
 
Paper of the Socialist Organiser Alliance No. 163 January 26 1984 25p_Ciaimants andstrikers 10p

Housing benefit cut

TORIES
RIP OFF

TENANTS!
£2 is. about what Norman
Fowler earns in five minutes.
For millions of pensioners
and low income families it’s
what they have to feed them-

_
Selves in a day.

£2 a week,average, is what
the government intends to
claw back from housing bene-
fit claimants. It will affect
two million of the worst-off,
tipping some over the knife-
edge between poverty and
destitution.

Pages 6-7: Why millions
are starving in Africa.
Centre pages: Tamil
womenin Sri Lanka:
a double oppression.
Page 3: WhatthePolice
Bill means.
Page 14. Hospital
occupationscall fight-
back conference.
Page 15: The NGA’s

| road to defeat.
Page 2: Left unity.
Plus: reports, reviews,
letters...

By Gerry |

Byrne
Some low-paid families

stand to lose as much as £8
per weekin benefits.

And the Tories show no
shame. Brazen as ever, Mar-
garet Thatcher accepted the
accusation of robbing the
poor withoutablink.

She agreed that what the
government gave with one
hand it took back with the
other. She did not dispute
that it was the worst off who
would be hit by these pro-
posals. She blamed high
taxes!

The» new housing benefit
system has been a disaster
since its introduction. It was
made clear when the system
was brought in that no extra
money would be madeavail-
able to set up the new admin-
istrative machinery required.
Indeed, one of the bonuses of
the schemefor the Tories was
that it would lose 2,400 Civil
Service jobs.

Claimants who previously
got money towardstheir rent
and rates from the DHSS
would now get rent and rate
rebates from their local coun-
cils instead.

But no new jobs were to
be created in local authorit-
ies, who took on responsibil-
ity for running the new
scheme. The extra work-

load was to be foisted on a
workforce already cut to
ribbons by the squeeze on
local governmentfinance.

The results were predict-
able. Millions of tenants were
wrongly put into rent arrears
by the failure to process
housing benefit claims quick-
ly enough.

Council tenants didn’t fare
too well, but at least the
result there was usually a
problem for different local
authoritydepartmentsto sort
out between themselves.

For private and housing
association tenants the -pic-
ture was bleaker. They
weren’t getting money from
the DHSS — nor(because of
delays) from the council.

The National Federation
of Housing Associations
found that the number of
their tenants in serious rent
arrears (over eight weeks)
rose five times over in the last
year.

Nobody knows how many
tenants, often elderly, have

gone hungry and cold because
they made it a point of
honour not to run up rent
arrears.

:Another pernicious aspect
of the scheme is that it
removes a substantial slice of
claimants’ income from their
direct control. When you’re
on the poverty line, the
ability to juggle bills is essen-
tial. Suddenly, along comes
housing benefit and a third or

iF

a halt of your incomeis taken
out of your hands. Instead of
getting cash from the DHSS,
you just get a reduction in
yourrent andrates.

The pay-off was supposed
to be that the poorest people
wouldn’t run up huge rent
arrears to pay off otherbills.
Whathasactuallyhappenedis
the bills don’t get paid and
tenants find themselves with
huge rent arrears which aren’t
their fault!

And now, to cap it all,
even that money they can’t
get their hands on is cut.
Norman Fowler has said he’s
prepared to consider other
ways the axe can fall — so
as not to alienate Tory back-
benchers.

But the £230 million cut is
not negotiable.

So for five minutes of Mr
Fowler’s time, two million
people can choose whether to

     
 
     

Whoneeds 1984?
Neil Kinnock made a”

speech in Parliament against
the benefit cuts — but that, it
seems, is about the end of the
official labour movement
fight against them. Labour
MPs will continue to be a
‘loyal’, cooperative opposi-
tion in Parliament; the TUC
will continue to talk to the
Tories.

Socialists should step up
the fight to turn the labour
movement round for a strug-
gle against the Tories. Recall
the TUC to reverse the
capitulation to the anti-union
laws — and demand the
TUC breaks off its talks and
collaboration with the Tories.

Labour MPs should
obstruct Tory business in
Parliament,using Westminster
not as a debating chamber
but as a platform from
which to mobiliseaction.

 

 
by up to £2 a week
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January 24: 20,000
marched against the
Tories’ plans to abolish
the Greater London
Council and the metro-
politan counties, and
many morestruck.

NALGO, NUT and
NUPEhad authorised
strike action by their
members.

Now the campaign
has to continue. The
unions and the Labour
Party should start cam-

paigning for industrial
action — the only effec-
tive means of fighting
for local democracy and
local services.
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The conditions
for left unity

LEFT WING unityis very desirable but very hard to create.
Socialist Organiser is-for unity. Indeed, Socialist Organiser

actually initiated the only successful work of building left
unity in the recent history of the British labour movement.
The paperitself has, of course, grouped different tendencies
together (though some have left us). We initiated the very
important broad unity of the Labour Left around the Rank
and File Mobilising Committee in 1980-1. Without the colla-
boration of Vladimir Derer, Frances Morrell, and others, we
would not have got it off the ground. But it was Socialist
Organiser who saw the opening and movedtotakeit.

But unity cannot be created at will, or just by ‘demand-
ing’ it loudly enough. The conditions have to be right. ©

Because unity is desirable the cry for it is popular and
bestows popularity on those whoraise it. At any given
moment, many who would like left wing unity don’t under-
stand how difficult it is to achieve, or haven’t given much
thought to the problemsof creating it, or are not acquainted
with the history of attempts to secure it.. This means that
there is usually a receptive audience for demagogic cries for
unity.

So the cry for ‘unity’ can becomea sectional catchcry —

a way of prosecuting the factionalwar ‘by other means’. Per-
haps because unifications — let alone successful unifications
— on the Left are so rare, the cry for unity is more often
than not just such a cynical catchcry.

One grouping — the organisation that used to be the IMG
— specialised in a type of appeal for unity which they knew
privately as a ‘unity offensive’. Peace is war!

Such operations’ inevitably tend to poison the political
atmosphere and devalue the whele idea of unity.

The recent Labour Coordinating Committee appeal for
unity belongs essentially to the ‘unity offensive’ school. The
LCC, which was oneof the first to break with the Rdfk and
File Mobilising Committee is attempting to use unity as a
club in the cause of the Kinnock leadership. They are attem-
Pting to exploit the widespread labour movementdesire for
unity to kick out the Tories to bludgeon the serious Left into
disarmingitself politicallyand falling meekly into line behind
the Kinnock-faced version of Wilson’s, Callaghan’s, and
Foot's Labour Party.

There must be unity in action to kick out the Tories and
put in a Labour government with everyone in the Labour
Party, not only with Kinnock, but with Dennis Healey too.
But to accept internal party unity, and ideological unity with
the Kinnock leadership, is to abandon the struggle for a
socialist Labour Party, and, ultimately, to abandon the hope
of the labour movement developing a basic and fundamental
alternative to the Tories and Toryism.

That is why Socialist Organiser agrees in general with
Labour Briefing’s response (in its February issue) to the
LCC's ‘unityoffensive’.

The authors rightly say: ‘’... There is no basis for unity in
proposals that give uncritical support to the present Labour
Party leadership, a leadership which is still witch-hunting
socialists...’’

They then list five points (each expanded in more detail)
as a political basis for unity:

1. We stand for a working class socialist Labour Party,
committed to fighting for a fundamental transformation of
society, which would take control of the economy and the
state out of the hands of the bourgeoisie and into the hands
of the working class. s

2. We stand for an internationalist Labour Party...
3. We stand for a Labour Party committed to fighting

oppression of women, black people, lesbians, gay men and
other oppressed groups...

4. We stand: for a democratic Labour Party and labour
movement.

5. We stand for a Labour Party whichis relevant to the
lives of ordinary working people...

It is unfortunate that three of the four in the working
party writing the platform (John Bloxam of Socialist
Organiser being the exception) voted to include in it a British
nationalist position on the EEC (smothered in international-
ist phrases and good wishes for working class unity). Tocall
for withdrawal from the EEC cannotin political reality mean
anything other than proposing an ‘independent’ capitalist
Britain as our alternative to the bourgeoisies’ fumbling
efforts at European integration.

But that only, goes to emphasise once again that an
zssentia’ part of working towards left unity — of preparing
the gro nd for itis the organisation of serious political
© scussic n on theissues thatdivide us.

DLme Migrant bribes
exposed

By Jane Ashworth
FIRST Mark Thatcher’s dodgy
Mid-East contract and now
revelations of a racket in the
Department of Employment.
Things aren’t going too well for
a would-be pristine pure govern-
ment.

Details of a Scotland Yard
investigation into the activities of
one Reuben Davis are emerging.

Davis seems to have been
running a ‘service’ for people
wanting to move to Britain but
forbidden by the racist immigra-
tion laws.

Davis, self-advertised as an
“aid to foreigners who couldn’t
understand the complex immi-
gration procedures” would, it is
alleged, forge documentsandpass
them on to his hired help in the
DE who would then authorise a
work permit. Davis is now in
America and the police have
spent 18-months looking out for
his accomplice in the DE.

CLPD AGM

Alex Lyon, a minister in the
Home Office in 1975 first soun-
ded the alarm bells about Davis.
He thought he was a danger to
immigrants. But it seems no-
one, certainly not Roy Jenkins,
the then Home. Secretary, was
very interested. Nowthat corrup-
tion in the civil service is involved
the case is being taken up.

Davis does seem to be a
racketeer, his running mate Hill
appeared in court last week and
told how Davis never had a per-
manent office and would run his
business from odd telephones and
other people’s premises. Hill said
he believed Davis’s story that he
was trying to keep down his
client’s costs. Hill got a year’s
probation.

Unfortunately the inquiries at
the DE will involve chasing up
permits which are thought to be
fraudulent, which means harass-
ment of immigrants, some of
whom have been charged up to
£10,000 by Davis for the privil-
ege.

    
 

In Kinnock’s shadow
THEoutcomeof the CLPD AGM
will not be finally known until
after the third part of the AGM
has been held in Scotland on
February 4. But at the London
AGM — thelargest of the three
meetings — theforcesof the left
were much depleted this year
and the EC looksset to maintain
its control of theorganisation.

It was sometimesdifficult to
gauge the viewsof the 150 or so
members and delegates at the
AGM.All votes had to be recor-
ded on a ballot paper by each
individual sothatthevotesof all
three AGMs could be added
togetherfor a final result.

Sessions
Results will not be known

until after the third session. Reso-
lutions will be voted on anddis-
cussed over again at the second
andthird session!

.

The left challenge began
immediately with proposals to
refer back the Secretary’s
report and the EC statement to
the AGM.

Movingreference back of the
EC statement, Walter Wolfgang
rejected the suggestion in the
EC statement that members on
the left ofCLPD had themselves
been responsible for the set-
backs suffered in the fight for
comocratic reform in recent
years by refusing to compro-
mise when the tide began to
turn.

Replying, Vladimir Derer
benignly argued that it was
necessary for CLPD to ‘‘learn
from its mistakes’’.

The debate on reference back
typified much of the day. The
left did most of the debating,
whilethe EC membersandtheir
supporters held back for a final
reply, safe in theknowledge that
they would win the vote. And
win the vote they certainly
seemed to do. Both motions to
refer backwere lost on a show of
hands.

Benevolent
Consequently, the EC did not

whip their supporters into a
frenzy over the threat of an
‘ultra-lefttake-over’ (as they did
last year) and many rank-and-
file members seemed more
willing, as a result, to listen to
the points being made by the
left.

Vladimir Derer assumed the
role of a benevolentlychastising

 

Ian Swindale reports
 

fatherpointing out the errors of
his ‘ultra-left’children.

Priorities
The motionson prioritieswere

based on the EC’s assessment
thatno attempt should be made
at present to push for further
democratic reforms within the
Party with the exception of
greater democracy for women.
Instead, the priority should be
defendinggains already won.

The logic of the position
argued on this and other issues
at the AGM wasthatsince con-
frontation was now out of the
question, compromise and‘‘give
and take’’ were the order of the
day.

But as Socialist Organiser
supporter John Bloxam pointed
out, it has historically always
been the Left that has been
expected to do the giving. The
right wing never give anything
away unlesswefightforit. If the
CLPDhadstarted out with the
attitude that it was necessary to
compromise and give and take
on theissue of Party democracy,
we would not even have made
the modest gains that we have
so far achieved.

Lenin
Inevitablywe were all told in

reply about the need to know
whento retreat. (Lenin wascited
as the source of this wisdom on
thisparticular occasion).

Islington Socialist Organiser
supporter Nik Barstow moved a
resolution on the witch-hunt
which sought to commit CLPD to
campaign for the right of Labour
Party membersto organise and
sell papers; for the right of
Marxists to be Labour Party
members; for CLPs to manage
their own affairs; and for the
immediate reinstatement of
thoseexpelied by thepurge: The
motion further sought to commit
CLPD to support those CLPs
that had already refused or
might in the future refuse to
comply withthepurge.

The EC sought to amend Nik
Barstow’s motion to prevent
CIPD committing itself to sup-
port CLPs that might defy further
decisions to expel socialists from
the Party.

The EC moved a resolution
opposing the ‘‘misleadingly
named campaign for ‘one mem-ber, one. vote’ ”’

The heavily-reported issue of
the voting strength of CLPs at
annual conference proved to be
another contentious issue with
Pete Willsman moving a com-
posite motion supporting a
greater share of the vote going
to CLPs and instructing the
EC to determine the exact
proportions on which the CLPD
would campaign.

Threat
TheEC opposed this proposal

on the grounds that it would
antagonise trade unionists and
thatthe real division is between
the PLP and the rest of the
Party, not betweentheCLPs and
everyoneelse.

Finally a motion moved by
John Bloxam argued that the
Labour Party Campaign Com-
mittee represents a threat to
Party democracy becauseit is
not underthecontrol of the NEC
and therefore the Party confer- -

ence. The motion called on
CLPD to oppose this develop-
ment and argue instead for the
Campaign Committee to be a
sub-committee of the NEC. The
motion was lost in the show-of-
handsvote.

 
John Bloxam

In 1983 CLPDdeclined in size
for thefirst timeinits history (88
feweraffiliatedorganistions and
122 fewer individualmembers).

Andin contrast to last year’shard fought battle at the CLPD
AGM,this mood was clearlyreflected at the 1984 AGM.
But it would be wrong to write
off CLPD. The fight must con-
tinue both for democratic
reformsandfor socialist policies
if we are not to be pushed backby the Kinnock leadership to aLabourParty of a previousera.
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  SIXTEEN months after the
event, thetrial of the Newham 8
is finallyover.

_Last month the eight were
found not guilty of possessing
offensive weapons and causing
actual bodily harm. But four
were found guilty of making an
affray and were sentencedat the
Old Baileylast Friday.

The guilty verdict could have
prompted a heavy sentence. But
the weight of the campaign and
the transparency of the police
evidence has resulted in a com-
paratively light sentence: the
four have to do 150 hours of
community service.

Lord Gifford, who defended
Vipun Pathek. and Helen
Kennedy, defending Gurgit
Hunjan arguedthatthecase was
crucial to black people in
Britain. Gifford explained that
the incident happened in an
atmosphere of racial hatred in
Newham and Helena Kennedy
that there were many groups
and publicationswhich would be
only too pleased to see the four
sentto prison.

So in a sense the sentences
represent a victory: once again
the courts have effectively
found against the police and
reaffirmed the verdict on the
Bradford 12 — self-defence is no
offence.

THE POLICEBillmeans:
*The police holding peop-

le for 96 hours (four days)
without charge,

*Police road blocks round
whole areas with power to
search everythingthatmoves,

*Police power to search
innocent people’s homes,

*Police power to conduct
‘intimate body searches’ of
anyonearrested,

*New and wider police
powers to arrest people,

*Police power to use force
to fingerprint and take ‘non-
intimate samples’ from any-
one theyarrest,

*Police power to use force
to finger-print childrenof 10,

*New and wider police
powers to stop and search
people in ‘public places’,

*New police powers to
search and seize confidential
information given to doctors,
lawyers, priests, journalists,
social workers...
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Tlhousandsmarched against thePolice Bill in London on Saturday 2Ist
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at the Police Billmeans
The Home Office is pulling

out all the stops to convince us
that there is nothing newin their
Police and Criminal Evidence Bill
for innocent people to worry
about.

This is like an officer in charge
of a firing squad telling those ab-
out to be dispatched ‘not to
worry’ because (a) it’s all perfect-
ly lega, (b) his squad has donethis
sort of thing in the past with few
complaints from the victims after-
wards, and anyway, (c) some of
their bullets are blanks.

The new 1984 police-state
powers will mean-

*The police will decide the
guilt of suspects. They will have
the power to keep people in
custody for 96 hours without
charge.

The so-called right to silence
would be a farce. Only people
trained to stand up to interroga-
tion will survive four days in a
police station without confessing
to any crime the police want
them to. Even after four days the
police will be able te get magi-
strates to send people back to
police cells so that interrogation
about ‘other matters‘ can
continue.

* People can be held in cus-
tody for four days or moreif sus-
pected of a ‘serious arrestable
offence’. The way the government

PeweeeS eeeeeSeSeeeee ‘Labour’s Options for
Defence’: a day school
organised by Labour
CND.Saturday January
28, from 10am at Sheffield
Town Hall. Credentials
£2.50 from K.Edwards,
HammersmithCLP,
Greenwood House, 446

; Uxbridge Rd, London WS 4

defines this gives. police officers
discretion to decide that quite
trivial offences fall withinit.

* The police will be given new
powers to stop and search innoc-
ent people all over the country.
Their power of stop and search
is already too great and much mis-
used.

*Innocent people will be
treated as guilty. The police will
have powers to search premises if
they have any connection what-
ever with a suspect. It will not
matter that the person whose
home is searched is not even
suspected of any offence.

*The police will have the
power to. harass and pressurise
whole areas by throwing road
blocks round them and searching
everything that movesin them be-
cause of the alleged ‘pattern of
crime’ there. ,

The areas where black people
live are the clear targets of this
newpower.

Seizure
* Whole areas of people’slives

are to be subject to state defini-
tion and police search and seizure.
The information we give to our
doctors, priests, lawyers, solicitors
or journalists could be read,
searchedandseized by the police.

*The police will have the
power to conduct whatare called
‘intimate body searches’ by force.

This is not the same as the
power to ‘strip search, which the
police will also have. This power
refers to forced searches of
mouths, vaginas, and anuses by
police officers. It will legalise
humiliating and dangerous police
assaults on people.

* The police will have greatly
increased powersto arrest people.
Minor offences like dropping
Utter in the street will cause
people to be arrested if the police ~

decide they do not accept the
name and address of the offender.

These new powers of arrest
also extend to actions which a
police officer says are likely to be
an ‘affront to public decency’
(not in itself an offence). This is
clearly directed against gay men
and lesbian women.

HomeSecretary Leon Brittan
has also fired off a volley of noisy

 

blanks:
* New draft codes of practice

governing police behaviour. They
are no better than the codes
which permitted the shooting and
pistol-whipping of Stephen Wal-
dorf in the streets of London.
They will be totally useless in a
court of law, and therefore no-
one will get any protection from
them.

Tape-record
*A promise to tape-record

police interviews with suspects in
their custody. When?

* A promise to set up a Police
Complaints Authority. But this
new quango will allow the police
to continue investigating them-
selves.

* A promise to hand over pro-
secution to a new authority.
When?

* Police-community consulta-
tive committees... like the one in
Brixton which agreed to the
police bulldozing the Frontline in
1982.

Such proposals simply distract.
attention from the abuse of exist-
ing police powers which day-to-
day experience and each new tre-
search report confirms: from the
new, dangerous, police-state pow-
ers in the Police Bill mentioned
above; and from the ways. in
which the Police Bill seeks to
legalise police lawlessness.

Alongside the Police Bill, the
state is tooling up a whole new
machinery of repression.

Irish
The government has decided

to make the Prevention of Terror-
ism Act run for period of five
years instead of one, and to make
it apply to other national com-
munities living in Britain... so that
they will suffer the sort of harass-
ment heaped ontheIrish in Brit-
ain since 1974.

:New riot laws have been pro-
posed by the Lane Commission.
New. anti-union laws are being
pushed through. There has been
a massive re-arming andretraining
of ali police forces in Britain since
1981. with new riot squads going
under the names of Instant Re-
sponse Units, Distiuct Support

Units, etc. '

The police have experimented
with water cannons, and acquired
stocks of CS gas and plastic bull-
ets. We see reinforced police per-
sonnelcarriers on ourstreets.

Under the so-called multi-
agency approach, the State
increasingly tries to make social
workers, teachers, DHSS workers,
and rent officers perform policing
roles. .

Police forces
There has been a massive

growth in police numbers since
1979, and a big increase in police
pay.

The Police Bill has as its
central purpose the creation of
the legal framework to. control

those groups and individuals who
mountlegitimate resistance to the
attack on our democratic right:
and our standardofliving.

Whatyou can do.
* Join the National Campaigr

against the Police Bill (c/o S¢€
Rectory Road, London N16
7QY) and get your organisatior
to affiliate,

* Set up a local campaign
hold public meetings, get speaker:
to local community and labou
movement organisations,_plar
street leaflettings and fund-raising
gigs. .

* Contact your MP and loca
councillors and get them te
opposetheBill.

(Adapted from a leaflet from
the National Campaign Agains
the PoliceBill).
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10.30 to 5.

6EH.

Nottingham.

Yourdiary
Saturday January 28. Liaison Committee for the Defence of Trade

Unions conference, County Hall, London SE1. starting 10.30am.
Credentials £2 from 148 Glenny Road, Barking,Essex.

Saturday January 28: national seminar on Labour Party workplace’
branches, County Hail, London.

Saturday January 28: Campaign for Labour Party Democracy AGM
. part 2, DigbethCivic Hall, Birmingham, 11 to 5.

Saturday January 28. London Labour Committee on Ireland day
school, County Hall, 10.30 to 5.

Sunday January 29. Bloody Sunday commemoration demonstration
Assemble Carlisle Street, off Spitalhill,Sheffield, 12.30 p.m.

Saturday February 4: Campaign for Labour Party DemocracyAGM
part 3, North British Hotel, Glasgow, 11 to 5.

Sunday February 5. Islington Socialist Organiser day school, Thorn-
hill Neighbourhood Project, Caledonian Rd/CopenhagenSt.,

Sunday February 5: London Health Emergency strategy conference,
for details phone 633-8523.

Saturday February 18/SundayFebruary 19: Youth CND conference
Saturday February 25. Health Fightback 84 conference, Commun-

ity Buildings, Bradford University, 10.30 to 5. Open to all
health workers and delegates from trade unions, Labour Parties
and Health Emergency campaigns.

Saturday February 25/Sunday February 26: National conference
for CLP delegates, County Hall, London SE1. Credentials £3
for first delegate, £2 for second (who must be a woman),c/o
Islington South CLP, 295 Upper Street, London N1.

Saturday March 24: Broad Lefts Organising Committee conference,
Sheffield. Open to delegates from all trade union bodies, creden-
tials from George Williamson, 11 Sutton Place, London E9

Saturday April 14: Next Socialist Organiser delegate meeting, in
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Fighting health cuts and rent rises in Stoke

Jobs and
TWOcouncillors on Stoke City
Council, Jason Hill and Arthur
Bough, have had the whip
withdrawn from them by the
ruling Labour Group. The two
councillors had opposed a pro-posed rentincrease.

Both councillors are now
banned from attending Labour
Group meetings, so in effect

theyhave been expelled.The council’s finance officers
proposed anincrease of 112%
— an average of £1.36 a week.
The right wing majority in the
Labour Group proposed instead
an increase of up to 5%. It is
possible the finance officers’
proposal was a ‘bargaining’ ployto make the increase which they

actually intended appear more
reasonable.

' Councillors only received the
Statistics on the Housing
Revenue Account two to three
days beforetheLabour Group so
it was impossible for the coun-cillors to consult their branches.
Nor was there any attempt to
have the matter discussed at the

District Labour Party, which is
supposed to be the body which
determinespolicy.

The decision of the Labour
Group wastherefore, right from
the beginning,undemocratic.

Bothcouncillorsare appealing
against their expulsion from the
Labour Group.
 Klitism or struggle?

By Alistair ScottTHEsoft left’s attitude on
the rent rise has been most
instructive.

At theNovemberGroup meet-
ing thesoft left responded to the
5% proposal with a proposal to
adopt the ‘‘Sheffield system’’.
This proposal was moved byMick Williams, a leading softleft, in accordance with thepolicyof his branch, Hartshill.

The intention of the“‘Sheffieldsystem”’ is to achieve
a rent freeze for employed
tenants by increasing the rents
of those receiving Unified Hous-ing Benefit and who thus would
not have to pay the increase
anyway.

.Because of the massive rightwing majority in the LabourGroup (about 45-12) this pro-posal was rejected. But instead' ofthensupportinga rentfreeze,
' the soft left proposed an
' increaseof 242%.

In the case of those coun- .

7

cillors from Hartshill this was
' clearly . against their branch
' policy of supporting the Shef-
. field system which is designed
_ precisely to have the effect of a| rent-freeze. :

| The 24% increase proposal
was also supported by another' long-standing soft left, Jean| Edwards, who represents the; same branch as Councillors Hill

'and Bough (Burslem Central).
| Yet the branch has a long estab-| lished policy of opposition to| cuts, and of mandating its
| councillors to vote against them| at all times.| When even their 24%% pro-| posal was defeated, the soft left| surrendered completely. Mick| Williamsrecommendeda vote in‘favour because he said theHousing Chair had stated thatit
would be a maximumof 5%, andthis left it open for the HousingCommittee to agree on a zeroincrease.

Arthur Bough was absentifrom this meeting which leftJason Hillas the only person to
ote against.
In fact, the Housing Com-ittee subsequently voted toamcrease the rents. by slightly
ore than5%. ,The scene of the dispute thenBhifted to Burslem__CentralBranch: The Branch Secretarymoved thatall theCouncillorsbeasked to oppose the increase infull council. The soft left then

roposed an amendment that
e councillors oppose the
rease, but walk out of theuncilmeeting ratherthanvote
inst. This amendment wasied by onevote.

A further amendment wasied overwhelmingly that
r the walk out a press state-

ent would be issued saying 
 Twopamphlets tor 45p, I

includingpostage, from Social-
ist Organiser, 28 Middle Lane, !London N8.
Ce ne ns Oe Oe ee ee es ee ee ee
'

why they had walked out and‘why the branch opposed the
increase.

A few days later, however,
councillor Jean Edwards wrote
to the branch saying she would
not carry out the decision — adecision she had voted for!
This from a memberofthe soft
left who until then had beenberatingthe right wing for lack
of accountability.

At the full council meetingCouncillors Hill and Boughcarried out the branch’s
decision. As a result they weredisciplined by the Labour Group
at a specially convened meeting
on 9 January. Again, the softleft showed theirtrue colours.

There were only five votes
against the Group’s action.Leading soft lefts like Mick
‘Williams not only voted tosuspend, but spoke in favour ofit.

Only a couple of years ago
some of these same soft-left
councillors themselves walked
out of a council meeting in
opposition to cuts. So what haschanged? The answer lies in
both local and national develop-ments.

On the one hand these softlefts acted as uncritical cheer-leaders “for Kinnock in theleadership campaign, and acted
in a crude bureaucratic manner
to prevent opposition to Kinn®ckand support for Heffer beingpresented.

They have collapsed _politic-ally into Kinnock’s project ofbuildingparty unity by wateringdown Labour’s policies. As aresult they are opposed to any-thing, including seriously chal-lenging the Right, which
appears to ‘‘rocktheboat’’.Secondly,the soft left have anaive, and mechanistic concep-tion of everything in the partymoving inexorably left. This
view has been strengthened bythe removal of the right wingdomination of the DLP, andpartial removal of the Right inthe Stoke North constituency.They have a simplistic ideathat in the next few years theLabour Group will automatic-ally be wonoverto theleft.

The implications of this forthe soft left are two-fold. Firstly,sit-tight now, don’t rock theboatand wait for a ‘‘left’”’ majority
on theLabour Group.Secondly, Labour Groupdecisions must be obeyed nowbecause when the left winscontrol, Group discipline can be
used against theRight.There are a numberof thingswrong with this. For one thingtherecertainly is not going to be
a ‘‘left’’ majority in the LabourGroup for some considerable
time. At most two right-wingers
could be replaced this year, and
thenthereis a two-year wait for
thenext roundof selections.

Meanwhile real political life
and the immediate struggleagainst theTories must go on.Secondly, as recent events
have demonstrated, the term
“‘left’’ is an extremely vagueand inadequate term.It is not at
all unlikely that someof today’s‘‘lefts’’ will be tomorrow’sRight. This is all the more likelythe less thingsare seen in terms
of leading a socialist strugglehere and now over issues like
rents, and the more they are
seen in terms of winning LabourGroup majorities in the future.

This last point is the main
‘weakness of the soft left. Their

attitude has shown themto have
an elitist, administrative view of
socialism — give us a LabourGroup majority and we’ll createsocialismfor you.

Of course, when the actors in
this play don't carry out the
parts thesoft left have drawn upfor them, they have to be
broughtinto line.

At the moment it’s only a
matter of controlling two coun-cillors, but what when it’s the
workingclass who don’t conform
to the soft lefts’ plans. In
essence this view of socialism
linksthesoft left to theright.Serious socialist_politics,however, requires a principled

stand at all times against
attackson the workingclass and
a focus on and attempt to giveleadership to today’s struggles
rather than subordinating them.
to some vision of a socialistfuture which will arrive miracul-ously by some meansotherthan
a workingclassstruggle.

_
Socialists can never see their

role as administrators of capital-alism. Whether in local or
.

national government, our job is
to use these institutions as aplatform from which to mobilise
the working class to struggleagainst — and ultimately over-throw

__ capitalism. That is the
conception of socialism com-
trades Hilland Bough have beenfightingfor.

‘WORTH HOSP AOCCUPATION. 
hospitals
threatened

324 jobs and four hospitals
are to go in the North Staffs
District Health area, making
it the worst hit area in the
West Midlands in the current
round of government health
cuts.

Theareais already £8 million
a year under-financed.Now theycall for a further cut this year of£691,000!

Just how poor health care inthe area already is was brought
vut in a recent report by a DHA
working group. Wards in theCity General Hospital, theysaid,
eee

The
Longworth
hospital
occupation:
showing
the way
to fight
health
cuts  

  

THE STOKE Labour Party’s idea
of defending the working class
from these attacks has been to
print 25,000 leaflets advocatingthat petitions should be sent to
the DistrictHealth Authority!

' The Party leaders bluffed and
shammed for a while, but it wasPlain that they don’t want tofight back.

When Socialist Organiser put
out a leaflet advocating occupa-

“We don’t want occupations”
tions to fight closures, Ron
Swann, secretary of the Labour
group, went to the press and de-
nounced SO anditspolitics.

“In particular the [Labour]
party should not be associated
with recent comments made
about hospital occupations”, he
told the press.

A week later the City Coun-
cil’s policy committee came outin support of the District Health

Authority’sproposals!
The official Stoke LabourParty campaign has been shown

up as crude and empty anti-Tory-ism. They have no intention offighting the Tories.

___Like all the soft left’s politics,it is geared to winningliberalpub-lic opinion to moral indignationat the Tories. And nothingmore..,Soft left flops on health cuts
ONEmight have expected some-thing better from members of
the local North Staffs Labour
Briefing. Indeed at the Decem-
ber meeting of Briefing there
wasgeneral support for the idea
of a special meeting to discuss
the Briefing intervention in the
NHS campaign.

Atthemeeting SO supportersproposed moving discussion onthe NHSto point 1. After all,that was what the meeting wasfupposed to have been called
or!

At thispoint, CouncillorTerryDoughty, who must have joinedBriefingby some mistake, givenhis opencringingsupport for theright wing on the Labour Group,said he didn’t know why it was
on the agendaatall! Afterall,he said, Briefing was there toproduce a magazine, not organ-ise campaigns. He obviously
hadn’t read theconstitution.

It soon became obvious tnatthe  soft-left majority had
caucused since the Decembermeeting and decided” againstBriefing having an intervention.

After all, it might end upcriti-cising their official campaign.Theitem was kept at numbersix
on the agenda,leaving no timefor a properdiscussion.

In true bureaucratic mannerreminiscentoftheold right wingwhich dominated the locallabour movement until a few
years ago, they interrupted andharried SO supporters from theChair.

Even so, they didn’t havethingsall theirown way, and animportant proposal was won toorganise a meeting,andinvite aspeaker from oneof the hospitaloccupations.
SO supporters had made anumberof proposals for actionby Briefing:
*Lobbiesof the DHA.
*Aproach health unions forjoint meetings.
*Production of a broadsheetoutliningourstrategy.a) Support for occupations.b) Build a national campaignaround the February 25 confer-

ence in Bradford.
c) Offer practical support to

groups like Friends of West-cliffe.
d) Circulation of model reso-lutions for Labour Party andtrade union branches.*Organise a meeting withspeakers from hospital occupa-tions.
Every proposal other than thelast was defeated.Clearly feeling themselvesunder - pressure, the soft lefthave now announced that theofficial Labour Party committeewill meet on 6 February — just

one week before the next DHAmeeting, when the reorganisa-tion proposals willbediscussed.It is important that everyone *

in Stoke who wants a seriousfight against thecuts attends themeeting on 6 February. The softleft should not be let off thehook. But it is clear from theexperiences se far that they willpot fight — except against the
eft.

In which case SO will bespearheading thecampaign withfuture lobbies of the DHA, and
attempts to link up with localhospital militants.

 were ‘‘seriouslysub-standard’’.
The report says that mentalin-patient services are currentlydeprived of about £1.6 million

revenue. At the main hospitalhandling mental patients, St.
Edwards, that 70 mentallyhandicapped patients
scattered in various wards, and
it urgently recommends that
they be moved to more approp-riate facilities. :

Oppvsition to the cuts, clos-
ures and re-organisation began
on 16 November, when the
‘Friends of Westcliffe Hos-
pital’ launched a campaign to
save thehospital.

Westcliffe is an old 146-bed
geriatric hospital in the north of
Stoke-on-Trent. The DHA saysthe hespital is in poor repair,and that closure will save
money. But ‘a state of disrepair’is an argument for makingrepairs, not for closure.

As the Friends of Westcliffe
say in one oftheir leaflets, ‘‘If
better care can be given, byspending money on-facilities
which will take five years to
provide, why not spend some of
thatmoneynowat Westcliffe.’’

The hospital, besides beingin the local community,.alsohaspleasant surroundings. As their
leaflet says ‘‘why spend hun-
dreds of thousandsof pounds on
almost rebuilding old buildings
at the City General Hospital(where the patients are to be
transferred)? Why, when the
best that money can buyat theCity General will result in beds
for only 100 patients, who willlook out of the windows at
brick walls. No gardens and
views, as at Westcliffe.’”’

The DHA’s proposals for
“‘reorganisation’’ wonld result
in theloss of four hospitals —

Biddulph Grange Orthopaedic(84 beds), Lymewood Geriatric
(36 beds), Westcliffe (146beds) and Leek Memorial(21 beds).

In each case patients are to betransferred to the City GeneralHospitalor otherhospitals in thecity centre, taking health careout of the local community(which for old peopleis import-~ant). In return for these clos-
ures, they propose overthe five
years to provide just twoadditionalgeriatricbeds.Yet, as the Friends of West-cliffe point out in their leaflet,“there will be a 13% increase
every ten years in the numberofretired people, and many ofthemwill need care.’”’ :

Leek, whose geriatricbedsareto go, has the oldest populationin Britain!
At the other end of the agespectrum, there will be anoverall reduction of elevenpaediatric beds. Amazingly theDHAarepassing off these pro-posals as an expansion ofhealth

care in thearea. 
Official badge of the
‘Save theMole’ cam-Paign. 25p or £2 for
ten, from N.Barstow165 Liverpool Rd,London N1.
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Labour front-benchersays

GET OUT OF NATO!
 

SUPPORT for NATO has always madetheunilateral-
ism of most of the prominent LabourParty unilater-
alists somewhat incoherent. Yet most of them do
support NATO.

The public repudiation of NATO by Jo Richardson
MP, the Labour front-bench spokesperson on wom-
en’s rights, is therefore an important event. It will
help clarify the minds of many Labour Party mem-
bers who are uneasy about Labour’s commitment to

NATO.
It will help build support in the party for Labour

to adopt the demand:Britain out of NATO.
It underlines the need for CND to campaign boldly

for this demand, as its Decemberconferencedecided,
rather than downplaying it, supposedly in order to
appealto the ‘middle ground’.

The article appeared in the February issue of the
Labour Briefing national supplement, available from
23 Leghorn Road, London NW10.
 

THE LABOURParty’s posi-
tion on NATOis quite clear.
Annual Conferencehas so far
rejected calls for withdrawal
from the organisation.

As a Party member,: and a
- member of the National Execu-

tive, I accept that decision, but I
am entitled as an individual to put
forward my personal, long-held
unease at Britain’s membership.

I am not one of those who say
‘you cannot have a non-nuclear
policy whilst remaining a mem-
ber of NATO.It is perfectly pos-
sible to remain with a convention-
al arms policy. Canada does, and
there is fast-growing support for
a nuclear-free zone in Europe.
 

My objection is a different and
a less technical one, and it is an
objection which extends not only
to NATO butalso to the Warsaw
Pact.

Firstly, I do not believe that
the Soviet Union is intending to
invade Britain or any other
Western country. Their build-up
of nuclear weaponsis as indefens-
ible as that of the Western nat-
ions, but it’s based on fear rather
than on expansionism.

Secondly, it could well be that
the debate about NATO and the
Warsaw Pact will become academ-
ic, because thereTas been a grow-ing alienation of the satellite stat-
es of both the United States and
the Soviet Union from the domin-
ation of their leaders.

Romania is virtually out of the
Warsaw Pact. Poland could hardly
be considered a reliable ally. Hun-
gary has been distancing itself for
some time from Soviet policy.
And Czechoslovakia’s adherence
to the Soviet Union is threatened
by underground opposition.

There is dissension even in the
German Democratic Republic,
long held to be closest to Kremlin
policy.

On the Western side, American
reliance on NATO and on Europe
is threatened by the growthof the
peace movements. Although
Cruise and Pershing II missiles are
now being installed, the US was
shocked at the intensity of
opposition within a number of
NATO countries to the instaila-
tion of the missiles, and that
opposition is growing.

Even the West German govern-
ment — hitherto always a com-
pliant partner — has not been
keen to play along too readily.

There is an_unwillingness
throughout European NATO
countries to increase their contri-
butions to the Alliance; and there
are growing policy differences
between the USA and her Euro-
pean allies — on the Soviet pipe-
line, on Central America, on Leb-
anon, and on relations with the
Third World.

All this could lead to a consid-
erable erosion of NATO and the
Warsaw Pact.

I. want Britain to have a non-
nuclear, non-NATO defence
policy: Regional military pacts
increase the danger of war, and
cause confrontation. They also
increase the possibility of acci-
dent, since there is no clear-line
of responsibility.

Wehave always depended,asa
nation, too much on the United
States and latterly on Reagan,
who would use us cynically for
his own ends.

Women’s conference CPers
THE first conference of the

Women’s Reproductive Rights
Campaign was held in Cardiff on
21/22 January. The campaign
grew out of an understanding
that there are many issies con-
cerned with reproduction and
fertility control that need to be
brought to public attentian.

The view developed during
womens’ involvement in the
National Abortion Campaign
(NAC), where through the yearsa
number of women found that
abortion was not the central issue
for all women. They feel that it
needs to be placed in the context
of all women’s experiences of
fertility control and reproductive
choice.

Over 150 women attended
from all parts of Britain. Work-
shops were held on Sexuality,
Abortion, Contraception, Mater-
nity. NHS cuts, Alternative

Pamphlet 50p plus postage from
TurkeySolidarity CampaignBMBox 5965. London WCIN
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By Sarah Bryant

Health, Older Women’s Rights,
Young Women’s Rights, Black
Women and Racism, and on the
Sunday, on the focus and organ-
isation of the campaign.

The main discussion in Sun-
day’s plenary session centred on
racism in the NHS, where abor-
tion is sometimes only allowed to
black women when sterilisation
or an IUDis agreed to, as well as
the racist attitude of somestaff.

The wider issues of black
women’s involvement in cam-
paigns like WRRC and racism
within the women’s movement
werealso discussed.

.

,

Young women’sright to confi-
dential contraceptive advice also
came up.

It was clear that many of the
issues on the agenda needfull dis-
cussion. Many have not been
taken up before and the politics
of each strand of the WRRC
needsfull airing.

There was discussion on
getting affiliations from the
labour movement but nostrategy
was agreed.

It seems clear to me that if
the WRRC is to be effective,
the issues outlined need to be
taken up and that the main focus
of. attention should be on cam-
paigning among working class
women, both black and white.

It is clear that the involvement
of trade unions and |: bour Party
is essential. Because of the depth
of discussion needed, the con-
ference will reconvene in Liver-
pool on 25 February. Contact:
WRRC, 374 Gray’s Inn Road,
London WC1. Tel: 01-278 0153
for further details.

* The closing date for resolutions
for Labour Party women’s confer-
ence thisyear is February 10. The
conferenceitself is May 12-14.

fall
out

By Jane Ashworth
FOLLOWING last week’s four
expulsions and a suspension,
foment in the Communist Party
continues as the Executive Com-
mittee have demanded the resig-
nation of Tony Chater and
David Whitfield, ‘tankie’ editor
and deputy editor of the Morning
Star.

The battle for the Star is the
most public expression of the
deep division in the CP. The
hardline Stalinists are in control
of the paper, but the Euro-
Communists, supporters of
Marxism Today, are the majority
in the Party. Until now, the Party
has maintained a harmonious
relationship with the once nomin-
ally independent PPPS who
actually own and produce the
Star.

Now with the clash of ideas
between’ editorial staff and the
Party’s committees the PPPS is
asserting its independence and the
Party is fighting back. In fact the
PPPS are trying to ensure their
control of the paper by fund
raising to buy their own printing
press. At present, the Morning
Star is printed on the Party’s
press.

Last week’s expulsions, three
for refusing to accept that they
were wrong to circulate an alter-
native election slate at Party
Congress and the other for pub-
lishing a critical pamphlet outside
of the normal channels, are part
of the Executive’s clampdown on
the defeated and troublesome
minority.

Socialist Organiser, 26 January 1984. Page
  

 
Workers at this small Birmingham engineering plant were locked out after they gave notice of industri:
action to improve a 5.5% payoffer. They were thenfurious to discover thattheirboss, Mr M.Webb, hadgivehimself¢ 48% rise in 1982, when theyreceived 4.5%. PHOTO AND STORY:John Harris.
 

Labour workplace
branches meet

THIS conference was organised
by a small co-ordinating com-
mittee consisting of Paul Cos-
grove, Alan Kelly, Lol Duffy and
John Ledgerton, representing
three workplace branches — the
GPO, Cammell Lairds and Dista.

Theaim of the conference was
to bring together workplace
branches from all over Merseyside
and anybodyinterested in form-
ing a branch, for an exchange of
ideas and to explain the role of
the industrial branch within the
Labour Party.

Tony Mulhearn, in opening
the meeting, explained why there
isa need for workplace branches,

.
and how he saw their future. He
also read out an apology for
absence from Cammell Lairds
workplace branch secretary Lol
Duffy, who was attending a
Combine Committee Shop Stew-
ards meeting (Shipbuilding).

Geoff Dickson gave an
informative and very entertaining
speech on what was happening in
London workplace branches, the
problems he’d encountered and
how he’d overcome them.

He recalled how their per-
sonnel director was an active
member of the Tory Party and
did not take kindly to the branch
using the name of the company.

Geoff explained the need to
liaise nationally and is in fact
compiling a directory of work-
place branches with a view to a.
national conference in January.

He said his branch had been
very successful in recruiting mem-
bers, finding that people were
more ready to join the Labour
Party if they knew somebody —

a friend or a workmate — who
was already a member:

This was one area where the
workplace branches could help
the local ward purties.

Mary Greenslade, treasurer of
the Dista branch, spoke next on
finance and fund-raising, and said
how helpful the Coop Bank had
been. Her speech had its humour-
ous moments as -she explained
how at the inaugural mecting of
the Dista branch. they had diffi-
culty finding a venue and cnded
up in the changing room of Speke

«Rugby Club the fastest inaug-

 

This Saturday, 28th, at Camden TownHall, Londor
there is a national ‘seminar’ on Labour Party. work
place branches. It follows a conference on the sam
themein Liverpool last November. ,

John Ledgerton reports on that conference, whic!
brought together experiences of organising forsocial
ist politics in diverse workplaces — factories, pos
offices, shipyards...
 

ural meeting on record!
The meeting also heard how

newsletters could play a useful
role in reaching the shop floor.
Dista’s first issue had been 12
pages. .

Terry Fields spoke on the
broader issues of the problems
facing the working class under
capitalism. He called for the
democratisation of the Labour
Party and the trade unions and
emphasised that the Labour
Party in its present form could
not help the working class unless
the full implementation of Clause
4 was taken up by the Labour
Party.

How could: the party be try-
ing to help the working class on
the one hand. when, with the
other hand it was pandering to
the conitalists. 

Paperof Socialist Students in NOLS. 1 0p plus
postage from Andy Bennett, DSU, Dunelm House,
New Elvet, Durham.Le

Terry went on to say th
the creation of workpla
branches was an important ste
in taking politics to the shc
floor, a move that can only|
applauded.

He finished by reading a pre
statementhe had preparedcalli
for a 24-hour general strike
support of the NGA which tl
conference endorsed.

The speakers then took tur
in answering the many questiot
from the floor. The consenst
was that the creation of wdr'
place branches was the sing
most important happeningin tt
labour movement for many
year andit is up to party activis
to promote the idea in every fa
tory and office throughout th
country.
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By Alex Simpson

NEWShasreached the West of
the formation of two new inde-
pendent peace groups in the
USSR.

The cities of Riga and Kiev
join eight other places in having
a small collection of brave
individuals ready to run great
risks as the price of organisa-
tional independence in the
struggle for world peace.

No details as yet are known
about these two latest groups,
but the public declaration alone
of their existence is a great
encouragement.

It testifies to the fact that
despite the enormousobstacles
placed in the way of indepen-
dent peace activists the Party’s
desire to maintain a total mono-
poly on the question of organis-
ation with the official Soviet
peace committees has been
frustrated.

The sameoptimistic prospects
for survival and growth seem to
be at work. in Moscow.It is the
homeof the original and much
perpetuated independent
group. The Moscow group has
sustained the arrest and impris-
onmentof several of its original
members and a near. intoller-
able level of harassment and
intimidationagainst the rest, yet

has managed to attract some
newrecruits.

The fear of some sympathis-
ers in Western Europethatthe
peace group would beisolated
to a small, isolated and ever
dwindling band of beleagured
individuals being picked off one
by one has most fortunately not
beenrealised.

:The Soviet authorities have
- been forced to grudgingly tol-

erate the group’s existence at
least for the immediate period.
It is restrained from the option
of wholesale liquidation of
Moscow’s group and correspon-dents in other cities because
the Russians are aware that the
eyes of the Western peace
movementsare upon them.

Solidarity
It is only the limited inter-

national solidarity of Western
peace activists that has enabled
our Soviet comrades to keep
their heads above water in the
precarious and_persecuted
existence theylead.

The independent Soviet peace
movement has demonstrated
the abilityfor survival and even
growth and we must correspon-dingly step up our help and
support. :

_
:

sia Be
Issue no.17 out now: This month’s Class Fighter’s full
page on thegovernment’s Youth Scheme includ-
es an interview withJohn O’Brien, a ‘trainee’ from Peck-ham, and coverage of how the government wants to con-script youthonto theschemes.

We’ve found a new story writer, Jackie Nory, who in
‘Footloose and Skint’ describes life on the dole in a small
town.

Grahame Smallwood and Peter Crawshaw write abouthow theirYouthCND group in Scarborough is getting on,and Jimi Somervilleof the Bronski Beat talks to us abouthis experience of the Warrington picket line: “TheythoughtI was a wee boy’’.
Our intrepidconcert-goers Simon and Davefinallymake

‘it to a Damned gig, only to find that their heroes stilldidn’tplay Anti-Pope, and thatit’s impossible to get backfrom Oxford to London in themiddle of thenight.International correspondent Clive Bradley, who is justback from Egypt,tells us about Syria’s part in the smash-ing of Arafat’ssection of thePalestineLiberationOrganis-ation, and PatrickMurphy from Stockport YS writes aboutBloody Sunday, theday when 14 people were killedby theParas.

 
 
 
  
 
  The backpage explains whoweare, ready to sell at YS  
 

regionalconferences.
Finally,we are pleased to announce thatwe have a new  treasurer, Beatrice, a young hedgehed who is bristlingwithindignationat our shortage of income.  

  

24 Africannations face severe
famine this year, said the UN
food and Agriculture Or-
ganisation in a report pub-
lished last week.

Because of a continuing seri-
ous drought, the 1983 harvest
of staple crops in those countries
was 8 per cent down even on the
low level of 1982. Food pro-duction per head in manyAfrican
countries had already declined
drastically between 1969-71 and
1979-81: 15% in Ethiopia. 12% in
Mali, 13% in Zaire, 35% in Somal-
ia, 27% in Mozambique, 26% in
Ghana... according to the World
Bank.

Many thousands of people
are already dying from starvation
in Ethiopia, and hundreds of
thousandsor millions more could
die before the drought ends.

Also seriously affected by
five years drought and food
shortages is Brazil. In its ten
north-eastern provinces, where
average income per head is only
one-third the level in’ the more
developed south, many people
face death. from starvation. ‘If
rains do not come this month or
next, people will be dying like
flies’, a Red Cross official has
said.

Rats and lizards are hunted
as food, people eat cactus to
lessen the hunger pangs and
women walk more than 10 miles
to fetch water from a truck which
might be there once a week.
’ But nature cannot take the
major blame for these horrors.

 
“Togive food aid to
countriesjustbecause
people are starving is a
pretty weak reason’’.
Dan Ellerman,US National

Security Council.

SOUTH  Africa’s latest
offensive. into Angola,
probably the largest to
date, has beendescribedby
its UN representative, Kurt
von Schirndling, as ‘pre-
venting the infiltration of
SWAPO
©

guerillas into
Namibia’.

But in reality, South Africa
aims to prevent the indepen-dence of Namibia, which would
by their own admission bringSWAPO to power; and to bringabout the down fall of the
Angolan government with the
ultimate objective of replacingit
with the proxy South African
force, UNITA.

In the same Reuters reportquoted above, Von Schirndling
went on to say that ‘SouthAfrica
hasno desire to control a single .centimetre of Angolanterritory.’In fact, South Africahas occu-‘pied parts of southern Angolasince August 1981, using asitsspringboard its massive army
presence in Namibia, which it
occupies illegally. Time and
again it has used force to terror-
ise the Namibianpeople and the
people of southernAngola.

The present Reagan adminis-
tration has given the South
African regime confidence that
its activitiesremain uncriticised
either by the White House orby Downing Street. In Reagan-

ST
Not an act of god buta

STARVING AFRICA

WhySouthAfrica
invaded Angola

 
  

TAS RIEN
CEST UES

  
The stagnation of agriculture in
Africa is caused by the policies ofinternational capitalism and of
local goveraments — which mean
that resources go into cash-crops,bureaucratically botched ‘devel-
opment’ projects, and into mili-
tarism, instead of basic subsist-
ence agriculture.

Even now, according to the
FAO,it would need only 1.6 mill-
ion tons of food and £91 million
aid to solve the immediate prob-lem of starvation. That’s small
change in terms of the resources
of international capitalism. But
the millionaires have other prior-ities...

 

 
 
 

  
 

‘*Foodis a weapon.It is
now oneof theprincipal
tools in our negotiatingkit’’
  Earl Butz, US Secretary

of Agriculture.  
speak the US has ‘constructive
engagement’ with South Africa,
which is backed by Britain and
other major Western investors
involved in the illegalplunder of
Namibia’s abundant natural
resources.

The Reagan-Botha axis has
given birth to the so-called
‘linkagetheory’ — which makes
the withdrawalof Cuban forces
from Angola a precondition for
South African readiness to
implement UN Resolution 435,
i.e. the Namibian independence
process. On the basis of ‘link-
age’ South Africa was able, on
15 December1983, to propose in
the UN a ‘mutual force disen-
gagement. on the Namibia/
Angola borderas thefirst step in
a peaceful independencesettle-
mentfor Namibia.’

The proposed ‘truce’ would
begin on January 31 1984 and
would last for 30 days or longer,
in the words of South African
Foreign Minister Botha, ‘upon
the resolution of the problem of
Cuban forces in Angola’, a
precondition he described as
‘irrevocable’ (Reuters 16.12.83).

-He went on to say that South
|Africa had ‘from time to time,

conducted operations within
Angola’.

When the UN

_
Security

Council passed a resolution on
December20 severely censuring
South Africa’s military occupa-
tion of Angola and endorsing
Angola’s right to reparations,

LES SECoURS aARRivenT!
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“S
“Help is arriving” — ‘You'vegotit all wrong. It’s reinforce-

SS

ments for [the war in] Chad”. From Lutte Ouvriere.

NIGERIA'S CRISIS
A MAJORfactorbehindthe
recently announcedjob cuts in
LeylandVehicleswas theloss of
marketsin Nigeria.

Duringtheoilboom,Nigeria
set about massivelyexpanding
its industry and infrastructure.
It becamea bigmarketfor

.machinery,equipment — and
trucks.

Imports grew 18% a yearbe-
tween 1970 and 1981, and the
share of machineryand equip-
mentin thoseimports almost
doubled.

Now, with the debt squeezeand the slumpin theoilmarket,Nigeria has slashed back
imports drastically.

“Theforces fightingfor freedom... in Namibiaand the very heart ofSouth Africaitself”.
the United Statesabstained. Its
UNrepresentative, Jeanne Kirk-
patrick, described the South
Africanproposal as ‘a majornew
step in the arduous process of
trying to resolve southern
African problems peacefully’.Thus the US ‘would do nothingthat would jeopardise this deli-
cate and, we believe, hopefulprocess’ (Reuters 20.12.83).This position has been endorsedby Britain.

However, as Reuters reported
on January 4, ‘South African
Officials have said privately that
even if the Cuban troops were

Cancellationof Nigeria’s
debts would benefitboththe
people of Nigeria — suffering
becausefood imports have been
reduced — and LeylandVehic-

|les workers, at theexpense of
the internationalbanks.(It

:would also benefitthecorrupt
.andvicious Nigerian rulingclass: but theanswerto thatis

actionby theNigerian working
class}.

onWhat did AUEWleaderGerryRussell say? Hesaid thejob cuts
|

were wrong becausetheymeant
thatin theevent of a further
economic upturn (coming from
where?) ‘‘we’’ would lose
marketsto ‘‘theFrench, Japan-
ese, Germans... foreigners’’. 

  
not agree to a settlement for
fear of having an ‘‘unstable
SWAPO government’’ on their
borders’.

For all its Western backing,
the tide is turning against South
Africa. It will continue to pro-
mote theidea thattheFrontLine
states are launchpads foractsof
‘terrorism’ against it. While
remaining blind to its blatant
acts of barbarity, South Africa
must one day realise that the
forces fighting against apar-theid, and for freedom and
justice, live not outside but in
Namibiaandin thevery heart of

sent home, South Africa might SouthAfricaitself.

 

  
 

  



  AFRICA
  

result of capitalism
Food riots in Morocco, Tunisia
ACCORDINGto the Span-
ish press, 40 or 50 people
were killed in the riots ag-ainst food price rises in
Moroccolastweek.

Machine-gun fire from heli-
copters, as well as from ground
troops, was used against the’
demonstrators. The towns
mainly affected are now being
patrolled by tanks and thous-
ands of troops, with security
road blocks round the working
classdistricts.

The agitation began on Jan-
uary 5 with student protests
against rumoursof increases in
their fees and further food price -

rises (on top of the 13% or so
announced in August).

: It culminated in a demonstra- ;tion in Morocco’s main city,Casablanca, on January 22. A
few hours later King Hassan an-

PHOTO:
ROUGE
  Tunisia and Morocco stands the

 
Tuntsia’spopulist dictator, HabibBourguiba.
  That — together with the fact Third World. Manufacturing 

Socialist Organiser, 26 January 1984 Pag

Police raid on
Irish socialists
IRISH Militant is a clone of
Britain’s Militant, with
identicalpolitics.

One of thespecial tenets of
Militantis the belief in thepos-sibility of a peaceful socialist
revolution in Britain — and,presumably, in Ireland, both 26
Counties and 6 Counties.

Militant is a very legal-mind-
ed organisation. The Irish Mili-
tant, like the English, is extrem-
ely hostile to Irish republican-
ism.

Irish Militant supporters in
the 26 Counties are membersof
the Labour Party, junior partner
in Garret Fitzgerald’s coalition
government.

Last week the offices of Irish
Militant were raided by armed
26 County police, carrying sub-
machine guns. They said they
were looking for a fugitive but
refused to name him. Some
reports say they claimed they
were looking for Dominic Mc-
Glinchey.”

.Irish Militant put out a state-
mentontheraid which said:

‘For the past 12 years Mili-
tant Irish Monthly andits sup-
porters have always made clear
our opposition to acts of indivi-
dual terror. It is our position that
activitiesof this type do not ad-
vance the struggle for socialism
oneiota.

“‘Thiswell-publicisedposition‘of Militant is well known to

 
By Paddy Dollard

them — and the Labour Pa
members do — would credit
for an instant.

So far the raid has helpMilitant Irish Monthly witt
the Labour Party rather th
harmedit. the,In response to the charge tl
the raid was harassment link
to the proposal to expel the:| nounced on radio and TVthathe —‘International Monetary Fund. that very many workers are un-_—output grew 12% per year be- all political activists in Ireland,|LabourParty leader Dick Spri| had ordered: the government to Cutbacks in such ‘distortions of|employed, semi-employed, or tween 1970 and 1981, and 32% and throughout the labour said he wasnow against goi| drop all plansforpricerises. the free market’ as food sub-_casuallyemployed — is whypro-__of theworkforce was in industry movement’’. It denounced the ahead with the expulsions, aIn Tunisiathegovernmenthas sidies.are part of the conditions tests take the form of street by 1980, as against 18% in 1960. raid as a ‘‘gross act of harass- _—‘that action against them wou

 
 

beenforced to reverse food price
rises. After repeated street
demonstration.in which some 50
peopleare reported to have been
killed, President Habib Bour-
guiba repealed the rises for
threemonths. ~

’ Increasesof 70 to 120% in the
prices of bread, pasta, and
semolina had been decreed in
late December.

Behind the price rises in both

THE SOUTH§African
invading force consistedof
nine’ battalions or around
ten thousand troops, four
units of heavy artillery,and
tanks, supported by some
100 fighter bombers.

It was probably the largest of
the four mounted by South
Africa since 1975 (although
South African military actions

‘it imposesfor jits ‘assistance’ to
debt-strickenstates.

In bothcountries, theregimes -

combine a brew of populistdemagogy (rather more sub-
stantial in Tunisia than in
Morocco) with repression of
independent working class org-anisation. Tunisia has a power-ful trade union federation, the
UGTT, but it is “inder heavy
governmentcontrol. Pretoriasuffers losses
SWAPO.

But therewas repeated bomb-ing and shelling by South Africa
forces of the towns of Cassinga,Caiundo,Cahama, Mulondo and
Cuvelai.

SouthAfricahas discovered to
its dismaythatits latest military
adventure has proved extremelycostly. Its official. casualties are
now 27 dead;at least ten aircraft
(including two Mirages) have
been. shot down; numerous

fighting.
Over the last 10 or 20 yearsTunisiahas been oneof thefast-est-developing countries in the

But that development has
gone together with growing in-equality,leavingthemass of thepeoplelittle better off than in
Morocco.

STARVINGAFRICA
New danger
from aid cuts

REAGANOMICS has_already
left two millionpeople destitu
and charity food offices booming

_acrosstheUS.
Nowit is going to spread that

devastationmuch wider.
The. US government has

forced a big reduction in the
funds of the World Bank’s

import bills and
projects.

This aid, at the best of times,
was far from pure generosity.
‘Aid as imperialism’ was the
title of one book, and that
about summed it up.Most of the aid was not
straight grants, but just long-

investment

ment by the State of left-wing
membersof theLabour Party.

Militant Irish Monthly saysthattheraid is connected witha
proposal bytheleadershipof the
coalitionist Labour Party to barr
supporters of Militant from
membershipoftheParty.

As Britain’s Militant puts it:
‘““.. it is more than a coinci-
dence that the leadership of the
Irish Labour Party are at this
very timetrying to start a witch-
hunt against the Marxists in the
party...”

This will not sound too biz-
arre in the 26 Counties, which
recently lost'a minister of justice
in thefollowingcircumstances.

His brother-in-lawwas due to
appear in court onatrafficoffen-
ce. The minister of justice had
thechiefwitness detained by the
RUC as a very dangerous man
during a visit to the Six Coun-
ties, so that he could not get to
court to testify!

It is not. self-evidently impos-
sible, therefore, that the raid
was.as Militant says inspired by
leaders of the Labour Party to
create an atmosphere which

be deferred.
Accordingly, at the meetii

of the Party’s Administrati
Council last Thursday, 19th,t]

- motion to expel Militant ‘w
was not reached’. So the inexp
cable raid has brought Milita
Irish Monthlya (probably sho:
reprieve.

What is themost likely exp!
nation for the raid? The poli
mind works in strange ways,almaybesomeonewasworking
cording to the principle: if
seemsutterly improbable, the
maybethereis somethingin it.

Militant,withits strange mi
ture of ferocious dogmatismar
quiet propagandist routin
combined with support for tl
expansion of Stalinism, which
considers progressive, by mi
tary means (in Afghanistan

.
does take some gettingused to

It is not impossible thatsom
one could. become convince

that there is. more to it ths
meets the eye, though in fa
thereis not.

Or maybe someone in «
around the government did s
up the raid, and: Dick Spring-have been almost continuous). armoured vehicles have been{§International Development term loans on easier terms. In would help thempurge Militant. sensitive to the recent scanda

| South Africa’s operation destroyed, and one of South(§Association, a major organiser return for those loans the big meeaRotconvinced.The such he eet minist| began in earnest on December6=Africa’s newest weapons, the[§of internationalaid. capitalist states got fat export i y purg ghey
.

po1983, but the current fighting
can be traced back to August

mobile 155mm G-5 cannon
(developed with US technology)

IDA needed $24 billion
between now and 1987 to main-

orders.
According to the Observer,

anti-coalitionists pretty frequ-
ently. What do they need the

 

interfere with critical journa
ists — has thought better of

 
 

  
 

1983, when a large UNITA was captured by FAPLA onJjtain its previous spending. British companies got £1.40 in | PoeTo would believe Irish
anosoncenofprotest should t. force attempting to take the December29.

.

levels. Its officials asked for export orders ‘for every £1 the Mili involved in what sent to the Taoiseach, Garr: Angolan town of Cangamba was
— South Africa’s claim to have $16billionfrom thecontributing

—_
governmentput into IDA. ilitant was involved in w at pont ot polgench,Garrrebuffed by FAPLAandsuffered killed 324 SWAPO, FAPLA and governments. All, except the Profitabl theycall ‘individual terrorism’? D ie ,extremely heavy casualties Cuban soldiers,made on Jan- US, would go at least as high as

Th
ro na e

4 by aid
Certainly no-one who knows ublin.

(UNITA, South Africa’s surro- uary 7, can be safely dismissed. $12 billion. The US forced the e projects financed by ai , , ——

gate force in Angola, has failed A SWAPO press release

Jf
figure down to $9 billion. were by no means always the Psaeeeeee

- to capture a single important coming shortly after the South International aid was already mostuseful forthepeople of the —! settlement in Angola). African announcement of the

{Mj
stagnant. Aid fromtheadvanced

|
country being ‘aided’ — rather, i /In August 1983 South African ‘destruction of SWAPO head-

&
capitalist countries (OECD) was the most profitable for the : e ostroops began attacking front- quarters’ near Lubango,states: 0.5%of theirnational income in multinationals.And aid was also

line Angolan troops under the ‘Contrary to the claim of the 1965. Since the early ’70s it has used as a political weapon to i
pretext thattheywere sheltering South Africanarmy, the area is gone down to about 0.35%. prop up pro-imperialist govern- aSWAPOguerrillas. On Novem- definitely not a SWAPO military ments in theThird World. a ; .ber 4, a statement by ANGOP

_
headquarters. There was neither Britain But then public sector invest- Become a supporter of the Socialist(theAngolan press agency) said a_ single Namibian nor any ment within the advanced i Organiser Ailiance-- groupsare establi-that UNITA’s continued set- SWAPO anti-aircraft batteries Britain’s overseas aid has capitalist countries was never JJ shed in most large towns, We ask £1.50 abacks ‘forced Pretoriato come to as claimed by Constand Viljoen gone down from 0.52% of socialist, either. The cutting- a month minimum (20p unwaged).contri-defend its protegees (and) use at. his press conference.’ national income in 1979 to backofit hasstill had devastat- f bution from supporters.

_ :non-conventional weapons’ a (SWAPO press release, 0.38% in 1982. ing results.
. .

:

;

arefernece toenapalm and chemic- 795 88)fr als h
In the mid-’70s, aid from oil- OverseasSiDoneoutole a | want to becomea Socialist Organ-al .weapons: employed by the out! ica’s gener ave

[7
exporting states boosted the

|
muchthes

1
.

:
.SouthAfricans. prey ¥ found themselves involved in total

_
Sut that, too; has now sector investment:the capital- : tser supporter/ | want more inform

Only after a black Namibian battles on a scale they had not begunto decline. ; ists, stricken by crisis, have cut ation.
soldier of the South African anticipated from which they will For many of the world’s back projects offering a long- al
army and considerable quanti- beable to extricate themselves

Jf
poorest countries, the effect of term return andgone all-out for Name

esssssseseneeesesseesneesepeesasties of South Africanequipment onlywithconsiderable difficulty. further aid cuts may be disas--

_
short-term profit.

. iwere captured by FAPLA did Asyet the main burden in terms trous. Millions will pay the price in 5 AddPretoria admit its forces were of human life has been borne by In the poorer countries of malnutrition ‘and starvation. TOSS ....ccscccscceccescnscenencsccacneccsasecs

deep inside Angola. According the Angolan civilian population, Africa, during the 1970s, aid Socialists should be demanding a
to General Viljoen they were for which Pretoria is directly covered 40%ot all. investment that the richcapitalist govern- i

.| engaged in ‘hot pursuit and pre- responsible. and 20% o imports. And the mentsgive millions,not so muc
°| emptive raids” against "he (Abridged -from Namibia

JJ
international debt squeeze in aid as in reparations for the a Send to Socialist Organiser, 28

| Namibian liberation movement
_

.
NewsBriefingSpecial). means that those countries are damage they have donein the i - Middle Lane, LondonN8 SPL.already in trouble with their past, totheThird World. buseReeee
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Rajes Balasubramanian (withher son Seran)

 
 VIOLENCE OF THE OPPRESSOR

“Tf you trace the history
back, there were two king-
domsin the island — a.Tamil
kingdom and a Sinhal king-
dom.

But when the British came in
the 19th century they unified the
island into one state structure.
They also brought in indentured
labourers, who were Tamils from
the south of India, to the plan-tations. First it was coffee, and
then tea.

So you had the traditional
Tamil areas in the north and east,
and the Tamil plantation workers

Two pamphlets
summing up the
ideas of Socialist
Organiser.
‘Where WeStand’
- 20p plus 16p
postage. ‘How to
fight the Tories’
- 10p plus 16p
postage. Or the
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aHowto fight athe Tories Z
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in the Central Hills.
When independence came (in1947), the British transferred

powerto the Sinhalaelite.
This elite built up a Sinhalaethnic consciousness. The firstthing they did was to disenfran-chise the Tamil plantationworkers. And then they startedState-aided colonisation of Tamillands. In 1956 Sinhala was madethe onlyofficial language.There’s been 35 years ofnational oppression — discrimina-tion in education,in employment

“ “But the Tamil people started

 

 

waking up to the fact they were
oppressed just because they wereTamil. They started with non-violent protest. At first it was 1eaby the Tamil Federal Party, with
an ideologically conservative,bourgeois leadership — the leader-ship of the middle classes.

But against these non-violentstruggles, the state unleashedmilitary brutality. People werekilled,burnedalive
. . .As always, the oppressed gothrough non-violence, and the

oppressorusesviolence.
Then in the Tamil StudentFederation some of the activistsstarted saying thatnon-violenceisuseless against an oppressor who

uses violence. I think it opened a
new era for the Tamil people,who were always told to be law-abiding — alwayslickingthe bootsof the British and licking the
boots of Sinhala.

;In 1972 there was thebirthof
a movementcalled the New TigerMovement. In 1976 they—re-named themselves the LiberationTigers of Tamil Eelam. TheyStarted a guerrilla struggle.In 1977 all the Tamil middleclass parties went into theelection in a coalition, called theTamil United Liberation Front,asking for a separate Tamil state.All the TULF candidates werereturned.”
 Free Nirmala
Nirmala Nithiya-Nandan is afeminist and writer fromJaffna in Tamil Eelem, agedthirty. .

She wasarrested on Novem-ber 18 1982 by the Sinhala
armed forces and has been heldincommunicadv ever since,subjected to indignity, harass-
ment andpossiblytorture.

Nirmala is one of the latest
victimsof the infamous ‘Preven-
tion of Terrorism Act’ whichdenies tna vy vury and allows

Ss2TS extracted by torture
Bs ‘ible evidence.Nirmaia supported the free-dum struggle of ihe Tamilpeople to gain their right toself-determination,

She wrote and produced

  

plays, translated literary and
political works. Hertranslations
introduced the national and
socialist struggles of the Latin
Americanand Africanpeople.One of Nirmala’s
concerns has been the emanci-
pation of the oppressed Tamil
women. To this task she dedi-
cated herself fully in activelyorganising and participating in
women’s liberationcampaigns.The Tamil Women’s Leagueasks for letters demanding the
release of Nirmala and therepeal of the Prevention ofTerrorism Act to be sent to
President J.R. Jayawardene,President’s House, Colombo, SriLanka, with a copy to ‘RepealPTA Campaign’, 42, SickertCourt, London N1 2TE.

primary

 WHAT is the situation of
womenin Sri Lanka?

Tamil women are oppressed
because we are Tamils. We face a
National oppression which the
Sinhalese women don’t face.

In all the communal riots
since 1956, our women have been
taped, burnt alive, persecuted
because weare Tamil.

Wealso have the oppression of
cultural norms within our own
society — male domination, the
dowry system, the caste system.

We have to struggle in both
these spheres, and these struggleshave to go together.
What scope do you think thereis
for common s -between
Tamil women and_Sinhalese
women?

Sometimes you feel the
Sinhala women’s groups have

- more in commonwiththe Sinhala
men than withTamilwomen.

Until they come out, without
any reservations and ‘buts’ and
tationalisations, and supportTamil_self-determination, we
would rather develop our struggle
ourselves.

That’s why we have someproblems with the Sinhala
women’s groups. Of course, theycampaign for the Free Trade
Zone women workers {who are
almost all Sinhalese]. As a
Marxist, I know that those
women are oppressed, but I
cannot identify with them
because they do not accept our
position.
Rajes: In Sri Lanka, in the south I
could walk on the streets. Of
course I shouldn’t wear mysari oranything like that — I would have
to lose my identity and dress like
a Sinhalese woman. But I could
walk on the Colombostreets.

.I couldn’t do that in Jaffna
{a Tamil city in the north]. Asa
Tamil womanI could facetheSri
Lankan armyanytime.

For a Tamil womanin Jaffna,her own homeis a prison.The Sinhalese women have ajob, at least, though they work in
dreadful conditions. In the Free
Trade Zone they have to work 12
hours without a break on thenight shift, standing up in the dimlight, on assembly work. Theemployer won’t give themastool
to sit on in case theyfall asleep.But Tamil women mostlydon’t even get a job.
Wouldn’t you be in a strongerposition to get the Sinhalese Left
to support Tamil self-determina-tion if you were able to unitewith them.on commonissues ofwomen’s rights and workers’tights?

We are a_ separate nation.We’re in favour of unity — on aninternationallevel.
The workers of my nationfight for their rights — and will

support the workers in the Sin-hala nation to fight for theirtights. But it’s international unitybetween twonations,not unity in
one nation.

Does the Tamil Women’s League
see itself as organising primarilyagainst the national oppression ofthe Tamil people, or the specificOppression of women?

Weare tackling a dual oppres-sion. We feel we have commoninterests with womenall over theworld, especially with womenwho fight national liberationStruggles in Eritrea or Namibia orPalestine
. . .

How has the feminist movementdeveloped in Sri Lanka?
There’s a magazine calledVoice of Women. They are middleclass women and there are noTamils left among them now.They’re leftists, offshoots ofthe [ex-Trotskyist] LSSP and[would-be Trotskyist]

|
NSSP.They came outof the traditionalleft.

Some women also organise

 

LAST SUMMERtherewere
grO

— a quarter oftheisland’s 14 milli
The right-wing ruling party, the
even 0: ised theviolence.

The Tamilshave suffered discri
only from the right wing. Sri Lan!
‘socialism’has been identifiedwi
of the Sinhalese and Buddhist maj

Thesocialist Left used to defenthemlater bent under thepressTamil womensuffer a double
women. The Hindureligion domi
fies many oppressive customs.

Mary Corbishleyand Martin
manian and anothermemberof
Their personal opinions are not
Women’s League.

Contact: TamilWomen’s

women’s centres with the women
in the Free Trade Zone.

Andin theTamilareas? ’

In the Tamil areas it’s tike
_fascism. It is an occupied land,

where you cannot protest or ~

organise feminist groups. .

It is within the national liber- +

ation struggle that we have to «

organise women.

What is the economic position of
womenin Sri Lanka?

Are you asking about Eelam
or Sri Lanka? For me, Sri Lanka
is the southern part of the

_
country.
Both.

- In Sri Lanka women workinindustry and in the Free Trade
Zone. The Tamil women work in
the plantations.

They are in the worst of bad
conditions. They start work at 5
am and they end after 5 pm. It’sLike a
Rajes: I’m told to behave like
a Tamil woman. But I don’t
want to behave like a Tamil
woman! It’s like being a
cabbage.

We are individuals, we arehuman beings. We have to fightfor equal rights.
But the idea is that once you

are married you are the propertyof a-Tamil man, and you. mustn't
say a word without his permis-sion,

I went against the dowrysystem when I saw mysister being -

married,
I thought it was wrong, Istarted to ask questions of mygrandmotherand mother.
They said I was abnormal. But
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Amidst therubble: a marketafter last

 
 



 

women in SriLanka
 
eS
s.in Sri Lanka. The Tamilminority
1 population — were the victims.
ny, and the police promoted and

ination for many years, And not
1 nationalismand state-capitalist
‘xclusive domination for theculture
ity.
‘theTamils’ rights, but many of
f Sinhalese chauvinism.
pression — as Tamils, and as
it in theTamilcommunity sancti-

mas interviewed Rajes Balasubra-
FamilWomen’s ie in London,
essarily the views of the Tamil

»23A Sumatra Rd, London NW6.
 

sald there, but they have no
werm clothing.They face the highest infant

.

mortality and maternal mortality
rates, malnutrition, anaemia.. .

When Mrs__Bandaranaike
brought in her land reform, they
took plantation land and gave it
to the Sinhalese peasantry — not
to the people who had worked
and died on those plantations.
Fhe Tamil women werejust sent
away.

-During the 1983 pogroms it
was very bad in the plantations.
50 the Tamilseither wanted to go
back to India, or to go to the

.10rth and eastof the island.

What about the trade unions in
the plantations?

The main one is a sort of
business union. There is also a
small Maoist group, the Red Flag
inion and a [Sinhalese chauvin-

woman
I thought it was wrong. Women
sometimes bring the husband a
dowry. Think of it — marrying a

‘man whom you never knew
fore, and giving loadsof money

o him, and then you’ve got toiwork for him and cook for him.
You have to work in the kitchen
all day — and mybeautifulsister
had to give moneyforthis!

Whentheytold me that I was
going to be like that, I said no-
way!

I am an easterner, but I went
to Jaffna to train as a nurse. In
Jaffna there are a lot of strongly
iconservative people, who are very‘strict with their caste system.
There are half a millionUntouch-
ables. That’s why the TULF
never made progress — they are
only higher-caste Tamils.

 
 

     
‘s pogroms

ist] SLFP union.
This business union became

strong because the left groups
betrayed the plantation workers.
Then the workers thought that
the business union leader was
going to deliver the goods,
because he came from among
them. But heis a millionaire. He
owns his own estates! And he is
with the UNP government.
What are the aims and activities
of theTamilWomen’s League?

We started because of the
racial riots and the feeling of the
Tamil women here in London
thatwe have to campaign.
Rajes: And we also fight against
the racism in this country. Most
of the Tamil Women’s League
membersare socialist feminists.

Although financially we are
better off here than oursisters in
Sri Lanka andIndia, socially in
some ways we are more oppressed
than them.

The oppression of women, as
women, in Eelam is as bad, or
worse, thanhere — the oppression
of caste, the dowry system...

At least here there is some
sort of recognition of women’s
rights. But everything is a lie
here, too.

Rajes: The main thing we are
campaigning about here now is

.
the fact that the British govern-
ment is helping the Sri Lankan
government to kill Tamil people
in Sri Lanka.

We don’t identify with a

particular political group — wecampaign on the general issues. If
we can stop money going from
the British government to the Sri
Lankan government, we should
do it.

The Sri Lankan government
could not do what it is doing
unless it was backed up by the
AmericansandBritish.  “Tanksin t. SriLankan capital Colombo

»E OPPRESSED 
 Womenforsale
TOURISMis now a part of a
development strategy of the
developing countries within
the pattern of open “foreign
led development.”

It is now a major source of
foreign exchange for many
Asian countries, including Sri
Lanka. And for the governments
has far outshadowed the harm-
ful side-effects of tourism.

Peter Holden has observed:
“By cheapeningculture for a

quick show or for sale, tourism
tends to destroy whatit claims to
enhance but worse than that it
deludes people into believing

_

that what is destrayed is still
alive, and they are forced to act
like animals in a zoo, perform-
ing a culture which is just not
possible to live anymore. The
result is thebuildingof a pseudo
culture which has been stripped
of life and power.”’

Prostitution and child pros-
titution are also part and parcel
of the tourist industry. Induce-
ments includingnight clubs and
massage clinics are openly
advertised by travel agents and
tour conductors.

The destructive cultural
effects of tourism are taken to
theextremeby sex tours.

Prostitution tourism has
spread throughout the Philip-
pines, South Korea, Thailand,Taiwan and more recently into
Nepal and Sri Lanka.

Theavailabilityof ‘‘feminine”’
Oriental women “is advertised
togetherwith the sun and sand,
reducing countries like Thai-
land, Singapore, Manila and
Hong Konginto the brothels of
theEast.

In Thailand, prostitution was
developed on a huge scale by US
forces’ ‘‘rest and recreation’’
during theVietnamwar.

In South Korea, Kisaengs
(prostitutes) are included in the
price oftours.

Women’s groups in South
Korea denounced the Kisaeng
Tourism with demonstrations at
the airport in 1973 against the
Japanese. This stirred the
Japanese women who also
demonstrated and carried out
massive campaigns. In Septem-
ber 1980, the Christian Confer-
enceof Asia sponsoredan Inter-
national Workshop on Tourism
in Manila.

It is ironic that traditionalists
and anti-feminist bodies, who
condemn Women’s Liberation
as aimed at the desexing of
women or granting them free-
dom to indulge in sexual licence,
have not come forward with any
protests so far. Onlywomen con-
cerned with women’s liberation
have come forwardto attack this
system.

The mother: image and the
imageof the virtuous woman of
the Eastare torn to pieces by the
advertisers of sex tourism. The

When youre traveling
_toforeign lands,alittlepeegoes a long 

traditionalists have registered
no protest!

Studies have revealed that in
Bangkok and Manilaa prostitute
receives only one-fifth to one-
eighth of the money paid for her
‘services’. The rest of the money
is shared proportionately
among the bar-keeper, massageclinic proprietor, hotel, pimps,
tour guides, taxi drivers and
corruptpolicemen.

Prostitution
In Sri Lanka prostitution is

becoming a highly developed
branch of the tourist industry
and exists on different levels
accordingto the nature of hotels
and the amount of money the
tourist has in his or her pocket.

v,omen adopt this profession
becauseofdire poverty.

peciallyon
O piltbpineAirlines.
Ourbeginningsgo

back over 40 years:
Butour traditionof

| Philippinehospitality —

goes back 1,000 years!
Child prostitution is also a

problem. ‘‘When a drug and
prostitution racket involving
some policemen in the Erunta
District of Manila was
denounced in the papers, the
police arrested minors catering
to the tourists, especially young
girls barely thirteen years
old. The operators of these
prostitute rings were not
touched’’, said ‘‘The Evening’’
of 11 February 1980 (Manila).

Asian airlines have ventured
out on a new strategy to tade
heavily on the bodies of air-
hostesses.

Malaysian Airlines System
has an advertisement which
says: ‘‘In Malaysia girls are
taught the gentle ways of-
womanhood, among them the ©

art of providing graceful ser-

vice.”’
- Japan Airlines assumes that
passengers who travel are all
males. Their advertisement
boasts that ‘‘He (the passenger)
didn’t expect her to sew his
button but she did.”’

Korean Airlines speaks of
the hostess’s resplendently
buoyant yet prudently tender
smile, uniquely modest, tra-
ditionallyoriental.

Thai Internationalemphasises
the ‘gentle art of service and
courtesy’.

We are not told that the
womenare efficient. We are not
told that they can rise to any
occasion. Weare not told they
can cope with any emergency.
Weare nottold they are trained
as nursesor babysitters.

Exotic
All the air hostesses are

shown smiling seductively,
standing idly,lookingglamorous
and shy and beautiful in very
exotic settings such as gardens
andultra-modern livingrooms.

Yet the average air hostess
does the work of a waitress,
very hardworking, standing on
herfeet all the time, at the beck -

andcall of passengers.
At the end ofthe flight she is

a tired, worn-out youngwoman.
(Adapted from the Sri Lankan

feminist magazine, ‘Voice of
Women’).



' firmly that socialist transform-
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Slowly but surely to socialism? |

wwReview

GAVIN Kitching is a British
academic Marxist who has
written some important and
penetrating work on the Third
World, including an enormous
andbrilliantstudy of Kenya.

Now he hasventuredinto the
realm of‘practicalpolitics’ with
a bookonleftstrategy in Britain.

His major argumentis this:
the wholeof the British (and for
that matter international)
socialist movement is ‘wasting
its time’.

The ideas of socialist ortho-
doxy are wildlyout of tune with
the ideas and aspirations of the
people socialists are claiming to
be fighting for, and whose sup-
port socialists are supposed to
want.

Worse, socialists today have
failed to understand the nature
of contemporary capitalism and.
so have failed to base their
strategies on reality. And worse
still, socialists are in general
psychologically incapable of
putting their ideas across to
theiraudience.

Kitching’s solution is ‘‘to
reinstate an evolutionary and
gradualist perspective at the
centre of socialist politics and
thoughtaboutsocialism.’’

In case you wonder why such
a perspective needs to be re-
instated, it should be added that
Kitching does not mean bythis
‘reformism’. He believes ‘‘very

‘struggle’ of.a real and some-
times nasty sort.’’ He acceptstheMarxist analysisof thecapit-
class ‘state which cannot be
transformed by the working:class),and, presumably,accepts
the basic revolutionary pro-

|

grammefor the destruction of
thatstate.

But he arguesthatto get from
here to there would take, liter-
ally,hundreds of years, and that
in particular he revolutionary
left has failed to understand the
nature of the preparatory work
necessary. That, at least, is what
I take to be the point of his
argument.

Kitching accusesthe left of a
numberof serious weaknesses.

1. It has failed to registermajor changes in the composi-
tion of theworkingclassitself.

The numbers of educated
workers (the ‘middle class in
non-Marxist terminology)
have grown; the traditional
manual ‘working class’ has
declined, at least numerically.
This has changedtheactual and
potential ‘constituency’ of the
Left.

Instead of “recognising this
fact and building‘on it, the Left
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Clive Bradley reviews ‘Rethinking Socialism: .A
Theory for a Better Practice’,by GaviriKitching
Methven),  

-Some of Kitching’s arguments are very similar to the later
writings of Karl Kautsky (above), the ‘Pope’ of social demo-
cracy. Kautsky wrote in 1927: “The more prosperous and
expansionary the capitaffst mode of production, the better are
the prospects for the social system that.will succeed it... This
maysound paradoxical to those whobelievethatsocialism will
arise from a ‘collapse’,from the ‘failure’or the ‘bankruptcy’ of
capitalism. But it does not conflictwith the conception that
expects the victory of socialism not from the economic
decadence of capital, but from the growthof numbersand the
increase in moral, intellectual and political strength of the
proletariat”.
a

its ‘petty-bourgeois’ social base
and tried, against the tide of
history, so to speak, to build
support amongst an increasingly
irrelevant section of workers.

2. This therefore leads to
knee-jerk support for the econ-
omic militancy of ‘industrial’
workers. But such militancy isnot necessarily progressive at
all.

3. This is compounded and/or

Fight thel

ivered to your

caused by a ‘cataclysmic’con-
ception of the transition to
socialism, which sees capitalist
crisis (i.e. economic collapse) as
the ‘moment’ of revolutionary
transformation.

For Kitching, on the contrary,socialist advance is easier in
times of capitalist boom (more
on which in a moment).

4. In general, therefore, the
left is good at knowing whatit is
against, and bad at knowingwhat it is for. This ‘romantic
anti-capitalism’, particularly
bad becauseit has no economic
theory beyond liberal Keynes-
ianism, collapses in the face of
the ideological offensive of
monetarism and so contributes
to the isolation of the Left and
the ‘ideological domination’ of
theworkingclass.

5. The Left has failed to
understand how to make social-
ist advance within capitalism.According to Kitching, partic-ularly in a situation in which
increasing differentiationwithin
the working class makes a
common ‘class consciousness’
very difficult, the left needs to
develop workers’ conceptions of
themselvesascitizens.

That is, socialists need to
develop any and every tendency
towards the active involvement
of people in public life, regard-
less of whetherit is specifically
socialist. Failing to understand
this, the Left has been trapped
in its sectarian ghetto, not influ-
encing anybody.

Whois the ‘Left’ whom Kitch-
ing criticises? Sometimes he
refers to the Labour Party as a
whole, sometimes to its main-
stream left, and sometimes to
‘Leninist’ organisations.

Some of Kitching’s criticisms:
are just against some sections of

 , the Left, but that does not make
the whole ar ent valid
against thewhule oftheLeft.

But in any case his argument
against ‘cataclysmic’ socialism
seemswrongto me.

Kitching’s arguments hinge ~

_

around the assumption that
socialism is only possible in
societies which are a) wealthy,
and b) have a working class
{defined broadly) which is edu-
cated, self-disciplined, mater-
ially well-off and (his term)
imaginativeenoughto sustain it.

Consequently socialism is not
possibleif a) the society is poor,
or b) theworkingclassis none of
thosethings.

According to Kitching, the
problem in Britain today is lack
of education, self-discipline,
imagination,etc., in the working
class. Before we can fight for
socialism, we have to provide
the basis for such a fight. One
example of how to do this,
Kitching believes,-is provided
by the Lucas Aerospace Alter-
native Plan.

In other words, the crucial
componentof the fight now for
democratic socialism is to
deepen the democratic involve-
mentin all spheres of life under
capitalism, where possible at
the expenseof the capitalist, so
weakening the institutions of
capitalist power, and undermin-
ing the mass passivity uponwhich capitalismdepends.

And since conditions of
capitalist crisis make this more
difficult, Kitching argues we
should ‘‘quite consciously
offer whole-hearted cooperation
‘with capitalism but in return
demand concessions_which
aim quite consciously to changethe fundamental nature of
capitalism.’’

The argument that socialism
requires abundance is hardly
new, nor the idea that ‘social-
ism’ properly speaking is incom-
patible with underdevelopment.
Buttheidea thattherefore there
are no limits to the ‘progressive-
ness’of capitalism (in the sense
of continually laying the basis
for socialism) or that socialism
‘matures within the womb of
capitalism’ virtually forever —

and can only do soif capitalism
is flourishing — is something
else again. (And its antecedents
are not encouraging: it was a
central themeof Karl Kautskyin
the 1930s).

Kitching does not at all con-
sider the point that so long as
capitalismcan deliver thegoods,
workers are unlikely to want to
thinkaboutor fight for an alter-
nativeworld order.

It is precisely in conditions of
crisis thatworkers need answers
more and more desperately
about how to fight and win,
now. Piecemeal bargainingbecomesmore and more utopian
and revolutionary answers
more and morerelevant.

For a Marxist to argue thatat
such a time we have nothing to
offer but a programme to shore
up the system becauseit is in
our interests for it to solve its
crisis is self-defeating.

Socialists cannot simply ride
out the crisis in the calm know-
ledge that the following boom
will help the advance towards
socialism. By any definition of
the working class, or of which
section of it is most important,
the following boom can only
come aboutif the working class
is seriously.defeated.

Weare today in the middle of
a serious international class war
which our class is not winning.
The crisis facing the Left is not
thatit isn’t gradualist enough: it
is that it hasn’t worked out the
answersas to how to reverse the
retreat now, or at least in the
relatively short term. ,

Consequently the problem
which Kitching views as prim-
ary — theisolationof the Left —

is only a problem because the
working class as a class, inter-
nationally, does face the pros-
pect of a serious defeat. Other-
wise we could simply rely on the
isolation being overcome by the

 onward marchof capitalism,
which brings an ever more cul-
tured and ‘imaginative’ working
class which is ever more poten-tiallysocialist.

In fact it is difficult to under-
stand what real function Kitch-
ing seesfor theleft.

Kitching claims that all
radical movements — not only
socialists, but also the women’s
movement — have a conception
of bringing the tablets down
from on high, which alienates
potential support.

Kitching’s chapter of femin-
ism is considerably more
strident in tone than the rest of
the book, and deals at greatlengthwithhow people ought to
dress. But thataside,if Kitching
is so opposed to socialists

 | Presenting their own. ideas as
‘truths’ (which is separable from
the issue of improving how we
communicate those ideas) then
I wonderwhyhe has written 178
pages himself. Doesn’t he
believethat what is written in
these pagesis true?

Presumably he does want to
win ‘converts’ — he won’t like
the term, but anyone trying to
convince anyoneelse about any-
thing can be characterised in
this way.‘ But he identifies no
actual role for socialists in the
unfoldingdevelopment of demo-
cratic citizencontrol.

The book is well-written and
readable, andit raises somereal
questions. Unfortunately the
answers, such as they are, are
wrong.

SCIENCE’
By Les Hearn

LAST week, I wrote about the
killer smog of 1952 and also
about the role of ammonia from
wet nappies in causing cot
death.

As a follow-up, ‘‘Ariadne’’ in
New Scientist wrote about the
deaths of animals from smogduring an agricultural show at
Olympiain 1952.

Manyprize animals died, but
the pigs were not affected.
Unlike the other animals, they
were kept overnight at the
exhibitionhall, beddeddown on
straw. Not being house-trained,
they peed and pooed copiously
on thestraw. The bacteria in the
latter broke down theurea in the
former, making clouds of the
smellyalkalinegas, ammonia.

Now, the gases in smog are
thingslike nitrogen dioxide and
sulphur dioxide, bothacidic.

When they met the alkaline
ammonia, they combined with
it, making solid particles of
ammoniumnitrate and sulphate.
This cleared the air (and inci-
dentally made excellent fertil-
isers).

Humankindness
NOT only does human milk
contain just the right mixture of
nutrients for a baby,it also con-
tains antibodies that protectbabiesfrom bacterialinfections.

But that’s not all. It has
recently been discovered that
human milk also_contains
chemicals that kill parasitic
protozoa.

Protozoa (things like the
amoeba), though microscopic,
are actually more similar to
animals thanbacteria. So chemi-
cals that kill bacteria usually
have noeffect on disease-caus-
ing protozoa.

Now a highly potent sub-
stance has been found in human
milkthatkills a protozoan called
Giardia Lamblia. This protozoan
causesgiardiasis, a common gutdisease affecting children. It
causes a debilitating and even
life-threateningdiarrhoea. Some
children become chronically

| It’s an illwind...
infectedfor years.

The chemical that kills
Giardia is thereforevery import-
ant for protecting babies. It is
not formed in cow’s milk,
further support for critics of the
baby-food companies trying to
spread bottle-feeding in the
Third World.

The drug of choicefor treating
giardiasis has somenasty side-
effects (even if it can be
obtained):

Bombsto excavate
UNDER the US Freedom. of
Information Act, documents
have beenreleased showing that
the US seriously planned to
set off 173 Hiroshimas-worthof
A-bombsto excavate a highway.

The project was deemed
“technically feasible’ and was
due to take place in 1966.

.Luckilyit wascalled off.
The feasibilitystudy thought

that little damage would. result
since the site was in the Mojave
desert. But recent research into
‘‘nuclear winter’? scenarios
suggests that the 20 ground-
bursts would raise enough dust .

to cause a significant drop in
temperature in the Northern
hemisphere, withseveral severe
winters (but some spectacular
sunsets). This is on top of an
increase in cases of leukaemia,
etc.

Three years old
Next week marks the third
anniversary of the SO Science
Column,still the only regular
science columnontheLeft.

Elsewhere in this issue you
will notice appeals for more
effective fund-raisingto keep SO
going. I wouldliketo suggest to
readersthat,ifyou have enjoyed
reading the -Science Column
over the last one, two or three
years, you might like to show
your appreciation by giving a
little extra for your SO next
week,eitherto your SO seller, or
to me, c/o Science Column
Birthday Prezzie, 214 Sickert
Court, LondonN1. 

The nightmare arrives,
The latest Women’s Fightback — 10p plus 16p postage,from 10b Landseer Road, London N19.

 



   

 

  
Malaya: one ofBritain’s many colonial wars

Alternative foreign policy
Theattackon detente, and the

acute worsening of the arms
race persuadeusof the need to
develop a more_specific
approach to an_ alternative
foreign policy as well as contin-
uing work for ultimate non-
alignment. The European
Nuclear Disarmament Conven-
tions, first in Brussels and then
in Berlin, have helped to arouse
a European-wide discussion on
the implications: of the bloc-
division of Europe, as well as
much closer communication
betweenpeacemovements.

Here in Britain, the Labour
Party policy is for the simultan-
eous dissolution of both NATO
and theWarsawTreatyOrganis-
ation. CND, for its part, has
flatly opposed British member-
ship of NATO since the early
1960s.

Recent events make it neces-
sary.for us to look again at this
entanglement. Although there
have in the past.been frequent —

failures of communication
between the United States and
its allies, it is doubtful whether
there have ever been so many
failures as have taken place
duringthe lastmonths.

The invasionof Grenadawas a
particular affront even to con-
servative opinion in Britain. All
over Europe there is widespread
support for the Sandinista
governmentofNicaragua, but in
spite of specific appeals from
such statesmen as WillyBrandt,
an open CIA war has been
carried on against this tiny
country.

The confrontation in the
Middie East is especially dan-
gerous, andit is quite clear that
theAmerican decision to carrythroughdirect attackson Syrian
forces was announced without
any prior discussion, to the con-
sternation of the European
allies.

Unfortunately, there are,
around the world, numerous
other war zones in which this
kind of forward policy by the
United States’ government
could easily drag those associa-
ted with it into conflicts. which

they do not want. As the new
missiles are placed in Western
and Eastern Europe, it is quite
clear that the main danger to
this continent is that war could
spread from one of these other
zonesofbattle.

It is for thisreason thatwe are
proposing a weekend study
conference on British Foreign
policy, in an attempt to. create
workshops which can help to
devise a realistic policy for
greater independence.

This conferencewillbeheld at
Nottingham university on Satur-
day, April 14 and Sunday,
April15 1984.

Among those participating

will be Tony Benn, Stuart
Holland and Michael Meacher
from the Labour Party, and
leaders of the European peace
movementas well as trade union
disarmamentcampaigners.

Thecost of participatingin the
Conference will be £5. Those
who wish to reserve overnight
accommodation in the Univer-
sity, with meals included, may
do so at a furthercost of £20.

Further details can be
obtained from the Bertrand
Russell Peace Foundation,
Bertrand Russell House,
Gamble Street, Nottingham,
NG74ET.

KEN COATES
 

Nation and class
GARTH Frankland  upbraids
me for allegedly implying that
Argentina ‘‘is some kind of
imperialistnation’’, and goes on
to generously concede that this
view ‘‘does have a certain logic
for those who denythe right of
nationalist. governments to

’ struggle against imperialism”’
(SO, January 12).

In fact, comrade Frankland’s
indignationis caused,in part, by
a typesetting error: what I
actuallywrote in my letter was,
“This sort of pseudo-interna-
tionalismhas nothingto do with
Lenin.and Trotsky, who started
from a world overview but invar-
iably focussed on the class
struggle within both imperialist
nationsandoppressed nations’’.
‘Somewhere along the SO pro-
duction line.the last part of the.
sentence got lost, thus causing
comrade Frankland_fifteen
different kinds of hernia at the
thought that I was suggesting
Argentina was imperialist. I
don’t think that, although
Argentina clearly is not an
‘‘oppressed nation’’ in the sense
that Lenin used the term,
either.

But the good councillor’s
disagreement with me is not
 

Does it deter?
ONE particular point stuck out
in Tony Richardson’s article on
disarmament of the Stalinist
states. He seems to support the
theoryof nucleardeterrence!

Whether nuclear weapons
‘‘defend the Soviet Union’”’ in a
Trotskyist sense is a contentious
issue. I believe, however, that
Tony was correct in describing
the defensive role of Soviet re-
armamentin the 1950s; the US
would have undoubtedly
attackedChina withoutit.

Where I part company with
Tony is in his trust in leaving
nuclear weaponsin the handsof
the bureaucracy. Precisely
because the bureaucracy is
unstable, as Trotsky analysed
it, there remains a very real
chance of the weapons being

used. Now nuclear conflict is a
qualitatively different form of
warfare to conventiunalconflict.
One hesitates to see even Tony
battling through the radiation
clouds, turning imperialist war
intocivilwar!

Whicheverstates are involved
— and I share Tony’s view on
the class nature of the Stalinist
states — we have to recognise
the existence of a highly volatile
nuclear arms build-up, which
could possibly wipe out all
existing property relations,
whether nationalised by a
workers’ revolutionor not.

A little more serious thought
about the threat of nuclear
annihilationis in order, I think.

RICHARD BAYLEY,
York.

-class-collaborationist

simply the result of a typo-
graphical error. His letter vivid-
ly illustratesmy main point: that
to elevate the relations between
nations _—_‘(‘‘imperialist’’ —_—vs.

‘oppressed’; ‘‘metropolitan”’
vs. ‘‘periphery’’. etc). above
class divisions, has an inevitable

logic.
Comrade Frankland’s emphasis
is entirely upon what Argentine
capitalists. and workers sup-
posedly have in common:‘‘both
. . . are victims of the big
banks.’’. So what: does he pro-
pose — a popular front?

Compare this with Lenin:
“Very often — even in most
cases, perhaps — while the
bourgevisie of the oppressed
countries. does.support the
-national movement, it is at the -

same time in accord with the-.
imperialist bourgeoisie, that is,
together with the latter it fights
against all revolutionary move-
ments and revolutionaryclasses
... Wwe, as communists, should
and will support. bourgeois
liberation movements in the
colonies only when they are
genuinely revolutionary.’”
(Discussion on the National and
Colonial Question, 1920).

So, far from denying ‘‘the
right of nationalist govern-
ments to struggle against
imperialism,’’’ my concern is
simply to bring Lenin’s criteria
to bearon the question of under
what circumstances and within
what limits we should support
thenationalbourgevisie.

But in the case of Galtieri’s
invasion of the Falklands, ail
this is beside the point, anyway.
Argentina is not an ‘‘oppressed
nation’’, the Junta were not
‘genuinely revolutionary’’,
and the invasion was not a
‘liberationstruggle”’ in any way
at all!

In fact, comrade Frankland
gets it wrong on every score: he
bastardises Leninism by making
the question of which category
(‘‘imperialist’’ or ‘‘oppressed’’)
a nation slots into, his main
criteria for deciding whether or
not to support the national
bourgevisie; and in the case of
Argentina he slots the nation
into the wrong category,
anyway!

sIM DENHAM

  

| Learn
from.
Sinn Fein
JOHN O’Mahony’s article on
the Sinn Fein Ard Feis (SO 155)
raises several points, but one
theoretical howler in particular
is symptomaticof his approach.

Equating Sinn Fein and the
Labour Party in the context of
attitudes to the Euro-parliament
showslittle regard for concrete
analysis.There is no comparison
between the nature of the two
parties, the character. of the
struggles in which they are
involved or their_historical
relationship to parliamentary
politics in general or the Euro-
pean parliamentin particular.

For theLabour Party, commit-
ted as it is to parliamentarism,
representation on the EEC body
is a logical conclusion. The con-
tradiction comrade O’Mahony
alludesto lies in the fact that the
Labour Party is ambivalent
about the EEC organisation as a
whole on the basis of economic
nationalism rather than of
socialism. While condemning
the EEC for eroding the auton-
omy of the British parliament,
Labour’s Euro-MPsclaim to be
fighting for a better deal and
unity with European socialists
by participation in the Euro-
parliament.

Sinn Fein has an “entirely
different relationship to the
British Parliament, the Dail ‘and
theEEC. Both Parliament and
the Dail are seen to have, in
theirdifferent ways, legitimised
British imperialism’soppression
and partition of Ireland. To take
seats in thesebodies would be to
condone their existence and
rightto rule.

Although Sinn Fein is
opposed to Ireland’s_full
membershipof the EECit is not
seeking seats in order to negoti-
ate a better economic deal or to
reform the Euro-parliament in
Treland’s favour. Sinn Fein’s
motive is to win support in
Europe for the national libera-
tion struggle and to increase
political recognition for the

- republican movement as the
representative of the nationalist
people ofIreland. —

That is why the abstentionist
principle has been abandoned
vis-a-vis Europe. It is not indic-
ative of ‘‘confusion and_self-
contradiction’’but of the matur-
ingorientationof theRepublican-
Movement towards political
struggle. -

It is the responsibility of
socialists in this country to help
theprogressof Sinn Fein andits
transformation into a mass
socialist party by explaining
clearlytheevolutionof Sinn Fein
policy,not by making superficial
criticisms.Theleftin Britain has
a lot to learn from the growthof
Sinn Fein andwe should concen-
trate on forming closer practical
links, assimilating the exper-
iences of their successes and
putting them into effect in the
labour movementin Britain.

A “‘turn to social and com-
munity politics’? modelled on
Sinn Fein Advice Centre
principles and adapted to the
struggle for socialism in Britain
could provide the vehicle for
turning the Labour Party into a
campaigning working class
party..

It is essential that the Trot-
skyist movement succeeds in
reappraising its own history and
mistakes, recognises the obsol-
escence of manyof its old prac-
tices and responds to the
demands of the real life move-
ment and the needs of working
people as Sinn Fein has done.It
is thiswhich constitutes a Marx-
ist approach, not the ability to
quote the correct text or win
insulated debates on points of
theory.

ALAN BROOKE
Huddersfield
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Right - but wrong too
I AGREE with the politics of-
John O’Mahony’s analysis of
Sinn Fein, and in general I agree
with what Socialist Organiser
says aboutIreland.

Agree with you or not, I also
think that Socialist Organiser
provides the most comprehens-
ive coverageof Irish affairs to be
found in the British left press. It
is especially useful that Socialist
Organiser allows political ten-
dencies like Sinn Fein and the
IRSP,and individuals like Dom-
inic McGlinchey, to speak for
themselvesin its columns.

Nevertheless, I think. it is
wrong for Socialist Organiser to
publish the criticisms of Sinn
Fein and the IRSP that it does.
That is not the job of a British
publication. It is thejob of Irish
Marxists.

Sinn Fein and the IRA are
leading the fight in Ireland.
Even if we would like it done
differently, our main job is to
backthemup.

British socialists do not have
the right, living as we do in the
oppressor state, to tell Irish
revolutionaries what to do.
That’s an old principle, and a
basicone. —

The criticism lends entirely
thewrong tenorto thepaper. Its
main message to the labour
movementandto the left should
in the first place be thatof soli-
darity with the Catholic com-
munity,and in the second place
solidarity with those (whatever
their faults, inadequacies and
limitations) who are leading the
struggle that is going on right
now.

|The proper approach on the
issue of. federalism, for exam-
ple, would have beento holdfire
despite the possible sectarian
implications _of Sinn Fein’s
change of policy. ::;

Yours for socialism,
CARL GRIMSHAW,

Manchester.
 

Too long, toodull
1 AM dismayedthatthepolicy to
attempt a degree of innovation
in the paper’s style and content
seemsto have beenall but aban-
donedoflate.

All the priority appears to be
given to overlong and obscure
discussion pieces. Little priority
or none is allotted to features
which are genuinely lively and
informative. Where did the
poetry and rock columns go?
Whendid welast have an enter-
taining filmor televisionreview?

As a supporter of SO I would
like it to increase in bothreader-
ship and political influence. To
do this it will have to attract
morepeople.

A publicationthatgivesall its
space to those who want to
engage in long, esoteric discus-
sions or sectarian diatribes will
not beable to increaseits follow-
ing: :

_

I would like to submit a few
ideas towards discussion about
how Socialist Organiser could
improve on its quality and
readability.

The poetry and rock columns
should be restored as regular
features. Proper priority should
be given to Les Hearn’s excel-

  

lent and informative science
column. I believe the proposal
floated earlier in the year for a
supplementary theoretical
bulletin to the longer
articles should be seriously con-
sidered.

Whatever the outcome of
such discussion I believe the
editors could start the ball roll-
ing by giving encouragement
and properpriority to thesort of ©

input Socialist Organiser really
needs.

Yours fraternally,
ALEX SIMPSON
CambridgeCLP 
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ORGANISER
Where we stand
“Organise the left to beat back the Tories’ attacks!
No to attacks on union rights; defend the picket
line; no state interference in our unions! No to any
wage curbs. Labour must support all struggles for
better living standards and conditions.
*Wage rises should at the very least keep up with
price, increases. For a price index calculated by
workingclass organisations, as the basis for clauses
in all wage agreements to provide automatic
monthly rises in line with the true cost of living for
the working class. The same. inflation-proofing
should apply to state benefits,grants and pensions.*Fight for improvements in the social services, and

-against cuts. Protection for those services against
‘inflation by automatic inflation-proofingof expen-
diture. For occupations and supporting strike action
to defend jobs and services.
“End unemployment. Cut hours, not jobs. Fight for
a 35 hour week and an end to overtime. Demand
work-sharing without loss of pay. Organise the
urnemployed.— campaign for a programmeof useful
public works to create new jobs for the unem-
ployed,
“Defend all jobs! Open the books of those firms
that threaten closure or redundancies, along with
those of their suppliers and bankers, to elected trade
union -committees. For occupation and blackingaction to halt the closures. For nationalisation
withoutcompensation under workers’ management.*Make the bosses pay, not the working class.
Millions for hospitals, not a penny. for ‘defence’!
Nationalise the banks and financial institutions,
without compensation. End the interest burden on
council housing and other public services.
*Freeze rent and rates.
*Scrap all immigration controls. Race is not a
problem: racism is. The dabeur movement must
mobilise to drive the fascists off the streets. Purge
racists from positions in the labour movement.
Organise full support for black self-defence. Build

-Workers’ defence squads.'*The capitalist police are an enemy for the workingclass. Support all demands tq weaken them ‘as a
bosses’ striking force: dissolution of special squads’(SPG, Speciat Branch, MI5, etc), public accoun-
tabitity,etc.
“Free abortion on demand. Women’s equal right to
work and full equality for women. Defend and
extend free state nursery and childcare provision.“Against attacks on gays by the state: abolish all‘laws which discriminate against lesbians and gay
men;for the right of thegay community to organise
and affirm their stand publicly,*The Irish people — as a whole — should have the
right to determine their own future. Get the British
troops out now! Repeal the Prevention of Terrorism
Act. Political status for Irish Republican prisoners as
a matter of urgency.
*The black working people of South Africa should‘
get full support from the British labour movement :

for their strikes, struggles and armed combat againstthe white supremacist regime. South African goods
and services should be blacked.
“It is essential to achieve the fullest democracy in
the labour movement. Automatic reselection of MPs
during each Parliament and the election by annual -

conference of party leaders. Annual election of all
trade union officials, who should be paid the
average for the trade.
*The chaos, waste, humansuffering and misery of

|capitalism now — in Britain and throughout the -

world — show the urgent need to establish rational,democratic, human control over the economy, to
make the decisive sectors of industry social prop-
erty, under workers’ control. The strength of the
labour. movement lies in the rank and file. Our
perspective must be working class action to raze the
Capitalist system down to its foundations, and to
put a workingclass socialist alternative in its place —

rather than having our representatives run the
system and waiting for crumbs from the tables of
the bankers and bosses, 
21 Devonshire Promenade, Lenton, Notting-
ham NG7 2DS.

’

 

Briefing’s newslogan
By Fergus Ennis

LABOUR—
TAKE
THE POWER!

“We must never play with slogans thatare not revolutionary by’their own contentbutthatcan playa quite different role according
to thepolitical conjuncture,therelationshipofforces,etc...(LeonTrotsky: “On theTheses‘UnityandtheYouth’”’,Writings1934-S, p.90).

 
The Chartists misquote Trotsky tojustify raising anambiguousslogan whichis completely in step with the demagogic campaign for unityserious Labour Left. Trotskyhad somethingto say aboutthistype ofsloganising.

DON’T let the pessimists kid
you that these are times of
universal defeat and retreat
for theLeft.

Briefingis still advancing.
Last November the editorial

board of Briefing’s ‘national sup-plement’ decided ‘by a large major-ity’ to adopt as the supplement’s
masthead slogan, ‘Labour take the
power!’ It followed in the footstepsof London Labour Briefing, which
haslongproclaimedthisslogan.

In the February issue of Briefing,Chris Knight announces this new |advance for Briefing in an article |

decorated with a picture of Leon
Trotsky and a quotation from his
1938 document, ‘The Death Agonyof Capitalism and the Tasks of the
Fourth International’ (the ‘Transi-
tional Programme’).

**... the demand, systematicallyaddressed to the old leadership —

‘Break with the bourgeoisie, take
|the power!’ — is an extremelyimportant weapon...”’

Now, Trotsky notwithstanding,in the Labour Party right now this
sloganis altogetherpernicious.In fact Chris Knight has no rightto attribute the slogan to Trotsky.Trotsky’s observation generalisesfrom the experience of 1917 in Rus-sia where the Bolsheviks addressed
the demand‘take the power’to org-anisations which based themselves
on the masses — the soviets —

which had tremendoussocial mightbut whose leaders entered coali-
tions withthebourgeoisie.

The workers’, soldiers’ and peas-ants’ soviets already had most of
thepower: theold system was para-lysed and collapsing, propped upmainly by the coalitionists. The old
order retained only the unerased
shadow ofits former power. It was‘dual power’.

The demandto the workers’part-
ies to ‘take the power’ in conditions
of crisis, dual power, and massrevolutionary organs of workers’
rule (soviets), would certainly be auseful and important weapon inhelping the masses to break from
those of their leaders who did not
want to ‘take power’. That was
Trotsky’sidea. That is whyheinclu-
ded the idea in his comprehensive
‘TransitionalProgramme’.

But thatprogrammewasa tool to
be used by Marxists who would de-
ploy its slogans and

_
proposals

 according to what was appropriatein a given situation. Revolutionaries
haveto usetheirpoliticaljudgment.

The slogan ‘take the power’, like
any othersingle slogan or combina-
tion of slogans from the ‘Transition-
al Programme’ or similar docu-
ments,is useful or otherwise, helps |

us advance or confuses the issue,depending on whether those whoselectit andtry to use it are able tomake a correct assessment of thesituation and the given stage ofdevelopment.

LEFT
Thatis the rational, Marxist, wayto use slogans, programmes, andtheheritage of Marxismin general.‘Labour take the power’ is thepeculiarfetish of Graham

Bash, Chris Knight and others who
initiated Briefing. They have been
knownvariously over the years as:Socialist Charter’, ‘the Chartistminority’, etc. The slogan has beentheir fetish since Chris Knightbroke withMilitantback in 1967.

 

 

While Trotsky’s version was a
weapon to sharpen consciousness,distinctions, and awareness, the‘Chartist’ slogan conflates differ-
ent goals, concerns, conceptions,

| anddefinitions. Instead of separat-ing out ideas, it binds themtogeth-
er in a stickypoliticalportmanteau.The slogan binds togetherpeoplewhoare politicallydisparate on thebasis of burying the difference inambiguouswords.

_

The slogan means differentthings to different people, andtherefore nobody can know quitewhatit ‘really’means.To Chris Knight and his co-thinkers it means: Labour, smashthe bourgeois state and set up aworkers’ state! To the overwhelm-ing majority of those who encoun-
ter it on page 1 of London Briefin,
or the national supplement, it wi

mean: Labourtakeoffice.
In the nationalBriefing,now, theslogan is raised outside of any con-sideration of immediate politicalrealities or issues — six monthsafter June 9!

 
* 

For its initial advocates, the
slogan means. out-and-out revolu-
tion. For the broad movementit
car only mean ‘Labourtake office’
— a slogan which slots into the
increasingly-prevalentidea that the
central] goal must be to get Kinnock
to Downing Street irrespective of
politics — and (as the LCC putsit)don’t rock the boat with yourultra-
left obsessions and delusions.

Trotskytalksof using such a slog-
an as the Bolsheviks did, againstthe leaders of vacillating partiesbased in the masses, in conditions
where sharp social crisis puts such
parties up against the gun and de-
stabilisesthem. In the decisive ex-
perience, 1917, theslogan was used
by an openly competing independ-
ent party, the Bolshevikparty.The Chartists use it now when
noneof these conditionsexist.

British society is not in a revolu-tionary crisis. The slogan is used
for the Labour Party as it is, from
inside the Labour Party, by loyalmembersof the Labour Party. It is
something for the existing Labour
Party to do, perhapsafter shedding
some moreofits leaders.

To use such a slogan outsideofits
time, place, and the proper config-
uration of social andpolitical forces,
is harmful: rarely more so than
now.To raise the idea that govern-
mentoffice (for that is what ‘power’will mean to all but the initiatedfew) must be central for this Lab-

PRESS
our Party now, in conditions wheretheyearning for some alternative tothe Tories is a major weapon in thehandsof those who continue, with.refurbishments, the tradition ofLabour’s own pink Toryism — thatis to serve the status quo, not tosubvert it.

It is to help the entrenched lead-
ers, not expose and underminethem. For Neil Kinnock certainlywants to ‘take the power’ — in theonly sensein which the slogan has
any immediatemeaning.One ofthemost basic andcentraltasks we face is to change, trans-form, and regenerate the existinglabour movement.It is necessary toinsist — especially to those bemus-ed by Kinnockite ‘unity-mongering’
— thatthisLabour Party, underthisleadership, can take office but will
not serve ourinterests.

To make ‘Labourtake the power’the central masthead slogan todayat the very least means to directattention away from the most pres-sing tasks. In fact it means spread-ing illusions that things are betterwiththeLabourParty thantheyare.It gears into the prevailingmoodof the soft left. A few people who dothe production workin Briefing willhave a different meaning for ‘Lab-
our take thepower’ — most readerswon’t, and in the circumstancescan’t.

-

The slogan ignores the recenttrend ofevents in the Labour Party
— which has seen the victory (not
yet the decisive victory) of the
representatives of a new round of

 

  Wilsonismand Callaghanism.
The slogan is not just a piece of

amiable nonsense given a home bythehospitable Briefing,which finds
room for a wide range of positions.Somemayhavevotedfor the sloganin this spirit, but it does have
implications.

For the Briefing Chartists play a
tole in the local government: Left.
They split from SO in order to
rationalise. glorify and cover
Ted Knight: and Ken Livingstone.They spin consoling cant for the
hundreds of rank andfileactivists
whohavefollowed these gentlemeninto municipal socialism.

The slogan doesn’t just mean
‘Kinnock take the power’. It means
take power locally. Or, as they
sometimes put it, take some of the
power.

It is incontestable that the local
government left is in a massive
crisis. The idea that this crisis is
just causedbytheTories has plausi-bility,but it isn’t thetruth.

The local governmentleft should
have taken account of the Tories.
They should have foughttheTories.
Instead they opted to be lecal
administrators, and to bank on rate
rises to counteract a governmentwhich could make upthe rules asit went along. :

Central to the crisis of the local
government left is the delusion
thattheycould ‘take power’locally.

And the Chartists’ slogan servesonly to glorify the grubbiness — to
cover humdrum municipal socialism
with the sheen of a ‘struggle for
power’.

To be sure, the ideas of the Brief--ing Chartists have had little inde-
‘pendent influence on what happen-
ed: they have provided an ideol-ogical rationale for the develop-
ment of the ‘municipalsocialist left’
ratherthan shapingit. But that ob-
structs drawing lessons from thedevelopment.

A whole layer of the Labour Lefthas been drawn into municipalpolitics — into creating a refurbish-
ed local machine for the LabourParty status quo, into adopting abasically right wing posture of ad-
minstrators counterposed to thelocal working class and local gov-ernment unions, even while contin-uing someleftism in other arenas,especially foreign policy. Through-
out the country, layers of would-beleftists have in their turn been edu-
cated by the local governmentlead-
ers to accept administering the
system as a goal fit for socialists to
pursue. They have been softened
up for Kinnockism.

A refurbished version of the oldLabour Party machine — that willbe an ironic result of the struggles
.triggered by the proven bankruptcyin office of the last Labour govern-ments.

The political fate of many in theLabour Left depends on whatlessons they draw from the exper-ience of municipal socialism. Thefirst and irreplaceable step is torecognise where we are now andwheretheLabourPartyis.Consoling cant is best left tothose whoarewillingto live peace-fullywiththe status quo. Those who
are going to continue fighting it
cannot afford to indulge infantasies. :
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Stalinism, sepia
Mick Ackersley reviews
Sidney Lumet’s new film

‘ ‘Daniel’
SIDNEY Lumet’s ‘Daniel’ is
an emotional and powerful
account of Ethel and Julius
Rosenberg, cP USA
members who were victims of
a legal lynching in the early
°50s, and oftheir children.

Many thousands of victims
were ruined, blacklisted, driven to
an early grave or to suicide by the
‘McCarthyite’ witch-hunts. The
Rosenbergs were the only ones to
be literally burned alive — in
the electric chair at Sing Sing
prison, on June 19 1953.

Julius and Ethel Rosenberg
were arrested in 1950 and charg-
ed with ‘conspiracy to commit
espionage’. Linked by the testi-
monyof others with Klaus Fuchs,
the spy arrested in England in
1949, they were tried in March
1951 at the height of the hysteria
generated by American reverses in
the Korean war. :

They were convicted on the
testimony of people who thereby
bought clemency for themselves,
including Ethel Rosenberg’s
brother David Greenglass and his
wife.

Whether or not the Rosen-
bergs were spies, there is no
reason to doubt that it was the
anticommunist hysteria that
determined their sentence andits
carrying out. Even the judge sent-
encing them could not restrain
himself from accusing them of
having ‘given Russia the Bomb
and thereby encouraged Russian

- aggression in Korea, where 50,000
Americanshadso far died’.

The Rosenberg case is thinly
fictionalised for the film by ER
Doctorow, who made the screen
play out of his 1971 novel, ‘The
Bookof Daniel’.

Daniel, according to one of
the Negro spirituals sung on the
soundtrack by Paul Robeson, was
‘a witness for the Lord’. Lumet‘s
and Doctorow’s Daniel is the son
of ‘Paul and Rochelle Isaacson’,
electrocuted as Soviet spies in
1953.

It is the mid-60s and in the
US the anti-Vietnam war move-
ment-is gathering force. Paul and
Rochelle Isaacson’s youngest
child, Susan, is an activist, but at
20 she is neurotic, suicidal, with-
ered up. In factshe is dying.

Daniel finally decides that she
is simply inconsolable.

Disturbed from a self-protec-
tive immersion in private life by
Susan’s breakdown, Daniel sets
out to seek ‘the truth about the
Isaacsons’.

The film weaves together two
separable strands — the story of
the children, working backwards
from the ’60s, and the story of   

New!
I

thestory of thevictimis-
ation of Socialist Organis-
ersupporter Alan Fraser
and howthefight to
defendhim was sold out
bytheunion officials. 25p
plus postage from 75
FreemantleClose,
Basingstoke.

and sentiment
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the parents, working forward
from the 730s.

Much ofit is in sepia flash-
back to 1953 andearlier, tracing
Paul and Rochelle’s road to the
death house at Sing Sing.

One themeis what it means to
two children (the Rosenbergs
actually had two boys) to have -

their parents killed by the State.
This is what gives the film its
main power and force. Such
questions as whether thty were
guilty or railroaded, which take
up much of the film, are in fact
irrelevant to it, and essentially
weakenit.

The other strand in the film
traces the life of two membersof
the Communist Party of the USA
during the *30s and °40s, until
they get picked up during the
McCarthyite witch-hunt and rail-
roaded totheelectric chair.

Typical of a generation, the
Isaacsons meet during a street
fight with police trying to break a

picket line.
At college they trade polem-

ical punches with a Trotskyist,
discussing Stalin’s German policy
which let Hitler to power. “We
grant you your virtue”, they
say. You were right, but we are
the movement.

.Political life is possible despite
the Party’s politics. The Trotsky-
ist is a ‘simplistic sectarian’. They
are — they naively think — ‘real
politickers’.

They talk romantically about
‘the masses’ and ‘men who work
with their hands’ — and about
Stalin’s Soviet Union.

We hear a lecturer at a CP
camp defend Stalin’s (1939-41
pact with Hitler. What is not in

te film is the CPs all over the
world, and in the US too, making
pro-Nazi propaganda; down
across the border in Mexico, the
Stalinists embracing anti-semitism
and denouncing the ‘Jewish Trot-
skyists’; in German-occupied
Paris, on the eve of Hitler’s attack
on the Soviet Union, the CP nego-
tiating with the authorities to
publish a legal daily.

oo.A large part of ‘Daniel’ is
made of convincing — but uncriti-
cal — pastiche recreations of the
mental and emotional world of
the CP USA in the °30s and °40s
— not only in sepia, but saturated
with music. sentiment. and
high romanticism. It is. finally,
a glorificationof whatit depicts.

Colourful, enthusiastic May
Day marches, with the YCL sing-
ing ‘We shall not be moved’ and
adding their ownlines: ‘Stalin is
our leader, we ‘shail not be
moved’.

The camaraderie of CP camps.
Students fighting police to defend
union picket lines as the modern

.

American trade union movement

is being created.
_The famous 1949 Peekskill

open-air Paul Robeson concert, in
defiance of witch-hunt and black-
list, after which gangs of thugs
attack parts of the audience as
they are leaving.

Music does much of the work
to evoke the emotional world of
the CP. A coachfull of people
singing 4 moving song from the
German concentration camps of
the early °30s, ‘The Peatbog sol-
diers’.

Numerous Paul Robeson songs
on the soundtrack, mainly Negro
spirituals, do more than evoke the
time. The spirituals are appropr-
iate to the Party members’ out-
look.

For this is a closed-in world,
the world of a special tribe, of a
sect. Lumet and Doctorow re-
create it and enter into it very
well.

The members have ‘dipped
light’ vision, but the main beam —

like a large part of their minds
and the critical intelligence that
made ‘them communists in the
first place — is switched off, dis-
pensed with, surrendered to Pope
Stalin.

‘The Peatbog Soldiers’ is sung
at Peekskill in 1949, whenindis-
putable proof of the existence of
Stalin’s own slave labour camps
is already available and widely
known. Many of the CP members
are Jews, spiritual refugees from
fascism: but Stalin’s anti-semitism
is already raging openly in the
Czechoslovak and other East
Europeanpurgetrials, disguised as
a campaign against ‘Zionism’.

These CP members have gone
through the war as American
chauvinists, advocates of strike-
breaking for the war effort, pion-
eers of the witch-hunt against
anti-war Trotskyists, anarchists,
etc. that will finally engulf and
shatter their own seemingly
imposing party. (It had 100,000
membersin 1945).

The most moving thing in the
film is the plight of the children.

Thechildren’svisit to Paul and
Rochelle, who cometo the prison
waiting room one at a time, is
scarcely bearable. Paul barely
keeps control of himself, desper-
ately trying to avoid looking the
children in the face. Rochelle
has to cope with the question
from eight year old Susan, ‘When
are they going tokillyou?’

The ten year old Daniel tells
his mother that he won’t let them
kilt her. “PU kill them first”. But
the State is as powerful as nature
itself, and when we meet the
grown-up Daniel « dozen years
later he is dormant and quiescent.

‘Daniel’ is centrally about fam-
ily feeling, about childhoodloves
and ties brutally ruptured, and ab-
out childish bewilderment and

 
helplessness in face of the death
of parents. It is an example of the
universal experience of a child’s
horrors and fears — intensified
sometimes by cuppressed wishes
— about the inevitability of the
death of its parents — not in the
form of fears of natural death,
but through the—sepia-tinted
nightmare of the slow, inexorable
closing of the State’s deadly grip
on Paul and Rochelle Isaacson,
until it jolts the life out of them
in the electric chair.

‘Daniel’ is a left-wing movie,
not just a study ofleftists. It tries
to convey a sense of a movement
with continuity and, maybe, deve-
lopment. The last shots show
Daniel and his wife with their
baby marching against the Viet-
nam war and a woman's voice-
over sings a 1960s version of one
of Paul Robeson‘s songs from the
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‘sepia’ soundtrack.The movement
continues.

So ‘Daniel’ must be judged as
a left wing movie.

It hascritical intelligence, and
makes ‘distancing’ observations
about the movement. ‘The Party’
is criticised for being slow to de-
fend the Isaacsons. The film por-
trays the 1940s CPers accurately
ots. Someone says: ‘They had the
faith’.

Yet ultimately ‘Daniel’ winds
up glorifying them and uncritical-
ly incorporating their myths into
its. own lightly fictionalised saga.

It is reasonable for Lumet and
Doctorow to appropriate the
CPers’ conception of themselves,
their myths, much celebrated inci-
denis like the Robeson concert,
and such a marvellous thing as
Robeson’s music, to evoke and
portray the world of ‘Paul and
Rochelle Isaacson’. But they do
not just use this culture to create
colour, atmosphere and verisimil-
itude. They accept it uncritically,
outside of any other political
framework, and almost entirely
on its own terms. :

The film winds up recycling
and peddling a version of CP
mythology, albeit with a certain
backward-lookingknowingness.

For example, the Isaacsons’
sympathy and involvement with
America’s savagely oppressed
blacks is stressed and deliberately
used to add a sympathy-creating
patina of virtue to these ‘typical
CPers’. Hatred of ‘Jim Crow’ runs
through the movie. :

Such attitudes and. concerns
were certainly typical of such
people. Paul Robeson’s voice and
spirit properly sets the emotional
tone of muchofthefilm.

Yet all this is shot through
withlies.

The American CP — which had
a proud anti-racist record in the
20s, and even in the 30s — sold
out the blacks, demobilised what
it could of their movement after
1941, subordinated them to the
war drive, cashing in its large
(and deserved) credit with the
blacks as a donation to the poli-
tical treasury of Stalin’s wartime
alliance.

But the film-makers are not
obliged artistically to ‘say every-
thing’?

They are obliged to include
such facts... unless they want to
concoct and project a re-burnish-

up to a point, as blinkered zeal- .

 
ed piece. of CP mythology. And
unless they want to miss much of
the point about the Rosenbergs.

The fate of the Rosenbergs
was bound up with the fate of
the American working class move-
ment in the 30s and ’40s and
with what the CP USA did in
thatmovement.

The savage right wing reaction
within the labour movement in
the late "40s was prepared for by
that movement’s inability to
develop independent politics,
away from reliance on capitalist
politicians like Roosevelt and
Truman (whoinitiated the witch
hunt in 1947).

The CP’s politics shaped —

perhaps decisively — the evolution
of the labour movement. Thereal
US Marxists and communists of
the °30s and 40s — those who
were persecuted andjailed in the
early "40s, with the CP trying to
whip up a lynch mood against
them — the Socialist Workers
Party of James P Cannon andthe
Workers Party of Max Shachtman,
who fought for independent
working class politics in the USA,
had no doubt about it.

The history of the CP USA in
that formative 15 years of the US
labour movement needs to be
understood, not mythologised

‘Daniel’ has beenhailed as a
‘revival of radical Hollywood’.
But you can’t build anything
solid on a quagmire.

The international labour
movementis still too far from
having broken with Stalinism for
Stalinism’s myths — shot through
with lies and the echoes of treach-
eries — to be other than poison-
ous. They cannot be appropriated
and used artistically as harmless
antiques.

They are not just a matter of
history and ancient memory. —

sympathetic sepia notwith-
standing. :

For in the last analysis those.
like the Rosenbergs/Isaacsons
were not automatons and cyph-
ers, beings of a different kind to
ourselves. They were thinking
people who made wrong political
choices. That they paid dearly as
the Rosenbergs did cannot retro-
spectively ennobble of justify
their cause or their Party’s deeds.

For the serious Left, our atti-
tude to the poisoned mythology
of Stalinism is a vital indication of
what we intend for ourselves —

and what we commit ourselvesto.

 

Profession: revolutionary 
PROFESSION? “Proletarian”
replied Auguste Blanqui,
hauled into court for his
activity in the French revolu-
tion of 1830.

In unconscious imitation,
‘Katherine’,heroine of last Sat-
urday’s Channel 4 TV film of
that title, tells hér jailers —

‘Profession?Revolutionary’.
Bui Blanqui had been active

as a revolutionary for six years
already in 1830, and remained

.dauntless until his death in
1881. The ‘Weathermen’, the
USrevolutionarygroup to which
Katherine belongs, disappeared
withouttrace withina few years.

Some of its members — lixe
Katherize: — destroyed themsel-
ves ip iheir attempts to wage
terrorist war against US capital-
ism. Som: just faded away. Any
still active today are more likely
te he found in the ranks of left

 

Vy, jormisin than in revolutionary

By Martin Thomas

politics.
Blanqui represented the dir-

ect link to Marxism from the
earliest forms of working-class
socialism (which thought in
terms of revolution by armed
conspiracyonly because, at that
primitive stage of development
of the working class, reality
showed no other possibility).
The ‘Weathermen’ existed
alongside a powerful- working
class, in a mature capitalist
society.

The film depicts the split in
the US radical student move-
ment which created the ‘Weath-
ermen’. A speaker from the
upposing faction tells them that
theyare trying to skip the neces-
sary hard slog of convincingpeople.

Andheis right. The ‘revolut-
ionary impatience’ of the
‘Weathermen’ wasfated to flip
uver into. defeatist impatience
{since an immediate assault
doesn’t defeat the old order, all
is hupeless), or reformist impat-
ience (get what you can in the
short term).

The self-sacrifice of the
‘Weathermen’ deservedbetter.

The rottennessof all ‘establish-
ed wisdom’ — including the
‘established wisdom’of the lab-
our leaders and the Stalinist-
dominated Left — andtheter-
rible weakness of authentic
Marxismwereto blame.

The film shows very little of
that. US construction workers
marched to support theVietnam -

war at the same time as young
radicals were most angrily
fighting against it. That, and the
general state of the US labour
movementin the 1960s, clearly
helped shape the ‘Weather-
men’.

The opposing faction to the
Weathermenin the radical stu-
dent movement went for a naive -

Mavist ‘serve the masses’
workerism.

But none of that enters the
film. The story is of mividual
combat between Kathe:.ne and
the USruling class fru-1 which
she comes and agai: .« which
sherebels.

That story — the develop-
ment of a generous spirit from
concern for civil rights to blaz-
ing fury against the whole sys-
tem — is, however,told well and
sympathetically. In the mean-
spirited Britain of 1984, where
commitment free of ‘ifs’ and
‘buts’ is so unfashionable, I
foundit refreshing. '
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Ballot
result
queried
SHOP stewards at Vosper
Thorneycroft have raised
serious questions about the
recent EETPU postal ballot
on_—British Shipbuilders’
survival plan.

According to combine com-
mittee delegates, some 9,000
ballot papers were distributed
throughout Vospers just prior to
Christmas. Of these, approx-
imately five thousand were
returned and counted under the
auspices of Electoral Reform
scrutineers during which
process many voting papers,
allegedly spoilt, were declared
invalid. While unsatisfactory,
thisat least retains the probable
virtue of beinghuman error.

How then does EETPU head
office account for posting ballot
forms and thereby offering
voting facilities to unemployed
and retired members simply on

RICK
MATTHEWS(1FL)

rey

maa(dustrial
Scott Lithgowworks on!

LAID-OFF workers at the
Scott Lithgow shipyard on
Clydeside “worked on” on
Monday January 23.

This action is obviously desig-
ned as a ‘respectable’ version of
occupying the yard. But until the
mass meeting on Friday 20th, it
looked like there might be no
actionatall.

demanding — an immediate
meeting with the Prime Min-
ister!

To back up the demandfor a
meeting, the STUC would be
“involving all sections of the
Scottish community in a massive
all-Scottish campaign which
even Mrs Thatcher will not be

commitment to oppose privatis-
ation of the nationalised ship-
yards.

But some union leaders have
already thrown in the towel
completely. After the collapse of
last week’s talks, Jim Murray,
former general secretary of the
Boilermakers Union (now

Scott Lithgow:over 4000 jobs at stake

 
should be mounted to ensure
that this latest pledge does not
meet the fate of its predeces-
sors.

The class collaboration strat-
egy runsdirectlycontrary to any
militant tactics to prevent
closure. If the goal is to attract
new layers for the shipyards,

  
  Industrialdigest   
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A series of one-day strikes hit
Ford’s car plant at Halewood
last week when workersat oneof '

the two long-distance delivery
companies which distribute
Escort and Orion models to
dealers decided to stop work.

100 drivers, employed by
Tolmans,are in dispute over the
annual wage negotiations. So far
more than 1,000 cars have been
stockpiled in the plant’s com-
pounds; a figure increasing by
300 cars a day.

eee EE

TRADE union leaders repres-
enting 900,000 council manual
workers rejected a 3% payoffer
made on Monday January 23 by
theirlocal authorityemployers.

Thepay negotiations — one of
the most importantin the public
sector wage bargaining season

the basis that they had been The shipyards are threatened able to ignore,” as STUC merged with the General and thentrade union militancy must
— were due to have been com-

former employees at Vospers. A with closure — at the cost of General Secretary Jimmy Milne Municipal Union), declared be prevented lest it ‘‘frighten pleted last November, but
—

simple exercise in computer 4,500 jobs directly and another putit. that ‘‘the closure of the Scott
_

off’’ potential buyers. unions feel that political inter-
malfunction?Maybe.

But whatpossible explanation
exists for the voting fiasco that.
occured at Vosper’s Woolston
yard in Southampton. Here, out
of a shop of 280 electricians,
at least fifty-one didn’t even
receive theirvoting forms.

Incredibly, scores of inelig-
ible EETPU members as far
afield as Esso’s Fawley Refinery
(not: noticeably part of BS)
actuallytook possessionofballot
papersand voted.

Theresult was a tiny majority
against the scheduled stoppage.
Given the way the ballot was
conducted, many union mem-
bers have little respect for this
result,

Without doubt a great reser-
voir of anger exists in the ship-
yards dueto recent events. Shop
stewards still have time to
channel rank andfilemilitancy
into fresh mass meetings
throughout Vosper Thorny-
crofts, and push hard for total
rejection of BS’s disastrous blitz
on jobs.

‘hoped, in vain,

4,000 indirectly — due to Britoil
cancelling its contract for an
offshore oil-rig. The unions had

that at lastweek's talks they would per-
suadeBSto renegotiate the con-
tractwithBritoil.

After the abortive negotia-
tions, BS announced that 3,000
jobs were to be axed by mid-February and that the yard
would*be completely closed by
late summer. 800 workers would
be laid-off on Monday January
23, though this would be
reduced to 300 if the unions
‘agreed to the introduction of
3-shiftworkingon one of the two
remainingcontracts. :

The Scottish TUC reacted to
the BS announcement by

A concrete example of this
“‘all-Scottish campaign’? was
provided three days later by the
local District Council, when it
announced a meeting in opposi-
tion to the closure involving Roy
Hattersley,David Steel, Gordon
Wilson (chairperson of the
Scottish National Party), Arch-
bishop Winning from Glasgow,
‘‘a senior representative of the
Church of Scotlaad’’ and ‘‘the
headsof industry’.

This class-collaboration
bandwagonstill entertains faint
hopesof persuading the govern-
ment to intervene and provide
further subsidies for Scott
Lithgow,but their major goal is
nowtofindanotherbuyer for the
yards, in spite of the unions’

Lithgowgroupis inevitable.’’
But Alec Ferry, secretary of

the Confederation of Shipbuild-
ing and Engineering Unions
(CSEU),. declared: ‘‘BS sees
Scott Lithgow’s closure as inev-
itable. That is not the trade
unionposition.”’

And Duncan MeNeil, conven-
or at Scott Lithgow’s, pledged
no-cooperationwithany attempt
to close theyard.

Joe Brown,chairperson of the
Clyde CSEU, pledged an all-out
strike by all the Clyde yards if
the plan to close Scott Lithgow
was implemented. The Clyde
CSEU is a heavily bureaucrat-
ised body, and previous pledges
of strike action have failed to
materialise. Even so, pressure

A successful strategy for
defence of jobs must be based
on appeals for class solidarity
from fellow workers, not on
vague ‘calls for mobilising
‘Scottish public opinion’’. And
it must rest on working class
struggle, not attempts to per-
suade the government as to
whatis “really”’ in the ‘‘national
interest”’

The rejection of three-shift
working by the mass meeting
last Friday January 20 is evid-
ence that management may not
have an easy ride. The task now
is to build ‘upon this initial
advance and to win solidarity
action for Scott Lithgow’s
survival from shipbuildingwork-
ers throughoutthecountry.

vention by the government is
delaying the deal and giving
support to the ruling Conserva-
tive group on the employers’
side in sticking to the 3% cash-
limit provision for public service
wages.

Farther talks probably won’t
take place for about a month,
thuspushing backeven furthera
settlementdate.

eee ee

IN an importanttest case in the
High Court which began last
Monday, brought by eight tax
inspectors, the Inland Revenue
faces court orders to stop the
unilateralimposition of ‘‘sweep-
ing and far-reaching’’ working
practices without. consequent
guaranteesof job security.

The eight, members of the
Inland Revenue Staff Federa-
tion, are among 438 staff sent
homewithoutpay from 14 West
Midland tax offices for refusing
to cooperate in a pilot pro-
grammepriorto the introduction

re-instate the
full

of a £200 million nationwide
computer tax assessment
throughoutBritain by 1988.

The tax inspectors contend
that the Inland Revenue has
broken their terms of service
agreement by trying to comple
them to accept an essentially
different job —_substantially
that of computer operators —

from the job they have been
employedto do.

Initially staff had co-operated
conditionally with the installa-
tion of the computer equipment,
but when safeguards of no con-
sequent redundancies or deter- -

ioration in working conditions
were sought from the Inland
Revenue and not given, then
staff refused to continue using
thenew equipment.

Brooseccccoenn=*
&

They must
strike and fight for the
claim. They surely have noalter-
native.

|
;~._ Miners

7| mustn’t
r

:
|

HOSPITAL occupations are not new. The first was in 1922 at the
Radcliffe Hospital in Nottingham.

In the late 1970s, however, the Labour government, under pres-
sure from the IMF, began a round of cuts in the National Health
Service, and thisprompted themodern roundof occupations. Houns-
low hospital paved the way and was quickly followed by Elizabeth
Garrett Anderson.

A whole series of occupations then occurred — St Benedicts,
Longworth,BethnalGreen, Etwall, Princess Mary and others.

There was thenalull, although the cuts continuedto bite. Yet in
1983 the tactic of occupation was used again to defend threatened
hospitals.

In August workers at Thornton View in Bradford occupied their
hospital following a Regional Health Authorityvote to close it. They
provided a real boost for workers nationwide who were determined
to fight theTory rundown oftheNational HealthService.

FollowingtheBradford lead, workersat Hayes hospital and North-
wood and Pinnerhospital, both in Hillingdon,occupied theweek be-
fore their scheduled closure date. Both have since been reprieved
andarestillopen.

During an occupation the workers take control of their hospital,
particularlymonitoring and controllingadmission and discharges.Manyworkers do not know exactlywhat is entailed in an oecupa-
tion. Does it mean that theywillnot get paid? Do theyhave to sleep
at thehospital? What about theirfamilies?Will theybe sacked? Will
nursesbestruck off? Should managementbebarred?

In fact, unlike in industry, during NHS occupations the workers
continueto receive theirpay. This is a major advantage.

retreat
PETER Heathfield, the left-wing
candidate, is reported to have
won the National Union of Mine-
workers’ ballot for general secre-
tary by a narrow margin.

After the votes for the third-
placed candidate, Les Kelly, were
redistributed, Heathfieldbeat the
right wing candidate, John Walsh,
by about 74,000 to 70,000.

“The close finish”, reported
the Financial Times, “thas put the
NUM‘s executive under its first
real pressure to call a ballot onits
overtime ban.” Walsh had cam-

eeeo®

‘Healthhh Fightback 84° ‘conference: at Community Build-
ings, Bradford University, Great Hordon Rd, Bradford.

   
 
 

 

  

 
 
  
  

    puigned against the overtime ban Saturday February 25, 11am to 5pm. ‘A ‘e
.

‘ .
s long as there are patients in the hospital the District Health @

: 2

Workshopson: * Occupations: how and why you should Authority are required by law to ensure that treatment is provided

fy
®

'

cn by Atthur Sear. occupy, and supplies are maintained. Workers cannot be locked out or lose $
in the presidential © Law: Howto getthelaw on your side, pay. e'

> a right wing in * HealthAuthoritiesand CHCs: how you can use them, Questions such as banning managementwillvary accordingto the $: :

°
consistent

—
left-wing ° .

* circumstancesandare decided by theworkers themselves. | ‘

ot the norm in Nurses: organising nurses in a campaign, Thecall for supporting strike actionfrom health workers and other 4 :
. ¢ Publicity/media: how to get your views across, trade unionists is, however, essential. e >

|

Was reckonedto be ¢ Privatisation;how to fightit, A lot has been learned about occupations and defence of services $ .
3 Meaerships © Campaigns:how to set up an anti-cuts campaign, inthepast few years. With the increased attacks on the NHS under

§
@

2 > : : : eSasi I+Gropingcuts: wardclosures;unfledvacancies;how [hciSfueteieeceetcicrTMte :
ithe em. Also: Thornton View occupationvideo. The conferencehas beenconvenedby hospitaloccupation commit- 3 e

is neces- A creche willbeavailable. tees withtheintention of covering a whole range of methods and tac-

#.
@ e

volt against Opento all healthworkersand to delegates from health ties for fighting health cuts. The lessons that health workers have $ 10p pluspostage from $
campaigns, CLPs, and trade union bodies. For credentials —_'°2""ed must be shared andconsolidated. e 214 SickertCourt,  °

Moves by the leadership to ’ ’ i i inni i i i ’

_evalop Tom the ouertine ban fgisend £2.50to HealthFightback84, 12 Shiplake House, Heeaterence will hopefullybea beginning for nationwidelinks

Hf
$y ondon Ni 2SY. :

4
which will ensure the future and continued development of the Nat- -swards strike action could win Calvert Avenue, London E2 ional HealthServi 9 e

-ack thelost ground: : bona, Health Service. 000000000 00000000000

 



  

Socialist’Organiser, 26 January 1984 Page 15

Industrial=

The NGA’s road to defeat
1980: Eddie Shah, whosefree
papers wereoriginally typeset
and printed by the Cumbrian
Newspaper Co. in Carlisle,
opens his own typesetting
company, .Fineward, in
Stockport.

He hires eight NGA members,
four of whom are from the Car-
lisle comparyandsigns a closed
shop agreement.
March 1982: Shah informs the
NGAhewishesto start another
newspaper and_typesetting
operation in Bury. He agrees to
a closed shop, but informs the
union that rates will be £40-
£70 a week below those paid at
Stockport.
March 1982: Dispute about new
house agreementat Stockport.
April. 1982: Shah writes to NGA
to revoke Bury agreement.
Scptember 1982: NGA discover
that Shah has recruited non-
union staff for Bury and trained
them to operate typesetting
equipment. Negotiations con-
tinue but are unproductive.
February 1983: Shah follows the
Bury pattern at Warrington. A
printing press is installed at
Winnick Quay and non-union
staff are recruited.
April 1983: Shah isstill refusing
NGAfree access to his employ-
ees but agrees they can come in
for one recruitment meeting —

whichis unsuccessful.
June 1983: Shah holds secret
ballot of employees at Bury and
Warrington on whether they
wish to join the union. They
vote ‘no’.
July 1983: The NGA’s patience
is exhausted. They call their
eight members at the Stockport
Fireward plant out on strike.
Six -complied with the instruc-
tion and were sackedby Shah.
July 8, 1983: NUJ NEC instructs
journalists on the Stockport
Messenger to hold mandatory
meeting to vote on industrial
action in support of NGA.
Chapelvote against.
July 1983: NGA attempts to get
Northern Counties Newspapers,
a Reed International subsidiary

and a shareholder in the
Messenger Group, to put pres-
sure on Shahto agree to closed
shops at Warrington and Bury.
This is unsuccessful. But
industrial action on DailyMirror
ieads to Reedselling its shares
in the Messenger Group.
July 1983: NGA puts pressure
on advertisers not to deal with
Shah.
August 18: NUJ General Secre-
tary Ken Ashton, who possessed
contingency strike authority
from the NEC, instructs Stock-
port chapel not to supply any
materia! to non-union personnel
from August 29.
September 6: High Court in
Manchester grants Eddie Shah
an injunction under the 1982
Employment Act ordering NUJ
to lift its blacking instruction.
Blackingcontinues.

Penalty
September 16: Eddie Shah
returns to High Court which
finds the NUJ guilty of contempt
for refusing iv accept the injunc-
tion. No penalty was imposed,
as the NUJ NEC was meeting
the followingday.
September 17: NUJ NEC takes
the historic decision to defy the
law.
September 19: Stockport chapel
vote to return to normal working
and obey the injunction after
Shah agrees to drop all action
against NUJ in return. Show-
downaverted.
September-October: NGA
decides to step up picketing at
Stockport, Warrington.
October 6: NUJ members at
Stockport vote not to cross
NGApicketlines.
October 14: In response Shah
returns to High Court where an
injunction is granted“igainstthe:
NGA.
November10: Picketingis build-
ing up to mass proportions at
Warrington.
November 18: In_ response,
Shah returns to High Court
claiming NGAare violating the
injunction. NGA fined £50,000

for contemptof court.
November 21: TUC Employ-
ment and Organisation Com-
mittee reaffirm support for NGA
objective and welcome ACAS
attempts to solve dispute.
November 22: NGA. refuse to
payfine.
November 24: TUC General
Council again gives only general
‘‘support’’. Murray says —

no blank cheques for NGA and
he cannot condone ‘‘violent’’
picketing.
November25: High Court orders
£150,000 fine andseizureoftotal
assets of NGA.
November26-27: National news-
papers fail to appear as Fleet
Street printers walk out in sup-
port of the NGA.
November 28: Six national
newspapers fail to appear and
state they have sacked NGA
members. The rest publish and
mopupsales.
November 29:_Differences
within Newspaper Proprietors
Association — Fleet Street
employers__organisation _-

papered over by a compromise.
They will all publish but sue
NGA for damages for loss of
production.
November 29-30: Biggest -mass
pickets since Grunwicks at
Shah’s Warrington plant. 4,000
attend but are out-manoeuvred
by massive police presence.
Nearly 200 arrests.

Injunction
November 29: TUC EPOC
states it will give NGA all sup-
port possible withinthelaw.
December 2: TUC General
Council ‘spends 20 minutes
unanimously approving recom-
mendation from EPOC giving
qualified support to the NGA as
long as action keeps within the
law.
December 2: Shah returns to
High Court to make third con-
tempt charge against NGA. But
agreement reached to suspend
hostilities and allow talks.
Picketing and legal action to be
lifted.
December 9: Talks have failed.

 

re
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The picketlineat Warrington
Shah returns to the High Court
which fine NGA another half a
millionpounds.
December 10: NGA National
Council calls for one-day nation-
al print stoppage set for Wed-
nesday December14.
December 12: In face of aval-
ancheof injunctions against the
strike from national and provin-
cial newspapers the TUC EPOC
votes 9-7 to adopt ‘‘a sympathe-
tic and supportiveattitude to the
entirely predictable official
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decision’’ by the NGAtostrike.
_Decision publicly condemned
by Len Murray as_ against
General Council policy. He
states he willseek to reverseit.
December 13: NGA decides to
suspendthestrike.
December 14: TUC General
Council votes 29-21 to endorse
Murray’s position.
December 6: NGA_National
Council votes not to take further
action in the dispute until it has
held consultation with those

oo
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unions which were prepared to
support it.

Defeat
January 18: NGA national

- council votes to ‘purge its
contempt’ and thus implicitly
accepts defeat. Shah sacks
seven. NUJ membersfor refus-
ing to cross NGApicketline.

 

LCDTUmeets Leyland cuts more jobs
THE CONFERENCE called by
the Communist Party controlled
Liaison Committee for the De-
fence of Trade Unions this
Saturday is on typical LCDTU
lines.

Thereis no indication of what
the conference is designed to
achieveexcept for a vaguerefer-
enceto the anti-union laws.

.

Asusual the ‘discussion’ is to
be around a ‘declaration’ which
will not be seen before the day
and will not be open for amend-
ment.

My branch, TGWU Cowley
Assembly Plant 5/293 sent a
resolution for the conference
agenda calling for a campaign
for a recall TUC. The branch
received a letter back saying

 

 

By Alan Thornett
 
thatresolutionswillnot be taken
and therefore it will not appearin the agenda.

The resolution reads: ‘‘This
conferencecalls for an emergen-
cy TUC conference to discuss
support for the NGA and the
situation concerning the Teb-
bit and Prior legislation. At that
conference we would campaign
for:

* Full financial, moral and in-
dustrial support to the NGA,
including support for strike
action in theirdefence, and

¢* For the, TUC to withdraw
from talks with the

—
govern-

ment’’.

gene:

®

FuTROOPS OUT NOW'E
Join the Labour Committee on Ireland. I
BM Box5355, London WCIN 3XX

 
   

 
AFTER a four week strike in
February 1982, Leyland Vehicles
workerslost 4100 jobs. The reluc-
tance of the strike leadership to
spread the struggle to the BL cars
division led them to defeat.

But those 4100 were not the
end of it. Now Leyland has
announced a further major job-
cuts programme.

1057 will go in Glasgow,Leyland (Lancashire), and Wat-
ford, plus probably more at the’
Bathgate (Scotland)plant.

Since 1978 Leyland Vehicles’
workforce has gone down from
28,000 to 15,000. Output has
declined in parallel, from 31,000

vehicles in 1977 to about 11,000
in 1983.

The most dramatic decline has
been in exports. Leyland used to
export half its annual output.
Last year it exported only 25%.
Exports are barely a quarter of
their previouslevel.

Nigeria used to be Leyland’s
biggest market, taking 1300
trucks in 1982. In 1983, hit by
crisis, it took 100.

Everything points towards
Leylandcontinuing its rundown.

Mick Coyne, strike leader at
Leyland in 1982, commented.
“We put in the extra effort as
requested but we have been
kicked in theteeth.”

More left gains in BL
The Left have consolidated their
advance in the Cowley TGWU
Convenor’s election by having
their entire left slate elected
to Deputy Convenors positions
in the AssemblyPlant.

Last month, Tony Richardson
ran the traditienal right wing
leadership in the Body Plant
very close in the convenor’s
election, and Ivor Braggins, the
left candidate in the Assembly
Plant elections: defeated Bob
Tryer for the position.

Last week it saw the elections
for deputy convenors in the
Assembly Plant. They cover the
night shift and stand in for the
convenor when he is abseni or

at meetings. and form the TGWU

 

delegation on the Werks Com-
mittee.

These elections are tradition-
ally held separately from the
convenor’s election in

—
the

AssemblyPlant.
The election of a full Ieft

slate was a remarkable achieve-
ment. It. was the first time that a

full slate from either left or right
has been elected since secret
ballots for the position were
introduced in 1974.

It was also a very decisive
victory. with over 200 votes
between the lowest vote on the
left slate and the highest on the
Right slate.

The results were: Andy Brown
674; Tom White 657; Jack Fry
608 votes; Bernard Moss 536;
Robert Cullen 528; and Perry
Cullen 527.

The unsuccessful candidates
were: Peter Boyles 318: Albert
Paintin. 293; frank Corti .267;
Tony Whalley 246; Roy Brough
197 and Bob Mortimer 169.

Perry Cullen and Andy Brown
were two of the four: stewards
victimised by British Leyland
who withdrew

—
recognition of

their positions in 1976. They -

were eventually successfully
defended.

Tom White was on the right
wing slate as well as the left wing ~

slate.

 SiftOP stewards representing all
masual a::d staff workers at
Ford’s  Dazenham complex
voted last weekend (Sunday:
J:nuary 20) to give full support
for a strike called at ali 24 UK
plauts from F. bruary13.

This decision is likely to be
put to a mass meeting of all
Dagenham workers next Sunday
to back the univns’ action to
fight for’ the jobs of 2,000
foundry workers threatenedwith
the sack by 1985, coupled with
the need of saving jobs at otherplants.

Ford’s labour force ‘has
alreadybeen cut back by 23.8%
from. 76,000 to 57,900 between
1979 arid the end of 1983, with

7unions fearing even more job
losses over the next two years as
Ford reveal investment plans
that pose a threat to car manu-
facturinggenerallyin Britain,

To help cvurdinate the indus-

50p for a single copy,
40p per copy for 5
or more, and 30p per
copy for 20 or more,
from SUPA, 83 Peck-
ham HighStreet,
London SE15.Please
add an amountfor
postage.

‘union

by Satvinder Sinintroduction byBEBEEmme

Ford meeting Feb 4
trial action if the strike plans do
go ahead, aninitial meeting of
all Ford joint workshop commit-
tees has been called in London
for Saturday February 4.

Ferries
SEAMENonferry services from
Dover, Flixstowe and Liver-
pool siruck on Monday 23rd
ayains( the closure of the Dread-
nought Seamen's Hospital in
Greenwich, South London.

The Dover seamen are repor-ted to be planning a continuing
series of sirikes against the
closure.

Undoubtedly this is the best
action so far in Labour's cam-
paignto save the health service.
But it’ was unofficiai, and has
been publicly condemned by the

leadership, who have
agreed to the locat health
authority'splans.

 
gh and Tony Portia“Jeremy Corbyn, MP
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Anti-union laws
NGA leaders ORGANI : E
climb down  

Inside, page 15: The
NGA’s road to defeat

 

our MP.Heisstilla memberof
the Labour Party. He was, until
recently,on the General Com-
mittee of Oxford East consti-
tuency LabourParty.

Mr Maxwellis also a trade
unionist — a memberof

 
NUJ: Unclear decision

LAST Saturday’s Special Dele-
gate Conference (SDC) of the

was adopted by the Executive
and’ has not been closed off byON WEDNESDAY 18th, ASTMS! National Union of Journalists Saturday's conference. NUJi are

<a: . closed without a decision to o counter this danger .the leadership of the NGA By Martin Thomas This is not ridiculous.It is out- restore official backing to the members must continue work-print union voted in effect savould . chapel at Dimbleby Newspapers place collections and redoubleto accept defeatin its fight Would welet Norman Tebbit in Richmond. demands that the Executive givewith Messenger Newspap-
ers and its union-busting
boss Eddie Shah.

The national council voted to
‘purge its contempt of court’.
This means that the union will
pay £675,000 in fines (and more
in costs), apologise to the court,
and undertake to withdraw anyunlawful action.

The NGA mustnot only drop
any plans to restore the mass
pickets at Shah’s scab print-
works in. Warrington, but even
withdraw the NGA’sappeal to
local advertisers not to use the
Messengerfreesheets.

Formally, the dispute with

at the September congress. But
they have shied away from anyactionto pursue thedispute here
and now, such as campaigning
for a recall TUC.

The shameful decision came
juet one: day-after Shah sacked
seven members of the National
Union of Journalists at his office
in Stockport for refusing to cross
the NGA picket lines. These
NUJ members. who stuck bybasic trade union principles
have now beenleft high and dryby theNGA.

According to the Financial
Times, ‘‘Someleft-wingers arg-ued stronglythatmasspicketing
should be restored and that the
union could not allow a breach of
the closed shop at a time when
new technology wasthreatening
thewhole union.

“The majority view was that
the union needs to maintain its
strength for those new techno-
logy fights and the Messengerwould havetobe ‘mothballed’.”’

The NGAleaders would like toforget Warrington. Buttheprintemployers won’t forgetit.Shah’s victory will encourageother bosses to try to switch to

eting — action unlawful under
theTory anti-unionlegislation.

Once the NGA. has submitted
to thatlegislation, it stands wide
open to decimation.

Decisions by the NGAto take
a harder line on computer type-
setting are thus largely empty
words.

The NGA’s other tack now
seems to be trying to poach
members frem the NUJ. It is
negotiating deals to have sub-
editing (NUJ work) including in
NGA members’ jobs. The other
side of this is that typesetting
(NGA work) is included in NUJ
members’jobs.

This seems to mean accepting
a squeeze on the total of NUJ

muchaspossible of what’sleft.
But new technology poses a

threat to all the unions in the
print industry. They can hope to
fight back effectively only with
solidarity.

To accept a law which bans
solidarity and then to try to
makeupfor it by poaching from
otherunions, is the worst way to
go aboutit.

NGA scabs
CONTINUEDproduction of the
Radio Times by Robert Maxwell,
despite the SOGAT dispute at
Park Royal, is being made
possible by NGA scabbing.

The major part of the produc-
tion division at Pergamon Press in
Oxford has been given over to
work for the BBC since Novem-
ber 24 — work channelled to
Pergamon by BPCC to get round
the dispute at Park Royal.

According to one scandalised
NGA member in London who
talked to Socialist Organiser
about it, NGA members at
Oxford are coining scab money

 
Expel
this

scoundrel!
Shah is still on. Formally, the + ‘ ing up to the May 1983 local that erodes basic trade union ceed in the print.NGA and unions supporting it and NGA fobsandtrying: te THISis not Norman Tebbit. elections. and | tights. A joint campaign for actionhopeto reverse the TUC’spolicy make sure that me BC The scoundrelin the photo * his attitude to the trade But if the policy remains with other unions must alsoabove is Robert Maxwell, the

former MP andbossoftheprint
company BPCC.

Maxwell took theprintwork-
ers’ union SOGAT82 to court.
UndertheTory anti-union laws
he threatenedto have the
uuion’s funds confiscated. For
the momenthe Las drawn back
from going aheadwiththis.

Mr Maxwellis a former Lab-

on SOGAT
the word ‘scab’ from KingRat
Len Murray and the. otherlitfle
men who run the TUC. NGA
members should remember it and
call the scabbing NGA at Per-
gamon and the union’s leader-
ship to order. 

join the Labour Party? Should
a millionaireemployer who uses
the anti-union laws and the
bosses’ courts to threatenthe
very existence of one trade
union be allowedto continuein
me..vership of another?

Mr Maxwell should immed-
iately beexpelled from both
ASTMSandtheLabourParty.

Recently Maxwell’sward,Headington, movedthefollow-
ing resolution at theGC, which
voted unanimouslyforit:

“‘The Oxford East Constituen-
cy LabourParty finds therecent
actionsof Robert Maxwell,
namely:

* astatementmade concern-
ing theparty in theperiod lead-

unionsinside his organisation,incompatiblewiththoseof a
.

Labour Party member.
“Furtherwe instruct-theOx- ©

ford party agentto write to
Robert Maxwell informinghim
of the Part: ‘~ :oncern on this
matter, askinghim to reconsider
his position within the Party’’.

Drive this scoundrel out of the
Labour Party.

The ten members there have
been on strike for three months,
boycotting the anti-union
Nottingham printers T. Bailey
Forman.

Last month, the NUJ’s Emer-
'

gency Committee in a 4-2 vote
agreed to call off the official
strike and appeal to the House of
Lords over the interpretation of
companylaw.

Official NUJ statements from
the conference makeit clear that
delegates rejected calls made from
some branches to act only within
the law and ballot all members

. before any action is taken outside
the law. :

NUJ policy on the issue is not
to comply with any legislation

intact, the decision on whether to
implement it has been left in the
hands of an Executive with a
right wing majority. Rather than
the conference issuing a clear call
for the Executive to reissue the
strike instruction.immediately
after the Lords decision, those
on the Executive who are deter-
mined not to confront the courts
have the opening they need.

This opening was created by
the Executive’s Emergency Com-
mittee decision in December,

official support and declare a
plan of action and campaign for
it immediately after the Lords
decision.

—It is necessary to organise in
chapels and branches for cam-
paigning meetings that report
the Special Conference and pre-
pare mandatory meetings, strikes,
pickets and occupation of the
union offices immediately the
courts impose fines, sequestra-
tion or other interference.

Local action committees
should be set up by members of
the NUJ and other unions who
have been attacked or threaten-
ed by the state or who know that
they may be next in line for such
treatment if the employers suc-

include the early recall- of the
TUC to reverse the scandalous
decision, taken last December,
not to back the NGA.

Such calls should be jointly
made in public and- provide a
rallying call to all trade unionists
seeking a way forward to defend
their own organisations.

*Rush donations to:
Dimbleby NUJ Dispute [und,
c/o Roger Hailey, 202 Vicarage
Farm Road, Heston, Middlesex,
TWS ODP.SOGAT off the boil

THE confrontation between
.

the print union SOGAT and
Tory anti-union law wentoff
the. boil last Wednesday,
18th, when the BBC and
Robert Maxwell’s print firm
BPCC announced that they
would call off their contempt
of court proceedings against
the union.

Butit couldheat up again this
week when the BBCtries to get
the Radio Times distributed in

court order instructing the union
to lift the boycott, and the
SOGAT executive has agreed to
comply. But London SOGAT
membersarestill stopping distri-
bution.

The contempt of court pro-ceedings last week were to be
about that, and about the refusal
of SOGATto allow BPCCplants
outside London to scab by print-ing extra copies of the Radio
Times to cover the 600,000 other-
wise done at the the dispute-bound Park Royal works in West
London. Another court injunc-

another printer, Hunter Print of
Peterlee and Corby.

SOGAT hasfailed to instruct
.its members at Hunter Print to

refuse this job. But the BBCstill
faces the problem of getting thé
copies from Hunter Print distri-
buted.

The original dispute is over
pay, conditions and jobs at Park '

Royal — wheretheelectricity sub-
Station is still occupied. Now
Maxwell says he will not reopenPark Royal.

The issue, as in other battles
: " with enormous quantities of over- London. ti h . uni xnon- v

.

ion has told SOGAT: scab — over the anti-union laws, isonl  aoheneecrn,TheNGA‘s time. ‘Murray Mist Go’ — from SOGAT has been enforcing a_orelse!
.

whether trade union solidarity
i 4 tt & d ick Last December the NGAtook ‘Mole Badges’c/o 28 trade union boycott on this dis- Proceedings were dropped will continue or be banished by18 Doycotts and secondary pick- a bitter lesson in the meaning of Middle Lane. 25p each. tribution. The BBC has got a because the BBC had found the Tories. *

Kinnock’s messagefor a
NEIL Kinnock had a message
for one million unemployed
people this week.

He told them what the new
glamorous, businesslike, realistic

a | | BS

within five years was miserable
enough at the time. On TV on
Sunday Kinnock declared that
even that was nowtoo ambitious.

Socialism (Kinnock-style)now
means two million unemployed.

The worse capitalism gets, the
moreit drags Kinnock’s version of
socialism downwithit.

Perhaps that is because
Kinnock’s version of socialism is
so very little different from capit-
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Labour Party would mean for Why must Labour’s vision of alism. Neil Kinnock went outof THISweek’s donations, although the total is small, show the Grou Percentthem. socialism constantly become —_—his_ way on Sunday to remind

[¥
support for Socialist Organiser thatexists among our readers. PStayingon the dole queue. meanerand drabber? viewers that he. had long ago “P] t Il tributi f £1.35 ds th Brent 176Labour’s promise atthe 1983 * The crisis. says TV statesman clashed with the Labour left by ease accep a small conitripution 0

39 towards the Tower Hamlets 130.general election to bring down Kinnock. The damage done by telling us that to restore all Tory

Jj
SO Fund”, writes Bev Wood. “Keep up thegood work,it’s a

.eeeeneaeineff good paper”. Gerard Kirk, a Glasgow Socialist Action Leicester 98
a :

. ) "Neil Kinnock has not yet

|g
Supporter, sends us £1. We’ve also had£1 from John Brown, ard 544 Mierc ury delayed f explained why a teal socialist

@
and a £5 donation from Cllr Derek Sawyer. Leeds 44

programme — bringing major “ > : :i postponed it fe four weeks. I industry and finance into com- Here sanother contribution to the fund from York Chelmsford 33§ By Rob Dawber Then on Wednesday 18th they 1) mon ownership under workers’

fj
supporters”, writes Carolyn Lord, sending us a chequefor £10. Sheffield - 32B BRITISH Rail Have stepped spateduledhatestoSunday I Coeaaaeetal Leicester supporters have sent us £1, to bring their total up to Harrogate 30: back from confrontation ag- and claim that this run had never i should have any trouble in

9
98% oftarget. From supporters in Oxford comes £5, to add to Nottingham 30I ain over the laying of fibre- been authorised and must have ending unemployment

—_
and [£45 donated sofarthismonth.-And,not to be outdone, Southwark 29i optic cables for the Mercury been a mistake by lower manage- expandingeducation.— only stert winging its way from the Essex marshes, comes a cheque for Islington 26: telecommunications firm, the |Theissue is now in national ' once such measures — barely an #10 from Brent supporters,

, York “15first private competitor to negotiations. between the NUR advance oncivilised capitalism — With this week’s total of £34.35, our Xmasfundstandsat
ae and the British Rail Board. Local

g
are way behindus. Hull 13! British Telecom. NUR members have shown their Dreams? Vapid idealism? £1 997.65, and our thanksgo to all supporters who sent S.E.Lond 8} Theyoriginallyplanned to run determination to boycott this i That’s what Neil Kinnock would {§donations. nS — on| iidtoShetftdonMondayfon. topurethe,NORoaugyeae | ve te,Pele— and what the

HA”
Meanwhile,ourfund stands open until January 31 forall Halifax 8

- Ties Ss On . z . - .uary 16. Faced with opposition protection of jobs and opposition 1 It’s not. realism. It’s slavish 9S"oups wishing to improve on their targets. Send donationsto: Putney 3from the rail union NUR, they to privatisation. I submission to the status quo. 214 Sickert Court, London N1 2SY. Coventry 1
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