
 

Vaca Jeeam CUSSEDBREAK
THESE
LAWS

BLACK WEDNESDAY -— the day the TUC betrayed the
NGAand threw in the towel on the fight against Tory anti-
union legislation. That’s how Wednesday December 14 1983
will go down in the history of the labour movement.

By 29 votes to 21 the TUC General Council decided to ‘refer back’
— that is, throw out — the recommendation of the employment and
policy committee to support the NGA.Instead the TUCis to set up aspecial commission to examine the NGA-Shah dispute.

The gutless, crawling, self-abasing policy of King Rat Len Murray
dominated the councils of the official British labour movement.
Instead of fighting back by every meansnecessary against naked class
legislation, the TUC has decided to keep within the law.

“Don’t break the law” is the catchphrase of the TUC right wing.Some have hypocritically offered the NGA ‘support’ — only insofar as
the NGAcarries out ‘lawful functions’.

But under the Prior and Tebbit Acts, ‘normal’ trade unionism is
unlawful! The NGA, POEU, NUJ and SOGAThavealready discovered

~ this — to their cost. You cannot defend the NGAorwageanyseriousfight without breaking some aspect of these laws. Jn the Stockportdispute, even writing letters to advertisers notifying them ofan NGA
sirike was ruled unlawful! So swingeing are the laws that even High
Court judges on the current NUJ case were plainly amazed at their
scope.

But under the Prior and Tebbit Acts, ‘normal’ trade unionism is
unlawful! The NGA, POEU, NUJ and SOGAT havealready discovered
this — to their cost. You cannot defend the NGAor wage anyserious
fight without breaking some aspect of these laws. Jn the Stockport
dispute, even writing letters to advertisers notifying them ofan NGA
strike was ruled unlawful! So swingeing are the laws that even High
Court judges on the current NUJ case were plainly amazed at their
scope.

So when they say “don’t break the law”, the TUC right wing are
in fact helping to break the NGA — and, by implication, any other
unions which falls foul of the Tory legal straitjacket.

Since the June election they have abandonedanythoughtoffight-
ing employers or government: they have madeclear their ‘reluctant
acquiescence’ not only to the Prior and Tebbit Acts, but to the third
anti-union Bill, now before Parliament. They want to talk to the
Tories — and their entry ticket to the talks must be bought at the
expense oftrade unionism itself.

Contrary to Murray’s view, unions are not an apparatus ofpin-
striped officials and office buildings. Solidarnosc in Poland, Black un-
ions in South Africa,and the early British unions — which all emerged
in defiance of anti-union laws — all developedas fully-fledgedunions
before any such bureaucratic structures and execrescences like Murray
emerged. Unions are fighting organisations of the working class: if
not, theyare nothing.

For rank and filemembers. the TUC unionsare far more threaten-

1972: mass strike actionfreed jailedPentonvilledockers and broke Tory laws

ed by the upholding of Tory laws than they are by the sequestration
of union funds.

Think. If it came to the end of the line, and everything the NGA
nationally possesses had been seized, but the union — as a body of
workers — continued to defy the courts, then what could the Tories
do? Jail every official, every FoC,every striker? Jail the whole union?

No! Long before that, a stand by the NGA would have brought
home the issues to whole layers of workers who would — as in 1972,
against the jailing of the dockers in Pentonville — push aside the
worms who poseasleaders, and take action to defend therights their
forebears fought so hard to win.

Instead, isolated, daunted by TUC sabotage, the NGA leaders have
retreated, first to a meagre 24 hourstrike call, and now even retracted
that. Their retreats have made matters worse — and helped Murray.

It is late, but still not too late to avert a disaster. By reviving the
mass picketing, in conjunction with all-out strike action, the NGA
could even nowcall on those TUClefts who have given verbal support
to turn their words into practice in the form of industrial action.neappeal over the heads of the right wing leaders to the rank
and file.

The demand must be for an initial 24-hour general strike: the
focus must be concertedactionto smashthislegislation.Let’s see those who wouldactas the Tories’ stool pigeons elbowed
aside by those whoare prepared to fight! Break these laws — before
they break our unions!

LAURENCESPARHAM
(IFL)
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AME
Stop these
obscene talks!

“QUESTIONED about the impact the [NGA] dispute could have on
the TUC’s tentative relations with the government, Mr Murray
explained that it had no influenceat all and the TUCwould continue to
see government ministers about economic matters, pensions and the
political levy.”

You'd hardly credit it, would you? The state has taken over the
NGA’s assets and fined the union half a million pounds and the man
most people see as the leader of the British trade union movement
blandiy intones that it will have no infiuenceat all on relations between
thatstate and the trade unions.

:But Murray is not only ta/king about talks with the government.
Whilst thousands of NGA membersfight back against sequestration,
whilst hundreds of ordinary trade unionists have been struggling against
Her Majesty’s police on the picket lines at Warrington, whilst members
of SOGAT and the NUJ are being attacked by Her Majesty's judges,
whilst more and more employers get ready to use the law against other
unions, whilst the governmentsteers its phase 3 trade unionlegislation
through Parliament -— what is Len Murray doing?

Organising to help the NGA? Organising to help the NUJ? Organis-
ing to help SOGAT?Losing sleep to travel to the picket lines? Doing
what you pay him to do?

-Not on your life! When he is not sabotaging the NGA’sfight, as he
did this Tuesday, 14th, with his public denunciation of attempts to line
up the TUC behind the NGA, Legless Len is sitting down, cheek by
jowl, with the employers and the government, the same people who are
directly attackinghis members.

On Wednesday December 8, Len Murray and Moss Evans attended a
meeting of the National Economic Development Council and agreed
to further discussions which, according to the Guardian,“will represent
the first tentative steps towardstripartism since Mrs Thatcher’s election
victory in 1979".

The Guardian went on to note ‘Mr Cassels (Director-General of
NEDC) said there was a new spirit and a resolution to hammer out
compromise where there would not have been compromise before.

The Financial Times reported: ‘‘The spirit of cooperation ‘at the
meeting produced a bilateral initiative. Mr Moss Evans, the left wing
general secretary of the TGWU called for more top-level contact
between unions and employers. Mr Murray said he thought it possible
that the TUC and CBi might put joint papers to the meetings next
ear.”Y

The meeting was to discuss a Treasury Paper called ‘‘Wherewill the
new jobs be?’’ No they won't just be in Japan and Germanyand,if the
legal attack continues, in the courts and Her Majesty’s prisons. Some,
the governmentclaims, will at some unspecified point in the future be
created, but largely in the service sectors, not in the manufacturing
sector. There won't be any trade unions in thissector, the government
feels, and they don’t thinkthis is entirely a bad thing. /-

Murray and Evans went along to the meeting to argue that there
should be at least a few trade unions andthatthere should beat least a
few new jobs created in manufacturing industry. -

Before the meeting, Murray announced that unless the government
changed its policies there would be five million unemployed by 1990.
He seemed to thinkthey might care about that!

But at the meeting and at future meetings, the Guardian reports,

mental disagreements are known to exist. This means that there will be
no discussion of overall government economic policy as the TUCargue
that reflation is needed fo stimulate jobs.””

That is ‘the central point. Murray was not only betrayingthe NGA,
and all trade unionists being battered by this government, when he
attended these talks. in terms of trying to change Tory policies he was
wasting his time.

But his attendance was very useful for Thatcher,
Lawson.

It gives people thenotion that something is being done.It distracts
attention from the fact that nothing is being done to reduce unemploy-
ment now by focussing on future panaceas and cosmetics like the
YTS.

It gives legitimacy to Tory policies.
Tories are.

It’s got to stop, and it’s got to stop now!
Stop talking to the Toriesabout what they are or are not going to

do regardiess of what the trade unions may say. Start organising to get
rid of them.

The talks with King over the new Trade UnionBill are an obscenity
while the last one is being used to smash up trade unions. The TUC
presence on the NEDCis an obscenity whilst the government uses mass
amernployment as a weapon to discipline the working class and actively
cormecers cuts in unemployment benefit to force the youth onto YTS

Tebbit and

It shows how reasonable the

Glasgow mass
picket openly ditched by the TGWU,

doing little apart from loaning

of July for union recog-
,
restatement and better

on thisdispute.

Guardian, December3.

. all sides have agreed not to discuss specific issues on which funda-
.

The strike has been all but
the union which the strikers
joined before their dismissal.Though the strike is still official Jandthe strikers receiving union
strike pay, local officials are

must step up pressure on their
own officials to stop themratting

 
 
 
  
    
 
 
  
  
 
  
  
 
 
  
 
  
  
 
  
 
  
  
  
  
  
 
  
  
   

    
    
  
  
  
  
    
    
    
    
    
    
  
  

   

A MASS picket is being held on them the rather dilapidated
20 December at the Carousel TGWU Scottish Regional .factory in Giasgow’s East End. banner.

The shop floor workers there As well as helping on the a
ave been on strike since the picket line, TGWU members

ones!

TUC right wing’s trail of betrayal
What makes Murray run?
THE VICIOUS attack by Len
Murray upon the limited but
important show of support for
the NGA by Monday’s meeting
of theTUC Economic Committee
should comeasno surprise.

Asfar back as October 19 the
TUC’s Economic Committeedis-
cussed the first
granted to Selim Shah — one
banning the NGA from writing
to Shah’s advertisers urging
them not to patronise his
papers; the other against secon-
dary picketing of Shah’s Bury
and Warringtonplants. The first
injunction was granted under
Tebbit’s 1982 Act, the second
undertheearlier 1980 Prior Act.

The TUC decided to give
limited, legal, and therefore
verbal, ‘‘support’’ to the NGA
— but to call on the union to end
its masspicketing.

This stance has been main-
tained as the threat to the very
essenceof trade union solidarity
action has becomecrystalclear.

On Monday November 28,
following the two-day Fleet
Street stoppage by NGA mem-"
bers, the TUC Economic Com-
mittee met: thousandsof print-
workers had beenlocked out by
management, and the News-
paper Publishers’ Association
had made it clear they would
seek damagesof up to £3 million
from the NGA: but TUC leaders
decidedto put off any decision.

Right wingers grouped
around Len Murray, including
CPSAleader Alastair Graham,
GMBU leader David Basnett,
Gerry Russell (AUEW), Eric
Hammond (EETPU), Bill
Whatley (USDAW) and Roy
Grantham (APEX),had madeit
clear that they favoured with-
holding any support at all from
the NGAso long as it remained
“outside thelaw.’’ This wasalso
the view argued on television by
Bill Sirs (steelworkers) and
Terry Duffy.

But conspicuous among the
silences has been that of the
leadership of SOGAT ’82, the
other big print union, itself
facing High Court injunctions
from Labour Party member and
millionaire Robert Maxwell’s
publishing firm BPCC.

SOGAT leader Bill Keys
chairs the TUC Employment
Committee: but his own union
has made no public offer of
assistance orsolidarity with the
NGA, and Keys himself has

injunctions. 
 

JOHN
HARRIS

By Harry
Sloan

Murray
simply stated that the NGA
would receive support ‘‘fromthe
TUC”’.

After staving off a decision on
the Monday, the TUC inner
circle came: out on Tuesday
night with a unanimous mealy-
mouthed statement which
amounted to a stab in the back
for theNGA.

Amid vaguecalls for affiliated
unions to ‘‘support’’ the NGA,
it pledged TUCfinancialsupport
“‘so that the NGA could carry
outits lawful functionson behalf
of its members.”’

This carefully chosen formula
was a deliberate blow against
the mass picketing, the sym-
pathy strikes, and the defiance
of the injunctions — all of which
are obviouslyagainst Tory law.

Indeed, the TUC wordingis a
carbon copyof the initial appeal
court ruling by Sir John Donald-
son that not all the NGA’s
assets should be sequestered at
first — but thatthe union should
be allowed to retain sufficient
money to ‘maintain its lawful
functions’.

The next day the High Court
ordered the seizure of the entire
assets of theNGA.

Seven national newspapers
were also granted injunctions
barring the NGA from any .

further walkouts along the lines
of theprevious week.

Tony Dubbins of the NGA
pointed out that:

“If the print unions are
defeated, the whole trade union
movement is, too. If we can’t
defeat this legislation, nobody
else can.

“If we pay, employer after
employer will be coming to the
courts to make sure we are
impotentin every dispute.”’

True enough — but this has
long ago been accepted by the
TUCleaders, who aboveall wish
to maintain their new ‘‘realis-
tic’’ relationship with the Tory
government, and in particular
the talks with current anti-union
boss Tom King.

Accordingly the statement
drawn up for the TUC General
Council meeting on Friday
December2 wasvetted by legal
advisors.

An explicit NGA appeal for
the TUC to call on affiliated
unions to mobilise for the mass
pickets was rejected out of hand

“
— in the event, the NGA was
forced to send out its own
appeal.

The High Court was becoming
ever more arrogant. NGA audi-
tors were ordered to disclose
the whereabouts of union assets
and told “‘It is quite irrelevant
whethertheofficers do or do not
consent.”’

:The NUJ, too, was brought
into the dock for its struggle
with Dimbleby papers. As the
NGAassets froze, so it became
impossible to pay wages and
salaries to union staff, or pen-
sions and otherbenefitsto union
members.

Plainly the hidden hand of
TUC arm-twisters can be seen
behindthecrazy NGAinitiative
for a ‘‘truce’’ on Friday Decem-
ber 2.

Pickets were called off for.
seven days in Warrington while
an improbable deal was sear-
ched for with Shah. The court
played ball, and a delighted
TUC General Council met for a
mere 20 minutes that evening,
endorsing the statement and
convinced they had bludgeoned
theNGAinto a climbdown.

Norman Tebbit, questioned
that night on the ‘‘truce’’,
declared that he detected the
good sense of theTUC.

NGAleaders, however, would
not openly attacktheTUCrole in
thedispute. Tony Dubbinseffec-
tively withdrew from critical
statements about the TUC,
claiming that he had referred

  

only to Duffy and Graham who
publicly opposed the NGA
action.

There is no doubt that TUC
sabotage has combinedwith the
natural conservatism and
narrowness of the NGA leader-
ship to produce a succession of
disastrous retreats that have
encouraged the employers and
emboldenedthecourts to inflict
Friday’s astronomical £525,000
fine.

The statements of support
- from a number of individual

unions — seldom backed up by
anyofficiallyorganised action —

havenot beensufficient to coun-
teract the organised, systematic
and ruthless sabotage by the

.

TUCright wing. .

But while doing their best to
isolate and ditch the NGA, TUC
leaders have continued to trek
meekly into their discussions
with King and seek even to
extend their links ‘with the
Tory government.

Last Wednesday saw TUC
leaders sit down withCBI bosses
and Chancellor Lawson in a
routine meeting of the National
Economic Development Council
meeting — and agree to set up a
new tripartite committee on
unemployment.

The committee signifies
nothing more or less than the
TUC’s servile attitude to the
Tories.

It is plain that in their confi-
dential. backroom chats with
King, Murray and Keys, the
TUC’s chosen delegates, have
been told quite bluntly that
further collaboration could
depend upon them delivering
the NGA’s head on a plate as a
token of goodwill.

Murray’s fury at being
partially cheated of this by the
Economic Committee meeting’s
9-7 vote to back the one-day
national NGA strike call is an
indication of how far he now
sees his role as a policeman for
theTories.

If Murray and his pals get
their way in the GeneralCouncil
meetingtaking place as we go to
press, we can besure that the
betrayal of the NGA will be
merely a bitter foretaste of the
treachery to come from the
present TUC leadership. It is
upon such leadersin theworkers
movement that the Tories pin
theirhopesof furthervictoriesin
1984,

 

Averysevere wigging
SCORES of extra police have
been drafted into London to try
to stop a repeat of ghastly scenes
outside the TUC headquarters
which shocked the nation.

Thousands of lawyers gathered
outside the building, for what
theycalled a peaceful protest. But
when they saw a union member,
Joe Wade, leave the building by a
back door. several dozen hurled
themselves at his vehicle and tried

$ rits on him. As he tried
4). one of the lawyers

y ihe van.
Afierwards angry solicitors

and barristers complained that
their traditional right to serve
writs had been hampered by
Wade’saction.

They have vowedto return in
greater numbers this.week to stop
him leaving.

Police said that peaceful writ-
serving only was to be allowed
and no more than six lawyers at
any one time would be permitted
to carry away the NGA’sassets.

Lawyers, wWhio operate the

  

most powerful closed shop in the
country, are expected to returna next week in far greater numbers.

Yesterday, as the NGA Execu-a tive tried to leave the TUC,il lawyers hurled writs, issued
injunctions and onc manin front

 Press
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Rail Gang
 

By Patrick“Spilling
of me wasseverely subpoenaed by
a barrister.

Some of the lawyers had
clearly come preparedfor trouble,
wearing wigs and carrying brief-
cases. Police set up road blocks
near Lincoin’s Inn Field and
several chambers of lawyers were
turned back and prevented from
reaching the area around TUC
headquarters. But dozens broke
through the cordons and hurled
Latin abuse at the NGA members
as they tried to go about their
lawful business.

The lawyers are thought to
belong to an ultra-militant and
shadowy body, the Law Society,
and are organised in chambers and
Inns of Court.

Today the row spread to
Parliament where several lawyers
haveinfiltratedboth the Tory and
Labour benches.

One MP whoprotested against

excessive and blatant use of law
was hurled from the Chamber ‘by
the Sergeant-at-Arms, stronglyjuspected of being a fellow-travel-
er.

The Lord Chief Justice this
weeksaid he would notrest until
his ruthless supporters had extrac-
ted every last penny from the
NGAandotherunions.

Last minute negotiations
broke down last night, dashinghopes that the dangerous consti-
tutional crisis would be avoided.

The TUC’s Organisation and
Employment. Committee met
through the night at ACAS but
they were unable to agree on a
form of words which would
satisfy the boss at the centre of
the dispute, Mr Eddie Murray.

Mr Murray afterwards issued a
statement saying he would never
recognise the right of any union
to take industrial action in any

circumstances.
“Yam defending the right of

ordinary trade unionists to have
their unions, assets and leaders
taken away from them,” he
declared.

After the final breakdown of
talks, nothing stands between the
NGAandthe hordes of gangsters
in pin-stripes who have come to
seize their money and who have ©

brought such terror into the
hearts of ordinary, peaceable
passers-by.

The Metropolitan Commis-
sioner of Police was ashen-faced
last night. “I can’t see how we
can stop them. We’ve faced dock-
ers, miners and the women atGreenham Common. But nothing
can match the blood-curdling
terror inspired by these lawyers.This is the end.”

Early today a lone figure was
seen staggering from a building in
Bedford. He was bleeding from
every orifice and barelyrecog-nisable as the trade union leader
of a month ago. :

He peered around him like a
man expecting a fresh attack af
any time and then fell to the
toad. His lips made a last effort
to speak. “Calling trade unionsolidarity. Hello.~ Is anybodythere? Is anybody there?”
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35,000 at

Those wome
have done;

Greenham

it again!
FROM 11 o’clock they
started arriving. By 1 0’
clock the din they made
could have been heard in
thePentagon.

Those Greenham women had
done it again. At least 35,000
women had arrived to make
sounds at Greenham. As the
first round of noises started,
policemen andsoldiers alike put
handsto ears.

Foghorns, cymbals, saxo-
phones, kazoos, drums, whist-
les, screeching and other nois-
es poured out at a high rate of
decibels.

This was a ‘retaliation’. For
many months at night both the
army and the police have
disturbedthe women by revving
up engines, shouting or throw-
ing stones at tents, attempting
to wreck us and demoralise the
camp.Fortunately someone has
now boughta loadof earplugs!

Visibly shocked
Asthenoise rippled round the

perimeter from the mouths and
hands of 35,000 women, many
soldiers were visiblyshocked.

Meanwhile,back in the forest
between Orange and Main
gates, next to the silos, some of
us wereplotting...

At 3 o'clock prompt the third
round of noises sounded, and
from the forest appeared a bat-
talion of women with wirecut-
ters. (Thanks to a ‘Poison Girls’
benefit gig which sent 90 pairs,
supplies of wirecutters had been
increased). As some of us cut,
others held off the police and
pulled at thefence.

In five minutes a section of
fence was down. So we pulled
out a carpet, threw it over the
barbed wire, and charged up to-
wardsthesilos inside the base,

By Judith
Bonner

Somehow they couldn’t catch
me, so I had a whileto add to the
general chaos, shouting, run-
ning and charging about.

- There weren’t enough of us,
though,so underthreatof being
thrown back over the fence we
chose to make our own way out
— only to start on a section fur-
therdown.

General chaos
All along the fence similar

actions were happening. The
fence at many points was weak
and didn’t need cutting — we
just pulled it down.

At one point near Orange gate
soldiers looked on despairingly,
unableto repair the fence as 300
women pulled on it, singing,
‘There’s a hole in your fence,
dear major, dear major’.

Several times policemen’s
helmets flew in the air. ‘Why
don’t you bloody shgot them?’
said one officer as we got
throughthefence.

By 5 o’clock thescerie was one
of general chaos as the anxious
soldiers and police defended the
base.

‘Surrender, you’re surround-
ed’, shouted one woman. In-
deed theywere surrounded, but
surrendertheydidn’t.

Despite the arrival of Cruise,
Sunday’s action indicates that
Greenham willnot fade away.

The womencan still effective-
ly hinder the work of the base.
However, the sort of action we
took on Sunday has its
limitations.

There has been no major
trade union campaign in support

chased by very angry soldiers. of Greenham.¥ very angry The boycott of suppliers got
EE|no effective support either from

CNDorthetrade union leaders
COMBINED forces of Labour

and a_ rent-a-mob
Tory turnout produced a 198-
abstentions

118 defeat for Jo Richardson’s
Sex Equality Bill on its second
reading in the House of Commons
last Friday..The Bill would have
amalgamated and extended the
provisions of the Sex Discrimin-
ation and Equal Pay Acts, and in-

againstcorporated protection
anti-gay discrimination.

geese..,;
Bi Socialist Organiseris taking a

§ break over Christmas:thenext
issue willbe dated January5.
(Weneedto havearticles in bya Saturday December31 (for

fl features) or Monday January
E (for short reports). .

Last week we promised theWi third and finalpart of John
 O’Mabony’sarticleon theSinn
a Fein Ard Fheis would appear
i thisweek: but since thenwe

have received the coverage ona the anti-union laws. by John
[§ McIlroy,which we carry as a

a special pull-out-and-fold eight-
page supplementin thispaper.Bo Wefelt we had to give priorityfl to the fight against the anti-

a union laws: so apologies once
again for a furtherpostpone-a mentof Sinn Fein. and of someBi otherfeatures.

who were approached.
Yet when the campaign to

have Cruise declared illegal in
the US courts wasfirst brought
about, CND gaveit significant
help.

‘Symbolic’
This indicates how CND are

only prepared to act on the
merely ‘symbolic’ publicity
stunts coming from Greenham
— and not the proposals and

which could organiseIf effective actionto stop thebase.
i Greenham’s actions will re-

main confined to token protestsa as long as no-onéis prepared to
i organise trade union support

for Greenham.
a It is up to those of us active

in the labour movement toi organise this. Stopping the base
J at Greenham would be a major
i blow to NATO’s andtheTories’

plans for Cruise missiles. Anya effective action against Cruise
J must be organised with Green-

harm asthestarting point.
We mus 3acx the actions ata Greerham Sy cemanding the

BB sort of action the Fire Brigades
i Union have demanded of the

GMBLUat Faslane base in Scot-Mi land:that trade unionists with-@@ draw their labour at the bases,
i and that major suppliers like

Tarmacare boycotted.

#

* CaS

“There’s a holein your fence, dear major...”
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 Occupations hold up

hospital closures
By Jane Goss

ON OCTOBER 25, workers at
Hayes Cottage Hospital occupied
to prevent the scheduled closure
on October 31.

Hillingdon Health Authority
had voted to “‘temporarily”’close
the hospital in a bid to save a
paltry £53,000 in this financial
year. The closure was part of a
scheme designed to save £1
million in an effort to keep within
cash limits imposed by the Tories.

On October 26, Northwood
and Pinner Hospital, also in the
Hillingdon Health District, occu-
pied. They, too, were scheduled
to close on October 31. Manage-
ment have been reeling ever since,
fighting a rearguard action to
break the strength of the staff and
supporters.

Both hospitals are small (30
beds) cottage hospitals — which
means that the local GPs are res-
ponsible for treatment of the
patients once they are referred.
This cuts out the powerful con-
sultants who are usually obstruc-
tive to this kind of direct action
in defence of the NHS.

At both hospitals the GPs
are supporting the occupation.
Admissions have increased since
the occupations started, and the
hospitals are now nearly full.

The present round of occu-
pations in defence of hospitals
began in August with Thornton -

View in Bradford. Since then,
enthusiasm and interest in occu-
pations has grown.

Workers in Bradford helped
with advice and support to Hayes
and Northwood and now staff
from those two hospitals are
travelling around giving advice
and sharing their experience with
other hospitals which are threat-
ened under the Tories’ plans for
mass destruction of the NHS.

At Hayes, a working class area
of Hillingdon, community sup-
port has been tremendous. From
the first night of occupation
there has been a twenty-four hour
picket. .

The gate has been locked and
no administrators have been
allowed in. Most of the staff had
never even seen the administrator
“responsible” for Hayes. Within
an hour of the occupation he
turned up, demanding to be let
in to carry out his functions (to
close the hospital!). He was told
to go away. .

Despite a week of intimidation
and harassment, staff stood firm
and would not let him in. He took

 

writs against three workers but
gave up trying to serve them after
two weeks!

The strength and power of
eccupations is clearly shown in
Hillingdon. Without this kind of
action both hospitals would have
been shut six weeks ago. Patient
care in Hillingdon would have
declined and jobs would have
gone.

The workers, none of whom
had taken any militant action
before, have become politicised
overnight. With the exception of
two porters all the workers are
women, many doing part-time
jobs.

They had been ‘promised’
jobs elsewhere — but with so
many strings and conditions
attached that it was obvious the
promise meant nothing.

Theancillary staff have led the
way. They have given a strong
lead and a lot of support to the
nursing staff encouraging them to
stand up to management and
explaining to them why the occu-
pation is so necessary.

Leading role
Two of the ancillary workers

became stewards after the occup-
ation began andare nowplaying a
leading role in the new District
joint stewards committee.

Regular meetings of staff and
supporters are held in the hospital
so that everyone is kept informed
of the latest information. A well-
organised occupation headquar-
ters is based in an office in the
hospital and is staffed by suppor-
ters and staff to organise the rota,
publish leaflets, book speakers,
etc.

The response of the unions has
.

been predictable. Since the police
raids which closed St. Benedicts
and Longworth hospitals, mili-
tants in COHSE and NUPEhave
constantly pushed the bureau-
cracy in both unions into com-
mitting themselves to more
support to occupations and to a
policy of calling for strike action.
Both unions have passed .resolu-
tions on occupations at their
annual conferences.

Union officials do not like
occupations. When workers take
control of a hospital, going direct
to top managers, the press, the
doctors, and the health authority
there is little ‘negotiating’ for
trade unionofficials to do.

The very. nature of an occup-
ation threatens the cosy negoti-
ating techniques ofbureaucrats.

 

Occupations push workers to the
frontline, making vital decisions
daily. The slow rumbling union
machinery is surpassed.

The consistent pressure of
militants however has forced the
hand of the union hierarchy.
Thornton View, Hayes, and
Northwood were made official
immediately -— whereas three
years ago it took COHSE four
months to make St Mary’s,
Harrow Road,“official’’.

The local NUPE official has
been supportive and helpful. The
local COHSEofficial has hardly
been seen — but given his record
of selling out occupations, per-
haps thisis a blessing.

NUPEnational officer Roger
Poole was speaking at a local
health cuts meeting when Hayes
was occupied. The workers went
to the meeting directly after occu-
pying with the newsanda list of
demands. They insisted that
everyone should come back to the
hospital.

Poole of course pledged sup-
port but when asked about help-
ing to organise supporting strike
action he said it was “too soon”
and a “local issue’!! How easy
it is for the unions to pay the
bills, give lip service to the work-
ers fighting butstill stay a million
miles away from the kind of sup-
port which will keep occupations
from being broken — supporting
strike action.

The workers are now waiting
for a District Health Authority

Campaign
launched

ON December 12 a meeting was
held in Nottingham to establish
a campaign in support of the;
NGA’s defiance of the Tebbit,
laws. The meeting — attended by
35 local trade unionists and
unemployed — was addressed by
local members of the NUJ and
NGA.

.

It was called by Nottingham
South Constituency Labour Party
with later support from Gedling
CLP and a numberof other trade
union and Labour Party branches.

The campaign will organise
support for the NGAor any other
union confronting the courts. It
will also be campaigning for the
TUC to call a one-day general
strike.

 

 

decision. In November a vocal
lobby of the DHA which resulted
in the police evicting the public
— including two elderly GPs —

forced the Health Authority to
look again at the closures.

Public opinion is overwhelm-
ingly. against the hospitals
shutting. The local Labour group
have pledged support and have
tried to raise the issue at every
council meeting.

EMI workers are on thepicket
lines and take regular collections.
It is hard to find anyone in Hayes
who wantthehospital shut.

The occupation has already
kept the hospital open for six
weeks. It is very strong and will
only be broken now by a con-
scious decision of the District
managers to raid the hospital
using the police and private
ambulances.

The way to stop that happen-
ing is by other workers in the
district pledging that if one
patient is removed there will be
strike action which will bring the
whole district grinding to a halt.
The joint stewards commitéee dis-
cussed it at the last meeting and
will be holding meetings in the
local hospitals to raise the issue.

Bickerstaffe and Williams talk
a lot about fighting the cuts and
stopping the Tory rundownof the
NHS. If they put half as much
effort into organising and defend-
ing workers taking direct action,
then the threee occupations,
Thornton View, Hayes and North-
wood would already have
promises of supporting strike
action and the Tories’ plans for
the NHS would have begun to
crumble.

Messages of support and dona-
tions to: Hayes Cottage Hospital
Occupation, Grange Road, Hayes,
Middlesex.

BeandcEs 25p or £2 for 10 (plusa 16p postage) from ‘Mole Badges’,
a 165, Liverpool Rd., London N1, |
beseeeeneeee
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man [NternationalTEVSane
Origin of deficit with USSR

Causes of the
Polish debts
In 1975 we imported 3.5million tonnes of grain, at

present we import ten million
tonnes.The Soviet traders have,
at their disposal, tools such as

  
*The USSR signed contracts

for 1981-85 for supplying 4.1
milliontonnesof coal per annumThis is thesecond annivers- ‘o East Germany, and 3.2
 Resistance at the G shipyard after the coup

-

arousing Party consciences andrankingofficials, whose task was the Machine Industry. Hethe International Bank for Co- f the declarati f million tonnes to Czechoslo-
an a lai h to point in a direction, while the

ce ary of the declarationo; vakia. Along which road does © repeat banalities about trade claimed that our export of © point i
On, |rouble’theealso havepee martial law in Poland. The this export travel? Four re- andfriendship>

Jagielski said machines and. appliances had parPort'sDichComme Py3
1 . : : ice-Premier Jagielski sai exceeded our import from the

5 IXth 3S.
contracting party — the Polish|economic crisis which

; oading ieeeoF our gastern only one sentence: ‘Over the USSRtwice over. But why is this One thing is certain: TheMinistry of Foreign Trade and underlay therise of Solidar- last five years we did not keep_balance negative? Even at a Party must find the courage toprecisely the opposite direc-
tion. Once again, this exportenriches us by 62 kopeks for a

Maritime Economy. They do not
need to stimulate food produc-tion in their own country. Here removethecausesof thepresentcrisis, which lie within the con-

ditions of the present unfair

complementary accounts and it
would be worthwhile for the
Ministry of Foreign Trade to

Party forum one cannot hold afree discussion. My speechis anattempt to turn the attention of

nosc andits brutal repres-
sion remains unsolved.

they have an “El Dorado”, a Below wereprint the dollar'sworthofcoal. keep such ”
ivi trade exch: borderi

¢ 1
,

p such accounts. activists, who will have some- rade exchange, bordering on
mineofforeign currency where—_secondinstalmentof :

These val ha jew examples It is strange that a vice- thingto say at theCongress, in_total robbery. -
.

one doesnot haveto dirty one’s tracts fro h on
rom several hun mous premier responsible for socialist the direction necessary to find Lengthy talks with Sovietown hands —asforcli on-  ©Xtracts from a speech o concerns, up to 90% of whose.| .

: ‘

S—asJorclean con
° Ss

: integration and Comecon does _a wayout of the present situa- leaders are essential. Prepar-sciences I am notso sure. thecrisis by Marian Rajski, production we direct to the not know whetherweare losing tion ations for these talks, and theThis is what the dynamics a delegate at Gdynia’s joule area.Thecomplete list or gainingin thistrade. ,

statement about the balanceof trade with the rouble area Civic Party Conference, on facto es shipy
ail

S, _‘alrer Minister Krzak informed us Horrendous rumours circul- sheet, cannot be undertaken by
look like in terms of percen- May 16 1981 factonign” th lectroniesindwo, that, in the export of machines ate about the prices we pay for_people responsible for the situa-tages: 1966-70: 8.2% per y : ty and. ornageccs indus- +5 the USSR. the “transferable arms imported from the USSR.’ tion, from the petty Comeconannum, 1970-75: 17.0% per It is republished from a and thispredores: rouble”’ costs 44.44 zloty; but iv Without unveiling the secrecy official right up to the vice-
annum and for 1976-80: 22% per

_

Voice of Solidarnosc’, ieassure sbrodluc ionitrrow iS worse in the import of raw from these issues, and their minister. If we do not achieveannum (predicted). The increase published fortnightlyat£8 =the extr een of 11 thousand _TMaterials, where the cost of the thorough explanation, together this during the IXth Congress,in production from 1976-80
NSZZ ili a Jlars from the West “transferable rouble”’ is consid- with a parliamentary commis-. theneverythinglosesits sense.

amounted to 5.8% per annum._for six monthsfrom He on find the ans to the erably higher and exceeds the sion having access to. defence Our Party’s ranks are
The gapis visible. The growthof Solidarnosc, 314 Grays Inn Te we answe 1 fixed value of 44.44 zloty. Thus_secrets, there will be no truly dwindling. There will onlyexport exceeded the increase in Road, London WC1X 8DP question why agriculture lacks he exploded the myth about rtner-like trade relations with|remain a few hundred thousandproduction several times over. oad, . 80 thousand tools and spare pa

administrative workers, mem-
cheap raw materials. the USSR. A penetrating analy-

sis of arms imports may reveal
whyour trade balance with the
rouble area has become adeficit. When the governments
of the richest countries givemilitary or economic aid theyhave to obtain permission from
their representative organs. We
do it withoutany control.

It is the decision of two orthree individuals, made as if
these billions of dollars were
their own private property. this

parts for machines, while the
waiting time for an apartmentistwelve years. There is a similar
Situation with spare parts in the
miningindustry.

Welose on practically every-thingwe export to the USSR but,apparently, we gain on the
import of nine million tonnes of
ore and 13 million tonnesofoil
from the USSR. Thelatter myth
was demolished in a TV broad-
cast on 12 March 1981. Itfeatured our Vice-Premiers of

Here wefindpart of the answer
as to why,in the last five years,the provision of food and indus-
trial articles has deteriorated,and why we were only able to

_
devote 4%of industrial produc-‘tion to agriculture. Accordingto. aTVprogrammeon 5 May 1981,with representatives and direc-tors, in 1981 industry will not
even supply the promised 4%.

| _Thave madea list offiguresillu-
strating the dynamics of turn-
over in the last five years, they

bers of the security organs and
the army, namely people who
loathe physical work. Our
debts will grow;in the course of
a few months wewill stand on
the brink of our biological
extinction. At thatpoint, we will
enter the gruesome scenario of
events written by people who
do not understand the spirit of
this nation. Disregard for these
problems in the pre-Congressdiscussion will not cure our

and extracting equipment from
Poland.

*1976-80 the Cegielski factoryincreased exports of railwaycarriages to the USSR by 60%.
*We sell ships on credit for

10-15 years, while we ourselves
buy them for cash, and more
expensively.

*We direct 60% of Rolish
exports of computer systems,

Our losses per annum arein
line with the annual increase in
our debt since 1977 — from the
moment we changed to the
“transferable rouble’. This
amounts to six thousandmillion
dollars per annum.To this oneshould add the limited consump-tion, losses in housing mater-
ials and agriculture, and the
multi-billioncosts the nation ishaving to bear due to the econ-

 

| include: industrial automation and Economic Affairs, the USSR’s omic collapse. is another cause of our decline, patation:themahCongresswill|_*Between 1975-6 the USSR physico-chemical apparatus to trade representative, Boris The most importantstatement and should not be ignored. I ess §trebled its purchases of mining the USSR. Koltunov, and several high- was made by the Minister for have set myself the goal of ress.

f
:  —Critique ofUS Socialist Workers Party
How not to do trade union work

THE American workingclass is like a simmeringvolcano. What is takingplace in Poland today,could be sweeping across
eastern and western
Europein a relatively short
period of time. And such
explosionscould be rippingthroughthe American class
in the  not-too-distant
future. We are drawing
ever closer to the American
revolution.

The party today, how-
ever,is failingto respond to
developments in the class.
It has abandoned the
methods that build the
class struggle left wing in
Minneapolis in the 1930s.It
hasrejected thetrade union
strategy of Trotsky and
Cannon and Skoglund and
Dunne. Our party has
sought to substitute itself
for the workers’ movementthrough blind, sectarian

| policies that are isolatingthe party within the trade
i wcucs. We are becomingmt itre-e4 current,

Be ee once serous

In recent weeks we have published informationonthepoliticalstruggle in theAmericanSocialistWorkersParty which has led to mass expulsionsand theformationof a public faction.Here wepublish extractsfrom a critique of theSWP’s
trade union workwritten in 1981 by veteran
TeamsterHarry De Boer and fellow membersoftheTwinCities Branch of Minneapolis/StPaul.
Manyofthecriticismsapply equally to theBritishSocialist League, internationalco-thinkersof theSWP.

trade union methods that
aren’t working.-

At the heart of theparty’s misguided tradeunion policy is the strategyof talking socialism in the
weeks and months after aparty membergets off pro-bation.

Plant gates
FoamSoe

2m ie 
   

plaxt gates
etings when

.SIF new at a

plant, thus tipping off
everyone in the plant —bosses, bureaucracy and
workers — thathe or she is
a socialist. Party members
are pressured to openlydeclare themselves social-
ists at the earliest oppor-tunity. We do not choose -

the word ‘‘pressured’’lightly. Those who come
out quickly as socialists are
rewarded with the major
sranca assignments,
executive Positions,anc €svation to the nation-
2 ofSce or Trotskyschool.Party work is measured
on the basis of how quickly
party memberscan initiate
Party campaigns in theworkplace, without consid-
eration of whether mem-

bers are encouragedto tell
co-workers what should bedone, even if we are the
newest workersin the plantand have yet to prove we
are serious unionists, let
alone know howtowork.(...)

Socialists
Party members didn’t

haveto tell the workers in
mass numbers that they
were socialists in Minne-
apolis during the 1930s,because the bosses took
every opportunity to smear
our members. But it back-
fired. Most workers, onhearing the smear, said,“Maybe they’re commun-ists, but they’regood union
fighters and that’s goodenough for me.’’ That’s
how we wontheworkers to
our side and that’s how
we'llwin themagain. If weperform correctly, workers
will learn we can be depen-ded on. A good policy is to
remember that actions
speak louder thanwords.

As we spend more time
in the workplace, there will
be conversations, and there
will be opportunities for us
to naturally express ourviewpoints on Poland, or ElSalvador, or the ERA orcutbacks in social
programmes. But weshould not feel compelled
to talk about anythinguntil
we have become an accep-ted part of theworkforce.

(...)
The 1934 MinneapolisTeamsterstrike would have

never happened without
key party leaders who had
been living in Minneapolis
for years and were estab-
lished in the trade union
Movement. Yet today partymembers are_routinelyyankedout of unions where
they’re getting established
and transferred somewhere
else.

There is no appreciation
for the fact that it takes
time to establish credibility
in a union and gain influ-
ence in the working class
community as a whole. The
workers won in 1934
becauseour cadre knew the
Twin Cities and Minnesota
intimately, had genuine
contacts in the labour
movement and were res-pected and trusted by
many.

Today, workers see our
party members lecturingthem on what their unionshould do, and then, the
next minute, leave town.Itdoesn’t make aimpression. Nor does ithelp the branch integrateitself in the labour move-
ment.
(...) +

Uprooted
Webelieveit is wrong to

uproot members who havelong years in a union, but

are not in the union target-ed by the party. Many of
these members in non-
industrial jobs have per-formedeffectively for their
unions, including in broad
strike support activity,precisely because they are
rooted in that workplace.Indeed, the party has lost
touch with the class in
manyplaces,by yankingits
membersout of workplaceswheretheyare established,
and moving them from job
to job like pawns on achessboard.

Members who havecor-
rectly stayed in their old
non-industrial jobs have
often become pariahs in
their own branch, voted
‘off executive committees
and shunted to the side-lines, even though they
may have extensive know-
ledge and connections with
the labour movement.

In Minneapolis in the
1930s, most of the keymembers of the branch
were in untargeted indus-
tries.

Oscar _Coover and
Chester Johnson wereelectricians, C.R. Hedlund
and P.G. Hedlund and I.
Nelson were locomotive
engineers, and Louis
Roseland was a carpenter.

Max and Goldie Geldman
were in non-industrial jobs
as were others. Theyall did
excellent work, helping

comradesin the Teamsters.
It would have been absol-
utely wrong to ask them to
leave their jobs. Yet thatis
ourpolicytoday.

)(...
That economistic outlook

is reflected in the Militant
where far more space and
front page headlines weredevoted during the firsthalf of 1981 to the cutbacks
in Conrail, while the evenbroader, far more devasta-
ting cutbacks in social
programmes, job pro-
grammes, health, welfare
and programmesfor minor-
ities, got far less coverage.An oversight? We think
railroad workers would
agree with us that theReagan plan to dismantle
half a century of social
programmes should take
precedence in a newspaperdevoted to all workingpeople.

Economism means plac-ing trade union issues
aheadof thebasic concernsof the class. The party can-
not see beyond the narrowfour or five

—
industrieswhichit has targeted.The party claims that thelabour

__
party campaignshould be a central. ‘‘axis’’

of party work. We agree,but we count only four
articles in the Militant in
the first six months of 1918
specifically about thelabour party. We don’tthink that amounts to acampaign.



US bosses
move in

FOLLOWING up the bayonet
with the briefcase, as American’
troops pull out of Grenada, US
businessmen are sizing up the
chances of profitable exploit-
ation from fresh investment in
the island.

At a meeting at the White
House, 100 executives were told
that the Grenadian economyis
“flat on its back’’, but that an
initial study had revealed ‘’a lot
of interesting business pros-pects’’.

The devastation of the econ-
omyin the aftermathof the US
invasion was also the themeof a
speech by the island’s Uncle
Tom Governor General, Sir Paul
Scoon, —

Glossing over the fact that
when Maurice Bishop’s New
Jewel Movement ousted the
former dictator Eric Gairy in
1979 they found only £9.00
in the country’s bank accounts,
Scoon alleged corruption by
the NJM. But far more damag-
ing has been the suspension of
an IMF loan of $14 million
negotiated by the NJM, whose
credit rating was far stronger
thanthepresent stooge adminis-
tration.

Interestingly, the  island’s
US-installed rulers now intend
to complete the Port Salines
airport which the USA claimed
wasof no economic value, but a
covert military base for ‘‘Cuban
terrorism’’.

Now that any element of
political independence has been
stamped out in Grenada, the
obvious value of the airport for
the tourist trade can be ad
admitted. And with the green
light for exploitation, thedepart-
ing US commander can say
without irony: ‘‘We hope that in
a couple of year we’ll be able to
treat Grenada the same way as
the others in the Eastern
Caribbean.’’

 
SEEKINGa way outof his half-
yearly embarrassmentat having
to certify thatthere has been an
improvement in “human
rights” under El Salvador’s
bloody dictatorship, Ronald
Reagan hashit on a new solu-
tion.

He has vetoed theBill stipul-
ating that such improvements
are a precondition of US econ-
omic and military aid. Secre-
tary of State George Schultz has
gone even further and said that
there is no prospect of an
improvement on the ‘‘human
rights’’ front in El Salvador.

The regime itself appearslittle concerned to whitewashits
image for international con-
sumption, even to please its US
sponsors.

The President of the Con-
stituent Assembly, notorious
death squad leader Major
Robert D’Aubuisson, ostenta-
tiously boycotted a banquetlaid

Veto on Salvador

eagan withBi
on for a visit by American Vice-
President George Bush.

Bush’s condemnation of the
death squads, and his warningthat their continuing toll of
murders could lose the regimethe ‘‘support of the American
people’’ fell on deaf ears, com-ing after a deliberatelyprovoca-tive wave of killings targetingunion leaders sponsored by the

 

American AFL-CIO,in conjunc-
tion withtheCIA.

It is estimated that the death
squads havekilled anything up
to 40,000 civilians in the last
four years of the liberation
struggle. But even this level of
terror has not been sufficient to
crush the fighting spirit of the
Salvadorean left wing guerrillas
of the FMLN,which hascontin-
ued to make gains against an
army which — according to
State Department analysts — is
teetering on the brink of col-
lapse.

Furthér transfusions of cash
and equipment are an obvious
US response: FMLN leaders
have warned of the imminent
dangerof US troopsintervening.

But unless Reagan can find
some wayto gift wrap his grislyallies in San Salvador, he will
have great difficulty embarking
upon such an open-ended milit-
ary exercisein election year.
 

Syrian President Assad
 

Syrian
SYRIANsecurity forces are
responsible for systematic
violations of human rights,
including torture and poli-
tical killings, says Amnesty
International in a new
report. /

A network of Syrian security
services act with impunity under
the country’s emergencydecrees, and ‘no-one can
dependon the protection of the
law’. Thousandsof people have
been harassed and wrongfully
detained without chance of
appeal, and in somecasestort-
ured and even killedby security
 sa

Soviet peaceactivist
is sentenced

By Alex Simpson
ON October 7 1983 a Moscow
court sentenced independent
peaceactivistOleg Radzinsky to
one year’s imprisonment and
five years’ internal exile.

He could have expected up to
seven years imprisonment, but
internationalsolidarity by mem-
bers of the Western peace move-
mentclearlyhad an effect on the
Soviet authorities.

Oleg Radzinsky had already
spent a year before his trial in
custody, first in Moscow’s
Lefovtovo prison, then transfer-
red to the notorious Serbsky
psychiatric institute.

New pamphlet, 50p; latest TSC’bulletin, 30p, plus postage.From TSC, BM Box 5965,|London WCIN 3XX.

 
 

The Moscow group, despite
official harassment, has been
able to survive and carry out
important independent peace
initiatives.

On June 27 a petition
addressed to Margaret Thatcher
was handed in to the British
embassy, despite KGB obstruc-
tion, protesting at the arrests at
the Upper Heyford blockade.
Four members of the group
attempted to receive Mrs
Thatcher’s reply on September
5, but were stoppedbypolice.

What Margaret Thatchersaid
in her reply to the group would
make mostinteresting reading.

Coffin
This action must put the nail

in the coffin of the allegation
made byboththe Soviet author-
ities and the right-wing oppon-
ents of our own peace move-
ment that any independent org-
anisations in the Soviet bloc are
inevitably pro-Western and em-
braceimperialistjustificationsin
thenuclearweaponsdebate.

On the evenings of August 6
and 7, seminars and poetry
readings were held in the flat
of Valery Godyak to commemor-
ate Hiroshima.Up to 30 support-
ers attended, and there was
only minimal KGB harassment.
Obviously the close attention
paid by some Western observ-
ers is inhibitingthe Soviet auth-
orities on occasion from clamp-
ing down on the group’s activ-
ities as hard as theywould wish.
Next issue: a discussion article on
the peace movementsin Eastern
Europe.

According to the exiled
group’s leader Sergei Batovim,
now in NewYork,theindepend-
ent peace movement may have
up to 2000 supporters scattered
throughout the USSR. From the
city of Rybinsk in the North, to
Odessa on the Black Sea, and
east to the city of Tyumen in
Central Siberia, up to ten cities
have independentpeace groups.

Whether the independent
peace movement can survive
in the present political climate
depends on the consistency and
solidarity of socialists and dis-
armers in the West. The inde-
pendent peace activists in
Russia ask only to campaign for
nuclear disarmament free from
the bureaucracy and official
orchestration by the state-run
peace movementof the USSR.

It is up to us to ensure that
our fellow campaigners in the
Soviet Union do not share the
samefate as Oleg Radzinsky.

Protests
All protests concerning the

unjustified imprisonment of
Oleg Radzinsky should be sent
to:
MrYuriV Andropov,
General Secretary of theCentral
Committee of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union,
The Kremlin,
Moscow, USSR;or
MrYuriZhukov,
Chairman,Official Soviet Peace
Committee,
Prospekt Mira 36, Moscow,
USSR.

It only costs a 19p stamp for
an act of vital and very worth-
whileinternationalism.

torture
forces.

Thosearbitrarilyarrested may
be held without chargeortrial
for years. Amnesty says it has
been working this year for the
release of 17 peopleheld in pre-
ventive detention for over 12
years and another 300 held for
betweentwo and nineyears.

Hostage
The report refers to cases of

relatives being held hostage
while security forces sought
political suspects. Such hostag-
es, it says, have included wives
and young children — and in
one case three relatives were
held in detention for nine yearsbeforebeingreleased in 1980.

Torture is often inflicted dur-
ing incommunicado detention,
and ‘there is no clear limit to
the lengthof time detainees maybe held incommunicado’.

The report lists 23 methods of
illtreatmentand torture report-
ed by former detainees, includ-
ing electric shocks, burnings,
whippings with braided steel
cable, sexual violations, and
forcing detainees to watch rela-
tives being tortured or sexuallyassaulted.«Extracts from testimony by
12 former detainees whoalleged
torture are cited. They include a
15 year old schoolboy who said
he had been whipped and that
his interrogator had threatened
to gouge his eyes out if he did
not reveal his father’s where-
abouts.

Torture chamber
Another former detainee

describes a sound-proofed tort-
ure chamberin Aleppo equipped
with ‘torture tools’, including
electrical apparatus, pincers,
scissors, a machine used for
sexual violation, and an imple-
ment for ‘ripping out finger-
nails’.

The security forces are also
believed to be responsible for
political killings of selected
individuals or groups and to
have assassinated several
opponents of the government
abroad,thereport says.

It cites six cases of mass poli-
tical killings alleged to have
been carried out by the author-
ities between March 1980 and
February 1982. They include the
reported killings on June 27
1980 of between 600 and 1000
inmates of Palmyra Prison
suspected of belonging to the
Muslim Brotherhood.

Thereport refers also to thou-
.sands of killings in February

1982, when the authorities
announcedthattheir forces had
crushed an uprising in the town
of Hama. According to various
estimates, between 10,000 to
25,000 people are reported to
have died before order was
re-established.

 
    

 

 
 
 
   
  
 
  

North
and

South
by PaddyDollard

UDR charges
SEVEN members of the
British Army’s Northern
Ireland-recruited auxiliary
force, the Ulster Defence
Regiment (UDR), have now
been charged with involve-
mentin the sectarian murd-
er of Catholics in Armagh.
Five others are in custody
being questioned at the
time of writing (December
14th).

It lookslikethe British author-
ities intend to do a thoroughjob
of rooting out this particularpocket of organised sectarianism
in theirArmy’s Northern Ireland
ranks.

But they don’t deserve any
creditforit.

They have taken action notin
response to the rampantsectar-
ianism in the UDR — theexist-
ence of which has long been a
matter of general knowledge
and public comment — but in
response to the Catholic sectar-,ian backlash it provoked in
SouthArmagh.

Their motive for action came
from the lurid atrocity at Dark-
ley’s Pentecostal church, not
from the day-by-day routine
atrocity the British authorities
themselves perpetrate against
the Catholics of Northern Ire-
land by setting the inevitably
sectarian UDR force to ‘police’
theirareas.

Theyare rootingout one pock-
et of UDR sectarianism in

Armaghso that this other atroc-
ity can continue throughout
Northern Ireland.It is therefore
mainlya cosmeticexercise.

The energy with which the
authorities pursue this nest of
sectarians is the latest example
of the ‘politics of the last atroc-
ity’. The authorities tolerated
the activities of the sectarian
UDR in South Armagh until
Darkley signalled to them that
things were getting out of
control.

So, they increased the activi-
ties of the SAS in South Armagh
on the one hand; and on the
other they are acting to remove
the rampant sectarian provoca-
tion which the sectarian murder
gang operating under cover of
the UDR had become to the
Catholicsof SouthArmagh.

Sectarian force
But there are other organised

sectarian murder groups in the
UDR, and the UDRis every-
where a Protestant sectarian
force — even when its members
are ‘disciplined’ and refrain
from inflictingfreelance murder
and mayhem on ‘the ‘Papist
enemies of Protestant Ulster’
who happen to make up 35% of
its population. The UDR is no-
thingbut a Protestant. sectarian
militia. All of it and every bit of
it, everywhere in Northern
Ireland.

Putting a few of them ontrial
for murder in South Armagh
won’t change that, and will in
fact be used to hide it and pre-
tendit isn’t so.

Escalalation
THE KILLING OF Edgar Grah-
am, theOfficial Unionist spokes-
man on Northern Ireland Home
Affairs, last week, led to predic-
table accusations from _politic-
ians and churchmen that the
Provos are deliberatelytrying to
incite civil war. Whatever the
IRA’s intentions, such actions
do edge Northern Ireland to-
wardscivilwar.

The polarisation between the
Catholic and Protestant com-
munities is now, according to
commentators from all shades
andstripes of opinion, extreme-ly tight. The killing of a man
such as Edgar Graham is a
sectarian act. It will certainly be
seen by Protestants as an attack
on the Protestant community. It
is one moreincidentin the escal-
ation of sectarianism and

_
its

identical twin, ‘counter-
sectarianism’.

Graham was a lawyer and anadvocate of repression againsttheIRA and INLA.He also had a
reputation as impartially oppos-ed to all paramilitaries,speaking
out against Protestant gunmenand sectarian attacks on Cathol-
ics, in sharp contrast to most
Unionist politicians whose
denunciationstendto be limited
to the IRA and INLA.He was an
elected’ representative of the
Protestant community. “| - ~

If he was

a
legitimate target,then which Protestant — shar-

ing his opinions or going furth-
er, as most'of them do — would
not be?

INLA has long rationalised
a scarcely disguised Catholic
sectarianism aspoliticalhostility

to ‘pro-imperialists’. There is
the same Catholic-sectarian
logic in the Provisional IRA’s
recent decision to withdraw
from the Protestant community
recognition as a distinct part of
the Irish people, and to substi-
tute for it the ‘political’ redefin-
ition long favoured by the INLA,thatthe Protestant communityisJust a pro-imperialist political
group. Incidents like the killingof Graham bring out the sectar-ian logic — plainly.

What the Provos intend is
probably to complete thewreck-
ing of Prior’s Assembly. The
Official Unionists withdrew
from it (leaving only Paisley’s
Democratic Unionist Party and
Alliance) in response to Darkley.
Graham’s killingmakes it much
more difficult for them to
return.

Tragically, the lesson some
Republicans seem to have learn-
ed from the Protestant General
Strike which wrecked thepower-sharing executive in 1974 is
that the Protestants, stoked up,
or detonated by Republican
activity, have the weight and
powerto wreck anythingBritain
tries to do in Northern Ireland.
So it makes sense to stoke them
up.

The Provos are right to want
to smash the Assembly. But to
do it by massively increasing the
alreadylethallevel of sectarian-
ism in Northern Ireland is both
short-sighted and, inevitably,
counter-productive for the goals
of Republicanism — not to speak
of thegoals of socialism.
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There are millions in the same situation...
“There must be something better”
A short
story
by Jim
Tolton

THE ALARM rings, it’s 7.30
a.m. He knocksit off and drifts
back to sleep, then wakes
s iddenly in a sweat remember-
jug he has a job interview later
that day. He recalls when he
lived at home,: ‘‘Graeme’’ his
riother would call’ ‘‘are you
ewake — timeis getting on.”’

Then he rememberswaking a
iet during the night. One of
those restless nights that often
eccur now,beforean interview.

Shall I shave? What shall I
wear? Bloody hell, what does it
raatter, it’s only a warehouse
job!

He looks at the clock.It’s ten
vo eight. Even though he’s
unemployed hestill rises early
to be outside the Job Centrefif-
teen minutes before it opens at
90’clock. But there’salways one
or two therebeforehim.

Only today he’s not going
down the Job Centre, today is
different. It’s always different
when hehas a job interview.

This reminds him of the time
he went to ‘Tech’. Every day,
bar Tuesday,there would be the
unnatural horror of rising at
6.30 a.m., to be early for work,
doing his apprenticeship. But on
Tuesdays he went to Technical
College, which meant he could
lay in bedanotherhour. Then he
would rise, shave, take a shower
and dress smart in his second
best suit, so he’d beready for an
early date thatevening.

But he’s not going to ‘Tech’,
nor does he have a date. So why
should he shave? He’s been try-
ing to grow a beard on and off
-or the last three months. So
«hy shouldn’t he have his inter-
“lew witha week’s growthon his
ace?

He remembersa conversation
se had in the pub onthe eve of
cus redundancy. Thia Joe
vaid te him, ‘You want 7 

 Graeme

y Shou
aown to tneir stupid va
Kuck them. Then again. I do
need a job. But not this partic-
uiar job. Who wants to work in 2
warehouse for the resi of his
life?

He thought back to the day
he’d had an interview for a
seasonal job as a Courier in
Spain. English speaking for
English tourists.

It was a Friday. It had been

  

 > look forw
: .
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the subject of conversation, on
and off, with his mates over a
period of three weeks prior to
the interview. The chance to
travel, to get away. Accom-
modation with the job, so no
worries about finding lodgings.
No Catch 22 situation — no job,
no digs, no address, no job.

He rememberedtheanxiety of
preparing for that interview.
He’d had no previous exper-ience, but he had attended
Spanish evening classes the
previous autumn up to basic
conversation level.

The job didn’t call for anyparticular qualifications, only
references. Therefore rare feel-
ings of confidence were io be
enjoyed. There was nothing
I eise doing ai the time,
nothing suitable of a permanent
bature thiswas somethingto
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week, so borrowing a few guifrom his mates was the norm.
This, despite the fact that he did

{ the occasional ‘‘cash in hand’
job to supplement his taxable
unemploymentbenefit.

He spent some of the money
on a ‘piss-up’ — after all it was
oneof thoserare high periods.
The prospect of a reasonable
job madehim feel good.Only it wan’t just the one
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‘piss-up’. There was another.
In fact he’d nearly blown the
entire loan on booze and fags.
And the high period was short-
lived. .

It was thenthathe decided to
grow a beard, this coupled with
sloth.

He attended that interview
after scrambling enough moneytogether, travelling by bus
instead.

Returning that same evening,he droppedin at thepub.
Hesees Joe and calls to him,

“Hey Joe. Gizza pint, I'm
skint.”’

 
FRESEEELS ET 

“Skint again, whatya spent it
on thistime?’’ Joe asks.

‘Well, it’s like this, I’ve just
got back from that job inter-
view I wastelling you about and
spent out getting there.’’

“You’ve not been to a job
interview like that, have you?’’
Joe asks.

“Like
Graeme.

“You know what, with that
stubble overyer face.”’

“Yeh, why not? Anyway Joe
are you gonna gizza pint or
not?”

Joe gives him a quid, ‘‘ ’ere
y’are and don’t forget the
change.”’

Graeme’s blase

—
attitude

beliedhis feelings of anxiety and
doubt, but he didn’t hide them
from himself. He knew what he
felt when he saw the down and
outs on ‘‘Dosser’s Triangle’? —

Town Hall Square, MarketPlace, Woolies Cafe.
When he returned with his

pint Joe asked: ‘‘How was yourinterview?”’ .

‘‘Huh, not bad. There was acouple of sticky questions, they
are letting me know within aweek,”’ he replied,realisingnowthathe should have been better

what?”’ replies

cEESS 

 
prepared:-Althoughhe had been
polishing ‘up on his Spanish,
he’d given little thought to anyhypothetical questions relating
to the requirements of the
passengers.

Later his brother and sister-
in-law had dropped in, bought
him a pint and lent himafiver.
He felt amorous so he decided,
it being Friday and him already
dressed from the interview, to
go to the Palais.

It turned out to be a disap-
pointing experience. After he'd
built up his ‘‘dutch courage’’ to
dance, it only took the one

&aA.
. i

on eeeinacow
refusal to put him in a transient
mood, spending therest of the
evening drinking. Returning
home in the early hours, he
threw a brick through the Job
Centre window and ran.

Within the week, as pro-mised, he received a letter about
the Courier job — and sure
enoughit was theall too familiar
kind of reply. Regret to inform
you... thaton thisoccasion...

It was now half eight and he
was thinking: Joe’s_ right.
You can’t grow a beard on the
dole. So he gets up and decides
to shave. Feeling low he pre-
pares himself for yet another
interview.

Trade
His thoughts turned to his |

school days at the local Tech-
nical Grammar School and his
father’s words, ‘‘Son, take myadvice, you won’t go far wrongif
you get a trade under yourbelt.””" He’d worked hard,passed the relevant ‘Q’ levels,
taken a craft apprenticeship,
attained his City and Guilds.
But the prospects of continuinghis trade in the city were now
dead. He wondered what went
wrong and whether it was all

worth it.
He remembered last night’stelly. The Money Programme. a

car plant run by robots — spotwelding andfittingcomponents,and not a workerin sight.
He thoughthe’d like to have arobot to take his interview for

him, rather than have to
through the ordeal of psychinghimself up every time.

Though his trade was broken
down and somewhat de-skilled
and lacking in stimulation, it
had its compensations. It wasrelatively well-paid, unlike the

| few crummyjobs that are on the

 

market at tae moment. yieldingonly half to two-thirds of the
wage thathe'd beenused to.

So his preparation for this
warehouse job interview was
withoutenthusiasm.

“Not suitable”
He felt it was all futile —

being in competition with,
maybe, a couple of dozen other
wretched workers chasing the
same job. Often he was ‘‘not
suitable’, because he didn’t
have the right qualifications.
Sometimes he was ‘‘not suit-
able’’ because he was over-
qualified.

Like the time he went after a
job that was advertised in the
Mercury foi someone able-
bodied. This job he reallywanted, to enable him to clear
some debts. He’d answered the
application’ form correctly,declaring his educational qualif-
ications. Consequently he
didn’t get the job, because it
was thought that he wouldn’t
stick to it — he would leave as
soon as he found somethingbetter (which was probably
true).

After that disappointment,

Seee hm

oun
i asks

 

he got a ‘moonlighting’ job on
themarket,two days a week.

He was consciousof it being
unlawful, and bothered by that
because of his moralistic up-bringing — church on Sundays,
Boy Scouts during the week.
But dueto financial pressure he
tookit. .

Then he watched an episode
of ‘‘Boys from the Black Stuff’’
on telly — the one where the
principlecharacterswere chased
by the DHSSofficials across the
building site and one of them,
panicked by the chase, falls and
kills himself. After that he
started having feelings of
‘paranoia’.

So he packed up ‘moonlight-
ing’ after he’d cleared his
debts, only to be told that if he
could hang on a little longer,there might be a permanent
job.Anyhow, what’s in front of
him nowis anotherinterview.

Hesits down to his breakfast,
switching on the radio for some
musicto lift his spirits. ‘Thought
for the Day’. Then the news,
announcing record: unemployo-
ment figures, Thatcher’s voice
talking about the economy:
“‘We’ve about got it right’’.
‘‘We are on target’’. Followed
by the Opposition spokesman,
extollingthe virtues of Labour’s
Alternative Economic Strategy.
It didn’t sound muchofan alter-
native to Graeme. He wipes his
face, puts on his tie and his
brightlypolished shoes, puts on
his coat, and steps out from his
flat, to face yet another day on
thedole.

/It’s raining, a typical Monday
morning. As he waits at the bus-
stop, thinkinghe must get him-
self one of those cheap-fare bus
passes, he pulls up his collar
and sinks his hands deepinto his
pockets to keep them warm.
He discovers a folded news-
paper which this guy tried to
sell him but finally just gavehim outside the Job Centre last
week.

The bus comes, he gets on
it, his mind now concentrating
on the interview. It wasn’t much
of a job -- but it was e job. He

 
    
  

was looking smart. He felt he
would do aight, despite his low
uttitude

But i’
.

He stil has
forty rol ldali, so be 
 
  
 
  
 

 fe. has a cup
tot his inter-

interview ne is
vill be told the

i resi of the appli-
cants have Mm geen.

On returning to the street, agood feeliz comes over him;
the rain ims stopped, the sun
is out, the pre-interview anxiety-haslifted.

He’s walking by the Town
Hall Square and notices quite a
few people in there, so he makes
his way over, sees the seats aredry, sits down. Reading the
paper he’d discovered earlier,he hadn’t been there manyminutes when another ‘down
and out’ plonked himself beside
him. Only this time it was an
offer — not a take. He offered
Graeme a swig of cider, but
Graeme declined, saying thatit
was a bitearly for him.

Then the  ‘cider-drinker’
shuffles off, mumbling some-thing. Graeme is thinking,
I hope I don’t degenerate to
that. There must be somethingbetter for bothof us.

Turningback to the paper he
reads somethingabout an unem-ployment march from Scotland
to London, passing throughLeicester in a month’s time. He
realises that he’s not alone,there are millions of others in
the same situation, so he
decided to find out more about
it... :
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Would there really
be a ‘Day At
By IAN SWINDALE

100 million viewers in America
and 15 million in Britain are
estimated to have watched ‘The
Day After’, screened by ITV on
Saturday night. ‘The film
depicts a deteriorating political
and military situation in Europe
leading to the seizure of West
Berlin by the Russians and a
conventional nuclear attack on
West Germany.

NATO forces use_tactical
nuclear weapons to halt the
advancing tanks and the escala-
tion continues to massive
nuclear exchanges between the
US and the USSR.

This build up is viewed from —

the standpoint of three families
living in Kansas City or the
surrounding countryside — a
doctor and his wife; a black
serviceman and his wife; and a
farmerandhis family.

Cruise and Trident are delib-
erately omitted as part of the
film’s scenario but the people
who live in the countryside
around Kansas literally have
Minutemen ICBM silos at the
bottom of theirgardens.

Unwilling at first to believe
that anyone could be made
enought to use such weapons,
they watch, horror-stricken, as

‘all around them Minutemen
missiles streak from their silos
on their way to annihilate
Russian cities.

The destruction caused by the
incoming Soviet missiles is
vivdlyportrayed. Human beings
are reduced to mere skeletons in
a fractionof a second and build-
ings disintegrate as if they are

JOHN
HARRIS
  

 

pared

Heseltine was shaken...
result of radiation. Outside,
looters are executed by the
authorities.

The filmclaims to present the
facts of nuclear war and its
aftermath, rather than take
sides in thenucleardebate.

But when the Presdent
broadcasts to the few radiated
survivors in the smokingruins of
what used to be America, the
newsthatthe US didn’t surren-
der and stood firm for freedom

‘

 
 

=

would break down under the
strain long before the symptoms
of radiation sickness began to
appear.

The scenes of ordered chaos
seemed to minimise the com-
plete breakdown of society that
would actually result from
nuclear holocaust.

Dennis Healey, in a discus-
sion after the film, also pointed
out that the film avoided the
question of the ‘nuclear winter’

ter’?
would have had on the millions
of viewers not already commit-
ted to theunilateralistcause.

Peter Watkins, who made
‘The War Game’ for the BBC in
theearly 60s — a filmwhich the
BBC has refused to show right
to this day — is quoted in Sun-
day’s Observercriticising ‘The
Day After’ as part of ‘‘an
attempt to assimilate nuclear
weaponsinto the Western social
process. The film poses the
question as to how weare sup-
posed to differentiate between
this film (and its subject) and
all the countless other films
using the same structural and
psychological methods of pres-
entation such as Dallas, Winds
of War, Kojak,etc.’’

Harrowing
I certainly found Watkins’

own film to be a far more
harrowing account, bothwhenit
was first made and on a second
viewingmore recently,although
it now looks very dated, partic-
ularly, I should imagine, for a
young audience.

The Day After, however, ‘was
madeprimarilyfor an American
TV audience which is fed a
staple diet of soap opera and
which has never in its history
had to contemplate the destruc-
tion of its own towns andcities
in wartime.

Bydepicting,evenin a limited
way, the implications of nuclear
war for American working
people, The Day After may well
have begun to raise questions in
the minds of millions of Ameri-

 
Boxing
A Noble Art?

IS Boxing compatible with
socialism? Those socialists who
saw the recent Marvin Hagler
vs. Roberto”Duran fight, in
which both men picked up $10
million each, would certainly
have pondered on this. Would
Boxing as ‘‘an example of the
aggressive import of capitalist
relationships’ wither away in a
socialist society rather like the
State itself is expected to?

My own view is that Boxing
-has nothingto do with the come
petitiveness of capitalism, but is
in factone of the oldest of sports
— what Byroncalled the ‘‘Noble
Art’’ — and is something that
socialists can consistently sup-

A discussion piece by
Gerry Hoffa

second Ray Leonard vs. Roberto
Duran battle saw a classiccameo
of thistype of struggle. Leonard,
the artist displayng a whole
panoply of boxing technique,
conquering the brute who
wished to succeed throughsheer
aggression alone.

Moreover, such epics have
been fought throughoutthehis-
tory of the game,andsocialists
have been involved too! In 1884
during the bare-knuckle days a
member of the newly-formed

made of matchsticks. and democracy, the obvious that scientists now believe cans about US ‘Defence’ policy port.
oo,

Social Democratic Federation,
In the aftermath nobody implication is thatthe price paid©would follow a nuclear war as that perhaps they were not ask- The usualreply to thisview is ‘Rapier’ Ray Attwell, challenged

escapes as the survivors is too high and ‘“‘freedom and dust enveloped the earth, ing before. thatBoxing is about big capital- the then champion, John L.
succumb to radiation sickness.
The doctor — himself to become
a victim of radiation — works on
with increasing futility in the
oniy remaining hospital in the
area, as hundreds of people
slowly deteriorate around him,
losing their hair and developing
the most ghastly seres as a

 

FEW of us in the
Party drink wines as  - as we would like ts, so we tand

‘to thinkof even the most modest

  
  

  
 

democracy”’ will have no mean-
ing after a nuclear war.

The general opinion seems to
be that even so, the effects of
nuclear war were greatly played
downin the film. In a nuclear
attack thousands of people
would suffer the most horrific
burns and medical services
 

  lig V
rmwould be 

 Rowth
ted upon many Party members.

 

blotting out the sun and causing
temperatures to drop so low that
it would be impossible to sustain
human life. (Healey himself
nevertheless remains complete-
ly hostile to unilateral nuclear
disarmament). ,

Amoredifficultassessment to
make is what impact the film

   

And ‘to judge by Michael
Heseltine’s decision to rush
round every TV andradio studio
that would accept him in the 24
hoursafter the showing (so long
as Bruce Kent wasn’t anywhere
in the vicinity), the film may
have had a useful impact on
British audiencestoo.
  
 

 
 touch anything els

pean.

  

ists, Mickey Duff for example,
pitting working class boys
against each other and picking
up rich pickings in the process.
Of course this is all true. But
doesn’t thishold for every mass
institutional activity that takes
place withincapitalism? Racing,
football, tennis, darts — you
name it — they have all pro-
vided inucrative careers for par-
ti and parasites alil  

Boxing is no exceptionto tails.
Yhis does not, however deny

the artistic and cultural import-

Sullivan, based in New York.
Before Attwell crossed the

Atlantic, H.M. Hyndman wrote
in ‘“‘The Social Democrat’? —

“It is typical of the abstem-
ious Fabian lilies that they
condemn ‘the Noble Art’. Our
champion, Attwell, represents
a cultured athleticism that
cannot be matched by Sulli-

thuggery.. All socialists
id support his quest.” 

foo small
the event, ine 5° 8" Attwell
too small for the American

mani, But Hyndman was cer-
ght te draw out the con-
between the Fabians’

hostility to Boxing with their
later hypocriticai class pacifism.

It seems that even today the
notion of struggle, whether in a

physicaland sporting sense orin

 
   
 

 

 
 

 

Christmas bottle of Chateau- especially those beer swilling The italian is always an ance of Boxing as a “‘primary aotltableforthoseelements
neuf-du-Hobsbawm as a special workers who support Mick obvious choice, especially human sporting _activity’’. who have absorbed the domi-
class collaborationisttreat. Costello. Chianti Berlinguer, which is Maybethosehostile to the game

mi

 So what are the best recom-
mendations for the discerning unlikely to upset even the most

timid SDP supporter amongst
could inform us which country
won the most Boxing Olympic

eeea

nant ethos of a hypocritical
liberalism. 

Si
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Handbook on

the World
‘World View 1984’. Pluto
Press £7.95.

LIKE two previous issues this is
a useful and handy reference
book.

It gives basic economic and
social statistics for almost every
country in the world, short
articles about most countries, and
regional maps.

A few words of criticism,
though. This year’s edition is
slightly larger and more expensive
than last year’s. But the extra
space has been given mostly to
expanding the range of short
articles in the book — on issues
ranging from world banking to
African influences in popular
music — rather than expanding
the statistical information.

I would have preferred it
otherwise. Some of the articles
are good, some are poor, but
practically all would be better-
placed in a magazine than in a
teference book. A reference book
should either give bare facts and
figures, or provide fairly compre-
hensive summaries, encyclo-

paedia-style. The articles in this
bookfall between twostools.

.What the book gives in the
way of facts and figures could be
improved, too. The choice is very
conventional.

Most of the figures given can
be found (more cheaply, rather
better presented and together
with a lot of others) in the World
Bank World Development Report.
Wouldn’t it be worth making an’
effort to provide the sort of facts
and figures which take much
searching to find in the standard
officialreports?

The stocks of foreign invest-
ment in various countries; statis-
tics for multinationals and for
particular industries, as well as for
nation-states; shares of profits in
national income; trade union
membership in various countries;
wage rates; indications of whether
big factories or small dominate
in different countries; systems of
land tenure and figures for dis-
tribution of land; long-term his-
torical comparisons as well as
figures for recent years . . .

A yearbook including all that
would take a lot of work to com-
pile. But it would be immensely
valuable to socialists.
 

Socialist view
on Hong Kong

Gregor Benton,‘The
Hong KongCrisis’. Pluto
Press £3.50.
HONG Kongis probably the most
important remaining colony in
the capitalist world: 5% million
people (more than Ireland); more
foreign trade than China proper
or Brazil, and much more than
India; a major financial centre for
East Asia.

Yet the issue of Hong Kong
has hardly been discussedat all in
the British labour movement.
Only the fact that Britain’s lease
on the greater part of the colony’s
territory expires in 1997 has
sparked any concern.

Grégor Benton’s book
attempts to establish a sccialist
view.

Hong Kong under British rule,
he reports, is run as a not-very-
enlightened despotism. It “is a
society of several thousandmulti-
millionaires and tycoons — and of
millions who live from hand to
mouth, with only the barest
security.”

Three-quarters of a million
people live in shanty towns.
Workers are paid by the piece,
with no minimum wage and

 
practically no unemployment
benefit.

Medical services are ‘cheap
but appallingly bad” for the
majority. “The proportion of
Hong Kong’s ‘national’ income
devoted to education is still
among the world’s lowest.”

There is no form of elected
self-government. The language of
98% of Hong Kong people ~

Chinese — has been an official
language only since 1974, andis
still rarely used in government
councils or in courts of law.

Despite all this, most Hong
Kong people are “inclined to
compromise with British rule in

The nightmare arrives,
it. thefight goes on

New Women’s Fightback now out. 10
- 10p plus 16p post-age from 10b Landseer Road, Lond PP

the colony and to oppese a return
to mainland administration.”

It was not always so. In 1925-
6, the workers of Hong Kong
fought a tremendous general
strike against their British rulers.
After World War 2, “there was
Widespread support for the com-
munists (Maoists) . . .

and for a
while sections of workers became
very militant...” ~‘Sympathy for the mainland
regime remained even up to the
early 1960s. It began to vanish as
Starving refugees and desperate
appeals for food came out of the
mainland in the wakeof the crash
collectivisation drive of the Great
Leap Forward. It drained away as
the chaos of the 1970s was
followed by the suppression of
the democracy movement in the
early 1980s.

At the price of a few meagrereforms, the colonial administra-
tion has been able to win social
peace and a decline of trade union
membership and activity in the
Hong Kong working class since
1977.

So what should socialists
argue? Gregor Bentonreports that
the Hong Kong Trotskyists are
campaigning for a democratically
elected sovereign assembly in
Hong Kong. The people of HongKong should decide their own
future. British rule should be
ended. Reunification with the
mainland should be linked with
the fight for socialist democracy(i.e. for an anti-bureaucraticrevo-lution — though Benton does not
use the word revolution).

Benton also describes the
policies of the mainland Chinese
government and of different sec-
tions of the Hong Kong bour-
geoisie. Beijing’s line is that
Hong Kong should be broughtunder its sovereignty, but with
local autonomy so that ‘“absol-
utely nothing” will change there
socially and economically. 
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Modern theories
of imperialism

Historical Capitalism’, by Immanuel Wallerstein,
Verso £3.95. ‘The Geometry of Imperialism’, by
Giovanni Arrighi. Revised edition with a new after-
word(thefirst edition was in 1978): Verso £3.95

BOTH GIOVANNI Arrighi
and Immanuel Wallerstein are
well-known Marxist or neo-
Marxist writers on imperial-
ism and underdevelopment.

Arrighi has written most
notably on class structures in
Africa; Wallerstein is the
authorofa large-scale histori-
cal work on ‘The Modern
World System’.

The two books reviewed here
are both short summaries of
conceptual debates.

A large part of Arrighi’s book
is, in my view, wrong-headed.
Muchofit is certainly difficult to
understand.

Some of the most essential
points are made as passing com-
ments, while relatively minor
issues are discussed at length.

Wallerstein’s book is lucid and
well-constructed, but very
abstract and probably difficult to
understand without prior know-
ledge of the debates it comes out
of.

Bodies
Both books, however, contr-

ibute a lot to clarifying the terms
in which ‘imperialism’is discussed
amongtheLeft.

“By the early 1970s”, Arrighi
points out, “two main bodies of
analysis had developed, which
were quite distinct in their
premises but confusingly lumped
together under thelabel, ‘theories
of imperialism’.

“The first body of theories,
produced from the beginning of
the century up through the First
World War, had a commonobject
of analysis. the growing competi-
tion between capitalist states
overterritory...

“There was a second body of
theories...

““.. Political and intellectual
opposition to past and continuing
relations between the evidently
developed and the evidently much
less developed countries, grew.
And so did theories expressing
this opposition and explaining
historically and analytically why
such relations... enriched the rich
and exploited the poor among the
countries of the world...”

One body of theory — Hilferd-
ing, Bukharin, Lenin — focused
on the export of capital from
advanced capitalist countries and
its consequences in terms of
inter-imperialist rivalry, militar-
ism, and war. It recognised the
plunder of poor countriespy rich
(which had been going on for
  
  
  

 
centuries) but focused on what
was newin the ‘Third World’.

For Lenin, for example, what
lay behind the 1911 Revolution
in China was that the country was
‘on the eveof a gigantic capitalistdevelopment’ which would pro-duce many cities ‘teeming with
capitalist riches and proletarianneed and poverty’.Revolutionary conclusionsfollowed from the contradictions
within capitalist development,
and the contradictions between
capitalist development and_pre-capitalist or colonial institutions.

Another school of thought —

represented by more recent
writers like Wallerstein and also
Baran, Frank, Amin, Emmanuel —

focuses on the export of revenue
from underdeveloped capitalist
countries. It draws its socialist
conclusions not from capitalistdevelopment in the Third World

A review of two new books, and a contribution to
the discussion in Socialist Organiser about imperial-
ism and how tofight it

;By Martin Thomas

but from the alleged impossibility
of such development on any
serious scale.

Class relations, for this school
‘of thought, are subordinate to or
subsumed in the web of economic
flows from Third World ‘peri-
phery’ to US/West European
‘core’.

These flows are the essence of
world capitalism. Apparently ‘pre-
capitalist’ forms are in fact
only part of the capitalist world
system.

Distinct

The two bodies of theory are
quite distinct in the questions
they ask, the answers they give,
and the concepts they use. Both
could agree broadly that ‘imperia-
lism is the world system of
monopoly capitalism’: yet they
would give very different mean-
ings to these words.

“As a result”, as Arrighi putsit, “much of the debate on
imperialism that developed in the
late 1960s and early 1970s was
vitiated by basic misunderstand-
ings over the very object of the
debate”.

Today, too, many comrades
will present apicture of the world
with a fixed division between a
unified imperialist ‘core’ and a
‘semi-colonial’ periphery, the
essence of the system being the
exploitation of the periphery by
the core. And they hotly insist
that this is Leninist orthodoxy,
to be defended against ‘revision-
ism’.

 

In truth their picture is
derived from -those elements of
the  Wallerstein-type analysis
which have become ‘accepted
wisdom’ on the Left, andis quitedifferent from Lenin’s, in which
inter-imperialist rivalry and the
fluidity of relations between
different countries were central.

“Capitalism is growing with
the greatest rapidity in the
colonies and the overseas coun-
tries. Among the latter, newimperialist powers are emerging(e.g. Japan). The struggle amongthe world imperialisms is becom-
ing more acute” (Lenin).

To defend Lenin is one thing.To propose a rival theory is
another. But dogmatically to
defend the rival theory in the
name of Leninist orthodoxy is
somethingelse again!

Further confusion has been
added’ by the ideologists of the
‘end of imperialism’ — whose
arguments, as Arrighi notes,“stood in evident contrast to the‘imperial’ role assumed by the
United States on a world scale
after the Second World War”.

These ideologists attacked
Lenin’s theory: and on the other
side of the argument, many who
wrote to prove the continued
existence of imperialism assumedthatwhat theymeantby ‘imperia-lism’ was the same as what Lenin
had meant, when it fact it was
not.

The confusion was accompan-ied, and facilitated, by a persist-
ent blurring of concepts.Immanuel Wallerstein’s book
unravels the confusion one way:
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vy clarifying the concepts of the
Baran/Frank tradition (in which
Wallerstein stands), and showing
that they define capitalism itself
quite differently from classical
Marxism.

Capitalism, for Wallerstein, has
never been historically progress-
ive. It does. not rest fundament-
ally on wage labour, but on
‘semi-proletarian’ labour, more-
over, its chief economicrelationis
unequal exchange (unequal be-
cause of power relations), not
exploitation of labour through
formally equal exchange.

Working-class movements and
Third World nationalist move-
ments are fundamentally the same
sort of movement against the
system of unequal exchange and
of concentration of riches-at the
centres of power.

All of this is argued power-
-fully and boldly. It is in effect
populism turned into high theory.

Arrighi proceeds instead by
trying to clarify the classical
Marxist terms of reference. Start-
ing from a remark by Bob
Sutcliffe that “ambiguity” about
the very word ‘imperialism’ “lies
at the root.of misunderstandings”
on this question, Arrighi sets out
to reconstruct exactlywhat Lenin
and his contemporaries under-
stood by the word.

‘Confusing
He nainty discusses J.A.

Hobson, a radical-liberal writer
from whom Lenin took a great
deal.

Here it gets confusing. Arrighi
isolates four variants of ‘imperial-
ism’: colonisation by settlers;
international free trade and free
enterprise, a stable: world hierar-
chy dominated by a super-power,
or world rivalry between powers,
tending towards war. All are
different forms of expansion of
the nation-state.

In a_ series of geometric
diagrams, he discusses how the
‘imperialism’ of various powers at
various times has moved between
these four poles.

The gist of this argument
seems to be Arrighi’s thesis that
the finance capital of the earlier
20th century and the multinat-
jonal corporations of today pro-
duce different movements be-
tween the fourpoles.

High finance, he argues, was
fed by excess savings at home
(because of ‘underconsumption’   

London Futures Market: buyingand sellingEurodollars
— the low level of workers’
consumption) and the flow of
interest and dividends from
abroad. This led to a glut of.
money-capital, interested in new
areas to flow to and in military
spending (which gave opportun-
ities for profitable loans to the
state). Thus the system tended to
gravitate to the pole of inter-
imperialist rival-v and war.

Savings
But those very inter-imperial-

ist wars produced changes in the
system. Modern state spending
drains off excess savings. The
multinational corporations of
today are interested in an inter-
national planning of the process
of production, rather than just
international flows of money.
Hence the system gravitates to an
imperialism of free enterprise.

Arrighi argues that up to the
late °60s the capitalist world
system was primarily an_insti-
tutionalised formal hierarchy led
by the US; since then US domin-
ation has continued/TMbut in a
more informal, purely economic
variant, which is fairly stable.

Muchoftheattemptto slotall
aspects of capitalist world econ-
omics and politics into the chosen
four variants is necessarily very
formalistic, and the argument is
often very unconvincing.

Why shouldn’t the imperialism
of high finance. operate solely
through free-market relations,
without colonial conquests and
inter-imperialist wars?

Couldn’t the multinationals
produce a system of rival imper-
jialist blocs — each with its own
internal internationalisation of
production — rather than a rela-
tively unified world system?

Concepts
Arrighi’s argument seems to

me to be too far from concrete
analysis — he has a selection of
empirical facts, five or six general
concepts to slot them into, and
nothing in between. But he does
open some questions to think
about.

His conclusion is that Lenin’s
theory of imperialism is ‘“‘irrele-
vant” today — precisely because
it predicted trendsin its own time
so well, and those trends (inter-
imperialist war, national libera-
tion struggles) have now changed
the world.

Arrighi’s focus on change is
useful: Wallerstein. in contrast,
sees the shape of the world econ-
omic system as essentially un-

changed since the 16th century
or thereabouts. The basic struc-
ture of core and periphery is the
same: everything else slots into
that.

This, perhaps, is the central
flaw of Wallerstein’s theory. Un-
doubtedly his theory does give
some picture of the facts of the
world economy — and does show
up the classical Marxist view of
capitalist development in the
Third World as rather simplistic,
unilinearand ‘over-optimistic’.

But Wallerstein focuses on the
relatively timeless contrast of rich
and- poor, rather than the
dynamics of class relations —

which show the possible paths
and agencies of revolutionary
change.

Arrighi points to change. But
his conclusion that the capitalist
world today has moved outside

  
tendencies andthe ‘grid’ of

patterns analysed by Lenin also
depends, I think, on something
else. His concern with Hobson has
led him to focus on one of the
weakest aspects of Lenin’s pam-
phiet on imperialism, one
borrowed from Hobson.

This is the concept of imper-
jalist expansion as being caused
by a glut of capital which lacks
domestic investment opportuni-
ties.

The idea of a permanent glut
of capital arising once capitalism
has reached a certain level was a
constant theme of bourgeois
economists from Adam Smith to
Keynes. And it is attractive to
socialists because it seems to
point to a breakdown of the
system

Not permanent
But it is not tenable. Capital-

ism can always create scope for
more capital investment. A glut
of capital is an effect of a period-
ic crisis, not a permanent cause
ofcrisis.

Capital can be ‘excess’ or
otherwise only relative to the
current condition of capitalism,
not to any absolute standard.
Poor countries may well have
greater ‘excesses’ of capital, more
often, than richer countries.

Besides, foreign investment is
not an overflow. It is not some-
thing that happensafter all dom-
estic investment opportunities are
exhausted.

Now the ‘glut of capital’
theory can be found in some
pages of Lenin’s ‘Imperialism’.
“The need- to export capital
arises from the fact that in a few
countries capitalism has become
‘over-ripe’ and (owing to the
backward state of agriculture and
the poverty of the masses) capital
cannotfind a field for ‘profitable’
investment.”

Some people have taken this
to be the gist of his theory. If
they are right, then Lenin’s
theory is largely irrelevant after
World War 2 — and, moreover,
unless some compensatory fun-
damental change in capitalism is
shown to have happened (for
Arrighi it is increased state
spending), then it is impossible
to explain why decolonisation
and the geographical contraction
of the capitalist world market
after World War 2 did not lead to
US/West European capitalism
choking onits uninvestible riches.

Expansion
But also in Lenin’s ‘Imperial-

ism’ — and, with muchless addit-
ion of the ‘glut of capital’ theory,
in Bukharin’s writings — is the
idea of the root process being the
expansion of the productive
forces to the level where nation-
state units have become outdated
and too small.

That idea is certainly not
“irrelevant” today. An analysis
of how the contradiction between
productive forces and national
frontiers has developed could per-
haps give substance to Arrighi’s
‘geometry’.

It could also create a broader
synthesis, embracing Lenin’s
theory of inter-imperialist rivalry
and integrating elements from the
Wallerstein theory of underdevel-
opmentinto a frameworkofclass,
not populist, analysis.

Colin Foster reviews:
Carl E. Schorske,
‘German Social Demo-
cracy 1905-1917: The
Developmentof the
Great Schism’. Harvard
University Press £6.50.

MOST socialists who know any
dates at all from the history of
the labour movement know
August 4, 1914.

On that day the Social Demo-
cratic representatives in the
German Parliament voted for
war credits, thus supporting
their own capitalist government
in World War 1.

It was one of the greatest acts
of apostasy and betrayal in
human history, a watershed
event in shaping the world
history of the last seventy years.
It opened the ‘Great Schism’
in the labour movementbetween
reformists and revolutionaries.

Just the events of the few
days beforeAugust 4 shed much
light on exactlywhat happened.
Fearingwartimerepression, the
Social Democratic Party leaders
on July 30 had sent twoofficials
to Zurich with the party treas-
ury. But the Social Democratic
unions had sought to protect
theirfundsdifferently.

They went to the government
to seek guarantees — and got
them,at a price.

/On August2 theycalled off all
strikes pending or in progress.   
Luxemburg
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The day of the
Great Betrayal

They suspended all strike payfor the duration of the war, and
reached an agreement with the
employers’ associations to ban
all strikes and lock-outs for the
courseof thewar.

All this happened before the
Social Democratic Party parlia-
mentary representatives had
even metto decide theirvote.

Schorske’s brilliant book —

long out of print before this
reprint — shows how this
pattern of events wasthelogical
culmination of many years’
development.

The ideology of the Party —

a mechanistic form of Marxism
— determined a stance of pure
but passive opposition. The

‘ writings of its most prominent
theorist, Karl Kautsky, were
“‘remarkablefor the passive role
which he assigned to the work-
ing class andits party...

“The dynamic element in
(the socialist revolution) would
be the ruling ‘class which,
throughits inner contradictions,
corruption, and loss of self-
assurance, would hurtle the
existing order to destruction.
The proletariat would be the
passive beneficiary of the
process thanks to having main-
tained its oppositional integrity.

‘‘Where Luxemburg(a leader
of the revolutionary left wing)
viewed the proletariat as an
irresistable force,.Kautsky
seemed to see it as an immov-
able object. In the revolution

itself, Social Democracy would
stand as an island of morality in
a turbulent sea of iniquity; when 
 

 

Kautsky

the storm had exhausteditself,
its surviving victims would take
refuge on theisland.’’

On the terrain of trade union-
ism, this outlook determined an
ultra-cautioustactic. A structure
of trade union officialdom grew
up for which ultra-caution was
not a tacticbut an axiom.

Then the loose, all-embracing
structure of the Party played its
role: the revolutionaries were
swamped; the apparatus had
great autonomy and indepen-
dence; whole layers of the
amorphous party were ignorant
of the normal guiding principles
of theparty,ete.

For example, the revolution-
ary left wingcalled for theuse of
masspolitical strikes. The trade
union conservatives said no:
such action would endanger
their carefully-constructed
organisations, for no certain
tangible result.Trading on the movement’s
powerful desire for unity, the
Party leadership rallied the
majority round a position which
supported the use of masspolit-
ical strikes in principle, but
counselled inaction. for the
immediate future.

Newrecruits to the leadership
were chosen aboveall for beinggood conciliators,closely identi-
fied neither with the right nor
theleft.

/Through a series of such
political conflicts, the Party was
ratcheted away from revolution-
ary politics. The official ideology
became more and more empty
— more and morea scholastic
exercise in reconciling passive
accommodationto the system in
practice with pure opposition to
it in principle. The bureau-
cratic structures hardened.

With a wealth of detail,
Schorske describes the subtle
intertwining of these processes
in theyears 1905-14.

Schorske is a US university
professor. Though lainly
sympathetic to the revolution-
ary left wing, he is no revolu-
tionary himself: -For all that, his
bookis a fine work of historical-
materialist analysis, and well-
written too. Every socialist
concerned to: know how and why
the labour movement in the
advanced capitalist countries got
into its present sorry state
should readit.
 

Chinese revolutionary
 

Garth Franklandreviews
a valuable autobiography
 
The autobiography of Wang
Fan-hsi — ‘Chinese Revolution-
ary. Memoirs 1919-49’, publish-
ed in 1980 by Oxford University
Press — is now available in
Remainder Shops throughout
Britain for around £2.50.

The book, which originally
cost £15, did not achieve the
wide sale that its importance
merited. In contrast, Chinese,
German and Japanese editions
have sold many thousands of
copies.

Wang joined the Trotskyists
while at the ‘Communist Uni-
versity for the Toilers of the
East’ in the USSR during 1928.
From then he never waived in
his determination to defend the
interests of revolutionary
Marxism. Despite years in jail
under the Kuomintang and the
massive repression caused by
the Japanese invasion of China,
he continued to fight to build a
revolutionary Marxist organisa-
tion in China.

Despite the enormous diffi-
culties in carrying out a struggle
simultaneously against the
Stalinists, the Kuomintang and

the Japanese invaders he and
his comradesbuilt an organisa-
tion of several hundred cadres.

They were dogged by the
splits and divisions of the sort
that plagued the rest of the
world Trotskyist movement.
But of course these divisions
were those of small harassed
groups of comrades trying to
faceup to huge events.

Wang himself deals with
someofthetheoreticalproblems

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

{i Socialist Organiser, 28
ff Middle Lane, London NB8:
J £2.50 plus 50p postage.
i
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TheclassicMarxist analysis

Soviet Union and Where Is
4 It Going?’ Availablevia

involved in these intra-Trotsky-
ist disputes and comes up with
somenew insights which may be
of value in today’s struggle.

But although challenging
someof the ‘orthodox’ positions
of the Chinese Trotskyists he
rooted his politics deeply in the
theory of permanentrevolution.

Comrades should go out now
and buy this book. There are
many things to be learnt from
it.
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rotsky on Stalinism 
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Industrial
digest

THE 1,400 TGWU process work-
ers at Shell UK’s biggest
refinery, Stanlow (Cheshire),
voted on Thursday (December8)
to reject a recommendation by
shop stewards to continue their
eight-week strike, and accepted
the company’s 4.5% over 15
monthsbasicpay offer package.

This follows theacceptance by
the 1000 AUEWcraft workers at
the refinery on Wednesdayof a
similar deal, and by the work-
force at Shellhaven (Essex),who
settled at theweekend.

Workers at the three other
refinery and chemical sites,
Teesport (Cleveland),Ardrossan
(Scotland) and the Carrington
complex near Manchester, who
have been operating overtime
bans and work-to-rule proce-dures seem certain to acceptcomparablesettlements.

However, Shell’s 1,750
TGWU oil-tanker drivers and
depot workers have still not
formally finalised their settle-
mentdue to legal snags arising
over possible breaches of exist-
ing contractsof employment.

The decision at Stanlow to
return to workendsthisround of
strike action and secondary
picketingagainst Shell, and con-
cludes the oil industry’s most
serious dispute since the end of
the 1970s.

eeERE

AFTERre-openedtalks between
the TGWU and Ford UK
management=on
[December 8], the 7.5% pay
offer made to the company’s44,500 hourly paid workforce
was accepted.

Ford made no concessions to
union proposals for a shorter
working week and improved
pension schemes, despite the
union argumentthatlast week’s
plant-by-plant vote [covering 24
plants] in favour of accepting

.
the offer disguised the fact that
a substantial majorityof workers
[24,000to 16,000] had actuallyyoted against the company’s
eal.

eRe E

TWO. announcements—were
made in the Commons this
week by Tory ministers con-
cerning privatisation plans.
Norman Lamont, Minister of
State for Trade and Industry,
said thatparts of British Leyland
— particularly the most profit-
able parts for instance — would
begin to be handed over to
private ownership during 1984.

And the Transport Secretary,
Nicholas Ridley, said that the
first steps to the privatisation of
British Airways would begin on
April 1, 1984, when it would
become a public limited com-
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Flogging off the |

National Health?
AFTERthecollapse of the fight
against the privatisation of
British Telecom, the next target
for theTories willbetheNHS.

Last January, the DHSS
issued a circular calling on
District Health Authorities
(DHAs)to putcatering, cleaningand laundry services out to
tender, but the whole issue was
sat on in the run up to the
General Election.

Now,claiming a new mandate
for privatisation, the re-elected
Tory government has lost no
time in sendingout instructions
for DHAs to come up with a
timetable for privatisation bymid-April 1984. With the bit
between Tory teeth, it is likely
thatthecrunch will come sooner
rather than later for most
Districts.

Theresponseto this from the
TUC has been disastrous. After
telling the Post Office engin-
eers to accept a court injunction
to stop ‘blacking’ of the privateProject Mercury, their advice to
health workers is not much
better. They suggest we try and
get as muchpublicityas possible
andifthatdoesn’t put the Tories
off, compete for our own jobs
withtheprivate contractors!

This masterplan has just been
issued by the TUC Health Ser-
vices Committee withthe agree-
mentofall theNHS unions.

Basically, it consists of two
sections, the first of which, two
pages long, calls for a public
campaign against privatisation.Quite sensibly it suggests the
re-establishment of the local
NHS co-ordinating committees
set up in the last pay dispute,but thehigh spotofit all is to be
a seriés of meetings and
nfarches! Apart from a vaguementionof‘‘otheraction’),there
is no mention of strike action
and, important thoughmeetingsand marchesare,it is only strike
actionthatwill prevent privatis-
ation on a large scale. British
Telecomis the best lesson for us

The TUC’s campaign is to
focus on the threat to the
‘quality: of staff and. service’’
and the‘‘standards of care and
treatment’’ and nothing else.
Again there is no doubt that aprivatised NHS would have
lower standards andthe labour
movement must be alerted to
that. However, by far the most
immediate threat is to the payand conditions of health work-

By Dewi
Lewis

ers. Any campaign that is rooted
in the workplace must take
accountofthis.

The DHSScircular allows for
‘reviews’ of bonus schemes
and the governmenthas recent-
ly abandoned its Fair Wages
Resolution — contractors can
now pay their staff what they
like.

Where services have already
been contracted out there have
been drastic cuts in staffing
levels. These hard realities
bring the situation home to
healthworkersfarbetterthanall

ents aboutthe moral argumprofiteeringfrom illness.
The clue to the TUC’= real

intentions is in the 14 pa..s of
the second section of the docu-
ment which contains a guide on
supervising the tendering
process. ‘After the publicity
fireworks let’s get down to the
real job and make sure these
tenders are drawn up properly!’

Fowler’s fiddled
NORMAN Fowler has claimed
that he has won a 1% real
increase in health spendingnext
year, enoughto cover the grow-
ing needsoftheelderly.

He has assumed that health
workers will take a 2% real pay
cut, and that health authorities
can find %% ‘efficiency sav-
ings’.

He has ignored the growing
costs of medical technology, the
continually rising demands on
the family practitioner service,
and the need to restore this
year’s cut to get planned spend-
ing backon course.

When we take these factors
into account and question Mr
Fowler’s unjustified assump-tions, his 1% real growth turns
into a 242% real cut amounting
to nearly£400 million.

*Prices are expected to rise by

We get page after page of
useful advice about clauses
protecting pay, conditions,
trade union membership, nego-tiating rights, sick pay and so
on.

All this is vital if it actually
comes down to putting a depart-
mentout to tender, but it is no
substitute for a real fight. What
it does is take the initiative out
of thehands of themembersand
leaves it with the full time
officers.

This strategy reinforces the
idea that the government and
the contractorscan be beaten at
their own game as long as the
rules are ‘fair’. It encourageshealth workers to cut back on
their own pay and conditions byaccepting bonus reviews, un-
filled vacancies and new work-
ing practices.

In the absence of a strongnational campaign which can
come up with realistic answers,the feeling is growing that ‘we
must make ourselves as efficient
as possible so we can compete
for our own jobs’. This is some--
thing that is anticipated by the
DHSSin their circular — heads
you lose and weprivatise, tails
we win andstaff are cut.

Unless the rot is stoppedquickly the ancillary services
will be easy meat for the

5%. Cost: £344 million.
*Pay mustrise by at least 5%

if the living standards of NHS
staff are not to be cut. Cost:
£433 million. :

*Growing numbersof elderly
people require an increase in
spending of between 0.7% and
1% ayear. Cost: £163 million.

*Advances in medical tech-
nology require extra spendingof
’a% per year to keep pace.Cost: £82 million.

*Growing demands on te
family practitioner service,
possiblydue to rising unemploy-
ment, have caused a 10% rise
in spenting this year (£100
million above target). Likely
‘extra’ spending next year, on
top of -factors above is: £125
million.

This gives a total extra cost
of £1147 million.

Pritchards and Grand Met
sharks next spring. The fight
back can start if action is taken
now against unfilled vacancies
and bonus reviews, but defen-
sive actionis not enough.

It is likely that particulardepartments and particularhospitals will be targetted as
guinea pigs for contracting out
— in this case the rest of the
hospital and other hospitals in
the District must be prepared to
take immediate action in their
support.

We must not allow the con-
tractors to ‘case the joint’ — a
walk-out is the only answerif
they are given any guided tours
by management.It is only when
health workers themselves are
taking actionthatwe can expectothers in the labour movement
to support us. It is then thatthe
public campaign set out by the
TUCwillbeuseful.

Health Authorities in Wales
have already madeit clear that
“‘they do not welcome the pos-sible disruption that privatis-
ation may bring to patient ser-
vices’’. In other words they
are going to steer clear of anydepartment or hospital that is
going to makelife difficult for
them.It is our job to make them
wish theynever heard of privat-
isation.

figures
We must also take into

account Chancellor Nigel Law-.
son’s cuts in cash limited spend-"
ing of 1% on current spending
and 2% on capital spending.

So when Norman Fowler
announcesthathealth spending
next year will increase by only
£800 million, this amounts to a
real cut in NHS services next
year of £390 million — nearly
22%. :

The government has claimed
that health authorities can
achieve ‘efficiency earnings’
equal to %% of their spending
eachyear — or £53 million.

Even if these savings are
allowed for, theNovemberstate-
menteffectively offers real cuts
in health spending next year of
£340 million.

From a NUPE document

  Registry
strikers
return

By Chris Watkinson
THE LANDRegistry civil serv-
ice strike is over after 4%
weeks. The members have
accepted an agreement between
thesection strike committee and
management.

Clericalofficers had been ask-
ed to take on extra responsibil-
ity, doing work previously done
by executive officers (the next
grade up), without extra allow-
ancesortrade union agreement.

Accordingto the new deal, for
the next eight weeks clerical
officers will work to contract.
After eight weeks the situation
willbe reviewed.

Many members regard the
situation as vague. In some
branches they wanted to reject
theoffer, but the section officers
recommended acceptance —

and members received the
return-to-work arrangements
and dates before many of them
had voted on theoffer.

The main feeling is resigned —

disillusionment, although the
section officers regard the deal
as a victory. :

It remains to be seen what
happens at the end of thetrial
period. Whether members will
have thestomachfor further act-
ion at a time when the union is
occupied with pay negotiations,
also remainsto beseen.

CPSAofficials should say that
this is not an outright victory,
and acknowledge it as a com-
promise.

EERE

ON THURSDAY (December 8)
900 AUEW members at Sella-
field (formerly Windscale)
nuclear reprocessing_plant
passeda vote of no confidencein
British Nuclear Fuels. This
follows the contamination of

-local beaches with radioactive
waste discharge, for which the
workers hold managementresponsible. The union has said
thatthere have been no accept-able assurances made by BNF
that such contamination would
not happen.

ReEeREE

AN 18-monthpayoffer of 5.14%
on basic rates made to 4,700TGWU manual workersemployed by the United King-dom Atomic Energy Authority
was rejected last week, andbrings for the first time thepossibilityof strike action at the
UK AEA’ssevensites.

SCOTLAND

Edinburgh.
Contact: Dave, 229.4591.
SO is sold at Muirhouse

Whereto find
(Sat. 10.30-12.30) and at
the First-of-May bookshop,
CandlemakerRow.
Glasgow.
Contact: 63 Dixon Avenue,
GlasgowG42. Papersales:
Friday lunchtime,Glasgow
Schoolof Art; Saturday
afternoon, Springburn
Shopping Arcade; Tuesday
morning: MaryhillUBO;
and GlasgowBookshop
Collective.

NORTHWEST

Hyndburn.
Contact:Accrington 395753
Liverpool.
Ceortac: 733 6663. SO is
seac a News-irom-
Niwzece Wesectame! enc
= Progtesave Bocas Sect
x
Manchester.

.Contact: Tony, 273 5691.
SO is sold at Grass Roots
Books, Newton St., Picca-
dilly.
Rochdale.
Contact: c/o 28 Middle
Lane, London N8.
Stoke.
Contact:
328198.

Paul Barnett,

Socialist Organiser
Stockport.

:Contact: 40 Fox St, Edgley.
SO is sold at Stockport
Market, (Saturday, 11.00-
12.30).

Wirral.
Contact: Lol Duffy, 3 St.
James Court, Victoria
Rd., New Brighton, Mer-
seyside.
YORKSHIREAND NORTH
EAST
Durham.
Cortact: Andy, 64088. SO
§ soac at) Community
comp New Elvet.
Halifax.
Contact: 52156. SO is sold
at Hebden Bridge Books.
Harrogate.
Contact: Mark, 522542. SO
is sold at Harrogate Market(Wednesday, Friday,
Saturday lunchtimes).
Huddersfield.

.

Contact: Alan Brooke, 59
Magdale, Honley,HD7 2LX

Hull.
Contact: c/o 28 Middle
Lane, London N8.
Leeds
Contact: Garth, 623322. SO
is sold at Books and Corner
Books, WoodhouseLane.
Sheffield.
Conract Rob, 589807. SO is
sold at Boots in Fargate(Saturday, 12 to 1) and at
Independent Bookshop,Glossop Rd.
Sunderland.
Contact:c/o Durham.
York.
Contact: 414118. SO is sold
at the University (Friday
mornings}. Coney St. {Sat-
urday mornings), the dole
office (most mornings) and
at Community Bookshop.

WALES AND WEST

Bristol.
Contact: c/o 28 Middle
Lane, London N8.

Cardiff.
Contact: 492988.
Taunton.
Contact: c/o 28 Middle
Lane, LondonN8.

MIDLANDS
Birmingham.
Contact: Godfrey Webster,169 Barclay Rd., Bears-
wood, Smethwick. SO is
sold at theOtherBookshop.Coventry. Contact: Keith,
75623. SO is sold at the
Wedge Bookshop.
Leicester.
Contact: Phil, 857908. SO
is sold at Blackthorne
books, HighStreet.
Northampton.
Contact: Ross, 713606.
Nottingham.
Contact: Pete, 585640. SO
is sold at the Victoria
Centre, (Saturday, 11 to 1)

os

and at Mushroom Book- Putney.shop, HeathcoteSt. Contact: Tom, 789 7587.
Richmond

SOUTH Contact:Nick, 876 6715.
SE London.

Basingstoke.
.

ContactSiu Ming, 6911141Contact: c/o 28 Middle Southwark Lambeth.Lane, London N8. Contact: Jeff, 635 8468.SO is sold at Good News.
Bookshop, London Road.
Oxford.
Contact c/o 28 Middle
Lane, London N8. SO is
sold at Tescos, CowleyRd., (Fridays 5 to 7),Cornmarket (Saturdays,
11 to 1) and at EOA Books,CowleyRoad.

LONDON AREA
Brent [and NW].
Contact:Mick, 624 1931.
Camden.
Contact:Mike, 267 4806.
Hackney.
Contact: 348 5941 or 802
0771.
Hounslow.

’ Contact:Chris, 898 6961.
Islington.
Contact:Nik, 278 1341.
Orpington.
Contact Siu Ming, 691 1141

Tower Hamlets.
Contact: Susan, 377 1328.

LondonEducationals:
State and Revolution; The
Russian Revolution; TheUSSR and Stalinism;Ireland: Why is the leftdivided?. The above are aplannedseries taking place
on Fridays, 7pm at theLSE,East Building, 1st Floor,
room E196.
Discussions on ImperialismThursdays, 7pm, at 214,Sickert Court, London N1.

SO is sold at the followingbookshops: Central Books,Colletts, The Other Book-shop, Bookmarks, Book-place, [Peckham Rd., SE15]KilburnBooks and ReadingMatters [Wood GreenShoppingCentre].
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Chapple’s
parting”
shot

THE general tenor of last
month’s EETPU conference was
set by Frank Chappie’s tradi-
tional tirade against socialist
activisminside both the Labour
Party and trade unions.

Of the 158 motions on the
agenda, no fewer than fifty-one
were composited or withdrawn,
five were invalid because their
movers failed to appear, while
the executive committee won
remission of a further thirty
resolutions.

General policy statements in
opposition to Tory anti-union
laws and against EEC withdraw-
al were unanimouslycarried. As
regards the former the EETPU
is now formallycommitted to an
‘active campaign of opposition
to all forms of anti-trade union
legislation’’.Unemployment and_public
sector cuts were opposed with
an implicit demand to defend
threatened workplaces through
a policy of occupation. Confer-
ence also carried a_ further
motion calling for trade union
control of Youth Training
Schemes.

Shipbuilding delegates
pressed for an emergency
debate on the volatile situation
at British Shipbuilders but were
refused amid angry exchanges.

Terry Duffy could raise little
enthusiasm for a proposed
fusion between the AUEW and
EETPU. A moresinister visit
was that of the ‘fraternal’
delegate from the American
‘“‘AFL-CIA”’.

The final session dealt with
75 rule amendmentsand proved
controversial both for rule
changes and the undemocratic
rulings of conference chair,
Tom Breakell.

One EC motion proposed to
delete payment of accident
benefit from the EETPU.
Although delegates voted this
down, the conference decision
was over-ruled by Breakell.
The following day this ruling,
too, was overturned. Instead,
Branch general purpose funds
were reduced from 2% to 1% of
total union revenue.

Increased weekly subscrip-
tions of 20p a week were also
scheduled to compensate for
a decrease in membership of
20,000 over 1983.

This should at the very least
stabilisecost-of-living pressures
for 152 full-time appointed

’ officials.
There were two other signif-

icant EC sponsored rule
changes.Firstly, shop stewards
willnow be elected for two year
terms, while full-time officials
will now have carte blanche to
appoint shop stewards to union
industrial conferences. This was
blandlyclaimed to facilitatethe
democratic representation of
union members.

Left-wing demands for an
end to political bans and pro-scriptions were defeated as were
those calling for election of all
full-timeofficials: the right wing
simply reminded conference of
Communist Party activityduring
the ballot-rigging era of 1960.
Using such methods they also
ditched proposed democratic
changes including calls for the
union leadership to be bound by
conferencedecisions.

Onesignificant feature of this
conference was the extent to
which white-collar EESA
sections predominated. This
‘unionwithina union’’ was able
to fund some 40 delegates
representing just a few hun-
dred engineeringstaff.

Contrast this with the com-
bined membership of two large
EETPU branches such as
London Central and Southamp-
ton.

Together these
some210,000 members yet at
conference they were entitled
to just two delegates between
them.

 Residential workers

 

Vote YES to
9-5 action!

FIFTEEN weeks of growing
action, and still no movement
from the national employers. No
discussions. No recognition of our
just claim.

The present attitude of the
national employers is despicable.
They appear deaf, dumb and
blind to the actions of more than
10,000 angry workers who
attended the lobby in London
last Wednesday, the 800 who
demonstrated in Glasgow, the
100 or so in Nottinghamshire and
many elsewhere.

They are playing a waiting
game and have shownnoscruples
in using all forces in their favour.
media manipulation of public
opinion, playing down the public
debate, providing magic money.
for private placement Tebbit’s
law andsiege tactics.

The shop stewards conference
in Essex on December6, was well
attended, giving direct feedback,
representing residential workers,
from all over the country.

There have been many indic-
ations throughout this dispute
that NALGO’snational leadership
have been very weak. Now they
have clearly gone against the
interests of residential workers.
The NLGC went to ACAS to
try and arrange a Christmas
‘truce’ after the national delegate

By Anne
Crowder

conference clearly mandated
them not to approach ACASat
all.

Using conferences like the
shop stewards conference we
must ensure the rank andfilehave
control of this dispute and the
officers act in our interests.

The leadership have also failed
to build any support amongst the
rest of NALGO’s membership.
Their support is vital. particularly
if we win the ballot to implement
9 to 5 working only, and our
action from there is effective,
thus forcing management to put
pressure down on the workers
rather than upwards to the
employers, as has been shown
throughout the whole of this
dispute.

The 9 to 5 action has many
limitations that we cannotignore.
We must meet any suspensions or
blocking of pay with strike
action. In many authoritiesthere
has already been support shown
by many NALGO members and
we must build on that.

Some authorities are very
supportive of our claim. Liver-
pool, for example, has called on
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the national employers to abolish
split shifts, implement a 36 hour
week immediately with a reduc-
tion to 35 hours next year and
pay the remainder of our claim in
full.

.

It certainly shows that
councils can come out and fully
support the claim, and even go

further than the present claim!
We must bring pressure, par-

ticularly on the Labour authori-
ties, through the Labour Parties,
to ensure that they come out in
full support of our claim.

There will be another shop
stewards’ conference on 15
December, the day after our

"Demonstratorled off during last Wednesday's one-day strike

ballot closes. It is vital that
residential workers mandate their
delegates to vote for the imple-
mentation of the 9 to 5 ballot
immediately and to meet any
victimisations with all-out strike
action.

 POEU must pick up the pieces
“BRITISH Telecom man-
agement have cleared a
room in the basement of
an exchange and called it
the sheep-dip’’, reported
a London Post Office Eng-
ineering Union (POEU)
member from BT Interna-
tional division at a meeting
of militants last weekend.

The ‘sheep-dip’ is the room
where engineers have to report
before resuming work, ‘to be
cleansed and shorn bald of
militancy’.

Some engineers are being
moved from their place of work
and redeployed. Changes are

By Ricky Houston

being made in working condi-
tions, drastic wage cuts are
being made, and long-standing
agreements, some_covering
rota shifts, are being imposed
on returning strikers by a BT
managementconfident that the
local branches are_isolated
now that the POEU leadership
has madeits deal withBT.

Circular
Duringthefirst week of Dec-

emberBT Internationalmanage-
ment issued a circular which
states: ‘‘The letter will point out
the employees’ contractual obli-
 

represent-

 THE Executive of the Un-
ion of Communication
Workers (UCW) has chosen
to makea national issue out
of our criticismof the union
officials’ handling of the
September postal section
strike in Basingstoke.

The week-long strike to rein-
state Alan Fraser — postal sec-
tion secretary, South East org-
aniser of the Communication
Workers’ Broad Left, and a
Socialist Organiser supporter —

was sold out by national full-
time officers Gerry Casey and
John Taylor.

Since then the postal section
members in Basingstoke have
drawn the lessonsof the sell-out
and spread themto many areas
in the

¢
form of an official branch

circular: Socialist Organiser
upporters have produced apamphlet, ‘SolidarityBetrayed’,

which explains how the rising
consciousness of the branch

a2 ene we ae ek ae rece

UCW leaders
lash out

was seen as a threat by both
managementand union bureau-
crats alike, and gave them a
commoninterest in getting Alan
out of the Post Office.

The bureaucrats have now
responded with a lengthy andlaughably hamfisted document
signed by general secretary
Alan Tuffin. Tuffin tries, by. a
combinationof distortion, omis-
sion and

_
inaccuracies, to

discredit Alan Fraser, Socialist
Organiser, and by direct implic-
ation the members of the UCW
whostruck to support Alan.

The documenthas apparently
gone to every UCW branch in
thecountry.

The issue is now much bigger
than different views of a local
strike. The New Year will see a
nationalbattle on the questions
of union democracy and on the
clear failure of the union’s
current leadership to take a
fighting stand in defence of its
members.

gation to worknormallyas direc-fed, etc. And war that any sub-
sequent refusal or industrial
action as part of a campaign ag-
ainst privatisation or intercon-
nection may be regarded as a
repudiation of contract, leaving
BT free to regard employment
as terminated without going
through the running procedures
adoptedhitherto.’’

Commenting on the state of

the POEU’s campaign following
the end ofindustrial action, the
circular states: ‘‘Privatisation —

for better or worse — is still
going ahead; the union has been
ordered to accept interconnec-
tion; the members are not
returningto thestatus quo’’.

Londonbranchesare incensed
at the conditions their members
are having to return to work
under, as they face BT manage-
 

Students angry
THE National Executive have
managed to outrage almost
every section and sector in the
National Unionof Students.

.

Twenty months have gone by
since the National Organisa-
tion of Labour Students (NOLS)
took the leadership of NUS, and
although it is an improvement
on previous Execs, the strategy
theyhave pursuedis nowfalling
apart, and being seen to be
fallingapart.Last week's NUS conference
wasthefirst ‘‘reformed confer-
ence’’.

Instead of a continuous
plenary where policy was
debated and the Executive
Report questioned, conference
broke into ‘‘commissions’’
which are supposed to discuss
the Executive Report in detail.

The three sectoral confer-
ences (Further Education,
Universities and Public Sector
Higher Education [PSHE] werealso held as part of the full NUS
conference.

Angry
The new arrangement was a

flop. Delegates wandered
around the coffee bar and stalls
rather than go into the sectoral
conferences or commissions.
The reducedplenarytime meant
that there were only four policy
debates and much of the Exec-’
utive Report was moved for-
mally.

Because delegates were fed
up withthe sectoral conferences

By Jane Ashworth
(where. nothing positive was
decided but the FE and the Uni-
versities national committee
reports were referred back),and
because the National Executive
has notsatisfied most sections,
the plenary was extremely
angry.

NOLS,andthereforeNUS,are
following Neil Kinnock.
Demanding negotiations with
Thatcher, bleating when they
are ignored, and denouncing
direct action.

Neil Stewart, in his opening
President’s address, denounced
the picket against Keith Joseph
at Warwick, and rounded on the
‘far lefts’ who seek ‘confronta-

‘tion’.
NOLSdo not have a strategy

to fight the cuts, bar helping to
continue Joseph to fight in the
Cabinet.

Nor is there a strategy for
building up the FE sector, or
even implementing the policy
for FEs passed somethreeyears
ago. The FEs revolted. They
showedtheir united disgust by
walking off the conference
floor together and fielding a
candidate for the Executive in a
by-election who only lost _toNOLS by 55 votes, beating the
Left Allianceinto thirdplace.

Unless theExecutiveis able to
organise a lot of students in a lot
of productive activityby Easter,thenNOLScould well lose over-
all controlof theExecutive.

ment’s offensive which has
developed since thesell-out overthe Mercury injunction in
November.

Only a small numberof bran-
ches voted to defy the NEC and
the injunction, although it is
fairlycertain thattheconference
would have followed the leader-
ship had they recommended
defiance.

Followingthatdecision, it has
taken only a month for the Nat-
ional Executive Committee
(where thereis a majority for the
BroadLeft slate) to agree to the
ending of industrial action ag-
ainst the privatisation Bill.
Four of the NEC memberselec-
ted on theBroad Left slate voted
to comply with the Mercury
injunction, thereby giving the
Right a majority which it has
followedup.

BT managementare now pre-
paring BT for privatisation and
increased competition in a more
direct and determined manner.
A full-scale attackon job condi-
tions and job security. can be
expected. Even the right wing
General Secretary, Bryan Stan-
ley, admitted at an international
telecommunications conference
that BT’s modernisation pro-
gramme will devastate jobs in
theindustry.

Thetask facing theleft in the
unionis now to pick up thepiec-
es and reassess, in the light of
experience, the whole strategy
and tactics which have led us to
defeat. The fight to mobilisethe
membership in their own
defence hasto go on.

The recent decision of the
Broad Left to kick the four who
sold out off next year’s NEC
slate is an indication that it is
beginning.todothis.

London City branch has put
out a letter calling on branches
to support a call for a special
conference to debate the strat-
egy needed to win the privatis-
ation battle, noting ‘‘the dis-
astrous results... [achieved by]
the pursuance of a policy ofselective industrialaction’

The need has never ‘been
greater.



 

 
  
  
  
 
 
  
  
  
  
   
  
  

Witch-
THE witch-hunt is now threat-
ening to turn into a purge at
Labour Party grassroots level. Six
Militant supporters will be
expelled from Blackburn Labour
Party if the party’s executive gets
its way. On December 4, the
EC decided to recommend their

.
expulsion to the next meeting of
the GMC.

The national witch-hunt, the
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BehindKinnock’s “unity”
bandwagonroll the tumbrilsof
the witch-hunt .

 

 

 
hunt

‘in Blackburn
expulsion of the five members of
the Militant editorial board, the
attempt to ban sales of Militant at
LabourParty events — all this has
set up a framework within which
any local group of determined
right wingers feels free to try to
organise its own local burning of
alleged witches. In Blackburn the
right and soft left supporters of
Jack Straw MP have got together
to purge Militant and head-off
any challenge to Straw at reselec-
tion time.

.The EC’s procedure was scan-
dalously undemocratic. The
accused were not allowed either
enough time or adequatefacilities
to answer the charges brought-
against them.

Allegations
These charges were laid by one

Michael Gregory whorejoined the
local party in 1982, pretended to
be a Militant supporter for five
months and then produced a
document containing a welter of
allegations about ‘the ‘Militant
conspiracy”. Yet the Executive
refused the accused the right to
circulate to members of the GMC
who had already__—received
Gregory’s accusing document, a
written point-by-point reply.

Not just witch-hunters, but
tinpot despots, too. Labour Party
members should raise a storm of
protest against what’s going on in
Blackburn.

NUJ solid for
.

defiance
THE Executive of the National
Union of Journalists voted unan-
imouslyat theweekendto defy a
High Court injunction against
the strike by 13 members at
Dimbleby Newspapers, who areboycotting work to the scab T.
Bailey Forman. printers in
Nottingham.

The correct call for defiance,however, was not coupled with
the necessary commitment to
take additional industrial action
if necessary to defend the Union
and its assets against anyfurthercourt action.

At present litigation has come
to a “‘pause’’ while Dimbleby’s
owner, broadcaster David
Dimbleby, ponders the conse-
quences for his career should
he return to court demanding
measures which could result in
the sequestration of the NUJ’s
total assets.

This weakness from the NEC
was also reflected by the
decision to call a Special Dele-
gate Meeting of the Union onJanuary 21. The meeting is
unnecessary — since a clear

Music, Dancing, Private Bar
till late.

All proceeds will go
to the Islington
Advisory of
the NGA.  

 

By Harry Sloan

mandate for defiance of the Toryanti-union laws has been givenby the last two regular AnnualDelegate Meetings, and thereis
no evidence at all of a backlash
in the union against the policy.On the contrary, even the BBC
TVnews chapel has voted 2-1 toback the NEC: stand, and 3-1
against a right wing motion to
stay withinthelaw.

The calling of the SDM —

whichis likely to provide strongsupport for the NEC, though infive week’s time — will in the
meantime create needless
uncertainty, and further divert
from the need to prepare for
industrial action to defend the
Union.

In any event the NUJ’s firm
stance in defiance of the Courts
is a crucial rallying point in the
struggle of the labour move-
ment. Members must ensure
that the motion adopted by the
SDM spells out a fightingpolicy, including specificdemands for support from the
TUC.
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THEbiennialelections for con-
venor/branch secretary and
branchofficers in the BL Cowley
Body Plant have produced a
remarkableadvancefortheleft,
althoughthe right wing cling on
to office.

After 50 years of stable right
wing leadership, challenger
Tony Richardson, a welder on
the Rover body build line and a
steward for eight years, gained
942 votes in a shop floor ballot
for convenor and branch secre-
tary against 1121 votes for the
right wing candidate, Wood-
stock magistrate Alex Morton.

For manyyears a strong right
wing apparatus has presided
over a militant membership
which showed its mettle in the
1981 strike and has been pre-pared to do so on many other
occasions.

Isolated
The small forces of the left in

the plant have been kept isol-
ated on the stewards’ committee
by a convenor and branch
officers all of whom are magis-
trates, and one aworker priest;
they have exercised strong
bureaucraticcontrol.

In this election there was a
strong mood for a change
sweeping the factory. Tradition-
ally the elections for branch
officers, who are also the con-
venor and deputy convenors of
theplant, were elected at branch
meetingAGM.

A few days before nomina-
tions closed, the right wing
panicked andhad the methodof
election changed to a shop floor
ballot.

When nominations closed
there were twodistinct slates of
five for theleadership positions.

The problem however was to
get a democratic ballot. There
have been two ballots in the
plant (for Regional and National
union positions) that have been
invalidated for voting irregular-
ities.

Thefivecandidates ontheleft
slate made a number of
demands for democratic proce-
dures — that the left slate be

feredwith. Evans got 1531, Roger Sealy to question theresult.
Initially all these demands 1378, Dave Thomas602 and :

were rejected. Later, however, Medlicotte 460.
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By Bill
Peters

allowed at least one scrutineer
(all 14 were supporters of the
right wing slate); that the
number of people able to vote
and thenumberof ballot papers
be declared; that the ballot
papers be consecutively
numbered; and that the ballot
boxes be kept in a secure place
where they could not be inter-
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Mass picket outside the Body Plant during the 1981 strikeBallot shock for BL |

Cowley right wing
after widespread pressure from
theshopfloor,one was conceded
— the ballot boxes would be
held by works security. But
these procedures remained veryfar from satisfactory.

For the main position of
convenor/branch secretary in
the 60% poll Alex Morton got
1121 and Tony Richardson
942.

For chair, Tony Williamson
got 1384 and Howard Lloyd
754. For vice-chair Roy Edney
got 1465 and Stan Armstrong
671.

For the two positions as
branch auditors, which were
also- hotly contested, Dave
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It was a remarkable result.
Tony Richardson is well known
as a Trotskyist and a Socialist
Organiser supporter in the
plant.

Every member of the left
slate received a very creditable
vote. They were seen in the
election and are now established
as a clear alternative to therightwing leadership of theplant.

It is a result, however, which
left many members dissatis-
fied. Many militants had been
convinced thatTony Richardson
was going to win andtherefusal
of the right wing to concede
basic democratic procedures in
thevoting has led many workers
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