Called me a taxi. I looked
back through my tears at the down on runway. I threw tin blow hers. Hope the ultimate Safetillnext week anyway.

 Daily Mail
EXPRESSPre FINANCIALTIMESThe DailyTelearaph
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By PatrickSpilling
building where my reputationhad been built. There wasn’t
even time to say goodbye and
here I was. On my way to Arma-
geddon. Why me? Why me?
Tuesday: Arrived last night.Parkedthe hire car a mile awayand trudged to the Greenham
camp. It was a cold night. Given
a £500 Everest tent but I
couldn’t carry it from car, so
arrived with nothing but
shoulder bag and concealed tape
recorder.

Greeted by someone calledSally who kissed me on both
cheeks and said I could sleep in
hertent.

Fell asleep to the sound of
singing around the camp fire.
Said a prayer against being
attacked by lesbians. Tomorrow
must buy a garlic from nearbyvillage.

This morning I asked my newfriend where the action is. She
said missiles were on the way.She was goingto talk to guards
inside fence. Drafted in my head
feature on the sex fantasies of
the Greenham women. ‘‘How
the Cruise missiles guards keepthe peace fanatics awake at
night’’.

Pink cheeks
Went with Sally to talkthrough the fence. Guard was a

young man with pink cheeks.Looked nervous and pretended
we weren't there.Older corporalarrived and made lewd sugges-tions through fence. Must
remember to report him when
all this is over.

Action hotted up later. Filedthrough fence withplasticcredit
card. Sally,me and twenty other
womenran through gap and sat

tacks in flight path of US trans-
port planes. Noticed the tacks
were madein Korea.

.Took notes while we waitedfor military police for feature:
‘‘How Reds supply GreenhamSaboteurs”’. After we werecarried away I got rocket fromother women. Said someonecould have trodden ontin tacks
and hurt themselves.

Private property
Later went to shop to buygarlic. Shopkeeper threwme out

and: said he wasn’t servinglesbian slags. Tried to ring into
paper but police dragged me
from phone box saying it was on
private property.

Can’t find anything to read
here. Only peace pamphletscopies of the Guardian, and
books. Asked if anyone had the
Sun but they thought I wasmaking a joke. My darkesthour.
Wednesday: Today on verge of
best scoop of mylife. Interview-
ing woman called Nicky when
conversation turned to red infil-
tration, abandoned families and
lesbians. Kept tape running.Conversationgot more and more
dramatic.Then heard suspiciousclick noise from Nicky’s bag.Seized it and found tape recor-
der. Searched her and sure
enough she was undercover
reporter from the Mirror. We
started a right good scrap,punching and kicking, till we
were separated by Sally and
friends, whotold us if we keptfighting we would be thrown
out.

Took notes for piece on the
Greenham Women ThoughtPolice. Nicky threatened to
blow my cover. I threatened to

 

 

deterrent works.
Thursday: Woke up to greatexcitement. Heseltine threat-
ened to shoot peace women.
Well that’s what the Guardian
says. Can’t get straight news
here. Women volunteering to
break into camp again thatday.

Ask meto break in withthem.
Isay I have hurt my foot on a tin
tack. Working on a great pieceabout the phallic implications of
the peace movement. ‘Penetra-
ted’ by bullets; wire cuttersbeing used to ‘castrate’ the
military. Andof course the glor-ious phallicsymbolism of the
missilesthemselves.

I spend morning walkinground fence imagining quotesfrom the abandoned fathers.
“She said she wanted peace but
she deserted me on the battle
field. of life’’ said one man,cradlinghis baby daughterin his
arms. Baby sobbing ‘Mummy,Mummy,pleasecome home’.
Friday: Complete disaster
strikes. Guardian Diary blows
my cover. Major hunt on forinfiltratingreporter. I was pre-paringto bluff it out when Sallypicked up some notes from floor
of tent. Had been working on
piece called ‘‘Spot the hunkiest
Greenham US Marine’’.

Took to my heels and ran for
hire car. Drove to station. On
train saw Nicky and we both hid
from three other peace women
on train. They turned out to be
from Star, Express and DailyMail. We wereall in same boat.Facingthesack.

:Decided to interview each
other using our aliases. Later
today turned in copy exposing
onelesbianlooking for an orgy,
one Bulgarianagent using peace
women to spy on US miiltaryhardware, and one ex-mental
patient who abandoned children
to her sex monster husband so
she could lower property values
in Berkshire.
Saturday: Went into editor’s
office after he had read it. Tears
in his eyes and a bulge in his
trousers. I flushed with pride.

— “On my way to Armageddon’
i
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CBI conference excluded criticismsof Thatcher’s economic policy
berated by shareholders of
Dunlop Holdings, of which he is
chairman for increasing his own
salary while profits have slumped
and whole plants have been axed
— groped around for some
element of human sympathy:

“Be damned with the .con-
ventional wisdom. that the
country will only know high
levels of unemploymentuntil the
end of the decade. Whostays in
the dole queue? Your son? Your
daughter?”

Not likely!) The wealthy
exploiters and parasites applaud-ing Sir Campbell know all too
well that thier kids remain protec-ted in public schools and privil-
ege while they axe jobs and urge

THE CLPDis circulating six
model resolutions for the
Regional Labour Party confer-
ences on positive discrimina-
tion; Manchester Wythen-shawe CLP sDisaffiliation;Labour Women’s  Organis-ation; Pressure Groups; PublicOwnership; and ParliamentaryJ Labour Party. Texts are avail-
able from 10 Park Drive, London
NW11 7SH(tel:01-458 1501).

The one on ManchesterBf Wythenshaweis:

“This Annual Meeting
expresses its deep concern over
the suspension of Manchesterff Wythenshawe CLP by the NEC
following an internal dispute. In
particular this Annual Meeting
regrets:

a] that the CLP was suspen-Ij ded beforetheCLP officres were
I given a chance to state their

case;
b] that the section of the§ 1983 NEC Report dealing with

the matter states only the caseagainst the CLP officers;
c] that the NEC enquiry hasI still. not been completed five| months after the suspension,thus depriving the CLP of the

right to take part in the 1983
Annual Conference and toIj answer the one-sided account

I given in theNEC Report.
i nanis Annual Meeting accepts

t e right of theNECto interveneEl in a CLP where necessary, but
J] considers it essential for the

NEC to only do so with due
regard for natural justice, and
not to abuse the powers which iti hasbeen granted.”’

This resolution is particularlyimportant after last

JOHN
HARRIS-

the Tories to carry through educa-
tion cuts. They know they have
their private medical insurance as
Thatcher, at their behest, slashes
the NHS:if all else fails, they can
fall back upon their own personal
wealth, shareholdings and specula-
tion to squeeze by.

|.As they take off they party
hats and campaign badges, return-
ing to step up the offensive on
shop floor workers across the
whole of British industry, these
employers mean business. Like
the Walrus and the Carpenter
consumingthe oysters some may
weep — but they will seek to eat,
nevertheless, and the feast will be
extracted from the sweated
labour of the working class.

reconstitute Manchester
Wythenshawe CLP was called
off by the Labour Party National
Agentandno new date has been
fixed. This followed a largenumberofnew trade union dele-
gates turning upat the meeting,and the left successfully chall-
enging the credentials of anumber. The urgent need is for
pressure to get the National
Agent/NECto convene the newAGMassoonaspossible.
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Greenham,|
womenface
new trials |

THE Greenham women face a new round of court appearances, Thetrials which started on 4 November involve all the women arrestedduring the wire-cutting action on 29 October. They face charges of
criminal damage.Fines ranging from £25 to £70 have been imposed and some have
received prison sentences. Some womenarerefusing to pay fines and
are choosing to go to Holloway.

The magistrates in Newbury
are ignoring some women’s insis-
tence that they werein possession
of wire-cutters. Why?

Because such an_ offence
cannot be dealt with by magis-
trates, and would have to go to
Crown Court, and this meanstrial
by Jury. Dealing with offences in
a magistrates court is snappy and
more difficult to campaign
around,

Prepared
Most women at Greenham

are prepared to get arrested. Some
have been arrested so many times
that they no longer care about
being arrested any more. And the
feeling is that if you are going to
get arrested, it’s as well to get
arrested for doing somethingbig.

The government has over
8,000 men guarding Greenham —

police, army, paratroopers, heli-
copters, bugging devices, cameras,
spotlights, trucks, and vans
and is spending somewhere above
£500,000 per week oniit.

But despite the tight security
it is pretty certain that there will
be further break-ins at the camp.

The army and police try a
variety of tactics to demoralis.
us. These including taking the
helicopters down low enough to
blow down tents, revving up
cars, continually making noises at
night, tauntingwomerwithsexist
 

 
By Judith Bonner

and anti-lesbian abuse, and even
smashing up carefully_built
kitchens.

But you can use ear plugs to
keep out noise at night. Andit is
easier for us to wind these men up
and demoralise them-_especially
when some soldiers aredoing 47
hour shifts — than it is for them
to demoralise the women.

We have to laugh at the
attitudes and antics of the men
there, especially the police.

They never quite know what’s
going to happen next, or where.
The male bonding systems have

ce.

oneeee ct oemene   
 

“We have to
laugh at the
antics of the
men defending
Greenham ...”

gone to pot with the police hating
the army, who hate the para-
troopers, who hate the people
that drive the cars, and soon...

Greenham gives women a real
feeling of power. You can leave
there with a strong will to fight,
but you also leave there feeling
that enough support could brirlg
that base to a standstill. The
government still sees the women
there as a threat. Heseltine’s
blunder in Parliament has not
helped them either.

Feeling powerful and confi-
dent of your own strength means
nothing if you don’t useit to real
effect. Greenham needs our sup-
port. We must campaign to get
Labour Parties, Trade Unions,
etc., to sponsor groups of women
to go to the camp. A coachload
of women factory workers would
give the camp an added boost.

Supporters of Socialist Organ-
iser share a lot with the Greenham
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“Zwomen. We should.be using our
credibility and strength in the
labour-.movement to turn the
thetoric we write about
Greenham intoreal action.

This means organising the
left inside the disarmament move-
ments to secure the unilateralist
policy.

No accident
“ It is no accident that when the

CND leadership is trying to break
up the CNDleft it is also talking
of the time being right to make
the camp at Greenham mixed —

no doubt as a meansoftaking it
over and getting into firm control
ofit.

National meeting of Greenham
support groups in Manchester,
November 12 & 13.

Women only demonstrations
at Newbury court on 17, 18, 24,
25 November.

At last! Women’srights
win a hearing!

PENNY BARNETT
reports on the _CPSA
Broad Left conference.
CPSA National Broad Left’s
Conference of 1983 began with
a long overdue acknowledge-
ment of the importance of
women’srights in a union which
is almost threequarters women.
Alas, the placing of the hour-
long debate first on the agenda
did not alter the cavalier atti-

tude of the broad left towards
women.

The Socialist Caucus (which
includes SO supporters) and
the new ‘Labour Left’ group
make women’s rights a central
plankoftheirpolicy statements.
And this year Militant suppor-
ters were divided over the
issue of women-onlyschools.

In spite of this, crucial mo-
tions on sexual harassment,
women’s education and the
use of the union journal to
increase women’s involvement
werelost after themost spuriousgeeAeA®opposition.

Militant even attempted to

grounds that the motion pro-

a ro
i @ block affiliation to the National
a | i Abortion Campaign on the

wos s ia posing it contained mild criti-BI cism of the 1982/3 Broad Left
i NEC.
i However, the voting was

closer than ever before at thisa largest broad left conference,@ and many women felt that
Voice of Solidarnoscis published [Jportant steps are slowly
fortnightly by NSZZ Solidar- jj being taken. But a measure
nose. Subscription rates are £8

pp
Of thedistancestill to be coverea i Ml is the broad left slate for thefor six months [UK] and £10 for

. lections:Oi six months [overseas]. Cheques HM CPSA national

_
elections:

[and postal orders payable to it contains only two women,

gnszz Solidarnosc should be bothMilitantSupporters. hisent to the NSZZ Solidarnosc The policies adopted by this
Binformation Office, 314-329

MH
conference

=
swung

_ htandWGray’s Inn Road, London WC1X Bf dictably from left to right an
8DP.Tel:01-837 9464. back again throughout the
eeeee as«Seekend. §=Mainly as a result

 

of the inconsistent lines adopted
by the new ‘Labour Left’ group
(well to the left of Militant
on some issues despite the
witch-hunting atmosphere
thatgavebirthto it).

Merger
A worrying development

during the debate on the pro-
posed merger of the CPSA
with the SCPS (the Executive
and Managerial Union) was
the narrowly defeated bid by
Militant to ditch the CPSA
hard won workplace balloting
system for union elections,
which they have vehemently
opposedsinceits inception.

However, their argument
that the clandestine, almost
masonic SCPS broadleft would
never permit a merger with
such a democratic CPSA fur-
ther exposes the disaster that
such a merger would be. Un-
fortunately those that success-
fully defeated this motion failed
to make the connection, and
the principle of supporting such
a merger remains broad left
policy.

TroopsOut
On the international section

despite moves to postpone the
entire debate until the 1984
conference, the broad left
finally adopted a motion calling

for Troops Out of Ireland,
and reaffirmed its support for
Solidarnosc.

These policy decisions
underline the political realign-
ments within the broad left
which are creating the be-
ginnings of a shift to the left.
The stagnant entrenchment of
Militant in electoral machine
politics remains unaltered,
but opposition to them within
the broad left is becoming more
determined and morepolitical.

They failed to hold their
ground on a numberof issues,
and only marginally won on
others.

“Lost impetus
The ‘Labour left’ seen at

the same conference as mainly
an anti-Militant force has lost
much of its impetus and its
leadership are dropping more
of its right-wing policy stances.
The Socialist Caucus won
the arguments this year on
several issues for the first
time. Two caucus members,
Rod Bacon and SO supporter
Ian Leedham were elected
to the BroadLeft slate.

The CPSA needs a broad
left that can link up with the
massive resentment towards
Tory government attacks on
the Civil Service. For once this
conference. may have helped
instead of hindering that pro-
cess.
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Church militant?Christians to theforeina road-blockingprotest
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Botha’s white
majority’

BOB FINEgiveshis view
of the outcome of South
Africa’s constitutional
referendum last week. —

THE SOUTH African Prime
Minister, Pieter Botha,.haswon
an overwhelming majority for
his constitutional ‘‘reforms’’. In
a referendum that included.
only white voters and excluded
Coloureds, Africansand Asians,
the Nationalist government
received a 2-1 majority.

The ‘‘reform’’ marks a shift
from one racist constitution to
another. Under the new
arrangement, Coloured and
Asians will each have their own
raciallydefined assembly along-

- side but also thoroughly subor-
dinate to thewhite assembly.

Africans — the mass of the
- population — will continue to be

excluded.
The cooptive and divisive

nature of the government’s
strategy is already clear enough:
the government is already
speaking about conscription of
Coloureds and Asians into the
Army.

Opposition to the reforms
. camefrom the ultra-right within
' the white community organised

under the HNP; many whites
were clearly scared by the
spectre of fascism into voting

.
‘yes’. I wouldn’t be surprised if
the ultra-right turn increasingly

' to terrorist methods to subvert
thereform programme.

' A call for a ‘‘no’’ vote came
' from practically all the major' black and radical opposition
' groups: the black conscious-
|

ness National Forum, the ANC-

backed United Democratic
Front, the major black unions
like FOSATU, even the very
moderate Asian Reform Party.

The ANClet off a bomb to
disrupt the referendum which
apparently killed a black bus
driver.

/Nowall these groupsarecall-
ing for a boycott of the
assemblies. '

My own tentative view from
afar is that perhaps too much
emphasis was placed by the
UDFandother black groupings
on calling for a ‘‘no’’ vote in a
white-only teferendum. Who
was going to listen to them?
Presumablythe reactionof most
whites was to vote ‘‘Yes”’ if the
dreaded UDFsaid ‘‘no’’!

Nowthatthe reform has gonethrough, a careful tactical
approachto the boycott question
should be undertaken rather
than refusal to participate in
principle.

Radical
There is a. strong radical

tradition of ‘‘boycott’’ on the
SouthAfricanleft which, though
understandable as a reaction to
racist institutiuons, blindsitself
to the advantages which blacks
can sometimes’ secure by
making effective use of even the
most minor and timid conces-
sions. -

Lenin’s tactical approach to
the boycott of the Duma in
Russia could provide a useful
historical lesson.

For the present however, the
entire spectrum of the left in
South Africa seems committed
to boycott of theassemblies.

 
Torturein
Afghanistan

In anewreport published
last week, Amnesty Internat-
ional made allegations‘of torture by Afghansecuritypolice.

Amnesty has named eight
centres in the Afghan capital,Kabul, where security police
tortured political suspects,according to testimonies from
formerprisoners. In somecases,
prisoners were reported to have
died or suffered serious injury.

The former prisoners told
Amnesty that torture was used
systematically by the State
Information Peclice, the Khad.
Beatings, electric shock and
deprivation of sieep wereinflic-
ted during interrogation, they
said.

.Knowntorture victims ranged
from 16-year-old girls to people
in theirsixties.

Ex-prisoners reported that
injuries resulting from torture
included deafness and dumb-

ness and mental damage. Two‘told AmnestyTM International- of

  
 
 
 
  
  
  
  
  
 
 
 
  
 
 
    

Stalinist tank in Kabul

the deaths after torture of
prisoners arrested withthem|

All Amnesy’s information
showedthatthevictims included
not only many people reported
to have been involved in armed
resistance to the government,
hut manyothers seized on mere
suspicion of opposition. They
included civil servants, stud-.
ents, teachers and people who
said they had been arrested as u
wazningto others.-

Some were arrested for such
apparcnt reasons as_ having
relatives abroad or havingforeign literature.

Teenage students reported
having been seized and tortured
after taking part in demonstra-
tions against the government
and the Soviet presence in the
country. Amnesty International
said the evidence, including its
interviews with formerprisoners
and witnesses and reports from
other sources, indicated that
hundreds of students from he
university and high schools in
Kabul had beentortured during
thepast threeyears.
 | Reagan’s anti-Cuba

hate campaign
A NEW wave of anti-Cuban
propagandahas been unleashedby Reagan’s State Department
as a US naval task force carries

‘out naval ‘‘exercises’’ off the
;

Cuban coast.
US spokesman John Hughesstraightfacedly told newsmen

that Fidel Castro’s regime isplanning a campaign of ‘‘terror-

 
|

ism"' against such targets as
“American institutions, librar-

‘bes (') and commercial inter-
os

E is perhaps ominous that
such warnings have beenfollow-
ec by a mysterious bomb attack
on the Capitol building.

The State Department has
gene to the absurd lengths of
sexcing a highly publicised note
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By Harry Sloan
to Havana saying that Reagan’s
men‘‘willnot tolerate a wave of
anti-Americanattacks.’’

But such crass scare-monger-ing and slanderis being avidlyswallowed and regurgitated byreactionary US columnists, and
carries added weightin the USA
‘itself, where no established
political or labour movementbody has come out clearlyagainst the Grenada invasion orthe intervention in Nicaragua.Columnist Jack Anderson, for
example, claims that Castro has
“ordered’’ terrorists ‘‘to. kill
Americans’’ — and from the
State Department, John Hugheshaslent official endorsement to

AOE 
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such nonsense, which trades
upon the long-discarded guerril-
laist politics of the early Castro
regime.
‘In part the anti-Castro hys-

teria is a smokescreen for the
scandaloustreatment meted out
by the US invaders to Cuban
diplomaticenvoys in Grenada.

While the diplomats held
firm, demanding the right to
check on the safety of Cuban
workers on the island before
they left, they were placed
under rigorous house arrest bytheoccupyingforces.

Yet only a short while ago the
USAitself attempted to whip upworld opinion against the abuse
of American embassy personnelheld hostage by Iranian students
in Tehran!

The propaganda war, how-
ever, is also linked to US mili-
tary harassment of Cuba, as an
aircraft carrier and eight other
ships engage in a ‘‘no notice
exercise” offshore, and
Reagan's men admit that plansexist for military action againstCuba.

Missiles crisis
In the 1962 missilescrisis, theplans considered by theKennedy administration inclu-

ded a nuclearstrike, air strikesfollowed up by invasion, and anaval blockade.In the event the
naval blockade procured thedesired dismantling of theSoviet missile launchers: but theUS war chiefs had got to withintwelve hours of implementing aSuu-scale invasion, and manyplainly still hanker after com-pleting thejob.

Though Castro’s regime has

risk world war in order to

midable.

ised economywhich has broughtsignificant gains to the Cuban
workingclass must be combined
with a

mongers.

Castro
become anintegral link in the
chain of Stalinist states, it
remainsan especiallyvulnerable
one — a mere 90 miles off the
Florida coast. Were Reagan to
move in a concerted attack onCuba, it is at least open to doubt
whetherCastro’s ‘‘allies’’ in the
Kremlin would be prepared to

save him — though the fight-back within Cuba would be for-

The defence of the national-

struggle against the
Stalinist politics of the Castro
regime.

The fight for a political revo-lution to replace the populistfacadeof the Cuban system with
genuine workers’ democracyis afight to be conducted by the
Cuban and international work-
ing class — in opposition to
Reagan and the NATO war-

 
THE treatment of Irish prisoners
of war in Britain is savagely vin-
dictive. Irish prisoners -in British
jails live under a different regime
to that under which their
comrades in Northern Ireland live.

There the blanket protest, the
hunger strikes and other struggles
over the years have loosened the
penal straightjacket and prisonershave regained some tights within
their captivity. Nothing like that

by Paddy Dollard

   
in Britain’s dark-ageprisons.

That it is a matter of wilful
vindictivenessand vengefulness bythe British authoritiesis indicated
by their refusal to agree to trans-
fer Northern Irish prisoners in
Britain to Northern Ireland.

In this article, Gerry Adams,
Sinn Fein abstentionist MP for
West Belfast, explains the plightof Irish prisoners in British jails.
 

Irish prisoners
in British gaols

—By Gerry AdamsMP
A CONSTANTstream ofletters
from Irish political prisoners
held in English prisons, supple-
mented by contact with their
relatives, and despite the con-
tinuation of theHome Office ban
on visits to these prisoners bymyself, provides an accurate
picture of their situation and
that of their long sufferingfamilies.

The most draconian and res-
tricted classification under
which a prisoner can be held is
Category ‘A’. Of the 40,000prisoners in English jails, 300
are in this category. Almost a
quarteroftheseareIrish politic-
al prisoners.

Despite being subject to this
regime, with the denial of
‘rights’ and ‘privileges’ offered
to other prisoners, Irish PoWs
bear the bruntof individual acts
of

.
vindictiveness by prisonadministrations.

For example, Roy Walsh, who
is in Winson Green, Birming-ham, is only permitted to attend
the same Massasotherprison-
ers if he is handcuffed during
theentire service.

Ronnie McCartney, who is
held in Parkhurst, is denied the
right to have his fiancee’s
father and mothervisit him, in
spite of the fact that his own
parents are dead and Ronnie has
named these people as his next
of kin.

Rule 43 (Good Order and
Discipline) of the prison author-
ities’ standing orders is widelypractised, for punitive reasons,against Irish prisoners. This
regulation allows the authorit-
ies, without notice or explana-tion, to move a prisoner from a
‘high security prison’, where
mostIrish prisoners.are held in
special control unit, to what is
termed a ‘local prison’ for an
indefinite period...

.Prisoners are then housed in
total isolation and locked up 23
hours a day. Cell lights are kept
on throughoutthehours of dark-
ness, constant visual checks are
made every 15 minutes, withthe
accompanimentof a great deal
of noise, day and night, and a
wardersits outside the cell door
at alltimes.

Although the Irish PoWs’
burdenis indeed a heavy one, a
constant themein all correspon-denceis therepeated expression
of deep concern for their rela-
tives outside theprison walls.

This concern is entirely justi-fied, given the particular sense
of isolation suffered by their
relatives who are forced to make

! long. lonely and expensive trips

to English jails, in manyinstances accompaniedby youngchildren. Even the journeys on
theprisoners’ welfare bus to the
six county prisoners provide at
least a sertse of commonsuffer-
ing and comradeship.

Many prisoners have
expressed grave anxiety about
the vulnerability of their rela-
tives travelling to _England,
which is understandable given
the operation of theracist PTA.

Not only is there a fear that
relatives might be arrested, but
there are real possibilities that
theymaybefalselycharged.

The tragic case of GuiseppeConlonillustratesthiswell.
He was arrested when he

went to visit his son, Gerard,and after years of protesting his
innocence,he died in an Englishprison. There is also the case of
Brian Keenan’s wife, Chrissie,
whospentsix monthson remand
in Brixton Prison, depriving
their young family in Belfast of
bothparents.

;A visit, bringing with it the
prospect of seeing loved ones
again, should bea source of
comfort for both a prisoner and
theirfamily. Instead, in the case
of Irish PoWs,it is a source of
tremendousstrain and for many,especially the elderly and those
witha young family,it is a majorordeal.

The Home Office’s obstinaterefusal to  repatriate Irish
prisoners is clearly intended to
have these effects and is in
flagrant contradiction of their
ownstated policies.

The immediate transfer to anEnglish prison of the British
soldier who gunned down youngThomas‘Kidso’ Reilly to ensurethat family visits could ‘more
easily be accommodated’ is anillustration of this politicaldouble-think.

TheIrish prisoners in Englishjails have five very reasonable
demands:

1. The release of PaddyHacketton medical grounds.
2. The release of prisonersframed’by the British police.
3. An fed to solitary confine-

mentand’special control units.
4. Theabolitionof the PTA.
5. Repatriation of prisoners toIreland on requrest.The fact that the British

governmenthavetotally ignoredthese demands makesit obviousthatthey notonlyinflictthe fullrigours of their barbaric prisonsystem onIrish prisoners but aredeliberately inflicting suffering
ontotallyinnocent families.

from ‘An Phoblacht?
ERPata AEASe neee
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Behind Turkey’s
‘election’ farce

LAST Sunday’s elections in
Turkeywere peculiar in thatthe
result was of less importance
than the poll actually takingplace.

For, behind the ballot stood
the harsh complexities of three
years of rule by military decree
which, paradoxically, the elec-
tion will serve to strengthen
ratherthan replace withcivilian
government.

A simple reading of the com-
peting parties’ electoral achieve-
ments — and the eventual
success of Turgut Ozal’s
Motherland Party over its
Populist Party and Nationalist
DemocracyParty rivals — would
provide little insight into the
actual conditions in Turkeytoday.

Equally, any similarity with
the electoral practices sanc-
tionedby the generals and those
normally associated with Parlia-
mentary democracy would be
purely coincidental, even down
to casting a vote — something

‘which was compulsory on pain of
beingfined.

Other pre-election precau-
tions by the junta included the
vetting of the political parties
that were set up {all political
organisations have been banned
since the coup in 1980), with
most failing to live up to the
military’sstandards.

And, even with the three out
of 15 that did, their candidates
were still subject to scrutiny.

So all 400 membersultimately
elected to the National Assem-
bly will be there only with the
approval of the ruling National
Security Council.

Cautious
As if this were not enough,

the ever-cautious generals have
placed other constraints on the
possibilitiesfor independenceof
its puppet assembly.

Martial law stays and thelatter-day Sultan, General Evren
becomes President with dicta-
torial powers withinthestate.

It is reasonable to ask both
why thisexercise was necessaryand how it was allowed to
happen.

The answer to the second
.
question is.to be found in the
prison campsand torture cham-
bers. ‘‘Politics’’ has been out-
lawed and the jails are full of
tens of thousands of political
prisoners, many presently
involved in the marathon show
trials for their activities in trade
unions, socialist or Kurdish
nationalistorganisations.

Even the old bourgeois poli-
ticians cannotfind a place in the
Generals’ Turkey.

Election victor Ozal, formerly
a finance minister in the pre-
coup government of Suleyman
Demirel, is one of the very few

New pamphlet, 50p; latest TSC
» plus postage.From TSC, BM Bor. 5965,London WCIN 3XX.
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group of Labour

PAT LALLYreports on
the background to the
bizarre elections staged
last week by Turkey’s
militaryjunta.
to survive. His zealous advocacy
of monetarist economics saw
him coopted by the junta after
theirseizure of power — only for
him to fall from grace through
his involvement with a major
bank which ¢ollapsed a year
ago.

MeanwhileDemirel and other
right wing leaders suffer vin-
dictive banishment for their
failure to impose ‘‘law and
order’’ on theclass struggle.

The army chiefs are adamant
that there will be no repetition
of the ‘‘anarchy’’ of the 1970s.
Yet they are obliged to gothrough the motions of ‘liberal-
ising’ their regime and appear-ing to toleratepoliticalrights.

The constitution referendum
last year wasthefirst step, the
-election the second,in a circular
which begins and ends with the
 

Only three parties appeared on
the electoral lists, after military
vetting to assess their suitability.
This means that almost all of
Turkey’s political leaders, and
particularly working class parties,
have been prevented from stand-
ing before the 19 mfilion elec-
torate. '

Besides the MotherlandParty,
the Nationalist Democracy Party,
led by former General Turgut
Sunalp with the backing of the
President, General Kenan Evren
(and with the apparent favour of
the Reagan ad@ministration) and
the Populist Party, led by Necdet
Calp, seemingly put up by sec-
tions of the. military to give an
appearance of democracy, are
contesting the election.

:At. the time of writing, it
appears that since the party
favoured by the military, the
NDP, has received minority sup-
port,.an emergency meeting of
the five-man National Security
Councilheaded by Evren has been
called in Ankara to assess the
situation.

Howeverit is thought unlikely
at least in the short term, that
they would risk a confrontation
with public opinion by trying to
keep Ozal out ofoffice.
 

militaryin power.
Muchofthischaradeis played

out for purposes of appeasing‘public opinion’; not, of course,
at home but in Turkey’s NATO
and EEC partner-countries.

Regrettably, for all its fraud-
ulence, Turkey’s elections will,
atleast intheshort term, bolster
the regime”and perpetrate its
crimes.

That means solidarity work
remains important, especially
within Western European coun-
tries where opposition to
Turkey in the European Parlia-
ment has met with some suc-
cess. In Britain that work has
beentaken up energeticallyboth
by Turkishexiles and sections of
the labour movement.

But the divisions, and in the
worst cases open

_
rivalry,

between expatriate solidarity
organisations has not helped
build the kind of support strong
enough to have anyreal effect
on Thatcher’s pro-juntapolicy.

However,an initiative from a
MPs has

brought encouraging possibili-
ties of at: last minimising the bad
effects of thisdisunity.

Around the elections a numb-
er of MPs, some of whom have
recently visited Turkey, called
togetherall threemain solidarity
committees.

A meeting took place last
weekof representatives from the
TurkeySolidarity Campaign, the

Solidarity Committee for
Democracy and Trade Union
Rights in Turkeyand the Com-
mittee for the Defence of Demo-
cratic Rights in Turkey (plus
sub-groups from these organis-
ations) and Kurdistan Solidar-
ity.

Predictably there was no
instant solution forthcoming

‘but a modest achievement was
agreementon a protest picket of
theTurkishembassylaterin the
week.

All three Turkish solidarity
organisations responded on the
day.

A recall meeting is due to take
place next month whena stiffer
test of intentions will be discus-
sion on a labour movement
conference on Turkey in early
1984,
 

   
 

The Pope in Nicaragua: nowthe Churchis activelyopposing conscription offorces to fight the “contras'Will Reagan move
on Nicaragua? —

IN THE euphoric aftermath of
the whirlwind US invasion of
Grenada, prominent Pentagon
and State Departmenthawks are
urging Reagan to go a major
step further and ‘‘take out the
Sandinistas’’ by military inter-
vention in Nicaragua.

They point to the imminent
deadline for the delivery to
Nicaragua of a squadron of
Soviet MIG fighters — badly
needed to defend the country
against US-financed air-strikes
on key economic targets by
counter-revolutionary mercen-
ary forces from bases in Hon-
duras and Costa Rica.

The ‘‘contras’’ have bombed
airports, an oil refinery and
other targets — and combined
these air raids with sabotage
raids on the ground planned and
supervised by CIA operatives.

Disruption
The disruption of fuel and

power supplies has wreaked
havoc on thetotteringNicarguan
economy — already hard hit by
a US economic blockade.

But thepurchase of MIGs that
would enable the Sandinistas to
defend their country against
these attacks would be regarded
by the Washington warmongers
as ‘‘crossing a threshold’’; it
would provoke, according to
State Department officials,
“strongcountermeasures’’.

The Sandinistas take these
threats — which could refer to
anythingup to and including an
all-out US invasion — extremely
seriously.

According to USintelligence
reports they are stockpiling
arms in the hills in case an
invasion makes it necessary to
revert to another prolonged
guerrilla war to liberate Nicar-
agua once again from US proxy
rule.

Plans
The American leaders barely

attempt to conceal the extent to
which theyhave planned and —

as with Grenada — practiced
the moves necessary to captureManagua and major airports.

FormerAssistant Secretary of
State Thomas Endershastold a
Senate hearing that plans are
established for military action
against both Nicaragua and
Cuba.

By Harry
Sloan

Though the bloodthirsty CIA
run ‘‘contra’’ mercenaries —

including large numbers of
notorious ex-National Guards-
men of ousted dictator Somoza
— have lamentablyfailedto stir
any popular support whateverin
their cross-border raids, and
have been repeatedly driven-
back by army and militia units,
theUS imperialists feel thatthey
could still count on important
potential allies inside Nicaragua
in any takeover.

One is the capitalist class,
which despite extensive nation-
alisationsstillretains ownership
and controlof more thanhalf the
Nicaraguaneconomy.

Thoughthesebusiness people
have been prepared {to greater
or lesser extent) to go along with
Sandinistarule, in the event of a
military invasion they would be
morethanlikely to. switch alleg-
iance to provide a valuable point
of support for a ‘‘democratic’’
US puppet regime.

The second is the Catholic
Church, which is currently
resisting new Sandinista con-
scription laws designed to
provide maximum forces to
defend the country against US
aggression and “‘contra’’
rourder squads.

Bigger project
But there is no doubt that

any attempt by the USto invade
and control Nicaragua would be
an entirely different scale of pro-
ject from the invasion of
Grenada.

Unlike thetop-level coup
which led to the Grenadian
‘revolution’, the Sandinista
revolution of 1979 was the pro-
duct of mass-based guerrilla
struggles going back 20 years.

Even after four years of
heavy-handedand often bureau-
cratic rule by the Sandinista
leadership under conditions of
deprivation and

—
economic

blockade, the reveclution has
yielded tangible gains in rights
and living standards for most
Nicaraguan workers and peas-
ants, and retains a strong popu-

lar support.
Any USinvasionof Nicaraguawould need the deployment of

vast forces in a prolongedguerrilla struggle against.the
majorityof the 2.5 million popu-lation — under conditions where
the recent gains by FMLN guer-rillas in El Salvador underline
theproblems of containing such
a popular revolt.

Intervention into Nicaraguawould also have the probable
effect of regionalising_the
conflict — embroiling shakyHonduras and even Guatemala
as well as El Salvador and Nicar-
agua itself. Reagan would be
forced to face reelection year1984 with a mounting deathtoll
and a Vietnam-styleopen-ended
conflictof his own making on his
doorstep.

Unions
If Reagan is restrained from

implementing Pentagon gameplans for invasion of Nicaragua
it is more likely to be a result of
such an assessment than from
the influence of any serious
political opposition from Demo-
crats or union leaders in the
USA.

Leaders of the predominantly
pro-Democratic American
AFL-CIO union confederation
recently went on record not in
defence of the Nicaraguan
revolution against the threats
from US imperialism,but simply

condemningtheSandinists
alleged abuse of ‘humanrig

In advance of Reagan’s
sion of Grenada, these
reactionaryUS‘‘labourleac
issued a statement on
removal of Grenadian k
MauriceBishop.

“The AFL-CIOcalls upo
democratic governments
private institions of the civ:
world to take every pos
actionto castigate and com
thelawlessmilitary regime.

As for Reagan’s fellow N
imperialists, their views «
for aslittle in the State De
ment and the White Hou:
the overwhelming 108-9 vo
the United Nations to conc
the invasion of Grenad:
bigger vote than the conde:
tion of the Soviet invasio
Afghanistan).

Whenit comesto Latin A
ica and the Caribbean,
Presidents have alwaysfelt
to act without reference to
imperialist ‘‘allies’’ —

whentheir actions threater
whole of the world, as
Kennedy’s 1962 Cuban mis
crisis.

Only the building of ma
world-wide working class a
tion in opposition to the in
ialist offensive and a mass
war movement in the USA
restrain and defeat the W
ington warmongers.

US handsoff Nicaragua!
Troopsout of Grenada!

easeeeeeee Bene
nt  

aeUNDERGROUNLea,

‘Solidarity Underground: Frée trade unionism in
Poland today’ is a new pamphlet by Magda
Zalewska, Henryk Gawinski,and John Taylor,
plus postage from PSC, 186 Avenue Road,
London W3.

a
a'
§ published by the Polish SolidarityCampaign. 50p
a
a
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Design for a monumentto the Third International Rodchenkoin the workers’costume he designed (1920)

 
GEORGECOSTAKISfell in love
with ‘‘modern’’ art soon after
World War Two. Living in the
Soviet Union, where he had
worked as an embassy official,
he began collecting the art that
Stalinist officialdom had rejec-
ted.

Costakis collected what he
loved and what he loved were
the bold ventures of the Russian
avant-garde, the suprematists,
the productionists, the cubo-
futurists and theconstructivists.

The October Revolution had
an explosive effect on Russian
art, but therevolution in art was
not a product of the October
insurrection, it was a constant
accompaniment to the revolu-
tionary strivings of the Russian
masses and the intelligentsia
thatstood on theirside. And like
those revolutionary strivings,
thechangesin art grew bothout
of the Russian soil and in
connection withsimilardevelop-
ments elsewhere in Europe —

aboveall in France.
The turmoil in Russian art at

bY
ANDREW HORNUNG
reviews the exhibition
‘Art of the Avant-Garde’,
which has been on show
at the Royal Academy of
Arts in London.
a

the turn of thecentury was such
that one painter, Alexander
Benois, was ableto write in 1902
that ‘‘thewholeart of our timeis
deprivedofdirection . . .

it is un-
coordinated,broken up into sep-
arate individuals.’’ During the
next decade and a half every
major western art trend found
its admirers and adapters in
Russia.

The artists of Russia — the
avant-garde, at least — were
part of the same international
trends responding to conditions
which were internationalin their

origins.
Trotsky explained the phen-

omenon in the following way:
“The backwardcountries which
were withoutany special degree
of spiritual culture, reflected in
their ideology the achievements
of the advanced countries more
brilliantlyand strongly. In this
way, German thought of the
Eighteenth and Nineteenth
Centuries reflected the econom-
ic achievementsof England and
the political achievements of
France. In thesame way, Futur-
ism obtained its most brilliant
expression, not in America and
not in Germany,butin Italy and
Russia.’’ :

Certainly Futurism became
the most importantof the avant-
garde movements in Russian art
— in the visual and theliterary
arts — in theyears before 1917.

The Futurist works in the
current exhibition’ show the
same preoccupation with time,
speed, muscular movement and
simultaneity as the more famili-
ar Italian works of Severini,

Boccioni and Balla that are in a
numberof thiscountry’s perma-
nent collections.

The fate of Russian Futurism
was quite different from that of
the more limited Italian move-
ment. Again Trotsky: ‘‘Futurism
originated in an eddy of bour-
geois art, and could not have
originated otherwise.Its violent
oppositional character does not
contradict this in the least .. .

The seizure of power by the
proletariat caught (Russian)
Futurism still in the stage of
beinga persecuted group.”’ It is
this, according to Trotsky that
saved Russian Futurism from
the fate of its international co-
thinkerswho becamelinkedwith
reaction,and some withfascism.

But to the blast of Futurism
came the counterblast of Sup-
rematism and Constructivism.
The complex forms and rhythms ,of Futurism and other trends,
like Rayonnism, sharing a
similar aesthetic were abolish-,
ed. The

_
representation of

objects was abandoned. For

so
ag

sen

 



 
Lenin speaking on ‘‘Peace, Bread, Land” — photomontage by A.M. Rodchenkovolution

those involved in sculpture or
evolvingtowards sculpture, both
colour and the two dimensionalsurfacewerealso rejected.

_. Malevichwas the most impor-'tant of the Suprematist painters
,and his work is represented in
‘the exhibition by a number of
icanvasses and designs covering
‘nearlytwo decadesofwork.

Productionism’s demand that
the artists become workers in
society was interpreted differ-
ently by different artists. Some
interpreted this in the spirit of
Mayakovsky’s call to make the
streets into canvasses, some
more prosaically. The stern a-
politicism of Suprematism was
bound to break up under such
pressuresand in time a number
of Russian avant-garde artists,
Kandinsky, Pevsner and, per-
haps most importantly for the
developments of Soviet. art,
Gabo, emigrated.

Most of those who stayed
deserted the architectonics of
Suprematism for architecture
anddesign foruse. 

Notwithstandingthis develop-
ment, the aestheticsof Suprem-
atism and someof its utopian-
ism survived in the theatricand
filmconstructions, theposters of
the Stenberg brothers, sculp-
turo-architectural projects. like
thoseof Tatlin,book designslike
those of El Lissitzky and
Rodchenkoandin otherareas of
applied design.

The trouble with this exhibi-
tion is that it is not extensive
enoughto illustratethis range of
development. Although
Costakis’ collection (of which
thisis only one-tenth)is huge, it
— not unnaturally — tends to
stick to conventional art forms
like the easel painting, although
the years covered by thecollec-
tion were precisely those that
saw a big departure from easel
painting.

One reason why Costakis was
able to amass such a vast and
valuable collection was that
when he began buying these
pieces the artists. and trends

represented in the exhibition
were considered by Stalinist”
officialdom to be for the most
part ‘‘anti-proletarian’’ and
worthless.

Plastov’s ‘‘Collective Farm
Threshing’’ — featured promin-
ently in the 1959 Royal Academy
exhibitionof Russian painting —

was more to the taste of the
bureaucracy.

But while the mailed fist of
Stalinism was decisive in irradi-
cating the trends so vividly dis-
playedin theCostakis collection,
it must be admitted that the
avant-garde artists’ distance
from the tastes of the masses
had already prior to the stern
edicts of the state’s Socialist
Realismplacedtheartists before
thechoice: applied art or noart.

How the Soviet artists faced
up to the complex problems
posed by the new society pro-
vides us with an exciting intel-
lectual drama, and the Costakis
exhibition gives us an insight
into its dynamics.
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could undermine
Kremlins leaders
 
HARRY SLOAN reviews
the novel ‘The Fall of the
Russian Empire’ by
Donald James (Granada
paperbacks).

FROM a best-selling novel
entitled ‘The Fall of the Russian
Empire’ most socialists would
legitimatelyfear theworst.

Par for the course would be
naive, blood-curdling and
exultant stories of the triumph
of ‘‘Western democracy’’ over
brutish, bureaucratic ‘‘Marx-
ists’?

__
possibly involving

heroic deeds by the SASor the
US marines, or at the very least
nerve-tingling exploits by some
virileand promiscuous Western
superspy.

But Donald James’ novel is
very different from this stereo-
type. The ‘‘Fall’’ he describes
is one arising primarilyfrom the
internal contradictions. of the
bureaucratically mismanaged
economy and totalitarian
society; and theterm ‘‘Empire’’
is not used to present the usual
caricature of the USSR as an
expansionist ‘“‘imperialist’’
powerbentupon ‘‘world domin-
ation’’ but to draw the analogy
between the Kremlin’s present-
day oppression of national
minorities and thatof the Tsars
prior to the 1917 revolution.

Though unashamedly a work
of creative fiction (the ‘action’
begins in 1986 andis written as
if it is a retrospective piece of
historical research), James’
story is pieced together on a
foundation of real problems
existingwithintheUSSR.

First and foremost he draws
attention to the national antag-
onisms produced by the Great
Russian chauvinism of the
Kremlinbureaucracy.
The novel looks at their

implications, both for Soviet
society as a whole; in which a
whole patchwork of nations are
forcibly held together, and in
particular for the effectiveness
and cohesion of the Soviet
armed forces, which in the last
resort (as we have seen in
Poland) form a vital line of
defence for the bureaucracy
against theworkingclass.

This problem of chauvinismis
by no meansnew.Asa legacyof
the old Tsarist regime, Great
Russian chauvinism was vigor-
ously combatted by Lenin:
Stalin’s brutal insensitivity to
the feelings of the oppressed
was a major factor in Lenin’s
conflictswith him in his dying
days. James actually refers to
“the dying Lenin’s prophetic
denunciationof Joseph Stalin.’’

Yetit was Stalin at the head of
the rising bureaucracy,who was
to set the pace of policy towards
the nationalities within the
Soviet Union after Lenin’s
death.

By 1939, as Stalin, Hitler and
other reactionaries bartered
over the people andterritory of
the Ukraine, Trotsky was point-
ing to the legitimate grievances
of the Ukrainian people, the

| dangerous growth of reaction-
ary, Ukrainian nationalism, and
raising the slogan for ‘A
united, free and independent
workers’ and peasants’
Ukraine.”’

‘The bureaucracy strangled
and plunderedthepeople within
Great Russia too.But in the
Ukraine, matters were further
complicated by the massacre of
national hopes. Nowhere did
restrictions, purges, repressions
and in general all forms of
bureaucratic hooliganism

assumesuch a murderous sweep
as they did in the Ukraine in.
the struggle against the power-
ful, deeply rooted longings of
theUkrainian massesfor greater
freedom and independence.’’

(1938-9Writings,p.302)
Later Trotsky referred to the

‘‘revolutionarynationaluprising
which represents nothing else
but a single segment of the
political revolution’’ against the
Kremlin.

Since that time, the Stalinist
crimes against the non-Russian
nationalities have been multi-
plied many times ,over, with
Stalin’s wholesale deportation of
the Crimean Tartars, repression
of the Ukrainian uprisings, and
reprisals against whole ‘‘sus-
pect’’ nations occupied by Axis
forces in thewar.

Andsince the war the rising
poulation of Asiatic national-
ities within the USSR have
formed a growing component of
the Soviet Union’s conscript
armies, officered by a largely
Russian HighCommand.

James’ book is no Trotskyist
text: it projects the emergence
of a_ strident chauvinism
amongst the Russian population
of the USSR exarcerbating
elements of alientation and
revolt among the oppressed
nationalities: and he sets such
a scenario against a background
of acute dislocation of the
chronically mismanaged econ-
omy and a breakdown in the
tottering Soviet agriculture

-industry.
As additional factors, he

brings in the stresses and
strains of sustaining the
flagging Stalinist economies of
Eastern Europe, a major short-
fall in Soviet oil production, a
slump in gold ‘prices, and a
simmering leadership crisis in
the Kremlin.

Goaded beyond endurance,
Russian workers in Leningrad
begin to organise clandestine
unions: when the bureaucrats
call in the troops they find
their army divided, and as they
step up the repression of polit-
ical dissidents, creating once
again vast gulag-style camps of
the Stalin era, they create
unwittingly a vast horde of
utterly desperate opponents of
the regime, made up again of
chiefly the downtrodden and
oppressed nationalminorities.

To produce his chronicle of
upheaval and internal revolt,
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Tourist pictures of Soviet Tajik peopte at tea. but the reality is one of

 

 

Jamesis forced to overstate the
various actually existing com-
ponents of the economic and
social crisis in the USSR. Heis
also forced to understate the
cohesion between the various
wings of the Kremlin bureau-
cracywhen facedwithacrisis.

Yethis projectionof theemer-
gence of a Stalin-like veteran
figure in the form of Semyon
Kubaleaves out of account any
possible top level opposition to a
restoration of mass purges and
slave labour camps.

But the novelis an interesting
exercise in projecting the impli-
cations of present-day bureau-
cratic rule for the long-term
stabilityof the Soviet Union.

It is also interesting in avoid-
ing any identification of the
“Soviet system’’ with Marxism
and Communism.Theleader of
the Leningrad union movement,
Joseph Densky is described as
‘a communist’. The defecting
secret policeman,Letsukov, who
joins the opposition, is attracted
not to Western‘‘democracy”’,
but to Densky’s vision of com-
munism.

And in the final cataclysmic
chapters, the fall of the
“Russian Empire’’ leads to no
idealised conclusion, but to a
chaotic, brutal picture of rape,
pillage and destruction at the
hands of the most bitter and
alienated victims of Stalinist
repression.

The picture, in short, is one
of a form of ‘‘political revolu-
tion’’ produced by social and
economic pressures but without
revolutionary leadership or pro-
grammeeven on thelevel spon-
taneously developed by the
Solidarnosc movement in
Poland. It does not topple, but
rearranged the Kremlin bureau-
cracy.

In real life, we might reason-
ably expect the political gains
and cruel lessons arising from
thePolish events to figure prom-
inently in the developmentof a
mass workers’ revolt in the
USSR.

But the fact remains that we
cannot rely on spontaneous
social forces alone to create the
movementfor the overthrow of
Stalinist rule: a Trotskyist poli-
ical party is needed to fight for a
perspective of restoring revol-
utionary rule by workers’
councils and defence of the nat-
ionalised property relations
after the defeat of the Kremlin
bureaucracy.

gesAled
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oppression and discriminationagainst Asiatics by Russian leaders.
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 Discussing a Brighton balance sheet  
“CLPD remains

topick uTHIS year’s Labour Party con-
ference may welt be regarded as
a fitting endto thelatest chapter
in the Labour Left’s pathetic
history.

The much neededparty unity
produced at conference was
vverwhelmingly. welcomed by
the Party. However,it is likelyto
be a kind of unity that the Left
will find increasinglyhard to live
with. Yet it was the Left which
did its best to produce it. Ultra-
left cretinism and traditional
Labour Left opportunism com-
bined to make the worst out of
what, admittedly,was a difficult
job.

The fact is that conference,
out.of understandable and justi-
fied desire for party unityagreed:

*To give the lunatic right its
poundofLeft fles.1;

*To give the NEC carte
blancheto cut some moreoff the
joint;

*To legitimise expulsions of
membersforselling a particular
socialist newspaper at Party
meetings;

*Toreject even moderate and,
from thepointof viewof rebuild-
ing the Party, much needed
reforms, such as the democratis-
ation of the women’s organis-
ation and that of the Parliamen-
tary Labour Party.

Expectations
Contrary to the Left’s greatexpectations the composition of

the NEC has not changed much.
‘The strengthof what passes for
the ‘‘hard left’’ {on the NEC)has gone up from eight to nine
(or is it ten now?) . Those whoplaced hopes in the increased
voting strength of what passesfor the ‘‘soft left’’ had their first

~ lesson in thefirst action of the
NEC, whenit decided to expelTariqAli.

- udrey Wise’s place on the
_NEC was saved by the last

~ minute withdrawal of the two
Militant .supporters from the
contest (perhaps Militant should
be congratulated for showing
some symptoms of sanity at
last) as well as by a somewhat
unusual alliance between the
Conference Arrangements
Committee and CLPD on
upholding the Constitution by
not allowing defeated Labour
candidates automatically to
stand.

Needless to say the NEC’s
Left masterminds recommended
that conference should ignore
the Constitution. Had their
advice been followed not just
Audrey Wise but perhaps even
Joan Maynard would not have
been elected.

From the point of view of the
Left there was perhaps a silver
lining. This, however, was not 

Send to Socialist Organiser, 28
Middle Lane, London N8 8PL.

Oeeeeensseem to have believed that

Since last month’s
Labour Party conference
in Brighton, we have
been inviting Party act-
ivists to give us their
views of the outcome.

This week’s contribut-
ion is from VLADIMIR
DERERof the Campaign
for Labour Party Democ-
racy.

There will be a resp-
onse to this and other
contributionsnext week.
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this brilliant;idea
‘ :how laf?Mikardo’s undertaking

of oTthat ‘“‘weeShall put down
at:thé next yedf’s’Annual Con->
ferénce all the amendments:to,\
the constitution necessary “be
provide automaticre-selection in

_
the way and in the sense that
tne sponsors of those 60-odd
resolutions want’’ was mirac-
‘ulously transformed into ‘‘the

: Mikardo compromise’’ of 1978.

 

due to the traditional Left’s
efforts. “

A CLPD sponsored resolution
demanding the récognition of
the principle of positive discrim-
ination in favour of membersof
the workingclass, ethnic minor-
ities and women andaskingfor a
working party to be set up tuo
explore the ways of implement-

_

ing this principle wasgemittedwith the promise that a working
party willbe set up.

.

The resolution might have
been carried had the NEC
recommended support — a pos-sibility which cannot be
excluded given the NEC’s
generally chaotic proceedings
during its conferencesessions.

Unfortunately some of our
‘‘very Left’? comrades from a
Londonconstituency insisted on
the inclusion in the composite of
a demand that the NEC should
produce constitutional amend-
ments for consideration by the
1984 conference, in line with the
proposals contained in the
resolution. :

Not surprisingly the more
perceptive members of the
NEC’s Right quickly seized
upon this demand as unrealistic
when the NEC deliberated what
to recommend. Quite apart from
this predictable reaction, te
entrust the NEC with producing
constitutional amendments on a
controversial subject of thiskind
verges on the inane. No doubt
the comrades who thought up

‘Become a supporter of the Socialist
Organiser Alliance -- groupsare establi-
shed iri most large towns. We ask £1.50 a
month minimum (20p unwaged) contri-
bution from supporters.

| want to becomea Socialist Organ-
iser supporter/ | want more inform-
ation.

it only goes to show that our
highly principled _ultra-left --

Bourbons have forgotten
nothingand learntnothing.

The Left’s second consolation
._prize was the massive defeat of
the two resolutions which under
the pretext of introducing

‘greater democracy spught .to
destroy the electoral colleg¢byostensibly -giving us what- we
already have, namely ‘‘one
memberonevote’’ .

Dupes
Unfortunately a third resolu-

tion containing the same pro-posals was saved by the NEC by
request for remission. No doubt
friends of the PLP supremacyand theirdupeswilldo theirbest
by trying to keep these pro-posals alive. Given the NEC’s
present composition theyhave a
good chanceof succeeding.

The negative pleasure at the
temporary setback to the
attempt to undermine the elec-
toral college as an instrument of
accountability, will not be
shared by thewhole Left. Recent
debates on ‘‘one member one
vote’’ revealthatthereare many
on both extremes of the Left
spectrum who have forgotten
that welivein a class society in
which people are conditioned to
see reality as ‘‘in a camera
obscura’’ and that the battle for
socialism will not be won by
rationalargumentalone.

Were the conference results
inevitable? Only in the sense
that even had the Left at last
“‘seen the light”’ after the 1983
election it would already have
beentoolate to stop the general
drift to the Right. Something
could have been achieved had
the Heffer campaign received
more than lukewarm support
even from those who rallied
behind the only credible leader-
shin candidate of the Left. Most
of the Labour Party members
who opted for Kinnock were
unaware of his voting record on
the NEC. Those who were
involved in the much acclaimed
wider consultation in the leader-
ship contestcast their vote with-
out having seen any election
literature which contained
criticism of the candidates
(apart from the Left friendly
national press). But this, of
course, is the very situation the
not-so-naive advocates of ‘‘one
member one vote’’ seek to
create.

Left press

Nor was the weekly Left pressall that helpful (admittedly it
does not reach many Labour
Party members). Some editors

Bi Vaswere’ ‘aware: 
5We

€

deciaration of support must be
accompanied by a long list of
Heffer’s real or alleged short-
cumings so as to ensure that
only minimum enthusiasm for
his candidature would be gener-ated. :

Tribune, which not so long
ago criticised CLPD ‘‘from the:
Left’’,, published details of
Kinnock’s record in full only in
September. By this time most
CLPs have consulted their
members’views.

Having waited until five
minutes to twelve before declar-
ing their support for Heffer, the
elock had not stopped strikingmidnight before the Tribune
decobins jumped on the
Kinnock-Hattersleybandwagon.The Heffer campaign, instead
of becominga rallyingpoint for
organising the forces of the Left
merely revealed the Left’s
total fragmentation and margin-
alisation.

Failure

A more substantial reason for
the Left’s inabilityto prevent the
rise to dominance of the Right
was its misjudgmentofthe situa-
tion after Labour’s defeat in the
1979election.

There was a failure to realise
that the objective conditions for
the Left’s advance are mote fav-
ourable when there is a Labour
government and less favourable
when the Party is in opposition.
In opposition, the priorities of
the Party are dictated by the over-
tiding need to get rid of the
Tory government. Party unity is
one of the essential conditions
which must be met if the Party is
to present a credible alternative.

Unity
Unity at almost any cost be-

comes the priority for the major-ity of Party members, and above
all of the Party’s industrial wing.Furthermore, in opposition com-
mitments to policies cannot be
tested by reference to deeds, but
only to words.

The fact that the Left in oppo-sition faces a different situation
than under a Labour government
was brutally brought homeatthis
year’s conference. In 1979 it was
disguised.

Firstly because a defeat of aLabour government is generallyfollowed by an inquest, this tem-
porarily tends to favour the Left.
Secondly, because seven years of
work by CLPD had made manda-
tory re-selection, and, to a lesser
extent, the electoral college,acceptable to the majority of
Party members, both individual
andaffiliated.

Thirdly, there was the fact
that Callaghan had overruled the
NEC over the manifesto. After
Labour’s defeat, the NEC reveng-ed itself by reopening the ques-

“Thekindof unity that theLeft willfind increasinglyhardto live with...”
tion of the electoral college, by
seeking to vest the control of the
manifesto solely in the hands of
the NEC, and, morereluctantly,
by allowing the question of
mandatory reselection to be re-
opened.

Temporarily, a united front
between the NEC majority and
the rank and file ensured the vic-
tory of two constitutional re-
forms between 1979 and 1981.
However, the resistance of the
Parliamentary Labour Party led
to internal Party tension which
produced an image of a deeply
divided Party.

Party members, and aboveall
trade unionists, were fearful. of
what the consequences would be
for the Party’s electoral pro-
spects. It was then that the Left
committed its first major blunder.

Whereas CLPD had always
viewed the electoral college as an
instrument for making the Party
leadership accountable to annual
elections in the same way as the
‘Treasurer and other members of
the NEC, the Left saw it primar-
ily as a way ofgetting its candid-
ate elected. Hence, in the deputy
leader contest the Left opted for
a ‘presidential-style’campaign.

Public displays of disunity,
mercilessly exploited by the
media, alienated the trade union‘
tank and file. The Party’s stock
with the public fell, and Labour
supporters started blaming it on
those who dreamt up constitu-
tional reforms. Above all, the
Left’s deputy leader candidate
was blamed.

1981
The 1981 conference saw notonly the narrow defeat of Benn,but also a sharp turn to the right

MEETING

AFFILIATENOW!

Affiliationfees:

LP branches

individuals

London N16

12.00 Satuday November 26
at Camden Town Hall, Euston Road, London NW1
Deadline for resolutions and nominations for a new
LAWSecretariat: Friday November 18

LAWis the only campaign against the witch hunt thatis
based on andcontrolledby CLPs

CLPs and trade union branches

Other LP organisations and

Contact: The Secretary, 11 Wilderton Road,

by the NEC. Thirsting for revenge
the NEC initiated an ‘inquiry’
into Militant, disqualified proper-ly selected Parliamentary candid-
ates, and debarred from Party
membership individuals who
would have normally been
accepted.

It was at this stage that the
Left committed its second blun-
der. Still euphoric from the near-
victorious Benn campaign, it
chose to answer the right wing
offensive with the tactics of con-
frontation. CLPD’s proposals for
a defensive strategy which would
combine defence of the existinggains with a demand for Partyunity on the basis of give and take
were dismissed as a ‘move -to the
tight? and ‘going the Kinnock
way’. :

'

Lenin
In fact, as Lenin pointed out,revolutionaries who know onlyhow to advance, but not how to

carry out a tactical retreat, are
poor revolutionaries. In the case-of our ‘revolutionaries’,they had
shown themselves capable of
neither.

The consequences. are with us
now. :

In conclusion, CLPD has been
written off as having fulfilled its
tole, as having movedto the right,
as not understanding the women’s:
movement and the tasks ‘facing

 
  
 
    

the new Left. In fact, its only...fault was that it was unable to
prevent its better-organised and
more illustriousallies from adopt-ing their politically suicidal
course.

After the dust of defeat has,settled, CLPD will still be there
to pick up thepieces.

£10
£5

£3

Nay, AGAINST THE
WITCH-HUNT!

NATIONAL COUNCIL AND ANNUAL GENERAL



 

Seeking
consolation
in electoral
statistics?

SOME parts of this book are
useful. Chapters 3, 4 and 5
conveniently summarise the
personal and financial links
between the Tory party and the
leading circles of the British
capitalist class.

The book, however, is centred
round a statistical argument
which just does not stand up.
Thecoreofit is thegraph below,
allegedly showing a remorse-
dgsg long-term decline in the
Tory vote" *

This decline, exclaims Ross,
has “enormous structural
roots’’. It is ‘‘part of a 137-year
party political system in
Britain’’. ‘‘It is scarcely possible
to imagine a more clear-cut
development.’’

Grandiose
But the statistical evidence

is not sufficient to support such
grandiose historical develop-
ments. In the first place, Ross
notes thatthe electorate in 1983
is socially very different from
the electorate in 1846, but com-
ments only that changes in
voting rights do not seem to
affect the statistical trends. But
a ‘trend’ connecting percen-
tages of one electorate at one
time to percentages of a very
different electorate at another
timeis nota valid statistical law.

Even for theperiod since 1931
Ross’s trend is dubious. Look at
the second graph of the Tory
vote below. The picture is now,
if anything, of a slight rising
trend.

Yet thg second graph can be
‘got from Ross’s figures just by
including 1929 and excluding as
éxcéptional 1931 and 1935 —

when, following Ramsay Mac-
Donald’s defection from the
Labour. Party, the Tories stood
as the core of a ‘National
Government’coalition.

Thereare plentyof other ways
that the figures can be presen-
ted to produce a_ different
impression. Simply by alter-
ing the scales of the graph, so
thatthe ‘percentage of the vote’
 

 

MARTIN THOMASrev-
iews ‘Thatcher and
friends: the anatomy of
the Tory Party’ by John
Ross (Pluto Press, £2.50)

axis started at 0 rather than 33,
would change the impression to
one of high stabilityin the Tory
vote rather than markedrise or
decline.

Or suppose that the Tories
win another general election,
say in 1987, with over 50% of
the vote. Every socialist will
regard such a prospect with
horror: but it would be a foolish
and  weak-hearted socialist
indeed who tried to convince
himself or herself that iron laws
of history made such a thing
impossible.

A result of that sort, even if it
was a one-off freak, would
completely destroy  Ross’s
pattern.

This points to a fundamental
problem with Ross’s very
methodof procedure.If the 1983
election result was the product
of. iron laws moving over 137
years of history, then where
does the conscious activity of
socialists come in?

Gale
Doesn’t Ross’s approachimplythatall the articles written

by himself and his comrades in
Socialist Action and Socialist
Challenge about how Labour
should orientate in order to win
the 1983 election were so much
spitting into theteethof a gale?

The wordsof the Italian Marx-
ist Antonio Gramsci are veryrelevant here: ‘‘.

. . statistical
law can only be employed in
political science and practice in
so far as the great mass of the
population remains essentially
passive...

7
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Figure | ‘fory percentage of thevatesince1931

Ross’s graph:a clear-cut long-
term tendency for the Tory
vote to decline.
 

“Indeed, in politics the
assumption of a statistical law
as an essential, fatallyoperating
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But 1931 and 1935 were ex-
ceptional years: the Tories
headed a ‘National Govern-
ment’ coalition. Leave out
those exceptional years, and
include 1929, andthepicture
looks quite different.

law is not only a scientific error,
but becomesa practical error in
action; in addition it encour-
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Tory rankandfile: oblivious,to Ross’s analysis that th 

ages mental laziness and pro-
grammaticsuperficiality.

“Tt should be observed that
political action aims precisely at
raising the multitudes out of
their passivity; that is, at
destroyingthe lawsof the great-
est numbers; how then can this
be held to be a sociological
law?’’

Mechanical
Gramsci was arguing againstmechanical variants of Marxism

which madetherise of socialism
a ‘statistical law’: but the
comment applies equally to
Ross’s argument.

Of course, for whole periods
“the great mass of the popula-

 
ol

eir Party is in historic decline
  

tion’’ is ‘‘essentially passive’,
in some respects at least, and
‘statisticallaws’ do operate. The
steady rise of the Liberal vote
since 1951 seems to have some-
thing of the nature of such a
‘statisticallaw’, but I’m not sure
whatthebasic clauses are, and
I’m none the wiser from Ross’s
book. (The basic reason he gives
for thedecline of theTory vote is
the economic decline of British
imperialism, though there are
refinementsin the argument).

Curves
Rossis also not very illumina-

ting as regards what his histor-
ical ‘‘curves of development”’
have to tell us about the future.
The present party system, he
says, is breaking up: ‘‘As to
what (the replacement) will be,
we can only outline its chief
features by name:the formation
of a ‘Gaullist’ Tory Party; the
creation of the SDP-Liberal
‘pro-EEC’ Party; and the crea-
tion of a reformist Socialist as
‘opposed to LabourParty.

Hedoesnot explainwhy these
should be the trends or even
what he means. (‘Gaullist’ in
what sense? What’s the differ-
ence between ‘reformist Social-
ist’ and ‘Labour’?) Surely a book
claiming ‘‘to see the shape of
British politics not merely as it
has developed over months or
years, but over decades and
even centuries’’ should have
‘more to tell us about the future
thanthis. ,

 Shooting parties: Tory wildlife policy?
SCIENCE

A RICH TORYis getting richer
by chargingother rich Tories to
shoot one of the world’s most
endangered species of bird,
reveals Catherine Caufield in
last week’s New Scientist.

The barnaclegoose is protec- ~

ted under European and British
law. The 1981 Wildlife and
Countryside Act (W&CA) bans
the hunting of barnacle geese
and guarantees “special
measures’’ to protect them. But
it also allows the geese to be
shot under licence ‘‘to prevent
serious damageto crops’’

Theisle of Islay in Scotland is
divided into a handful of large
‘estates, the largest of which is
owned by Lord Margadale, a
former Tory MP with two Tory
MPsfor sons.

The land is farmed by tenant
farmers, whose crops are some-
times damaged by the geese.

By Les Hearn
However, the Scottish Office
issues licences_to shoot geese
not to the farmers, but to Lord
Muckandhis fellow lairds. And
the lairds don’t hand the
licences on to their tenants.
Instead, anyone with £50 and an
invitation from Lord Muck can
go and shoot somerare geese.

Such shooting parties made
£10,000 for Lord M. last year.

So who’s in favourof this?
Not the Nature Conservancy

Council (NCC), whom the
Scottish Office has to consult
before issuing the licences. They
advised the Scottish Office that
on 38 of the 53 farms covered by
licences, crops could be protec-
ted by less drastic action, such
as scaring. The Scottish Office
even issued licences to shoot
geese withintwosites of Special
Scientific Interest (SSSI) set up
by the NCC to protect barnacle

geese.
Not the farmers. The National

Farmers Union says shooting for
sport is an inefficient way of
controlling birds that damage
crops.

Not the Royal Society for the
Protectionof Birds, who withthe
NCC say that licences are fre-
quently violated to make the
shooting more‘‘sporting’’.

But Lord Muck andhis fellow
lairds support. it and indeedsuccessfully opposed rule
changes ending these abuses.
At the time of passage of the
W&CA,Lord M. madeit clear
that his continued support for
the government was dependent
on their recognition of the ‘‘trad-
itional sports of the country-
side’’.

eK E

This scandal is one more
stage in exposing the sham of
theTories’ wildlifepolicy.

Only six monthsafter passage
of the W&CA,the NCC reported
the loss in the previous 30 years
of half of Britain’s ancient wood-
lands,withonefifthof the chalk
grasslands in the previous 15
years. Half of Dorset’s heath-
lands had beenlost in 20 years,
with one third damagedin 1980

alone.
.One eighth of SSSIs had been

damagedin 1980 alone, despite
their supposed ‘‘protection’’
and all were under theat from
agricultural ‘‘improvement’’,
roads, tippingand mining.

The NCC asked for an extra
£20 million over ten years to
defend wildlifehabitats, but the
government offered only
£600,000. Worse, the govern-
ment was evengiving grants for
schemesthatdestroyed wildlife
habitats.

Just one of the results of this
parsimonywas thelossofpart of
RomneyMarsh in Kent, one of
the top SSSIs. The NCC was
unable to offer compensation to
farmersfor not ploughing up the
land and turningit overto inten-
sive agriculture.

By doingthis, farmers gained
the advantage of guaranteed
prices from the EEC for crops,
most of which are already
accumulating in a range of
mountainsof surplus.

By draining and despoiling
Britain’s unique wetlands,
farmers even get government
grants of up to 50%.

Under the W&CA, the NCC
can designate any site as an
SSSI. In theory, it is protected,

but the NCC must give three
months’ notice during which
time the owners can do as they
please.

One example from May 1982
was a 6.5 hectare meadow (part
of the proposed Ripon Park
SSSI) which contained some 90
species of flowering plant,
including marsh orchids, and
nesting sites for curlews and
reed buntings. Six weeks before
SSSI status came into force, the
farmerploughed thelot over.

Even previous SSSIs had to be
redesignated with this three-
monthwaitingperiod.

Labour’s responseto this has
been mixed. Michael Foot con-
demned the W&CA for making
wildlife protection ‘‘worse, not
better’, and providing a
“‘bonanza for the richest sec-
tions of society”’.

But Tam Dalyell, Labour’s
leading Parliamentary science
speaker (despite his removal
from the front bench for oppos-
ing the South Atlantic war),
recently wrote a self-congratula-
tory piece in New Scientist on
how many improvements he and
his‘co-thinkershad madeto the
W&CA during its committee
stages. His worries about the
Act were few and vague.

\

But if the working class is to
have anythingworth inheriting,
the Labour and conservationist
movements are going to have to
recognise their common inter-
ests and fight now to save what
remainsof our wildlife. 

10p plus postage from
e 214 Sickert Court,
$ London N1 2SY.
e ;
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Socialist
ORGANISER
Where we stand
“Organise the left to beat back the Tories’ attacks!
No to attacks on union rights; defend the picket
line; no state interference in our unions! No to any
wage curbs. Labour must support all struggles for
better living standards and conditions.
“Wage rises should at the very least keep up with
price increases. For a price index calculated by
working class 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. For occupations and supporting strike action
to defend jobs and services.
‘*End unemployment. Cut hours, not jobs. Fight for
a 35 hour week and an end to overtime. Demand
work-sharing without loss of pay. Organise the
unemployed — campaign for a programmeof useful
public works to create new jobs for the unem-
ployed.
*Defend all jobs! Open the books of those firms
that threaten closure or redundancies, along with
those of their suppliers and bankers, to elected trade
union committees. For occupation and blacking
action to halt the closures. For nationalisatior.
without compensation under workers’ management.*Make the bosses pay, not the working class.
Millions for hospitals, not a penny for ‘defence’!
Nationalise the banks and financial institutions,
without compensation. End the interest burden on
council housing and other public services.
*Freeze rent and rates.
*Scrap all immigration controls. Race\ is not a
problem: racism is. The labour movement must
mobilise to drive the fascists off the streets. Purge
racists from positions in the labour movement.
Organise full support for black self-defence. Build
workers’ defence squads.
“The capitalist police are an enemy for the working
class. Support. all demands to weaken them as a
bosses’ striking force: dissolution of special squads
(SPG, Special Branch, MI5, etc), public accoun-
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
taws 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 services should be blacked.
“It is essential to achieve the fullest democracy in
the labour movement. Automatic reselection of MPs
during each Parliament and the election by annual
conference of party leaders. Annualelection ofall
trade union officials, who should be paid the
average for the trade.
*The chaos, waste, human suffering and misery of
capitalism now — in Britain and throughout the
world — show the urgent need to establish rational,-democratic, human control over the economy, to
make the decisive sectors of industry social prop-
erty, under workers’ control. The strength of the
labour movement lies in the rank and file. Our
Perspective must be working class action to raze the
Capitalist system down to its foundations, and to
Dut a workingclass socialist alternative in its place —

ratner than having our representatives run the
sys" 27> waiting for crumbs from the tables of
Te ta«2: 272 bosses. ‘

Official badge of the
:

*Save the Mole’ cam-
e paign. 25p or £2 for

i ten, from N.Barstow
165 Liverpool Rd, JLondon N1. i
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Not so wise after the event
‘I TOLD you so,’ is always.
the least popular attitude for
socialists to strike in the after-
math of a betrayal or defeat
for theworkingclass.

No matter how accurately
a Marxist organisation may
have pinpointed in advance
the weaknesses or treachery in
an existing mass leadership,
all too often a major setback
makesit difficult or impossible
to persuade the workers con-
cerned to examine these lessons
and draw thesameconclusions.

How much more irritating,
therefore, to find groups in
the aftermath of the Grenada
defeat suddenly developing
criticisms of the weaknesses
of the New Jewel Movement
which they never attempted
to raise or oppose before the
invasion.

.The classic example of this
is of course Socialist Action,
which, together with its pre-
decessor Socialist Challenge
carried repeated and undiluted
eulogies of the New Jewel
Movement and its activities
in Grenada.

2 While their ‘comrades’
in the American Socialist
Workers Party went com-
pletely over the top, embracing
Castro’s Stalinist politics,
attacking Trotskyism, and
looking to Castro, Bishop,
the Sandinista leadership and

By Terry Smith
the Communist Party of El
Salvador as the nucleus of
a ‘New International’, Socialist
Action nevertheless echoed
much of the SWP’s uncritical
adulationof Bishop.

Now, however, as the hunt
goes on for Bishop’s_ body,
and Reagan masterminds the
installation of a puppet govern-
ment, Socialist Action (Novem-
-ber 4) has at last come out with
a  mealy-mouthed criticism
of theNJM.

In a centre page feature,
what appears to be an editorial
commentdeclares:

‘...Whatever the disagree-
ments that have come out
in recent weeks within the
New Jewel Movement, and
within the People’s Revolution-
ary Government, there can be
no excuse for the bloody con-
sequences of the disagree-
ments.

‘The Cuban condemnation
is absolutelycorrect. The lesson
is that real proletarian demo-
cracy is not an optional extra
for a revolution but a crucial
component.

‘Despite the positive gains
of the revolution, there was
no real democracy within the
NJM and only a consultative

process with the population as
a whole. The NJM does not
possess the structures of
internal democracy by which
disputes may beresolved.’

(page 8)
Now theytell us! From this

astonishing exercise in locking
the stable door after Reagan’s
marines have bolted through,
we deduce(1) Socialist Action’s
view — that there was no

.proletarian democracy in the
NJM; (2) that, by implication,
there is proletarian democracy
in Cuba!

Yet experience has shown
that when the NJM bandwagon
was rolling forwards, Socialist
Action was quite happy to turn
a blind eye to itslack of demo-
cracy.

Andindeed the model follow-
ed by the NJM_ leadership
was very muchthatof Castro’s
July 26 Movement, which was
catapulted to power in 1959 by
the abrupt collapse and abdi-
cation of the Batista dictator-
ship, and which from the very
outset avoided and opposed
the establishmentof proletarian
democracy either within the
Cuban state as a whole or
within the bureaucratic fiction
of the Cuban ‘Communist
Party’.

Castro’s method involves
a skilful combination of per-sonal charisma and populist

appeal to ‘the population
as a whole’, linked to a ‘Party’-and a ‘National Assembly’
whose functions are simply
to rubber stamp decisions taken
by thetop dozen Cuban leaders.

Bishop’s fulsome admiration
for Castro (an admiration shared
by someofhisrivals) is spelled
out beyond doubt on the facing
page of the Socialist Action
spread — in a speech delivered
in Havana in 1980, and repro-duced now without criticism or
qualification.

Now,at last, Socialist Action
gives its advice and draws
lessons. Now they even lecture
theGrenadianworkers!

Their words are in fact atelling indictment of all those
currents which tail-end popular
mass movements and_ sub-
ordinate their own papercriticismsto a falsely understood
conceptof ‘Unity’.

‘If’ the masses had been
allowed a real legislative and
decision-making role, then the
US threat of invasion, a real
threat for four and a half years,might never have become
actuality.’

Only by rejecting the siren-
calls of Castroism and fightingfor an independent Trotskyist
perspective can such errors
be combatted: Socialist Action
has once again learned too
little, andtells us all too late.

  Sociahst
Two pamph- |(oRcANSEA
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.
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 fight Agenda
BRENT YCNDpublic meet-

 
ing: ‘Hands off Grenada,hands off Nicaragua’. Speak-
ers from national YCND,Cuban Embassy, Grenada
High Commission, Nicar-
aguan Embassy. TuesdayNovember 15, 7.30 at the
Moonshine Theatre, Victor
Rd (off Harrow Rd), NW10.
7-7.30: tape of Maurice Bish-
oOp’s speech.
‘THE Thorn in the Rose —

the politics of Clause Four,
a revolutionary Marxist crit-
ique’. By Brian McKenna.
Produced by ‘Socialist Stu-
dent’ (Glasgow). 30p per
copy: by post 50p, or 80pfor 2 copies, £1.25 for 3, £2
for 5, £3.95 for 10. From

‘Socialist Student’ (Glasgow)c/o 29 BowmontPlace, Half-
way, Cambuslang, Glasgow.
LABOUR group for human
rights in Sri Lanke: publiclaunchmeeting coming soon.Speakers invited: Tony
Benn, Ken Livingstone,Tariq Ali, Jeremy Corbyn.Date to be fixed. Contact:a Sickert Court, London

LONDONLabour Campaign
for Gay Rights meets everyfour weeks at Marchmont
Community Centre, March-
montSt, WC1,at 6pm. Next
meeting Sunday December4-
+ contact Mike 659 2938,
Bob 341 0666.

 

Gay YS meets at the
sameplace, again every four
weeks. Next meeting Novem-
ber 20. Contact: Martin 263
9484,

Gay NURjust forming.
Launch meeting soon, open
to all lesbian and gay rail-
workers. Contact c/o 119
Southwyck, Coldharbour
Lane, London SW9.

Lesbians in the Labour
Party: next nationalmeeting
Saturday November26, 2pm
in County Hall, London
SE1. Creche available. Con-
tact: Sarah Roelofs, c/o
Gays The Word bookshop,
MarchmontSt, London WC1

CLASS FIGHTER confer-
ence, 26-27 November in
South London. Two days of
workshops, videos and dis-
cussion on perspectives for
Class Fighter. For details
write to 214 Sickert Court,
London N1 or phone. Jane
on 263.9484.eal

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-
time), and Maryhill dole
(Tuesday morning).

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

NORTH-WEST
Manchester. Contact Tony,

.273 5691. SO is sold at
Grass Roots, Books, Newton
St, Piccadilly.
Stockport. Meetings every
Sunday, 7.30pm: contact 40
Fox St, Edgley, Stockport. :

|SO is sold at Stockport:
market, every Saturday,-14-
to 12.30. so
Wirral. Contact Lol Duffy, 3
3t James Court, Victoria Rd, -

2B Srghton. Merseyside. 
Stoke. Meets first and third
Tuesdays of every month.
Next meeting November 15.
8pm: ‘Socialists and CND*.
with showing of ‘Carry
Greenham Home’ video.
For venue and otherdetails,
Phone Paul Barnett, 328198.

.
sold outside

Hyndburn. Contact Accring-
ton 395753.

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

the market,
Wednesday, Friday and Sat-
urday lunchtime.

York. Contact 414118 (98
Hull St). SO is sold At Coney
St on Saturday merning, at
the- Community Bookshop,
outside the dole office most
mornings, and at the Uni-
versity on Friday mornings.

 eid. SO is sold outside
in Fargate (Saturday

is and at the Indepen-
. Bookshop. Glossop Rd.

Contact Rob. 589307.

+
oa

Durham. Weekend school on
the politics of SO. December
3 4. Contact Andy. 64088.
SO is sold at the Community
Co-Op, New Elvet. Sunder-
land: contact c/o Durham.

Halifax. Contact 52156. SO
is sold at Hebden Bridge
Books.

Leeds. SO is solid at Books
and Corner Books,
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. Discussion
meetings on ‘Imperialism’,
alternate Wednesdays, 7.30
at 169 Barclay Rd, Bears-
wood, Smethwick. Next
meeting November 16. ‘The
multinationals, the internat-
ional banks, andinter-imper-
lalist rivalries’.

SO is sold at the Other
Bookshop.
Leicester. Supporters’ meet-ings alternate Fridays at the
Socialist Centre. Next meet-ing November 18. ContactPhil, 857908. SO is sold atBlackthorneBooks, High St.

Wood-.
house Lane. Contact Garth,:

Coventry. Contact Keith,
75623.
Nottingham. Meets 2nd &
4th Wednesdays, 7.30 at
the International Commun-
ity Centre. SO is sold outsidethe Victoria Centre (Satur-
day 11 to 1) and at the
Mushroom Bookshop,Heathcote St. Contact PeteRadcliff, 585640.
Northampton. Meets alter-
nate Tuesdays. November15
— business meeting. Contact

- Ross, 713606.
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
Hounslow. Sunday Novem-
ber 20, 8pm: business meet-ing. Contact Chris, 898 6961
Other London group
contacts: Brent, Mick 6241931; Camden, Mike 267
4806; Islington, Nik 278
1341; Hackney,Andrew 2494618; East London, Susan
377 1328; South-East Lon-
don and Orpington, Siu Ming691 1141; Putney, Tom 789
7587.

Southwark/Lambeth..Next
meeting, Tuesday 22 Novem-
ber. James Dunkerley on
‘Central America after
Grenada’. 7.30pm at Lans-
bury House, 41 CamberwellGrove, London SE5. (The
meeting on union leadership
with Alan Thornett has been
Postponed to December).
Socialist Organiser London
educationals.

1. Fridays, 6pm, at the
London School of Econo-mics, East Building, firstfloor, room E196.

November 18: Cuba andCentral America. To follow:
State and Revolution; The
Russian Revolution; The
USSRandStalinism;Ireland;Whyis the Left divided?

2. Sundays, 8pm, inSouthwark (phone 609 7459
for details).

November 13: Black nat-ionalism. To follow: Rise
and fall of the Benn move-
ment; Castroism.

8. Half-day school inHounslow, Sunday Decem-
ber 4, 12noon to 5pm, atHanworth LabourHall.

Politics of SO; The ‘parl-iamentary road’, The Alter-
native Economic Strategy;The working class and revo-lutionarypolitics.

Details: 8986961.4. Discussion series onimperialism, Thursdays 7pm
at 214 Sickert Court, N1.

November 10: Multinat-
ionals and the’EEC. To fol-low: The New InternationalDivision of Labour, Lenin onimperialism; The economics
and politics of 3rd World de-velopment, Is the USSRimperialist?

For details of prepara-tory reading etc. contact 6097459, 278 1341 or 3541050,
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  Grenada and the Falklands
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HowUS overcame

LAST WEEK in a disc-
ussion. article ALAN
THORNETT argued for
an analysis of the Gren-
ada invasion which rec-
ognised the centrality of
the Falklands war as a
factor in the turn by
imperialism towards
overt military interven-
tion.

This week, in a more
extended article, MICK
O’SULLIVAN, drawing
upon material from Fred
Halliday’s book ‘The Sec-
ond Cold War’, argues
that Thatcher’s South
Atlantic war was “‘little
and anachronistic”, and
that the turn by imperi-
alism towards interven-
tion began as far back as
TLS.
ALAN Thornett’s article in last
week’s Socialist Organiser is
unfortunate for a number of
reasons.

Attempting to construct a

picture of world politics now
around the axis of the Falklands
war, Alan Thornett cannot help
but play down, distort, miscon-
strue and misrepresent the real
dynamic behind both the US
invasion of Grenada and the
present wardrive.

If you start with the ‘Falk-
lands syndrome’, and use it to

“explain everything subsequent to
it — the Israeli invasion of
Lebanon, the French sale of
Super Etendard jets, the possible
invasion by the US ofthe Gulf —

then you are using an approach to
current history which owes more
to. the method of magicians
seeking the philosopher’s stone
than Marxism.

Imperialism is imperialism. Alan
Thornett, if I have understood
him correctly, is saying that with-
out the Falklands war the whole
period we are now going through
would be substantially different.
It is of course impossible to
answer such an idea. with 100%
certainty. ig :

What is possible is go Say that
the general line of @ifiperialist
development would. ,gécéssarily
have taken its present c@trse. “8

Direct military—infervention
has always been an dtion for
imperialism — dependent, of
course, on who the ypponent is

“and what the likely cor8equences
are. Just as the state, ig the final
analysis, is‘a body of atfred men,
so naked aggression #& the final
weapon of imperialisn®: To say
otheswise — that this gould only
happen because of the Falklands

is to reject the basic nature of
imperialism. .

It is to imply though
obviously Alan) Thornett does
not actually hold such an opin-
ion — that imperialist militarism
and aggression is merely a policy
and not a basic and ineradicable
part of its nature and that
fhatcher’s anachronistic

_
little

South Atlantic war was a great
pioneering, trail-blazing  innova-
tion.

This is nonsgnse in terms both
of history and current world
politics. It does not make sense
to think that modern history —

even post-Vietnam War history-
begins with the Falklands. War.

Better to put the Falklands
War into the real picture of post-
Vietnam War history. As far as I
can see its place there is at best a
minor one.
US destabilisation. At the end of
the ’60s Nixon and Kissenger’s
policy of detente was introduced.
Not since the war did East and
West scem to have so much in

~ and

 
commonlargely freed from ideol-
ogical rhetoric (contrast Nixon
over Czechoslovakia — he was
inaugurated five months after the
invasion of Czechoslovakia — and
Reaganover Poland).

Detente was to provide mutual
benefits for both sides. The
Russians would gain much needed
technology and grain *upplies,
discussion on nuclear weapons
were to be opened up and in
return the USSR would help
extract the US from Indo-China
with an ‘honourable’ settlement
and contain other third world
movements.

There was of course nothing
new about this poliey. In its
essentials it was the continuation
of the division of the world into
spheres of influence which had
been the foundation of post war
stability.

This system — which relies
on bureaucratic and military
repression both East and West —

remains the basic parameter
within which both imperialism
and the Kremlin operate.

However, from the initial
success of the Paris accords the
policy collapsed into one of
devastating failure for the Amer-
‘icans.

revolutions .
Between 1974

1980 (by which time the
policy had long been abandoned)
13 regimes had come to power
which, to varying degreees, were
hostile to the West. This break-
down between imperialist powers
and subject nations has been the
main destabilising effect on US
foreign policy.
And then in 1979 the USSR
armed forces movedinto territory
not already conceded to it in the
1940s — they invaded Afghanis-

These transformations have
takenfive basic forms.”

1) April/May 1975 victory in
Indo-China, NLT. Pathet Lao and
Khmer Rouge. All were led by
Stalinist parties which had fought
protracted guerrilla struggles.

2) Guinea Bissau, Mozam-
bique. Cape Verde, Sao Tome,
Angola. Between 1974 and
November 1975 the former Port-
uguese colonies in Africa were

granted independence following
the fall of the Caetano regime.
Long established guerrilla move-
ments came to power though not
through direct military Victory.

3) The Ethiopian revolution,
September 1974 and the coup in
Afghanistan, April 1978: —pre-
capitalist monarchies were over-
thrown by revolution from above
carried out by the armed forces.
both of them looking towards
Russia (Ethiopia after an initial

13
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period under US patronage) for
their methods and models of
modernisation.

4) Grenada and Nicaragua in
1979. Each took place against the
background of a corrupt ruling
class with little social base, the
former after a bloodless coup, the
latter after protracted fighting.
Both saw socialist parties working
in tandem with bourgeois forces.

5) Iran, February 1979, the
first successful urban based revol-
ution since 1917, finding a polit-
ical expression in reactionary
clerical radicalism. As Halliday
(in “The Second Cold War” from
which much of this material is
taken) points out, the relevance
and implications of these victories
for the future are limited because
the form of oppression they
overthrew — i.e. colonialism, pre-
capitalist monarchies — are rare in
the world today. (By far the
largest group of oppressed and
occupied nations is in the Soviet
block).
The Kremlin’s response. While
these revolutions took place
independently of Moscow, once
they had occured there has been
varying degrees of_self-serving
support for them. The under-
lying dynamic for this was the
bureaucracy’s “tendency to
extend its power, its prestige, its
revenue. This is the element of
‘imperialism’ in the widest sense
of the word which was the prop-
erty in the past ofall monarchies,
oligarchies, ruling castes”, as Leon
Trotsky described it, over four
decades ago.

Two basic reasons allowed tor
the Kremlin to react in this
manner and must in part be why
they dared behave in Afghanistan
with a boldness unknown since
the mid 1940s.

a) By the beginning of the
1970s the Russians had virtually
caught up with the Americans in
nuclear strike capability (part of
the reason for detente and nuclear
arms talks was to-oncee again give
the US a massive superiority).
This was a fundamental reversal
of the cold war ‘settlement’.
where the US Nad a massive
nuclear advantage (which was

decisively shown in) the Cuban
missile crisis of 1962).

Near parity. Was seen us an
achievement for the Russians and
a defeat for the Americans.

b) The defeat in Vietnam and
the Watergate scandal traumatised
public opinion and effectively
paralysed the Executive's ability
to carry out overt acts of ageres-
sion and severely limited their
ability to engage in covert oper
tions.

2 OE teee ee ee

- Deaths in the Grenadan invasion maytotal over 1 ,500
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After Vietnam the US leaders
and everything militaristic was so
discredited in America that they
had to abandon conscription.

The above are the majorele-
ments in the collapse in US
foreign policy during the °70s
and, it should be added, the
destabilisation of the whole post
war structure because these forces
also fell outside of the bureau-
cratic grip of Stalinism.

Now Alan Thornett’s basic
idea is that: “Thatcher’s victory
over Argentina broke through the
‘Vietnam syndrome’ and gave a
green light for imperialism to use
force openly once again.” While
the ‘syndrome’ was real enough,
the Americans managed, as we
shall show, to overcome it long
before the invasion of the Valk-
lands.

The effect of the Vietnam
defeat was felt in two main areas.

Undermined
1. Foreign policy. As I have
shown the detente policy was
undermined by the success of
various revolutions, while domes-
tic considerations impinged on
the ability to carry out an aggres-
sive foreign policy.

But the US military establish-
ment remained intact and by
1978 they had effectively ham-
mered out a consensusin support
of the new Cold War. The pur-
pose of the Second Cold War was
the same as the purpose of the
first — to drum up American
support for an arms drive and for
a newly aggressive and sclf-
assertive posture towards

—
the

Russian “Empire of Darkness”.

2. The response of the. state.
One of the myths perpetuated by
Reagan is that detente disarmed
the US. From the late 1960s
onwards, the Executive and the
military began to absorb

—
the

lessons of Vietnam and the
Russians” increasing nuclear
strength and began to plan for the
1980s. Even. during the period
1974-78 when hostile US public
opinion impinged on the Execu-
tive’s ability to-act, the military
retained a cohesion and contin-
uity as the following chronology
shows.

1970, Nixon delegated the
role of -regional police force to
certain ‘sub imperialist’ powers’.
1974. the

—
basis for

—
tactical

nuclear weapons is laid. 1976.
Carter signs presidential decree
forming a tactical assault force to
react to third world trouble spots.

From 1978
onwards a major incfease in the
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US defence budget instigated by
Congress.

Plainly, it is not as Alan
Thornett asserts that “After the
Nicaragua
under
generals stepped up the US war
PIVO

5

threw
decisive change in US policy had

revolution, Carter
pressure from Pentagon
”

The turn around in Congress
took place in 1978 with the in-
creased defence budget (predating
both the Iran and Afghanistan
revolutions).

When
Somoza_ in

the Sandinistas over-
1979.-the

already occured a yearearlier.

catise” in
Thornett makes himself incapable
of seeing the woodfor the trees in
the build-up of the imperialist
offensive.

Weakness
Given the weakness ofthe left

sand the deep-seated nationalism
of the working class, the reaction-
ary, racist bigotry of Reagan
found support. There was an 8%
swing to the Republicans from
blue collar workers. It was not
that people were supporting a
closet cold war monger. He was
right up front calling for a crusade
to make defenceless America
greatagain.

Reagan adopted the policy
akin to the Republicans of the
early ’50s whotalked in terms of
negotiating from strength, con-
ventional and nuclear, of rolling
back communism and who,under
Secretary of State John Foster
Dulles practised  brinkmanship
‘i.e. taking the world to the brink
of nuclear war to win).

It was on this foreign policy
ticket that Reagan won the
election. 60% of a poll supported
his unheard-of increase in arma-
ments expenditure in 1981. It-was
not, as Thornett asserts, that
Thatcher’s victory broke through
the Vietnam syndrome.

Not only doall the facts point
to ‘“‘defenceless” America getting
over its moral qualms by 1978,
four years before Thatcher’s war
— but in 1980 they elected a
President who hasn’t just started
talking as Thornett would have us
believe, ‘in the language of
imperialism on the offensive” but
has made it a point to be an
offensive imperialist.

By attempting to find a “first
South Atlantic,

Rules
Limits to rolling back ‘commun-
ism’.

Despite the rhetoric, Reagan
has kept to the ‘rules’. Fhe
Russians, on their side, have seen

Writeback

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

  
their allies Syria and the PLO
attacked by Israel and the virtual.
annexation of South Lebanon,
and nowtheinvasion of Grenada.

Both sides know that the
world exists within a “balance of
terror’. The other major factor
which necesarily inhibits Reagan
is the likely effect of any major
engagementin resurrecting hostil-
ity to US interventionism as US
casualties mounted.
The mechanics of the invasion.
Despite Reagan’s rhetoric, his
mass arms build up and increase
in covert US operations, he had
not, as far as the right wing is
concerned, delivered the goods.
Afghanistan, the Korean airliner,
and then the massive loss of life
in the Lebanon with no immed-
iately discernible enemy — there
was little Reagan could do. This
smacked of Carter and the US
hostages in Iran, of an ineffective
President.

The ‘military coup’ and the
shooting of Bishop the previous
week pushed Grenada further
into the ‘Soviet sphere’ and open-
ed up a ‘major’ problem for the
US both in terms of prestige and
destabilisationof the area.

At the same time it gave them
the option for intervention. Now
while Reagan necessarily took a
gamble it was, compared with
Thatcher’s, a very small.one from
a logistical standpoint. The Cuban
construction workers gave as good
as they got against the best tech-
nologically armed army in the
world, but the shooting of Bishop
had decisively weakened support
for the New Jewel Movement, so
the US had an easier job than
they might have expected.
Reagan’s victory has been on two
fronts. Firstly he has shown him-
self to be a strong President and
secondly he has in tae traditional
manner, asserted imperialist
domination of the area.

Where next?
Where will Reagan go next?

He has obviously got the bit be-
tween his teeth and will not be
satisfied with Grenada. But as
long as the rationality of the US
policy-making bureaucracy re-
mains relatively intact there are
limits to Reagan’s gunboat diplo-
macy.

Finally, something I agree
wholeheartedly with Alan
Thornett on: when hestates that
the international working class is
the only force which can influ-
ence the situation. Undoubtedly
Reagan’s action will begin to
generate an opposition in the
USAjust as he has now madeit
harder for Thatcher to hold the
line in Britain.

E of Stalinism is Leon
gq Trotsky’s ‘Revolution
q Betrayed: Whatis the
§ Soviet Union and WhereIs
g It Going?’ Availablevia
i Socialist Organiser, 28
fi Middle Lane, London N8:
Bf £2.50 plus 50p postage.

The classic Marxist analysis
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Longbridge mass meeting: are theyall extremists? —

 
New purgein BL

BL’s long-running purge of sociai-
ists continues. Last Wednesday,
two workers were sacked simul-
taneously from the Cowley Body
Plant and the Longbridge plant.

Like the 15 so-called moles
sacked from the Cowley
Assembly Plant recently, both
were supporters of Socialist
Action

Newstarters
Like the 15, the Cowley Body

Plant victim was a recent new
starter, with little prospect of
defending himself. Although
workers on his section were pre-
pared to take action against the
sacking, this was thwarted by the
convenors.

The Longbridge victim was
Grant Kier, a well-established
shop steward who had worked at
the plant for over three years.
 

By Jim Denham
BL’s decision to sack him was

clearly a more risky and audac-
ious move and will bee seen as a
more ominous development byother socialists and militants at

The Longbridge Works Com-
mittee decided that the victimis-
ation could not be fought because
of the lurid publicity surrounding
the Cowley ’moles’ case. The joint
shop stewards voted byafairly
narrow majority to back the
Works Committee view, and when
Grant’s appeal to an extended
Plant Conference predictably
failed,his sacking was confirmed.

Grant told us, “I see my
victimisation not just as a contin-
uation of BL’s persecution of
socialists. It’s also specifically
aimed at softening up the organis-

ation in preparation for the big
redundancies that are coming in
the power and train area at Long-
bridge.

“I suspect that management
also want to demonstrate their
determination to clear out milit-
ants in order to reassure Honda
that closer collaboration with the
BL operation in Britain would be
a good idea.”

Strongerlead
Clearly if more sackings of

socialists and militants are to be
prevented, stronger leadership is
needed than that offered by the
Longbridge Works Committee.
The failure of the plant leadership
to call for any action in defence
of Grant Kier can only encourage
BL to continue its campaign of
victimisation.

    

Bosses’ vandalism
fuels social
workers’ militancy

By Amanda Barnes

ACTIONin support of residential
social workers in Southwark has
been stepped up this week. This
results from events which have
led to the worsening of NALGO’s
relations with Southwark’s
Labour council and the break-
downoflocal negotiations.

Events over the last two weeks
can be briefly summarised as
follows:

Monday 24 October,morning,
32 residential social workers were
suspended for following official
national instructions to refuse
redeployment.

Monday 24 October, midday,
NALGO members in all sections
of the council walked out on
indefinite strike, demanding rein-
statementof the suspended 32.

Monday October 24, evening,
Labour Group decided to rein-
state the 32 and to commence
‘meaningful local negotiations’
following a mass lobby by
NALGO members.

Tuesday October 25, the
strikers returned to work and
negotiations commenced. Labour
Group’s so-called meaningful
negotiations included the demand

Monktonhall strike betrayed
AFTERnearlyeight bitter weeks
of isolated alyeeeaction,a small
majority of striking miners at
Monktonhall Colliery voted last
week to return to work on the
urging of the Scottish area leader-
ship.The deal on which the return
to work was argued is a complete
sell-out; the basic grievances of
the Monktonhall men are to be
put into procedure. this includes
talks on increases in productivity
and joblosses.

The sizeable minority who
voted against this settlement,
 Why Syria wants to crush the PLO

From back page
all built up Arafat’s stature.
According to Abu Musa, Ara--
fat was a law unto himself.
There was no democratic de-
cision-making within Fatah —

nothing more than Arafat
consulting, as and when he
chose, with his closest confi-
dants:

As long as the PLO’s star
wasrising this kind of organisa-
tion might have maintained
its unity. But with the bloody
defeat at the hands of Israel
in Lebanonlastyear, a challenge
was inevitable. And yet —

the immediate aftermath of
the PLO’s withdrawal from
Beirut saw Arafat's leadership
confirmedwithoutopen dissent.

Two events produced the
open fracture. Firstly Arafat
had pressed for an accommoda-
tion to the US plan according
to which Hussein of Jordan
would head’ a West Bank
Palestinian statelet federated
withJordan.

Secondly.
pormant

Arafat gave im-
military positions to
¢s who had disgraced

“ves only shorth before
wreet fut oty the
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soar a: Fmec s ca lemcer-
saip stood m the shadow of
Syria. It was not a matter
of choice. Rather,two dissimilar
projects with opposite objec-
tives had found a temporary

 
 

which was endorsed by the “left”
talking Communist  Party-ledScottish Executive, showed that
they expected to win more than
this from two monthsonstrike.

But the Scottish leaders had
been determined from the outset
to restrict the scope and impact
of theMonktonhallfight. In place
of preparation for area-wide and
national extension of the struggle
in defence of jobs and conditions,
they offered only moral support,
financial donations from other
Scottish miners still at work, and
a token one-day strike called just

unity.
Arguably Abu Musa didn’t

have much option. Without
Syrian support and without the
support of those Palestinian
groups that are no more than
agents of Syrian policy, Abu
Musa’s group might have been
eliminated almost as soon as
it broke away.

Now, Abu Musa, whoaccuses
Arafat of accommodationto US
imperialism,looks set to become
the instrument through which
Syria attempts it own accommo-
dation to US imperialism.

When Syria first invaded
Lebanon, President Assad
though that the valuable ser-
vice he was performing for
imperialism would be recog-nised. Perhaps America would
force Israel to declare that
the Golan Heights — annexed
from Syria by Israel — were
‘negotiable’. Perhaps a closer
relationship with the US would
force Moscow to be more
generous.

No doubt Israel and the US
would have liked Assad to wipe
out the Palestinians then,
to go one better than the ‘Black
September’ massacre of 1970

perpetrated by Hussein of

= apart from anything
else, Assad was aware that
his trump card was control
of the PLO. He wasn’t against
its destruction, but against

before the union’s recall Special
Conference, which virtually guar-
anteed that no other areas would
be broughtinto the action.

The settlement comes amid
a continuous flow of hot air from
Stalinist Scottish President Mick
McGaheyagainst the latest threats
from new Coal Board Chief Ian
MacGregor.

“If Mr MacGregor thinks he
can wipe out the so-called ‘peri-
pheral’ coalfields in Scotland,
South Wales, Northumberland,
Kent, etc., then obviously he isliving in cloud cuckoo land,” he

playinghis hand too soon.
Syria stood with the Chris-

tian Phalangists against the
PLO and the Lebanese National
Movement in 1976, providing
the conditions for the massacre
of Tel al Zaatar and other
Palestiniancamps.

Butin theperiod after Sadat’s

1977 visit to Jerusalem the
gypt/Israel Rapproachment5ria claimed the leadershipof the front of steadfastness.

Behind the scenes Syria sought
to strengthen the forces sym-
patheticwithinthePLO.

Any independent Palestinian
organisation was andis a threat
to the ruling clique in Syria.
Arafat’s selling the pass to
Hussein and acceptance of
the mini-state idea was the
worstof all possibilities,though,
because it meant that once
again imperialism could by-
pass them.

It was therefore expedient
to keep the PLO, in some form
or another, while either elimi-
nating Arafat or forcing upon
him a collective leadership,
one in which Syria would have
a considerable weight.

Arafat has consistently re-
fused the demand of the Abu
Musa group to establish a
collective leadership.

Whatwillhappenif the forces
loyal to Arafatare defeated?

The butcher of the Pales-
tinians in 1970, Hussein, is

told theMorningStar.
But with repeated examples of

the abject refusal of the NUM
Scottish area to call supporting
action behind strikes and sit-ins
at Kinneil, Cardowan and now
Monktonhall, it seems more like
MacGahey than MacGregor who
has got it wrong.

And unless the NUM moves
rapidly beyond its existing
divisive policy of an overtime ban
in pursuit of its wage demands,
there is a real danger that
MacGregorwillnotch up a further
victory — on pay.

already standing by to grab
the mantle of leader of the
Palestinians. It is extremely
unlikely that in the foreseeable
future US imperialism, the
decisive force in the region,
will be prepared to boost Assad
even if his trustees take over
thePLO.

In any case, the Syrians
cannot hold more than a rump
PLO: the PLO’s relations
with the Palestine National
Council will be fractured and
new splits within the PLO will
almost certainly emerge.

There seemslittle likelihood
that the Syrian workers will
soon overthrow Assad. There
were few protests in 1976
and there is no reasonto think
thingswillbe different now.

The Lebanese opposition
is itself absorbed in its own
war. The Palestinians —

despite the meaningless pro-testations of every Muslim
regime — are withoutallies.

The dangeris thatthe smash-
ing of the PLO will initiate
another period like that follow-
ing thedefeat of 1948.

But while disorientation
will certainly be the imme-
diate outcome of the confron-
tation, this time the Palestinianpeople will have behind them
the experience of a_ decade
and a half of political-military
struggle which has raised their
political consciousness enor-
mously.

that cover be arranged in
children’s homes while negotia-
tions proceeded.

This was agreed, but NALGO
received further demands that
NALGO members would not be
disciplined for breaking industrial
action and that NUPE, which
has consistently scabbed on
NALGOaction,begiven a seat on
the negotiating table.

Wednesday October 26, even-
ing, the offer was withdrawn.

Retreated
Thursday 27 October, children

in the Hollies residential home
were seen to be removed by man-
agement scabs. Management
retreated to their office and a
stone was thrown through their
window by one ofthechildren in
care.

Within half an hour of this
incident, eight van loads of
instant response unit police, the
new SPG, arrived on the scene
and forcibly removed the kids and
their possessions, leaving the
Hollies wrecked.

Further vandalism by manage-
ment rendered the whole building
uninhabitable. It is not certain
what happened to the kids but
several were taken into custody at
Bexley police station.

Two of the girls allege that
they werestrip-searched by police
in the absence of a responsible
adult. 13 of the kids escaped from
the clutches of the police and
went missing for two days. The
Hollies has now effectively closed
down. This preempts council pro-posais for the hometo be closed
some time in the future.

Enquiry
Southwark NALGO is now

demanding an independent
inquiry into events at the Hollies.
Given that Southwark’smanifesto
clearly opposes the use of the
SPG, it has demanded that the
council’s police committee meet
NALGO representatives to look
into thismatter.

A special branch meeting on
Tuesday resolved to step up the
action. This will include borough
wide bans on overtime, no cover

 
for unfilled posts, no working
with agency staff, no use of cars
on council business and no
contact with councillorsor MPs.

There will be no library fines
collected, social services duty 

doorbypost!i
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phones and reception will not
operate, unsocial hours will not
be worked by council employees,
and councillors will not receive
their attendance allowances.

The branch further resolved to
hold a one-day walk-out on
November 9 culminating in a masslobby of Labour Group thateven-
ing.

In the event of any NALGO
member being suspended, it was
agreed that all members will
immediately walk out for 24
hours, during which time a meet-
ing will be held to decide on
further action. All sections will
hold urgent meetings to decide
how best to increase their
pressure on the council to settle
the long-outstanding claim of the
residential social workers.
In Bury, where residential work-
ers had been locked out of three
children’s homes, and the children
distributed across a wide spread
of local towns, a provisional
agreement has been reached to
reopen the closed facilities and
return 27 children.

50 local strikers have also been
reinstated by management, while
the national dispute continues.

IN Glasgow, 11 POEU members
at the Baird GSC have been
called out on strike as part of the
struggle against privatisation.
Baird is a major exchange for the
Glasgow area, and the strike has
halted work on trunk mainten-
ance, creating a backlog oftraffic
through the exchange.

Other members in Baird are
working to rule and refusing to
touch equipment normally
workedbythestrikers.

~ One non-union member, has
been used by management in an
effort to break the strike, but
with little success, and his future
work has been “blacked”: by the
union.

Local response to the collec-
tion of the second levy to support
the union’s strike fund has met a
willing response from the mem-
bership.
 
LAST week’s article on Ben
Tillett was wrongly credited. It
was written by John Mcllroy,not
Noel Hibbert. Apologies to both
of them.
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SOME350 people demonstrated
through the East End of Glas-
gow on Saturday 5 Novemberin
support of the sacked Carousel
strikers, now in the sixteenth
week of their fight for union
recognition, reinstatement and
betterworkingconditions.

The demonstration — thefirst
labour movement demonstra-
tion to beheldin theEast End of
Glasgow for nearly 40 years —

had been called by the strikers
in conjunction with the TGWU
(the union which they joined)
and had been built for with the
distribution of 40,000 leaflets
‘and the flyposting of nearly
2,000 posters.

Banners
Led by the Monktonhall

miners’ pipe band and then the
Carousel strikers themselves,
the march had contingents
behind seven union banners,
twojoint shop stewards commit-
tee banners, the Glasgow
Trades Councilbanner, and also
five Labour Party banners,
mostly from local branches and
CLPs.

:At the closing rally the union
speakers and local Labour MP
called for support for the strike,
both financially and on the
weekly mass pickets: Carousel,
it was said, exemplified
Thatcherite Britain: rock bottom
wages, lousy working condi-
tions, attacks on trade union
rights, and instant dismissal for
fightingback.

David Marshall, the local MP,
pledged to get an early day
motion in the Commons this
Tuesdayrelatingthe situation at
Carousel to the latest round of
Tory anti-union legislation,
beingdiscussed thatday.

The demonstration was a lot
smaller than might have been
legitimatelyexpected, given the
publicity it had_received
throughout the union and
Labour Party branches, and also
the support merited by the
Carousel workers after 16 weeks
on strike.

Deadlock
And, in itself, the demon-

stration could not of course
answerthebasic problems con-
fronting the strike: how to break
out of the present deadlock and
find a lever whereby. the neces-
sary pressure can be exerted on
thefactoryownerto force him to
backdown.

Even so, the staging of the
demonstrationwas an important
and welcome step forward in
maintaining support for the
strikers, and must be followed
up by implementing the call
made at the closing rally for
people to join the mass pickets
and renewed efforts to build
financialsupport.

Conference

Nov 11
*National Conference of

Rank and File Residential Social
Workers, called by Nottingham-
shire Branch Action Committee,
Queen’s Walk Community Centre,
starting at 10.30 am on Friday 11
November. Contact Nottingham
810405 for details.

oteia -

Nottingham.
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The threatenedScott Lithgowyard: SNC negotiators came away with a “deal” thatdoes nothingtolift threatsof closure or redundancy

Throw out SNC’
shipyard sellout bid

>

ON WEDNESDAY, Novem-
ber 2, two members of the
Shipbuilding Negotiating
Committee met with British
Shipbuilders management in
an attempt to avert any
action being taken by Ship-
yard workers in support of
their pay claim and against
enforced redundancy.

The meeting was held at Ben-
ton House, BS’s headquarters in
Newcastle, and was lobbied by
over 2,000 shipyard workers
from the Tyne, Scotland, and
Birkenhead.

The message from_those
demonstrating was as loud and
clear as it had been outside the
lay delegates conference on Oc-
tober 28.

Placards proclaimed ‘No Job
Losses’, ‘No Back-downs’, ‘Save
Our Shipyards’. Those lobbying
called for Jim Murray, Chair of
the SNC, to come out andlisten
to what they had to say, but he
refused, as did Alex Ferry, Secre-
tary of the SNC.

Inside Benton House, despite
having about 29 members of the
SNC present, including lay dele-
gates from the yards, Jim Murray
and Alex Ferry went into the
negotiations with British Ship-

   a |
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By Lol
Duffy

builders on their own, reporting
back to the rest of the SNC
occasionally.

‘Survival Plan’
Throughout the 13 hours of

‘talks’, Murray and Ferry kept
coming out with offers of cash
if the yards accepted British
Shipbuilders Survival Plan, which
came out of the October 4 nego-
tiations and was rejected by the
yards.

The final offer to come out
was £7 to be paid to those work-
ers who complied with national/-
local productivity/survival pack-
ages, to be worked out by Murr-
ay, Ferry, and British Shipbuil-
ders at a meeting on Wednesday,
November9.

It is proposed that if agree-
mentis gained in all the yards by
December 15, then the £7 will be
paid backdated to September.

If any group of workers does
not come up with the agreed
standards of flexibility/producti-
vity, then British Shipbuilders
have the right to stop the £7
being paid.

Insult
All of the lay delegates present

supported this deal as being the
best thatcould be achieved. Not
once during negotiations were
British Shipbuilders told that the
redundancy and closure notices
could be withdrawn.

This offer is seen as an insult,
and reaction from the Tyne and
Merseyside is that the SNC is
trying to sell us out again despite
their bluff and bluster about
action. Thewritten reports about
what went on between Murray,
Ferry and British Shipbuilders
should be in the yards by Wed-
nesday, November 9 and thatis
when most stewards meetings will

what is going on, and that the
SNCis out of touch with the feel-
ings in the yards.

There will be stewards who
will try to sell the deal to their
members, the loudest amongst
them being on the Clyde. Some
of those stewards think they are
being clever by taking the money
with any strings attached, and
saying they will ignore the agree-
ments in the end. How many
times have we heard this in Bri-
tish Shipbuilders, yet 30,000
jobs have gonesince nationalisa-
tion, and our standardsofliving
have dropped lower and lower.

For those clever stewards the
strings will soon become a noose.
There is only one way to answer
British Shipbuilders and that is by
sticking out for abasic rate in-
crease across the board and re-
sisting the threatof redundancies,
and closures, by united action, in
striking and occupying all the
yards as agreed by mass meetings
earlier this year.

If the SNC can’t lead us in the
fight for better wages and against
the destruction of our jobs, then
we need to elect representatives
from each of the yards who will,
and kick out Murray, Ferry and
friends.

: .

35 hours
The wage claim, lodged on

January 11 1983;,for the year
April °83 toApril?84,by the SNC
goes part df the wayto pointing.
out howwecan rekist job cits by
demanding a 35 hour week-with-
out loss of pay and longer holi-
days. Moa

Reduction
week, and sharing out the work
available in the yards withoutloss
of jobs or pay are essential de-
mandsin the fight against redun-
dancy. In some yards some
people work nearly double their
normal working week in overtime
in an attempt to take home a
fairly decent pay packet. That is
a pointer to the type of wagerise
that is necessary.

There are 9,000 jobs at risk,
and the SNC has decided to sit
back and wait for them to go.

We can not afford to do that.
Shipyard workes have got to de-
manda recall of the lay delegates

of the ‘working °

that conference to represent the
feelings in the yards and not the
boot-lickingattitudes of theSNC.

We have the strength in the
yards to fight back and win, pro-
vided wecut off the attempts by
the SNC to split us. If British
Shipbuilders and their friends in
the SNC get their way this year,
you can bet that the 9,000 redun-
dancies due before March 1984
will be nothing compared with
whatis to follow. .

Offensive
BS will go on the offensive

against the unions, wages, condi-
tions and working practices.
They will push ahead with their
plans to privatize the profitable
sections.

The timefor bluff has come to
an end. The workers in British
Shipbuilders did not create the
crisis and they should not be the
ones who payforit.

Graham Day, British Ship-
builders recently:appointed Chair-
man, on £80,000 a year, plus a
performance bonus, is very plea-
sed withthe SNC’s response to his
offer, and so he should be.

If this deal is accepted he will
have a free hand to do a Michael
Edwardes on British Shipbuilders
workers.

 Industrialdigest 
  
A 1,200-strong mass meeting of
production workers at Miche-
lin’s Stoke-on-Trentplant voted
at the weekendto reject an ulti-
matum toaccept seven-dayshift
working. The scheme, suppor-
ted by local and national TG@WU
officials including the works
convenor, is similar to the one
that management tried’ to
imposein thesummerprovoking
a monthlongstrike.

eR RK

A profit-sharing bonus scheme,
unprecedented in any national-
ised industry, is being intro-
duced by British Airwaysfor all
its UK staff. Its purpose is to
hold down wage settlements,
and to boost ‘motivation’ and
productivity.

EES

A decision made after negotia-
tions between Sir Rex Hunt
(CivilCommissionerof the Falk-
lands) and the Department of
the Environment is causing a
row amongst Falklands labour
leaders. No local labour is to be
used in the construction of the
$215 million airport near Port
Stanley because of fears that
wages on the construction site
might lure islanders away from
traditional jobs. Some 1,400
UKworkers are being recruited
at themoment.'

eERESE

NUPEwona victory in the High
ourt [Tuesday November 1] on
behalf of 4,800 kitchen staff
employed by Hertfordshire
County Council, who had
imposed ‘unlawfully’, wage
reductions last March, unilater-
ally amending employment
contracts.

This meansthatin some cases
as much as 20% cuts in wages
willhave to be paid back by the
council.

REE

Two next steps that the Tories
are looking at to follow their
current anti-unionbillare limit-
ing theright to strike in ‘‘essen-
tial services’? and American-
style laws to make agreements
between unions and employers
legallybinding.

ROR RK

Refuting the Tories’ rigged
statistics and lying proejctions,
a forecast made by the deputy
president of the CBI: suggests
that unemployment in manufac-
turing industries would rise
throughout next year by around
13,000 a month.

psseeeeeeeee

§Tojoin oraffiliate,write. to Chris Richardson, 21
gDevonshire Promenade, Lenton, Nottingham NG7
g2DS. £5 for individuals, or for affiliated organisa
tions, per 1,000 members.£2 for low-wagedindivi-
gduals. £1 for unwaged. Add 50p if you want the
special issue of Gay Socialist.
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Shipyards sell-out,
BL purge - see
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Injunction against POEU

CHALLENGE:
TO UNIONS
THE chips are down for the
leadership of the Post Office
Engineering Union, following
the Appeal Court injunction
giving them 48 hours to call
off their “blacking” of the
private Mercury Communica-
tions networkandits backers.

The unanimous judgement
by the three judges was han-
ded down by Sir John
Donaldson, formerly the
judge who presided over
Edward Heath’s hated Indus-
trial Relations Court in the
early 1970s.

It will almost certainly be
followed up by management
moves to sack 49 POEU
members who have been sus-
pended for refusing to ‘cross
picket lines and scab on the
hinion’s selective action.

By Harry
Sloan

In any event, the legal
ruling means that the union
must choose between effec-
tively abandoningits struggle
against Mercury —* the
tangible expression of its
struggle against Tory privatis-
ation of British Telecom — or
defying the injunction.

To do so would place the
union’s leadership in con-
tempt of court — and solici-
tors have warned that this
could mean heavy fines,

personal bankruptcyorjailing
of officers and executive
members of the union, or
seizure of POEU assets.

The judgement was
announced while the POEU’s
recalled conference was in
session in Blackpool. No
decision on whetheror not to
defy the injunction has been
taken as wegoto press.

But if the union does vote
to grasp the nettle and con-
front the vicious Tory anti-
union laws that aim tostifle
their struggle and other
struggles against privatisation,
cuts and closures, it will be
essential to abandon the
“selective action’ strategy
which has operated so far,
and to prepare the member-
ship for an all-outstrike.

Only from suchafighting

Why Syria wants
to crush the PLO

WHENwehave finished with
Arafat, the Syrians will try to
finish with us,’ Abu Musa is
reported to have said. At
present his troops, backed by
Syrian armsandSyrian soldiers,
stand ready to attack Yassir
Arafat’s last strongholds in
the north Lebanese city of
Tripoli.

If Abu- Musa’s forces, who
broke away from Fatah, the
main organisation of the Pales-
tine Liberation Organisation,
some months ago, crush the
resistance of the Arafat-Fatah
loyalists, they will be altering
the political map of the Middle
East.

For nearly twenty years after
the establishment, of the state
of Israel, in 1948 the Palestinian
people seemed completely dis-
orientated by their defeat.
The world that the victory
of Zionism had revealed to them
negatedall theold certainties.

In 1965 Al Fatah began its
first militaryoperation. This did
not open a new era in which
Israel was threatened by a
dangérousmilitaryoponent.

Butit did signal the beginning
of an era in which a defeated

By Andrew Hornung 
and disonentated people found
theiridentityagain.It also signalled the openingof an era in which that people,the Palestinains, would repre-sent not only their own national
cause, but the cause of radical
Arabnationalismas a whole.

In thissense, the Palestinians

becamea bigger threat to Arab
reaction in the states bordering -

Israel that they were in a mili-
tary sense to theZioniststate.

The Arab League tried
imposing a thoroughly reaction-
ary leadership on the Pales-
tinians, but, following the
shattering defeat of 1967 in
theJune War, thePLO threwoff
this restraint and organised
themselvesin a militantpolitical
front.

Yassir Arafat led this front
and its principal component,
Fatah, from the beginning.
From the beginning there were
signs of a personality cult
around Arafat, and gradually
he built around himself a
hand-picked band who never
challenged his political au-
thority.

After the 1974 Rabat Con-
ference, which conferred on
the PLO thesole right to repre-
sent the Palestinian people,
Arafat’s authority grew enor-
mously.

The diplomatic successes
which followed — appearing
at theUN,withthe Pope, etc. —

Continued on page 14

stance can the POEU hopeto
summon the necessary sup-
port from other unionsin the
public andprivate sectors.

Every union branch,trades
council and Labour Party
must place the POEUstruggle
and the fight for solidarity at
the top of their agenda. Reso-
lutions urging the POEU to
follow the recent example of
the NUJ National Executive,
defy the. injunction and step
up the fight should be forwar-
ded to local POEU branches
and POEU national head-
quarters, together with
pledges. of practical and
industrial support.

Behind Mercury — chaired
by Michael Edwardes — and
the Appeal Court ruling
stands a Tory government
hell-bent on smashing the
strength of the trade union
movement.

It is up to POEU mili-
tants and their fellow trade
unionists and socialists to
meet this challenge head-on.

Let’s hope the
race
MonthlyFund

§ SWALLOWINGour disappointment that the Fund column has
again been denied the whole back page, westill bring you a
wealth of informationin our few column-inches.

As our Xmas/New Year Fund Drive gets underway, we
print a ‘“‘League Table” of groups who have contributed so far.

Brent supporters have clearly taken it upon themselves to
§) define the character of this quarter’s fund drive. Determined

to make this a one-horse race, they have roared up the chart
like a lion.

Can anyone dislodge these animal lovers? Veteran tipster
and one-time pigeon breederB quietly favouring Islington to
month.“Igo for form, myself,” the loveable octogenarian told
the Fund Column’s research assistant: “Islington have had
some problemsrecently, but with their planned jumblesale,
I'd put a fiver on now, while theodds are good.”

True to form, Spilling evaded our researcher’s questioning
as to who was to providethesaid fiver.

Will he be proved right? Or is there a “darkhorse” waiting
in the wings to take over? Only time will tell. Watch this space.And while watching, send donations to: 214 Sickert Court,
Essex Road, London N1 2SY.
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is on!
GROUP % achieved '

Brent 49%
Cardiff 13%
Sheffield 13%
Huil 12%
Leeds 12%
Southwark 9%
SE London 8%
Tower Hamlets 7%
Halifax 6%
Coventry 1%

Groups yet to score: Basingstoke,
Birmingham, Bristol, Chelmsford,
Durham, Edinburgh, Glasgow,
Harrogate, Huddersfield, Leices-
ter, Leigh, Liverpool, Manchester,
Middlesbrough, Northampton,
Nottingham, Oxford, Rochdale,
Stockport, Stoke, Wallasey,York,
Camden, Hackney, Haringey,
Hounstow,Islington, Putney.

Thanks this week to: Dai and
Sarah Stephens, for a donation of
£100; Tony Biles, £5.80; Carol
Hobbs, £5; Brent supporters,£5.50; Halifax supporters, from
extra sales, 85p; and Francis
Lawn, 50p on top of paper
money; Southwark supporters,
£2.50; Total this week: £120.15.
£327.34 (11%) raised:so far.

Patrick Spilling is known to be
take the lead by the end of the
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