
 
NEW TORY TRICK TO FORCE YOUTH INTO

CONSCRIPT  A SINISTER new method of
forcing young people onto
Youth Training Schemes. is
being pioneered in the Bir-
mingham area. Private train-
ing agencies are sending out
“mail shots” to 16 and 17
year olds studying at FE
colleges under the 21 hour
rule (which allows students to
claim supplementary benefit
so long as their studies take
up less than 21 hours per
week)

These “mail shots” invite
the young person to an
interview to “talk about the
possible opportunities” sup-
posedly offered by the train-
ing centre. The letters do not
mention the DHSSpolicy of
cutting benefitby 40% for six
weeks in cases where a youth
refuses a place on a YTS
scheme.

NALGO members in the
careers service are refusing to
fill in forms on YTS‘refusers’
which would then be passed
on to the DHSS.

The ‘mail shots’ get round
the NALGOaction and open
up youth to being penalised
by the DHSS.

One young woman,study-
ing at Bournville College in
Birmingham received a “mail
shot” from the Mosley Train-
ing Centre run by “Midland
Training and Recruitment
Services”. Her father, an
active trade unionist, immed-
iately contacted the agency
to demand an explanation.

He wastold by a director,
Alan Hinton (a former BL
convenor!) that “all the other
agencies are doingit as well’,
and that the MSC “unofficial-
lyapprove”of thepractice.

He claimed that MTRS
had obtained their mailinglist
from the electoral register —

but this explanation won’t
wash: the electoral register
(prior to February 15) does
not include most 16 year
olds.

So where are they getting
their mailing lists from? A
lecturer at Bournville College
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rang the same agency,MTRS,
over another student who had
received the “mail shot”
letter. She was told, over the
phone, that they couldn’t
reveal. the source of their
mailing list because*TM‘it cost
us a lot of money”!

The most likely source of
the list seems to be from
somewhere within the careers
service,

Or it could be the MSC,
desperate to get unfilledYTS
places taken up(latest figures
confirm that only three-
quarters of this year’s YTS
places are likely to befilled.

Perhaps significantly, Bir-
mingham Education Commit-
tee recently voted to instruct
careers officers to hand over
details of school leavers to
the MSC.

But whatever the source of
the information, the issues
raised by it are very serious.
Already, trainees who leave
YTS schemes before comple-
tion are“‘having their benefit
cut, even before the reason
for leaving has been estab-
lished.

In one case, a youth left
a schemebecausehe had been
told he would be trained in
horticulture, and instead had
been used to shovel rubbish
about on a building site! He
hadhis benefitcut asa result.

Birmingham YTS Action
Group, together with the
Unemployed Centre, are
launching a campaign on this
issue, and will be cooperat-
ing closely with the proposed
national “Campaign Against
Compulsion”.

‘Campaign Against Com-
pulsion’ day ofaction to
protest against young
people being forced onto
the YTS
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ome to Chesterfield!
TONY BENNsaid last week
in Chesterfield.

“It is the Prime Minister
who is destroying the hopes
of the youngsters who are on
the dole, keeping pensioners

INSIDE:
Pages 4 and 5: Health Fight-
back 84. resisting the cuts.
Centre pages. The Tories’ plan
to run downtherailways.
Page 6: Inside Lebanon.
Pages 14 and 15: Polmaise
closure, BLOC conference.

on the verge of poverty, cut-
ting back on the National
Health Service and education
and pouring billions of
pounds into the purchase of
nuclear weapons from 

America.
It is the Prime Minister

who is trying to undermine
the essential services provided
by the local authoritieswhom
we elect, and destroy free
trade unionism, which is the
first line of defence of work-
ing people andtheirfamilies.

Chesterfield has a tremen-
dous_ responsibility to all
those whose ‘lives are being
ruined by the cruel and divi-
sive policies now being pur-
sued by the Tories”’.

Benn appealed to labour
movement activists to come
to Chesterfield and help give
the Tories a bloody nose.
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The priorities
of theTories

IN 1978-9 public spending was about the samefor health and
social services, or for education, as for the armed forces. In
1984-5 the armed forceswill get £1.6 billionmore than health
and social services, and £3.6 billionmore than education.

On the armed forces the government spends £6 a week for
every child, woman and manin Britain.

In 1978-9 public expenditure on housing was nearly twice
that on police and prisons. By 1984-5 the Tories will have
neatly reversed the relationship: police and prisons will claim
nearly twice as much as housing.

Between 1979 and 1983 the workforce in education went
down 7 per cent. More school dinner ladies than steelworkers
lost their jobs. Meanwhile police and prison staff increased in
numbers by 7 per cent.

: Comparing the civil service and the armed forces, you get
the same picture. Between 1979 and 1983 civil service
numbers declined (despite the big increase in workload at
DHSS and Department of Employment offices caused by
higher unemployment);the armed forces increased.

Despite all their rhetoric, the Tories have not been rolling
back the frontier of the state. Public spending has risen
steadily since 1979. What has changed is the direction of
public spending, and the contours of thestate.

The Tories can find £3 billionto wage the South Atlantic
war and sustain ‘Fortress Falklands’ up to 1986-7. They
cannot find £2 billion required to meet TUC proposals for the
health service (from 1983-4 to 1985-6), which would maintain
the NHS andallow slight improvement.

They can find perhaps £12 billionfor Trident. For the same
cost we could have 450 new district hospitals. Instead, hospit-
als are being closed.

They can also find £37 billion a year for social security —

unwillingly, but not as unwillingly as all that, because they
know that the. army of unemployed is helping them pursue
their policies.: The other change that the Tories have worked in public

 

 

 
 

spending is to shift the ratio of capital to current spepding.
in 1978-9 £16 was spent on capital projects for every £100
current public expenditure; in 1984-5, £9 will be spent.

It is this aspect of Thatcherite policy which has aroused
dissent from many capitalists and dissatisfied Tories: slash
back further on education or health, they say, and restart the

« construction projects which offer fat profits to private
industry.

Partly, the Tories do aim to reduce public spending (only
they have not succeeded). But much more fundamentallytheir
aim is to beat down the workingclass.

Both increases in public spending (on armed forces, police
and prisons, social security snoopers, etc.) and decreases serve
thataim.

Measures like privatisation are important for the Tories
mostly because they break up large unionised workforces into
small vulnerable fragments.

It is this perspective which allows the Tories to look com-
placently on the galloping decline of British manufacturing
industry. To beat downtheworking class sufficientlywill be a
painful process, theythink— but onceit is done, British capit-
alism can rise again, ‘as a cheap labour area. Britain in Europe
can be the equivalent of Mexico in North America or South
Korea in Asia. ©

Dogma? Voodoo economics? Maybe. But the capitalist
critics of Thatcherism have. not yet found any capitalist
alternative. It was the Wilson/Callaghan government which
Pioneered monetarism and public service cuts, not Thatcher;
and Mitterrand’s regime in France is now set on the same road
of cuts.

The real alternative is a working class fightback: to resist
cuts now and to win a newsort of state, based on collective
ownership of the economy and on workers’ control.

isel  
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House, New Elvet, DurhamLeeneeneeeseeseeeseeeeee

 

  

  

 

The leftmust
backLiverpool!

SHAMEFULLY, many on
the Labourleft are distanc-
ing themselves from Liver-
pool City Council’sdefiance
of theTory government.

True, David Blunkett and
Ken Livingstone have said
(quietly) that they will give
‘‘moral support’. But
behind the scenes they
have been_pressurising
Liverpool to back down.
They argue that the ‘real’
fight is not now but next
year. Those who want to
 

Save Vinod
AFTERa long campaign dating
back to mid-1983, Vinod Chau-
han of|Ashton-under-Lyne
(Lancashire) whohas beenfight-
ing deportation, met the Minis-
ter of State for Immigration,
David Waddington,last week.

Vinod, despite the backing he
has from Tameside Council, the
Greater Manchester County
Council, local MP Robert
Sheldon, Euro-MP Barbara
Castle, and local trade union
branches and the community,
has since October been faced
with the very real threat of
arrest and removal to India
becauseof the breakdownof his
marriage which occurred last
year.

An appeal to an Adjudicator
cleared Vinod of any suggestion

THE EETPUhasappointed John
Grant, SDPer and formerIsling-
ton Labour MP,to thejob of un-
ion public relations man.

His job will be to present the
EETPUas Frank Chapple (and his
successor Eric Hammond)wantit
seen.

Chapple supported Grant in
the general election against
Labour candidate Jeremy Corbyn.

Andropov
All sorts of newspapers — even
Socialist Action — have been pres-
enting the late Yuri Andropov as
somethingof a reformer.

It does seem that he had more
bureaucrats sacked for corruption
than for many a year. I’m not
sure that says a lot in his favour:
after all, no-one purged more
bureaucrats than Josef Stalin him-
self. Not even Fidel Castro makes
more outspoken attacks on
bureaucratism than did that
butchering old Pharoah of the
Russian bureaucracy.

Andropov did manage to push
up labour productivity a bit
(another fact which the US Mili-
tant reports with wide-cyed
admiration).

But how? The trick was to
send the police round cinemas
and shopping queues. They would
inspect everyone’s identity cards
and check to sce if they were
skiving off work. If they were . . .

EETPUjob for Grant

fight now are ultra-left
kamikazes.

What Liverpool should
do in the meantime —

double the rates? Sack
hundreds of workers? —

theydon’t say. Many on the
Left evade the issue by dis-
missing Liverpool’s stance
as a charade.

Some Labour councillors
are bound to defect in the
crucial council vote, they
say, and thus ‘save’ the

(that the Home Office held)
that his marriage was ‘‘a
marriage of convenience’ in
order to provide a basis, over
fives years ago now, to come to
Britain.

The deportation proceedings
have now been temporarily
suspended but the fight is still
necessary to make sure that
Vinod — not to mention the
increasing numbers of black
women and men who face
similar threats from the govern-
ment — can, as a right, feel
secure herein thiscountry.

Further details, offers of
support, etc., eto: Vinod Chau-
han Defence Campaign, c/o
18 Firs Avenue, Ashton-under-
Lyne, Lancs. Tel: 061-330 5784
or 061-226 1751).
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Dear a,

in the Moseley area.

YTS schemes

the staff.

Yours faithfully,

 
Midland Training and Recruitment Services Limited.

Moseley Training Centre are presentl
The scheme bas:

has 5» variety of possible job vacar

a result, w have decided to compile a list
be interested in securing employment for thetselves through the Moseley

If you are interested in talking to us about the poseible opportunities,
would you please ring 449 9747 end ask for Mrs. Wedgwood as soon as

possible, and we will make all the necessary arrangementsfor a meeting
to take place, for you to come and visit our training centre and meet

 OURfront page story... this is a photostat of a ty
trap young people. Once they have bitten the bait, they are liable to get

By John Bloxam

Labour group majority from.
the consequences of its
stance. (They emphasise
thatpossibility,but not the
equal possibility that some
Liberal councillors will not
dare to turn up to vote
against Labour).

Manyrank and file Lab-
our members probably
have much more sympathy
with Liverpool’s stand than
the local government dig-
nitaries, but the infection
has spreadfaron theleft.

The main debate at the
Editorial Board of the

Registered Office:
Longmore House,
Cromer Road,
Balsall Heath,
Birmingham,
B12 gap.

Tel: 021-449 9747

2Cth January, 1984
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national ‘Labour Briefing’,
last Sunday,~19th, was on
Liverpool. The majority
took an unequivocal stand
for Liverpool, and saw this
as the decisive dividing
line now between those
who want to organise a
fight against theTories and
thosewho don’t.

A minority, however,
said: Yes, of course we
support Liverpool. But this
is not the ‘“‘big’’ one.
That’s next year, with rate-
capping and the abolition
of the metropolitan author-
ities!

The ‘real’ debate is not
over Liverpool, but
between Livingstone and
Kinnock over breaking the
law. We have to be ‘real-
istic’. Liverpool isn’t going
to fight.

Such was the tone of
some speakers that Stuart
Marshall Clarke from
Mersey Labour Briefing
pointed out that they
seemed to be positively
hoping for the defection of
some Labour votes on
Liverpool City Council.

Ken Livingstone’s posi-
tion got five votes — from
London Labour Briefing
editor Graham Bash and
from four of the five Social-
ist Action people present.

The family that preys together, prays together... Touching scen atch
family left Church last Sunday.” 5 scene as the Thatcher

US nukes
DURINGthe Korean war, US
commander Douglas Macarthur
wanted to nuke China.

That muchis widely known.
What has only just been revealed,
in an official US armyhistory, is
thatthe US army drew updetail-
ed plans fora nuclear attack on
Vietnam in 1954.

The aim was to help the
French colonial forces thengoing
downto final defeat at Dien Bien
Phu.

The nuclear attack was
prevented by US top brass who
considered Vietnam “a non-deci-
sive theatre”.

Woman candidate
The late Soviet Presiesident Yurindropov has been replaced ‘3

j a parliamentary candidate inMoscow’s Proletarski distri

I

i distriwoman machine - minder Ninglotova, a urner in a ball-bear-ing factory an the constituency.Elections forthe 1,500-mem,
upreme viet duled for March 4,

are sch
Thate

 
MORNING Star, February 16."
Candidate? Election? A Russian
proverb says it all: ‘Paper is pat-
ient, it will let anything be writ-
ten onit’.

 



SiMeL
to jobless

Tony Benn has made thisappeal to the unemployedof
Chesterfield through a local unemployed paper

IF all those who have been
denied workin Chesterfield
were to get together you
could be a very powerful
force for good in thetown.

How can youdoit?
I would like to propose a five-

stage plan to mobilise that
strength and make it effec-
tive.

First, could you compile a full
list of all the skills, interests and
experienceof those who are now
on the dole, so that everyone
knew what each person can do,
or would reallylike to do?

Second, using those skills
could you then draw up — with
the help of others —alist of all
thejobs that need to be done in
Chesterfield to meet its most
urgent needs?

Third, could you thenproduce
a Chesterfield Plan that would
fit your skills to meet those
needs and make somesort of an
estimate of what it might cost to
do so?

Copies .

Fourth, when you have dis-
cussed themtogether,could you
get a few copies typed and dupli-
cated and launch the plan at a
press conference,as the start of
a campaign to win public sup-
port for it, from trade unions and
othercommunitygroups?

Fifth,could you makeit clear
that the unemployed have
11,000 votes of their own to put
ehind that plan and intend to
use them to get the plan
accepted?

I pledge my full support for.

Cover-up
A BLACKcouple, David White,
aged 62, and his wife Lucille,
who both suffered multiple
injuries after a savage beating
when 17 police officers raided
their Stoke Newington (North
London) house seven years
ago without a search warrant,
finallyreceived an apology from
ScotlandYard last week.

Two years ago in the High
Court. the judge accused the
police of a five-year cover-up of
their brutal and savage assaults
by trying unsuccessfullyto bring
assault charges against the
couple in order to try and escape
the consequences of their own
brutality.

The High Court awarded the
couple £51,000 in damages; but
following this judgement when
papers were sent to the Director
of Public Prosecutions agaisnt
four particular officers, no case
wasbroughtbecauseof the time
which had passed since the
assault — a delay caused by
thepolice themselves!

And when the four faced the
police’s own internal disciplin-
ary procedures, three were not
disciplined for lack of evidence
and the fourth was fined. The
police refuse to say how much he
wasfined

Gee whiz
“US worker, visiting Soviet
Union, sees economic progress”.
Thisgee-whiz headline comes not
from Soviet Weekly,but from the
would-be Trotskyist paper
Militant (USA).

‘Left Press’ three weeks ago
analysed an article from a small
US would-be’Trotskyist group, ~

the RWL, which interpreted Leon
Trotsky’s idea, “defend the USSR
against imperialism’, as meaning.
‘pain. a rose-tinted picture of the
condition of the workingclass in

 
such a project.and to help to
get it publicised.

It might be called the ‘Free
Workers Group’ and it would
havetobeorganised outside the
ManpowerServices Commission
because they will not allow any
serious discussion to take place,
on theorders of thegovernment.

Such a plan might capture the
imagination of the people of
Chesterfield by challenging
them to help end the crime of
unemployment.

Butit could also do more than
that. .

It would help to build up the
self-confidence of those who
have become apatheticor hope-
less, and do not yet realise what
a. wide range of talents they
have, which are now being
wasted. Tony BennwithNeilKinnock in Chesterfield.
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Bureaucrats poison USSR|TGwu
In the Soviet Union greatest

-priority is placed in the indus-
‘trial sector on the achievement
of growth at virtually any cost.
Operation within these criteria
meansinevitablythat very little

1 or no weight is placed upon
regard for theenvironment.

Industry is called upon to
utilise all its resources to
increase production and often
making noprovision fgr the safe
disposal of the increasing
amounts of poisonous wastes

the USSR and “tell lies about
what goes on in Russia because
deep down in our hearts and high
up in our theory we knowit is
historicallyprogressive.”

The RWLis pretty obscure,
not to say murkybut the article
reflected an approach commonto
manyother“Trotskyist”groups.

The US Militant for example.
And Militant is far from obscure.

Another article on the same
page is headlined: “USSR’s
growth in 1983 impressive” and
indignantlyrejects “claimsin the
capitalist press that the Soviet
economy is racked by crisis’.
Whenyouhaverealised Socialism
in One Country you can’t have a
crisisracked economy, can you
comrade?

In fact, the growth in 1983
was 3% by official USSR figures,
about 2% by Western estimates.
Militant may thinkthat is good
but the USSR bureaucrats are
very worried by the continuing
slowdown of thegrowthof their
economy.

BENN
CHESTERFIELD
 
MONDALE

FOR
PRESIDENT

This is from the current front
page of the Communist Party/
Connolly Association monthly,
the ‘Irish Democrat’.

 

   

The country has a very serious
acid rain problem, estimated to
cause $500 million worth of
damage annually in the agricul-
tural sector alone.

In one 160,000 square mile
area west of Moscow 15% of the
harvest suffers from the effects -

of rain-washedacid in thesoil.
Officials claim that most acid
rain does not originate in the
main from Soviet industry. They
claim that prevailing easterly
winds bring over their country

 
FACTS&FIGURES

By Martin Thomas
LAST week I promised some
facts and figures on Third World
based multinationals. First,
however, some_preliminary
comments.

The figures are for foreign
direct investment — meaning
the sort of operation where a
companyin country A establish-
es a branch, a subsidiary, or a
juint venture in country B.

This is by no means the
biggest part of capital export.
Investors from theoil-richstates
of the Middle East, for example,
hold some $35 billion of US
Treasury securities, but OPEC
direct investments in the US
total ony about $3.6 billion.

Direct investments have been
specially studied, however,
because they represent the
development of multinational
companies — a higher form of
internationalisation of capital
than purely financial trans-
actions.

Direct investment has become
a much bigger part of interna-
tional capital flows since World
War 2. Overall, direct invest-
ment flows are dominated by
very few.countries.

In 1977-9, the US alone
accounted for 50% of the world
total export of direct invest-
ment, the UK 13%, and West
Germany 10%. Add in three
other countries — Japan,
Netherlands, France -- and
89%of the total flow is accoun-
ted for. -

 

the industrial emissions from
factoriesin Europe.

No blame can be attached to
the Europeans for enormous
discharges of toxic wastes into
major lakes andrivers.

About two hundred miles to
the east at Zapovozhe on the’
lower reaches of the Onieper
river, farmers complained that
toxic emissions from &mag-
nesium-titanium plant were
killing their crops for miles
around. The February 8 edition

of the Party daily, Pravda,
reported that in the riveritself
fish stocks were

rain as thecause.
:Apparently Soviet press and

public opinion have beenstirred
out of years of complacency by'
the poisoning of two of its most
important lakes. Lake Ladoga
near Leningrad and Lake Baikal
in Siberia may have been
irreparably contaminated by the
dischargesof pulp mills on their
banks.

 

As to the destinations of
foreign direct investment —

the US, the UK,France, Austra-
lia and Canada between them
accuunted for over 50% of the
inflowin 1977-9]

Some 30% of the world total
went to Third World destina-
tions — but overwhelminglyto a
select few.

Of the 1978 stock of foreign
direct investment in Third
World countries, 17% was in
OPEC countries, 14% in tax
havens(like Bermuda), and 45%
in just ten other countries —

mostly the ‘newly industrialis-
ing’ states.

Direct investment flows from
Third World countries to Third
World countries are a tiny pro-
portion of the world total flow —

perhaps 1% in 1976-8. They are
significant becausethey repres-
ent an entirely new — andfast-
growing — trend.

Third World multinationals
only began to emerge in the
mid-’70s. Myfigures are almost
all taken from a UN report pub-
lished last year. Because of the
delays in compiling such statis-
tics, their coverage mostly goes
up only to 1977 or 1978. And
thenthereis thegeneral unrelia-
bility of most economic statis-
tics (figures for direct invest-
ment stocks, as distinct from
flows, are especially tricky). But
theygive someidea.

The two biggest investing
countries, by far, were Kuwait
and Brazil. Kuwaiti capitalists
have invested in the Middle
East, the US, Western Eurupe,
and also in Pakistan anc
Moroccv. Braxil’s investments
are mostly withinLatin Amefica.

India is missing from the UN
rcpert’s summary table, but has

also been a substantial foreign
investor. The Economist
reports:

“The biggest, most success-
ful Indiancompany abroadis the
Birlas’ Pan-African paper mill
in Kenya. The Thapar group has
a paperplant in Thailand,where
Indv-Thai Rayon, a Birla joint
venture, is also doing well. The
Tatas have a successful palm
oilplantation in Malaysia ...”’

Third World foreign direct
investment has mostly been
within regions: from Brazil,
Argentina, or Mexico to other
Latin American countries’
from India, Hong Kong, Singa-
pore etc. to other Asian coun-
tries such as Thailand, Indon-
esia, Malaysia and Sri Lanka;
and from the rich oil-exporters
to other Middle Eas‘, states
(notably Egypt) and to Morocco.

On a regivnal scale, such
flows are not quite so tiny as on
the world scale. In some Latin
Americancountries up tu 15% of
the total inflow of foreign direct
investment, by 1978, was from
Third World origins. 32% of the
foreign direct investment stock
in Sri Lanka was from India;
22% in Malaysia, from Singa-.
pore; about 20% of the total in
Indonesia and Thailand, from
otherThird World states.

oF kk

Whatdoesall this mean? Not
that any of the Third World
states are becomingrivals to the
big capitalist world powers. But
that the Third World can less
andless be seen as a homogen-
eous whole. There is a hierarchy
of unequal development and
domination within the Third
World, too.

severely f

depleted and pointed to acid

line up
BALLOTpapers for a new gen-
eral secretary of the TGWU will
go out on March12, andthere-
sult will be announced on June
28.

The main declared candidates
are Ron Todd, identified with
the left, and George Wright,
identifiedwiththeright wing.

Others are George Hender-
son, Mick Martin, Marie Pat-
terson, and Todd Sullivan.
John Freeman and Larry Smith
have withdrawn in favour of
Todd, and Alex Kitson and Bill
Morris have also withdrawn.

John Cousins (son of former
T&G general secretary Frank)
was spokenofasa likely candi-
date, but has taken a job as gen-
eral secretary of the non-TUC
Clearing Banks Union. Hehas
endorsed Todd.

The contest will be far from a
model of lively, open politics.
Toddinsists that he is not a left
candidate, but a candidate of
continuity. Wright insists that
he is not a right-wing candidate
and has nopolitical differences
with Todd. Both Wright and
Todd have shown themselves
well able to sell out struggles.

Butit will certainly be a left/
right battle. As secretary of the
Wales TUC, Wright distinguish-
ed himself with a document, ‘A
Social Plan’, advocatingincomes
policy and cooperation with the
employers.

Whether he likes it or not,
Toddis thecandidateofthelet.
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Join the LabourParty.
Write to: The Labour
Party, 150 Walworth
Road, London SE17
1JT.
Subscription is £7 per
year, £2 unwaged. SOp
OAPs. wsFee
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wHealth Fightback 84a

Whythe
rich live {|
longer

THErich get a better deal than the poor from the NHS. Theyget less disease and theylive longer than workingclass people.Socialists have been saying this for years. And the BlackReport makesit official.
The Black Report was produced by a workinggroup underSir Douglas Black, set up in 1977 by David Ennals, secretaryof state for Social Services in the last Labour government.The group didn’t report until 1980, by which time anembarrassed Patrick Jenkin had replaced Ennals at the DHSS.

 

  
a
enna

ee
eee
enna
eee
eeeeee

He was so embarrassed that he only published 260 copies ofthe Report — on an August Bank Holiday!
But this Tory attempt at a

cover-up backfiredandled to awide discussion of the Report
at union and Labour Partyconferences in 1981 and its
publication as a paperback a
year later.

The Black Report’s recom-
mendations now form the
basis of Labour’s policy for the
NHS.

The Report’s main finding
wasnotonlythat30 years after
the NHS wasset up to provide
equalcare forall, the profes-sional and executive classes(i.e. thebosses) were getting abetter deal than manual and
white-collar workers.. Black
also found that the gapbetween them is getting
worse.

;The best way to judge the
health of any society is by the
death rate (the number of
deaths per thousand of thepopulation). In most of the
Western world the death ratehas beenfalling for well over100 years, and that is the casewhether you’re a miner or theChairman of the NCB. What
thatmeansis that more people
are living longerlives.

But the death rate forlawyers, accountants, manag-ing directors, etc., has beenfalling much faster than the
rate for skilled and unskilled
workers.

In real terms thismeans that
the child of an unskilled
worker is three times morelikely to die before its firstbirthday than the child of a

&

    

 
    

 

 

By Dewi Lewis
professional. The child of askilled or white-collar workeris ‘only’ twiceaslikelyto die.This tremendousdifferencecarries on well into adult life
— working class boys are tentimes more likely to die fromaccidents involving fire, falls
or drowning, than upperclassboys.

Don’t worry too muchthough — if you make it to
your forties and fifties yourchancesbegin to even up. Thatis unless you're daft enoughtobe born in Knowsley, Hackney
or Salford. It comes as no sur-prise that, excluding innercity areas, ‘‘the healthiest
part of Britain appears to bethe southern belt below aline drawn across the countryfrom the Wash to the BristolChannel.” (p.57).

For once women get thebest deal — men are twice aslikely to die at any age. Work-ing class women, though, have
more unwanted pregnanciesand makelessuseof post- and
ante-natal care.

The Report goes on inhorrendousdetail to show howworking class adults are much
more likely to suffer fromserious illnesses such as
cancer, heart and lung disease
and also howtheygetless outof the NHSto cope with dis-
ease: ‘'Higher income groupsknow how to make better useof the Service: they tend to

  
   

  
  

 

 
 receive more specialist atten-tion; occupy more of the beds

in better equipped and betterstaffed hospitals . .
.’’ (p.76).They also spend longertalking to their GPs (after allthey probably play golf toge-ther).

Internationally, British
death rates compare badlywith Holland and Scandinavia
and France and Germany arebeginning to open up a gap.This reflects governmenthealth spending per head ofpopulation — £123 in Britain
in 1977, but £280 in France
and £450 in Sweden.

What must really have hithome with the Tories was that
the Report points thefinger atpoverty as the cause ofthisinequality.

Death rates in Europe have
reached their lowest point inthe history of human society,and this is mainly due to anincrease in standards of livingand improvements in publichygiene. The separation ofdrinking water supplies from
sewage systems has probablydone a lot more than the BCGvaccination could ever do toeliminate disease.

But this doesn’t explain thebig inequalities that—still
exist. Part of the answer isthat standards of living mayhave gone up, but westill
haveboring, low-paid jobs andincreasing unemployment,both of which cause stresswhich has a major. effect
on health.  

   

 And because working classchildren get a poorer educa-
tion than the middle class,they are less able to use the
NHS to their advantage when
they do fallill.

If every smokerwere fo give
up smoking for example, it
would probably cause the
single biggest drop in the
working class death ratepossible. Whydon’t they? The
report points out that they are
not likely to unless the stress
which leads to smoking (anddrinking and taking valium)is
removed.

In particular, Black pro-
poses ‘an anti-poverty strat-egy’ which would increase
social spending by over £300
millions in the first year and
more in the following years.Apart from big increases in
the level of state benefits, it
proposed free school meals,full nursery provision, shelter-
ed housing for the disabled,screening programmes for
cancer and heart disease, acci-dent prevention programmes,and an anti-smoking cam-paign.

A special action programmewould take in the ten areaswith the highest death rate.Within the NHS budgetemphasis would move from
cure to prevention.

Patrick Jenkins’ response
to the Black Report was,predictably, that this level ofspending was ‘‘quite unreal-istic’’. He was not interested
in making life longer andhealthierfor the working class
— why should he whencapit-alism has a massive reservoirof unemployed labour to draw
on, picking and choosing thehealthiest specimens anddumpingtherestinto the dust-bin ofthewelfare state?

The proposals contained inthe Black Report are detailedand wide-ranging. Theytouch on areas such as mentalillness, physical and mentalhandicap and so on which |have not dealt with becausethey deserve separate discus-sion. Hopefully we can beginthat discussion in SocialistOrganiser and broaden it totake in areas such as preven-tion versus cure, alternativemedicine, subjects which have
appearedbrieflyin the ScienceColumn.

Our responseassocialists toTory and Labour spending cutsin the NHShas been far toonegative. If we are to convincepeople that the NHSis worthdefending we need to gobeyond what we already haveand fight for what we need —

2 socialist health service.

 
 
 
 
 
  
  
    
 
 
 
 
 
   

 

cut back severely.
ders’ pickets clash withpolice outside Stospital, London,

 
Hospital buildinghas been

 

Privateprofit
takes a bite

DISTRICT Health Authorities
are obliged to submit plans forprivatising cleaning, cateringand laundry services by the endof themonth.

Implementingthoseplanswilltake time. But the governmenthasinstructed health authoritiesthat they must hive off these
services if the private tenders
are cheaper than having theworkdone by NHSstaff.

Private contractors will offercheaper work — by imposing
worse pay and conditions ontheiremployees.

In Medway Health Author-ity, for example, ExclusiveCleaning has won contracts forfour hospitals already.They will employ differentstaff for weekends, to avoidpaying higher rates for weekendwork. They'll give four weeks’sick pay instead of six monthsundertheNHS.Holidays will beshorter. It is not clear whetherthe union will be recognised.The hoursin which to do the jobwillbe cut by 53%!
Such methodswillalso mean a

worseservicefor patients.Cheltenham Health Districtdid a survey on its privatisedlaundryservices. 84% of pillows
were rejected as inadequatelycleaned, and 73% of sheets!

As a next stage, the govern-ment proposes to contract outspecialised operationsto privatehospitals.
But there are already many

ways in which private profitloots the NHS.
Consultants use NHS facili-ties for private practice. Theprivate medical insuranceschemeshave had somedifficul-ties lately, but their generaltrend is certainly upwards. By1983, 65% of managers inBritish companies were getting

private medical insurance as afringe benefitwith theirjobs, asagainst 44% in 1978.
Drug companies make about£300 million profit each yearfrom the NHS.
And the principle of » freehealth service is also undercutby increasing health charges.The Tories have increased pre-scription charges from 20p to£1.40 and in October 1982 theyintroduced charges for ‘over-

seas’ patients. 



  
 
ON A FIRST glance at the
Tories’ public spending plans,
published last week, it looks as
if the health service has escaped
cuts.

According to the Tories,
healthwill get a one per cent per
year real increase in spending.
But in fact that means substan-
tial cuts.

The true figure, according to
NUPE, is a 2'2%per year real
cut. Their estimate is confirmed
by Roy Griffiths, chair of the

  

TORIES PLAN
government’s inquiry into NHS
management, who hes told the
government to reckon on so-
called ‘‘efficiency savings’’ of
3 to 4 per cent per year.

An apparent increase in
spending means a real cut
because the increase in the
number of old people, and
changes in medical technology,
automaticallypush upthecostof
the health service. More
advanced methodsof treatment
mean thatpeople survive expen-

‘Health

SINCEthegovernment announ-
ced a newroundof health cuts
last autumn — directly demand-
ing job cuts for the first time —

a lot of new campaigns have
developed against thecuts.

Locally, activists have peti-
tioned, leafleted, and lobbied

Authority|meetings.
Unionshave issued leaflets and
pamphlets. The Labour Party
has sent a campaign ambulance
round thecountry.

All this is useful — but it is
only a preparation for the sort
of action that will defeat the
Tories.

Hayes Cottage Hospital and
Northwood and Pinner Hos-
pital, in West London, won a

reprieve from closure_last

sively ratherthan dying cheaply.
242% doesn’t seem very

much. But in a service where a
lot of the costs are fixed, it
means severe cuts at “what
Tories see as ‘‘themargin’’.

Hospitals are closed or run
down. In London alone over 50
hospiiais are underthreat.Acci-
dent and emergencyservices are
centralised in a few large hos-
pitals so that patients have
further or further to travel. New
hospitals are built and then

MORE

December. Both hospzais mac
a lot of support in their x<ca
communities — but that is nce
whatdecidedit.

The reprieve was won bythe
workers occupying their
hospitals.

Workers at Thornton View
Hospital in Bradford are also
occupying. They have taken
control and said they will not
budge. They will not allow the
hospital to be run down or
patients to be moved out:

Occupations are powerful —

but they also need back-up
through pledges from workers in
other hospitals and other indus-
tries to strike in support if the
occupationis raided.

Privatisation too needs to be
fuught by direct action. At All
Saints Hospital in Medway,
domestic staff struck for five
weeks last November and
Decemberagainst privatisation.

They didn’t win — partly
becauseof aninitial weakness in
their action. They were fighting
for an in-house tender to be
accepted as against the private
tenders, rather than for full-

CUTS
kept in mothballs because there
is not enough money to run
them. °

Health service workers are
kept on low pay. Jobs are cut:
the TUC estimates that at least
13,000 jobs will have been lost
among directly employed staff
between September 1982 and
March 1984.

Not only ancillaries, but
increasing numbers of nurses
and doctors, are left on thedole.

AIMS: BREAK UNIONS, BOOST PROFITS
THE Government’s currentesti-
mate of the total cost of waging
the Falklands war, and main-
taining ‘Fortress Falklands’ up
to 1986-7,is £3 billion.

The TUC’s proposals for
health spending, which would
maintain and slightly improve
the service, require about £2
billionextra above government
estimates between 1983-4 and
1985-6.

So the reason for healthcuts is
not lack of money. The Tories
just choose to spend the money
elsewhere.  
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The aim of their cuts and
privatisation programmeis two-
fold.

Firstly, to. shift resources
from public service to private
profit. Already they have per-
haps doubled theaveragerate of
profit in British industry. It
still remainslow by international
standards:so theypress on.

Their second aim is to break
thepowerof thetrade unions. In
manufacturing industry, the
anonymous forces of economic
slump have donea large part of
the job for them: with factories

 
 

   

  

 

shutting, jobs disappearing, and
the dole queue getting longer,
shop stewards’ organisation has
beenseriously weakened.

But even in the worst-hit
sectors, like shipyards, union
organisation is still strong
enoughto give the Tories a very
roughride.

And in the public services
employment has held up rela-
tively well. Shop stewards’
organisation has probably
increased.

Privatisation opens up the
public services workforce to

attacks on jobs, pay and condi-
tions. It splits up a single,
unionised workforce into frag-
ments — each with their own
separate pay rates and condi-
tions — and thusclears the way
to break up union organisation.

It fits in with the anti-union
laws, which makepracticallyall
industrial action unlawful unless
it is against your own employer.
Where some workers in a hos-
pital are employed by the NHS,
andothersbya varietyof private
contractors, solidarity action
between them thus becomes
unlawful.

Socialist Organiser no.167 February 23 1954 Pes. =

to discussin detail
ise and extend
action.

Socialist
policy

A HEALTHservice freely avail-
able to all is a socialist principle.
But the NHS is moulded and
shapedbyits capitalist environ-

 

 

ment.
The service is cut and

trimmed under pressure from
the drive for private profit. And
inside the NHS the set-up is
highly hierarchical andelitist.

The District Health Author-
ities have someindirectly elec-
ted members, but the majority
are appointed by the govern-
ment. And the Tories want to
move towards more centralised
and ‘businesslike’ management.

A socialist policy for the
health service should start by
eliminating all charges’ to
patients. It should get rid of
private medicine, and nation-
alise the drug companies with-
outcompensation.

Money should be taken from
the profiteers and the military
to make sure that the health
service is adequately funded.

The service should be shifted
towards health education and
preventive medicine, and
brought under democratic
control by workers and_local
communities.

  
Health Fightback 84am

, Organising for
direct action

THIS Saturday. 25th, the Health Fightback 84 conference meets in Bradford (Community
Buildings. Bradford University. Great Hordon Road, 11am to 5pm). It is open to all health
workers and to labour movementdelegates.

It has been called by the hospital occupation committees at Thomton View (Bradford).
Hayes. and Northwood & Pinner. Its aim ts to spread the lessons of those struggles — to help
organise real action. not just protest speeches. against the cuts. :

 

 THINGS TO COME
THE SHAPEof things to come
in the health service was reveal-
ed by a ‘consultative paper’
published by the Oxford Region-
al Health Authority in October
1982.

Its proposals included:
*A ‘qualifying period’ for

people moving into the area
before they received any but
emergency NHScare.

*Charges for
hospital.

*Cutting down accident and
emergency services so that not
everyone would have access to
them.

*Closure of all hospital for
thementallyhandicapped.

*Extensive use of volunteer
labour for ancillary services in
hospitals.

staying in
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By Paddy Dollard

‘END THE USE OF
PERIURERSIN

NORTHERN IRErN  
0

“$A.
tah

JOAN Maynard MPsaid last week that the word ‘terrorist’
does not accurately describe the IRA.

 
   2

The vicious outcry with which the press responded proves
how much they value the misleading ruling-class propaganda
tags with which they colour their ‘news’ reporting and misre-
present opponentsof the status quo.

In truth the IRA are the militia of an oppressed commun-
ity. Their central tactic is neither isolated attacks on promi-
nentindividuals,zor the blanket terror against a whole popula-
tion which the British Armypractises in Catholicareas.

Joan Maynard spoke at a press conference (above) to pro-
test at the continuing use of bribed and coerced informersin
Northern Ireland to put Republicans behindbars.

Some INLA prisoners say they will start a hunger strike in
April in protest at ‘supergrass justice’ in Northern Ireland.

Left to right: Betty Duggan, Deirdre McManus, Cathy To-
hill,Joan Maynard, Helena Kennedy,, and Jim Falconer.

  

 
 to the Gulf

HAVING been forced to reconsider their
role in one part of the Middle East, the
imperialist powers prepare for intervention in
another.

The figh
rebel Muslim militias.

The fighting has also intensified in the
three-and-a-half year old Gulf war between
Iran andIraq.TheIranian Islamic governmenthas threatened to shut the Straits of Hormuz,through which about one-third of all Western

ting continues in Lebanon and the
Lebanese army faces total collapse before

increasing.

oil supplies pass, if its oil reserves are threat-
ened in the war. With the new turn in thefighting, the chances of iran doing so are

It seems that the US and Britain are pre-paring to intervene in the Gulfif thishappens.Both countries are moving ships closer to the
Straits of Hormuz.

Hence USrecriminations against Britain
for supplyingmilitary‘spare parts to Iran.

The labour movement must oppose anysuch intervention by the US and British
governments.
 Why Lebanon exploded
LEBANON is a small country
with a bewilderingvariety of relig-
ious and ethnic groups — Maron-
ite and Greek Orthodox Christ-
ians, Sunni, Shi’a and Druze
Muslims, Kurdish and Armenian
national minorities.

The political system estab-
lished with the 1943 National
Pact gave a built-in majority to
the Christians and was organised
in such a way that the only form
of representation thatexisted was
religiously based.

The system discriminated
against the Muslim communities
but especially the Muslim poor.It was dominated by an alliance

 By Clive Bradley
between Maronite and Sunni
Muslim capitalists as traditional
leaders -getting rich on the com-
mercial basis of the Lebanese
economy.

Huge belts of misery surroun-
ded the major towns, especiallyBeirut, side by side with fantas-
tic luxury.

Lebanon became a base for
the Palestinian guerrillas after the
Six Day War of 1967 and became
the main base after the guerrillas
were driven out of Jordan in
1970.

 

 

Reagan steps
up armaments

THE Reagan administration has
just submitted for approval to
Congress the annual research
and development budget of
the Federal government. The
total is $53 billion(£38 billion)of
which 60% is allocated to
defence.

The huge defence allocationis
almost entirely to cover the
development costs of the
weaponstheReagan administra-
tion requiresfor its latest rearm-
amentdrive.

The moneyis to help finance
the MX missile (nicknamed
‘‘The Peace Maker’’), the new
X-1 bomberand the submarine-
launched Trident II missile.
Another area to receive hugefunding is the ‘‘strategicdefence initiative’’ more com-
monly known as the Star Wars
Venture. *

Next year $1.7 billionis to be
spent on laser beam and anti-
satellite weaponry. This alone is ‘Become a supporter of the Socialist

Organiser Alliance —- groupsare establi-shed in most large towns. We ask £1.50 a
month minimum (20p unwaged) contri-

.

bution from supporters.

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

Address .......cccccsesscssscesserseeeeeWOheweenee

sea veeeronnnensonscenscersuscosssenssussedenssasencsee

Send to Socialist Organiser, 28
Middle Lane, LondonN8 8PL. i

twice the money spent on agri-cultural research and seven
times that spent on environ-
mentalresearch.

The construction of the
budget has ensured that the
defence allocations will enjoy
real growth over and above the
inflationrate whilethereverse is
true for most areas of purelynon-military research. The only
non-military projects not to
suffer serious curtailments are
ones of so-called prestige,mainly NASA space explora-
tion and high energy particlephysics.

Congress could of coursedrastically revise the research
and development budget but
almost certainly it will be con-
tent to make a few amendments,leaving it essentially intact. it
seemsunlikelyon its past record
to turn off the financial tap for
Reagan’s wardrive.
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WORLD Paraguay 
BRIEF
Angola

Sam Nujoma,leader of the Nam-
ibian liberation movement
SWAPO,has declaréd that the
agreement made between An-
gola and South Africalast Thur-
sday, 16th, will not halt the
movement’sstruggle.

South Africacontinues to rule
over Namibia although its auth-
ority was supposed to derive
from a League of Nations man-
date which has been repudiated
by the UN. Neighbouring
Angola provides bases for
SWAPO — buthas been harass-
ed by South African invasions
and by theSouth African-backed
Unita guerillas.

Following South  Africa’s
biggest invasion so far, in Dec-
ember-January, Angola has
formed a joint commission with
South Africato oversee the with-
drawal of the apartheid state’s
forces from Angola. US diplom-

 

‘ atic pressure seems to have
played a large part in gettingthis agreement, and the US will
send observers to assist the
commission. .

South Africahas also tried to
secure another flank by an
agreement with Mozambique,
announced on February 20.
Tt wants Mozantbique to clampdown on ‘bases of the African
National Congress (a black
South African movement). The
pressure on Mozambique is the
activities of the South African
backed. ‘Mozambique Resist-
ance Movement’, and terrible
economiccrises.

KILLING, arbitrary imprison-
ment andthetorture ofcitizens
is normal police practice in
Paraguay under the ‘‘state of
seige’’ decree which has beenin
force since Alfredo Stroessner
seized power30 years ago.According to reports received
by the human rights organisa-
tion Amnesty, night torture
sessions take place in a police
annexe in Asuncion, known as
the ‘‘laboratory’’. Political
suspects are reported to have
been beaten, whipped, givenelectric shocks withcattle prods,had their heads held under
water polluted with excrement,been hung by the ankles, and
confined to cramped boxes for
long periods.

Amnesty knowsof 50politicalprisoners now being held in
Paraguay.

‘Torture andill-treatmentare
notrestricted to political prison-ers’? Amnesty International
said, ‘‘we are increasingly
concerned at reports that
prisoners held for non-political
reasons are being tortured in
attempts to force them to signincriminatingstatements, which
may form the basis of prosecu-tion.”’

Argentina
ACCORDING to the Obser-
ver last Sunday, 19th,
“Britain and Argentina are on
the verge of an agreement to
normalise relations after the
Falklandswar”.

For sure informal discus-
sions are underway. And it
seems that the Argentine
government has droppeditsprevious insistence thatsover-
eignty over the islands be on
the agenda of any more
formaltalks. It asks only that
sovereignty not be excluded
from theagenda.

Argentina’s immediate
objectives are removal of the
150-mile exclusion _zone
around the islands, and
replacement of British forces
there by a UN force, or at
least a halt to the British

 

military build-up.
Britain’s first demands will

be: normalisation of trade
relations and an end toArgentine government super-vision over British companiesin Argentina, and reintroduc-
tion of air and sea links
between Argentina and the
islands.

Baluka
THERE is no new informa-tion, from Poland, as we go to
press, on the Solidarnoschungerstrikers in four of the
country’s majorprisons.They have been on hungerstrike since December 5

>demanding political prisoner
Status andbetterconditions.Among them is the Trot-skyist Edmund Baluka,jailedfor founding the PolishSocialist Party of Labour,

wee:""" ononomon 
This pamphlet tells the
story of the victimisation
of Socialist Organiser sup-
porter Alan Fraser and
howthefight to defend
him wassold out by the
union officials. 25p plus
postage from 75 Free-
mantle Close, Basingstoke.

 

The Maronites who had a close
relationship with French imperial-ism, saw themselves as different
from other Arabs and were hostile
to the Arab nationalist sentiment
which swept the Middle East in
the ’50s and ’60s.

Consequently they were
hostile to the Palestinian presencewhile the Muslim community
tended,if only tended, to supportthe Palestinians.

- After 1969, when the right of
the Palestinian guerrillas to exist
as an armedforce in Lebanon wasestablished, sections of the
Muslim community formed close
links with the different Palestin-
ian organisations. They were
armed and trained by the Pales-
tinians to resist attacks from the
gangster-like militias of right-wing Maronite groups of the
Falange party of the Gemayelfamily.

Israeli raids into southern
Lebanon forced thousands of
mostly Shi’a to flee to the north,swelling the belts of misery.

In 1975 all the central
tensions that existed explodedinto civil war in which some50,000 people were killed. It
was a war in which the Maronitemilitias, especially the Falange,
were attempting to maintain
their domination, or failing that,partition Lebanon along sectarian
lines.

The Falange were mostlybacked by the Israelis, althoughthe Syrian invasion of 1976 was adeliberate attempt to prevent the
imminent defeat of the right wingforces.

Because of the sectarian
nature of the Lebanese system,and because of the strength of
traditional leaders amongst the
Muslims, the conflict becameincreasingly a sectarian, relig-

.iously based one. In 1976 theMuslim-dominated LebaneseNational Movement dropped its
anti-sectarian programme, unable
to see a way out of the situation
as it had developed.

Lebanon was effectively par-titioned between rival militias
and areas of Syrian occupation,with the South run by theright-wing, Israeli-backed MajorHadad whodied a few weeksago.The Israeli invasion of 1982
as in 1978, was an attempt todestroy the PLO and instal a
more stable, i.e. pro-Israeli,pro-imperialist government dom-
inated by the Falange Party.The conflict now is
communally based. AsJumblatt, leader of the s0-called Progressive SocialistParty (actually a capitalist partybased on the Druze community)

still
Walid

» put it last week, “The trouble
_

with our country is that all ourleaders are warlords and god-‘fathers and I am one of them.”
The unity established betweenthe Muslims and Palestinians,always tefuous, has been severelydamaged. The Islamic fundamen-talist Amal militia has alwaysbeen anti-Palestinian.
Right now it is the Muslims,especially Amal and the PSP,who are threatening the aims ofthe imperialist powers. For anend to the sectarian conflict, aconcerted fight against the warlords and godfathers on bothsides is desperately needed.



    leader ZbigniewBujak published

Where wewent wrong
_the Union’s strategy directly after 13 December1981 did not include a call for ake. Had the Gdansk Shipyard announced a date for a strike for the spring, this wouldhave posed a very great and real threat to the authorities(even though suchastrike might not,necessarily,have occurred).

Asa consequence, Lech might well have had theopportunity to conduct various negotiations (withthe authorities) — particularly because, at thetime, everythingpointedto the fact that they were
eagerto negotiate.

Our second mistake was that our performancebefore the Union’s delegalisation (martial law),
wastoo feeble. Actions considerably stronger thanthose that took place on 31 August 1982 wereessential after it becameclear in the summerthatSolidarnose would be dissolved. Calls for furtheractivities, including an eventual strike, weremissingpriorto thedelegalisation.

I say thatthiswas a mistake becauseat thetime,
a huge massprotest mght have saved theUnion.Andnow,whatis our greatest weakness?

Weare, firstly — a union operating under-ground; secondly — a union functioningin a situa-tion of economic decline; thirdly — a union exist-ing in an unlawfulstate; fourthly — a union in acountry of limited sovereignty.As a consequence of operating underground,the Union’s basic task has to be to retain organis-ational andideologicalcontinuity.
The tragic economic situation necessitates anall-important protest in defence of those earningthe least, aimed at forcing the authoritiesto reachinto reserves, e.g. to limit their expenseson milit-

ary aimsand on theapparatusofforce.
Unlawfulness, in turn, imposes a struggle forthe freeing ofpolitical prisoners, as well as for anindependent judiciary, ‘social arbitration, and

press freedom.
Finally — the lack of sovereignty. The imposi-

_

tion of martial law provedfinallythat an indepen-dent union movementcannot exist in an undemo-
cratic state. In order to rebuild the independentunion movement, we must, above all, win demo-
cratic principles for functioningofthestate.

All the states and societies in the Bloc wereforced to perform on a stage erected by Moscowbut whatis played and howstill remains largely asovereign decision. 13 December 1981 proved thatthe rulers of the Polish People’s Republic do notplay theirown roles, but those ordered on thembyMoscow.
It is our task to force them to act in compliancewith Poland’s interests, and not only with those of

the Bloc. The Union can, for example, exert aconsiderable influenceon thecessation of thearmspolicy.
All this points to the politicisation of Solidarnosc.
Is it not, then, time to begin forming politicalparties?

Under the present circumstances, by existingand operating underground, the Union identifies
itself far better with the organisational form of the
nation than it did before the imposition of martiallaw. Now is the time for united activity and
commonaims.

It’s no accident that no important politicalparties have arisen — the most that has happened
is that some programme declarations have
appeared.It is, however, probable that different
political directions will become concentrated
around different parties in the future. That will be

 
 

      

       

 
 

a Poland today’is a new pamphlet by Magda 5i Zalewska, Henryk Gawinski,and John Taylor, 5published by the Polish Solidarity Campaign. 50p iE plus postage from PSC, 186 Avenue Road,
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‘SolidarityUnderground: Free trade unionism in 4

By ZbigniewBujak}

a time of divisions, since there are many different
currents withinthe Union.
Regarding the most current problems, one periodof people emerging from hiding has now ended
andanotheris only just beginning,while the greattrials are beingputoff

. . .

Theauthoritiesfailedin theirattempts to induce
people to come out of hiding. The amnesty wassupposed to have demobilised the opposition; tohave smashedtheUnion andits structures. It was

 
  

 

and EdmundBaluka.

From aninterview with Solidarnosc
in the ‘Voice of Solidarnosc’bulletin

  

a political idea that was combined with policemethodsofintimidation, and it resulted in only afraction of a percentage of active people actuallyturning themselvesin.
It’s obvious that the authorities are afraid to

hold thetrials now.
I'd like to mentionherethatthepoliticalprison-

ers have a wona greatvictory, in that prison has
ceased to be an effective instrumentof intimidat-
ing society. This is due principally to the uncom-

ih)

Above:a Solidarnosc demonstration in August 198]. Left and aboveleft: solidarity demonstrations in

  
   
 

Picketat Lenin shipyard in Gdan:

promising stanceof the internees — andlater tprisoners; to their refusal to sign loyalty oaths a
to agree to emigration.
After the price rises, the next highly imports
matter concernstheelections — if these take pla
at all. What is the TKK’s standpoint in regardthem?

The TKKwillannounceitsofficial position aft
the authoritieshave madetheirdecisions.

I can, however, give you my current -persorviewsonthismatter.
The elections both to the Sejm and to Natior

Councils at all levels should, above all, be be
cotted. The boycott should be direct; it should n
involve any combinations with election card
deletions or additions. Quite simply — we don’t jto the electionsatall.

We must not allow ourselves to be decieved |
any democratisation of the electoral law, howevsuperficially far reachingit may be.

When noindependentorganisation has eith
accessto the media or any possibilityof conduc
ing its own election campaign and informaticactions, no electoral law, however seemingdemocratic, will provide even the slightest possilility for us to introduce any larger numberofind:
pendentcandidates.

Twothingsare importantin the preparations fe
the elections. Firstly, we are striving to create ot
ownelection campaign. A boycott is not enough -

it must be quite clear what programmeis suppo!ted by those who do not participate in the elec
tions.

Secondly, the control of the elections is aimportant element of the preparations. Thes
elections, carried out in the currentpolitical situs
tion, will figure as one of the most important elec
tionsin thepost-warhistory of Poland — as impor
tant as those held in 1947. There is no doubt tha
they will constitute a very refined attempt «duping society. The control of their results jcurrently the Union's most difficult undertaking.In this respect, we await help from everyoneincludingtheChurch.
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TheofficialSerpell report tabulated Tory options Jor British Rail — the most extreme of which was foraskeleton system linkingonly a few majorcities
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ASLEFpickets fighting against theflexi-rostersystem

emmyVoel Hibbertwrites on

 

THE “Omega Project” is the name of the Tory Party’s real
manifesto. Devised by the Adam Smith Institute,it is the blue-
print and master plan forevery single privatisation project that
Thatcher has and will carry out during her tenure of power.Mrs Thatcher’s adviser Ferdinand Mount, is the key
man who links the Adam Smith Institute and its Omega Pro-
ject with the government departments whichissue the direc-

 
tives ordering closure and redundancy.

.

The railways are a major
target for dismemberment.In
attacking BR in preparation
for selling it off, the Tories
have adopted salami tactics,
chopping off, and closing
lines, bit by bit so as to avoid
a concentration of opposition
forces against them.

Last year they announced
the closure of the Swindon,
Horwich and Shildon engin-
eering workshops making
6,000 workers redundant.
These cuts were carried out
against the backcloth of a
reduction of 1000 jobs per ©

monthwithin the industry.
Whiat they really intend to

do is to privatise: the major
Inter-City routes and close
down as much of the net-
work aspossible.

Recently, even the Tory
editor of the RailwayGazette
said: “The frighteningtruthis
that the government no
longer cares whether the
trains go on running or not —

so long as railwaymen them-
selves shoulder the blame if
theystop.”

Blocked
The Tories have blocked

every attempt to rejuvenate
BR. Theyare even selling-off
the new technological innova-
tions developed by BR
Engineering Workshops!

Take the following
example. A few years ago
BRE Ltd, at the Technical
Centre in Derby, developed
the radical concept of “‘cross-
braced bogies”. This is the
mechanism that puts the tilt
into the Advanced Passenger
Train. But instead of this
being developed and putinto
mass productionin places like
Horwich and Shildon, the
Tories forced BRE to farm
production out to the
Gloucester Railway Carriage
and Wagon Company.

This undermines the long-
term future of the workshops
and guarantees that any‘profits obtained from this
project will end up not in
public funds but in the
coffers of private financiers.

The virus of ‘denationalisa-
tion’ is now spreading to the
BR wagon fleet. BR execu-
tives state quite openly that
up 10 40% of the toral UK
rai frewght stock will he in

private hands in 1986,
compared with 20% at
present. It is also thought
there will be 25,000 private-ly owned wagonsin the net-
work by 1986, compared
with 17,000 today.

So where will the extra
8,000 wagons come from?

Back-hand
You’ve guessed it. They'll

be back-handed to private
companies. This is the major
factor behind the redundan-
cies in the Engineering Work-
shops. Hence the Tories are
using a number of combined
devices to tighten the screw
on BR and the unions and
prepare the ground for an
auction.

Indeed, Sir Alfred
Sherman, former Director of
the Centre for Policy Studies,
told The Guardian recently:

“British Rail mirrors
British society. Anachronis-
tic, wasteful, shabby, epilep-
tic, it not only has resisted
change but inhibited analysis
of the causes of its short-
comings.

“Successive governments
have postponed root-and-
branch appraisal of the rail
problem and instead thrown
large amounts of moneyatit,
tens of millions in subsidies
and write-offs.”

The real roots ofcollapse,however, stem not from
“oversubsidisation” but from
under-capitalisation. The
story of the Advanced Pass-
enger Train (APT) provesthis.

It has had only a measly
£43.4 million spent on it over
a decade (only 12% of BR
investment) and has still to
come into service. By con-
trast, in France the more 

_ Asset-:
_ Britisk

perceptive capitalists of
Giscard’s government spent
£800 million on their own
“La Grande Vitesse” high
speed train. This was con-
ceived after BR thought of
building the APT, but it is
now operational. BR’s APT is
six years behind schedule!

Similarly, the Japanese
capitalists have been much
moreefficient. Their “Bullet”
trains have been operating for
four years and are now being
introduced on a large scale
into the USA.

British Rail, the tortoise of
international railways, is
plodding along with a £43
million grant for the APT
when a minimum of £286
million would be needed to
build the 60 APTs, together
with the new track and
rolling stock thought neces-
sary. for modernising theInter-City routes.

The absurd factis that the
APT is a more sophisticatedhigh-technology unit than
either the Japanese or French
trains. The APT, if massproduced, would sell for £1
million less than the bullet
trains.

Newtrain
Moreover, Germanyis also

zooming ‘ahead with its own
train and is spending 15.5
million deutsch marks
between 1981 and 1990 onbuilding 614 kilometres of
new track and upgrading1970 kilometres of existingtrack for the newtrain.

In costs alone, the intro-duction of the APT plus mass
electrification would save
700,000 tonnes of fuel
annually. Indeed, it is esti-
mated that if all the Inter-
City routes were electrified,
BR would receive an extra
£30 million a
improved passenger business.

These figures come from
BRitself.

BRsays that for every 1%
improvementin journey time,there is a 2% rise in passen-
ger revenue. So workit out.
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Tory plans for 

stripping
. Rail

A serious programme of
nodernisation involving mass
slectrification and the
systematic introduction of
the APT on Inter-City routes
would start to attract back
large numbers of passengerswho nowuseprivatecars.

The basis is there for a
massive job creation pro-
ramme.Diesels

The 2,000 diesels built for
BR between 1956 and 1963
will be worn out by the mid-
1980s. So, leading economists
2stimate that “BR will need
up to 100 locos a year in the
medium term.” How many
locos were built last year? A
paltry 16!

Thus, whilst every other
major country is increasing
investment, building more
locos, carriages, and track,
the UK is going in the oppos-
ite direction. :

,

The Financial Times said
recently: “Rail transport in
the 1980s is forecast to
remain one of the few high
prowth areas for industrial
investment in the non-com-
munist world.”

Capital investment in
world railways (mostly the
USA and Western Europe)
exceeded £14.6 billion in
1980 — up by 22% compared
with 1979.
_ The UK was the odd one
out — investment went down.

And the Tories and the
BR Board tell us “We are in a
recession, the demand for
locos, wagons and coachesis
just not there any more.”

The facts give them thelie.

Track
In 1980, the world bought

over 1,000 new locos, 4,600
passenger coaches and 41,000
freight wagons. In the same
year 2% billion dollars was
spent on new track by West.
Germany, France andItaly to

name but three countries. In
contrast, the UK contribution
to the total was derisory:

RAILWAY INVESTMENT
IN 1980 (OUTSIDE THE
USA).

£ millions
West Germany 1,129
South Africa 785
France 740
Nigeria 534
Italy 476
Belgium 389
India 370
Spain 355
Britain 310
eee

This diabolical starvation
of funds has led to the
collapse of rail freight traffic
to an all-time low.

The percentage share of
freight carried by train has
declined from 42% in 1953 to
12% in 1979. ~~

In tonnage terms, BR
carried freight dropped from
25 billionkilometretonnes in
1965 to 19.9 billion kilo-
metre tonnesin 1978.

Europe
This was by far the great-

est fall in the whole of
Europe.

It is almost as if BR occu-
pied a different planet from
the rest of Europe. The total
for all European railway
freight rose from 433 billion
kilometre tonnes in 1965 to
535 kilometre tonnes in
1977.

In contrast to the British
government’s policy, the West
German government intends
to treble the volume of
freight transport carried by
rail by 1985. And France
spent £317 million on main-
tenance and new track in
1980. This exceeded Britain’s
total expenditure on all
aspects of railways(i.e. £316
million).

WORLD EXPENDITUREON
NEW TRACK1980

Nigeria
Italy
FranceHolland

‘Britain

£ millions
494.6
167.4
101.8
56.9

nil

Construct any league table
youlike on world investment
in any aspect of railways,
and you'll find Britain is at
the bottom.

British Rail is rapidly
losing passenger traffic at an
alarming rate.

Be
CHANGE IN PASSENGER
TRAFFIC1967-1979

Change %
USSR +83%
Denmark +77%
Italy +72%
Belgium +53%
France +40%
West Germany +28%
Britain -71%
ee

A recent report that came
out in support of railways
stated:

*Less than half of former
rail users switch to buses after
lines are closed.

/*That figure drops to one-
third after a short time.

*Only one in three con-
tinues to use the main line
network after their branch
line is closed.

.

As a result of closures
BR has lost “substantial
passenger business”, the 

report says. Indeed, 265
passenger services have been
cut by nearly a third.

“Inconvenience and hard-
ship has been caused to manypeople.” Car ownership also
increased as a direct result
of the closures — thusincreas-
ing road congestion and acci-
dents.

Yet the lying Tory govern-
ment argues that high labour
costs, “gross overmanning
and industrial troubles” are
responsible for the decisions
to cut the railways.

The Financial Times tells
a different story: recent
figures show that production
lost through ‘“‘industrial
troubles” fell from “486,757
man hours lost in 1978 to
25,328 man hours in 1979
alone.”

“As a result, the propor-
tion of repairs called for by
the BR Board from BRE
which were delayed, fell in
the case of locomotives from
7.8% in 1978 to zero in
1980; for wagons from 16%
to 5%.

The unions in BR have
supported productivity
drives, the introduction of
flexible rostering across the
board, and participated in the

 

Nowit’s thesamefightinBritishRail
processing of redundancy
programmes, yet the rail net-
work has seen no new invest-
ment.

The Tories still refuse to
move onelectrification.

1980 EXPENDITURE ON
ELECTRIFICATION

£ millions
52.1
52.0

France
Belgium
Spain 43.0
Britain 11.3

Nobody can denythatthe
demand for electrification is
there. The Railway Industry
Association (RIA) hasidenti-
fied 70 major projects for
companies in designing tech-
nology for electrification.
The total value of just 40 of
these schemes is reckoned by
the RIA to be worth £1.7
‘billionto UK industry.

In other words thousands
of jobs could be created if
only the government invest-
ed.

But
.

are the financial
resources there to be rediver-
ted? Yes.

 
Last year, £2.5 billion in

untaxed profits, interest and
dividends was exported by
multi-national companies
operating in the North Sea
oilfields. And that is only one
example.

How can Tory privatisa-
tion be blocked? :

Action
The only way is through

industrial action involving all
the unionson the railways.

Two lines of action need
to be followed.Firstly,union
branches, district and regional
committees, and national
executives. need to be com-
mitted to backing, paying for
and working for a determined
struggle to stop the planned
collapse of the industry.

Secondly, local action
committees need to be
formed in those localities
where closures are announ-
ced.

Action committees can
draw in both the workers
in the establishment, the
wider labour movement and
the community of rail-users
affected.

If there is another way
to stop the jobs drain — then
please tell me whatitis.
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Demonstrate against Reagan

REAGANis visiting Britain and: Ireland in June. On
June 7-9 he will join other heads of state for an
economic summit of OECD. In attendance besides
Thatcher will. be Mitterrand, Trudeau, Kohl, Naka-
sone, Craxi and, representing the EEC, Thorn.

Activists in the labour movementand the disarma-
ment movement should organise for a massive event
in June. The NUSalready supports action. Now we
need to win support and sponsorship from the rest of
the trade union and labour movement.

The visit comes just before the Euro-elections. We
should try and turn the demonstration into part of a
Europe-wide mobilisation against the warmongering
of Reagan, Thatcher and the rest of NATO. 

Youth say ‘jobs not bombs’
LEFT and Right clashed
throughout last weekend’s
YCND conference in Lon-
don, which was probably
the biggest YCND confer-
ence ever. Ninety local
youthgroups attended.

The conference came at
the end of a very difficult
period for YCND. The July
1983 YCNDconferencewas
declared invalidand theNC
elected from it was dis-
banded. In its place CND
set up an interim commit-
tee charged withorganising
theactivitiesof YCND,with
working out a structure for
the campaign and organis-
ing a recall conference.

Joan Ruddock, chair of
CND, opened the confer-

JOHN
HARRIS

ence with a speech knock-
ing down a paperdoll caric-
ature of Trotskyism. Then
conference discussed two
reports on the workings of
the interim committee.

The first, from Andrew
McIntyre and the right
wing majority on the com-
mittee praised its work. It
got the support of Annajoy
David, former vice-chair of
CND.

It was full of empty
assertions and told some
quite obvious lies. Thus,
for example: ‘‘thelast con-
ference we had attempted
to create new CND policy
on Central America.’’

This is simply not true.
The July conferencepassed

an emergency resolution
which committed Youth
CND to supporting a
demonstration against US .

intervention in Central and
Latin America. This
demonstration was held at
a time when there were two
US Fleets sailing off the
coasts of Central America
— both included nuclear
weapons in their armoury.
Therefore YCND acted
completely within CND
policy.

The main argument
behind Mclntyre’s report
was that what the CND
executive had done had
been necessary and YCND
should be grateful to the
CND Executive for .

for Class Fighter

 
Gerry Bates reports from
the Youth CND confer-
ence in Londonlast week-
end (February 18-19)
bn
steppingin.

With arguments like:
‘““We’ve got to get away
from this ideology of there
beinga bigbad CND execu-
tive out there.”’

But the majority of
YCND activists were un-
convinced by McIntyre. By
a margin of 130-87 the con-
ference voted to back the
other report on the interim
committee’s activities.
This came from Socialist
Organiser supporter Tom
Rigby.

The main argument of
Tom’s report was that the
CND executive didn’t need
to actas they had done and
that the results of their
actionshad beenbad. They
had hampered the task of
building YCND through
campaigning and mass
action and had imposed a
structure onto the youth
campaign withoutsufficient
consultation and involve-
ment from YCND activists
themselves.

Coming at the start of
the conference, this vote
was a major victory for the
left-wingwithinYCND,and

and
Socialist Organiser _sup-
porters in particular,
who have been the most
uncompromisingopponents
of the

_
political witch-

hunts withinthecampaign.
Unfortunately, this

victory did not completely
set the tone for the rest of
the conference. The group-ing around Andrew
McIntyre and Annajoy
David managedto hold on
to their considerable influ-
ence withinthecampaign.

Buttheleft won votes on
action. In particular, YCND
is committed to supporting
a major demonstration in
June against Reagan’s
visit to Britain. There will
be a week of action around
the theme ‘‘jobs not
bombs’’. A long march to
London by way of the

nuclear bases and
campsis planned,along the
lines of the old Aldermas-
ton marches.

The right managed to
block proposals for joint

peace

work withtheLabour Party
Young Socialists — but
onlyby a tiny margin.

Yet the teft had the
edgein the policy debates.
We won support for a
resolution which stated:
“Whilst defending our
character as a single-issue
campaign, Youth CND
thinks that CND should

' oppose the military inter-
vention of Britain and the
US in Grenada, Central
America and the Middle
East and explain that these
interventions are creating
wars thatbring the danger
of a nuclear holocaust
nearer.”’

The new YCND national
committee has three recog-
nised right wingers and
three left wingers sharing
the six - directly-elected
places.

This is bad but it was
avoidable. Almost certainly
theleft could have got four
people elected had we had
a unified left slate. But
Revolution Youth _

Socialist Action youth —
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would not agree on such a
slate, preferring to let an
extra right-wingerin.

All in all, the result of
theconferencewas a draw.

The key political argu-
ments — those about real
wars going on now, about
trade union and labour
movementactionand about
making links with issues
like unemployment— were
all won bytheleft.

But the election results,
and theway the conference
was organised shows.
that the right wing still
have considerable influ-
ence. Leading right
wingers were to be heard
beltind the scenes saying
thingslike ‘“We control the
campaign, so we can let
them pass whatever they
want. It’s us that have got
to carry it out.”’

That’s.a pretty fair com-
ment on the situation now
in YCND.

So the fate of YCND will
depend on the ability of
local groups to go out and
build the campaign along
the lines of the policy

.passed at Conference, and
on the abilityof the NC to
actas a real fighting leader-
ship and not a bureaucratic |

brake.



 

 

Gene Hackman, foannaCassi ly, ickNolte

“UNDER FIRE”
“I DON’T take sides, I take
pictures”, says the hero of
‘Under Fire’, war photo-
grapher Russell Price (Nick
Nolte).

He is a peeping tom, a
voyeur of-history not a parti-
cipantin it.

The film is about what
happens to his view of his
own place in the world when
he finds himself incivil. war
torn Nicaragua.

By 1979 almost the entire
Nicaraguan people were in re-
volt against the dictatorship
of the Somoza family,which
had held power for nearly.
50. years after grabbing it
withUS help in the 1930s.

The Somozas used their
control of the Nicaraguan
police state to treat the coun-
try as a corrupt private busi-
“ness concern.

Even the Nicaraguan bour-
geoisie couldn’t get their
snouts in Somoza’s trough, so
they joined the revolution.
What the Sandinistas spear-
headed in 1979 was a great
national revolt
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A scene from ‘Up Front’

against a.
zi ;regime of stark-naked gang- For example, Frice’s friend

 

sterism and corruption.
Price begins by taking pic-

tures but ends by taking
sides. He is repelled by the
brutal defenders of the
regime. He finds that his
photography is ngt neutral
whenhelearns thatphotos he
has taken of Sandinistas have
been used to finger them for
assassinationby the regime.

Whenhefinallytakes sides
he puts his professional skills
— and his reputation as well
— at the disposal of the
rebels to make war propagan-
da for them. He fakes a photo

“of a dead Sandinista leader to
back up the claim that heis
still alive.

Price is no longer a voyeur.-
Hesays: “‘Once in a while one
has to change history rather
thanjust recordingit’.

‘Under Fire’ is, of course,
made according to the well-
established pattern for popu-
lar adventure movies, with a
love triangle and so on.

But it skilfullyinterweaves*
its fictionalstory of Price and
two otherjournalists with the

_real events of the revolution.

 

 

 
 

Alex Grozier (Gene Hack-
man) is shot dead by trigger-
happy soldiers, and Price’s
photos of the event deal a
blow to the international
image of Somoza.

In fact trigger-happy sold-
iers did kill a journalist just
like that in 1979 — in front
of TV cameras...

People in the US and Eur-
ope who could see phots of
long lines of ‘native’ corpses
without bothering too much
about it began to pay atten-
tion.

As a women says in the
film after Alex Grozier has

been shot: ‘50,000 Nicara-
guans are dead: we should
have shot one US journalist
50 years ago”’.

This American film — dir-
ected by Roger Spottiswoode
who. is British — takes sides
with the people of Nicaragua
and with the Sandinistas ag-
ainst Somoza. This brave
stand by people who seem to
be honest liberals has madeit
a box-office flop in Reagan’s
America.

It ‘will be a shameif it isa
“box-officeflop in Britain too.
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Sunday 26th, 10.05pm, BBC}.
‘Everyman’presents ‘the mak-
ing of a torturer’ — Michalis
Petrou, who worked for the
colonels’ regime in Greece.

Sunday 26th, 10.20pm, BBC2:
‘My Brilliant Career’, film
based on a famous novel of
1901 about a young woman’s
life in Australia.

Sunday 26th, 7.15pm, Channel 4:
‘The World at War’ covers the
Warsawrising of 1944.

Monday 27th, 7.40pm, BBC2:
Third of a series on ‘The State-
less Nations’ (national minori-
ties in continental Western
Europe) — this one is on a
French-speakingpocket in
Italy.

Monday 27th, 11pm, Channef4:
‘Pictures of Women — Sexual-
ity.

Tuesday 28th, 10pm, BBC2: ‘The
Theatre of Dario Fo’ — about
the author of ‘Can't Pay?
Won't Pay’ and ‘The Accident-
al Deathof an Anarchist’.

Wednesday 29th, 6.30pm, Chan-
nel 4: ‘Flashback: on the
meanstest in the 1930s’.

Wednesday 29th, 10.55pm,-Chan-
nel 4: ‘Artificial intelligence’
— can machines think in the
same sense as humans, or can’t
they?
 

Orwell’s twin
BRIAN Inglis did the ‘Every-
man’ portrait of Arthur Koest-
ler (Sunday 19th), firmly claim-
ing Koestler for the mystics and
the credulous devotees of the
paranormal.

Fair enough, since Koestler’s
will endowed a chair for re-
search into the paranormal and
muchofhis writing overthelast
decadesattackedscience, or the
conventional wisdom about

.

science.
Someone in the programme

thought that these writings of
Koestler’s ‘‘may be a catalyst
for a newera in science’.

I wouldn’t know. ButI’ve al-
ways foundthe political Koest-
ler very interesting.

He is George Orwell’s twin,
the one whopersonally wallow-
ed in all the horrors that Orwell
turned up his fastidious truth-
seeking nose at, and recoiled
from, poisonedforlife.

A Hungarian Jew in Ger-
many, Koestler joined the Com-
munist Party in 1931, and re-
mained a member for seven
years. He went to Spain as a
journalist during the civil war,
was captured by the fascists,
and spent monthsin jail await-
ing execution.Liberal

Koestler, who worked for the
British Liberal paper the News
Chronicle, was eventually re-
leased. He broke with the Com-
munist Party in 1938, at thetime
of the third Moscow Trial, in
which Bukharin was the chief
defendant.

In facthe remained a Stalinist
for a long time after he broke
with the CP. His first novel,
‘The Gladiators’, published in
1939, tells the story of the great
slave revolt associated with the
name of Spartacus which shook
the Roman world in the year 73
BC.

His version of the story is a
parable on the experienceof the
Soviet Union. Spartacus is Stal-
in. The gladiatorial school in-
mates whose revolt triggers the
great movement of slaves are
theBolshevikparty.

The slaves found a ‘Sun City’
and those whoruleit are forced
more and more to live as the
ruling classes around them do.
Theyré fuse to aid otherslaves...
Tu majntain discipline, Sparta-

By Mick Ackersley
cus/Stalin becomes a tyrant. He
is forced to crucify his old com-
rades, including the dearly-
loved Oenamus, who is
Bukharin...

Finally, Spartacus and the
slave army abandontheir ‘Sun
City’ and go out to defeat and
slaughter at the hands of the
Romans.

It is a disgusting travesty,
awash with sentimental roman-
ticism,devoid of even thenotion
thatthe material interests of the
Stalin-led bureaucracy were
central to such things as the
Moscowtrials.

Yet Koestler’s great claim to
fame is as the novelist-psycho-
logist of Stalinism.

In his 1940 novel ‘Darkness
at Noon’, he plausiblyanswered
the question, ‘Why did they
confess?’ 
 

They confessed, says Koest-
ler, because they believed in
Stalin’s party.

The novel is as awash with
pseudo-dialectical goobledy-
gook about the Bolsheviks’ al-
leged philosophy of history as
‘The Gladiators’ is with roman-
ticism. The hero, ‘Rubashov’,is
a compoundfigure withmuch of
Bukharin in him, an old revolu-
tionary who confesses.

As an explanationof why men
like Zinoviev, Rykov, Rakovsky,
and others confessed, it is
idiocy. We now know that they
were tortured, demoralised over
many years, and blackmailed.
(Bukharin had a young wife and
a baby son...)

Yet history was to do a
strange thing to Koestler’s
travesty: it imitated it. Koestler
had anachronisticallyattributed
the psychology ofthe Stalin-
trained apparatchiks he knew in
the 1930s Comintern to the old
Bolsheviks who confessed in the
MoscowTrials.In 1948-52 there
were purgetrials of loyal Stalin-
ists in the East European states.
S-me of them did confess fo
(in part, anyway) the reasons
Koestler attributed to the old
Bolsheviks. For example, Lazlo
Rajk, former secretary of the
Hungarian CP, shouted ‘Long
live theparty’ on thescaffold.

In the 1940s Koestler became
a hysterical anti-Stalinist, and a
very influentialone. In the early
’50s, he left politics for science
and pseudo-science.

Murk
Muchofthedriving force that

led him to mysticism seems to
have been horror at the pseudo-
Marxist, pseudo-materialist
certainties associated with Stal-
inism. He himself truly said that
he had moved ‘from specious
certainty to groping in the
murk’. He could have shed the
specious certainty without sink-
ing as far into the murk as he
did.

For me Koestler’s political
writings, including his novels,
are an important part of the
spiritual, intellectual and psych-
ological record of a generation
who wentto Stalin and the USSR
for communism,and found such
horrors there as maimed them
for therest of theirlives.
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Half sheep, halfgoat

 

All mixed up
IN ancient Greek mythology, the Chimaera was an incongruous com-
bination of the front parts of a lion. the mid-parts of a goat and the
hind parts of a dragon. Modern Chimaeras tend to be a more random
mixture of different types of mouse or as recently announced,of sheep
and goats. And unlike the Greek Chimaera. theyactuallyexigg,

Most living things start out as
a mixing of material from two
parents via the sperm and ovum.
The parents are usually of the
same species, but may be of
different but closely related
species, in which case the off-
spring is called a “‘hybrid”’.

Chimaeras are a different sort
of mixture. Different embryos are
combined so that they develop as
one. The resulting creature has
the normal number of organs but
the cells that make it up will have
originated from different sets of
parents. The chimaera hasat least
twosets of parents.

Let’s now see how the recent-
ly unveiled geep or shoats were

.
created.

The researchers started with
embryos at the 4-cell or 8-cell
stage. This is when the original
fertilised egg has divided two or
three times. At this stage, each
cell could becomeany part of the
new organism ‘or could even
develop into a complete new
organism if separated from the
others (identical twins form in
this way).

They gently disrupted 3 sheep
embryos to separate their cells.
Then they added a goat embryo
and allowed the sheep cells to
join up again aroundthegoat
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embryo in the womb ofa ewe.
Normally. a sheep’s body would

-reject goat cells as being foreign
but these ones were surrounded
by sheep cells. The placenta
would have been madeentirely of
sheep embryo cells. so the
mother’s body would have
nourished the embryoas usual.

The problem of rejection has
held up research into chimaeras
of different species. Embryocells
of different species get on quite
well as they have not yet devel
oped immune defences but the
“mother’s*’ body will usually
reject foreign embryos causing
them to spontaneously abort.

Previous successful chimaeras
have been of the same species
(mice) or of closely related
species (also mice) capable of
hybridisation.

Goats and sheep do not pro
duce hybrids. All embryos spon
taneously abort. The current
breakthrough seems to depend on
the placenta being made of cells
of the same species as the
“mother”, whatever the rest of
the embryois madeof.

in the recently reported
experiments, sheep gave birth to
eleven lambs, one kid and seven
lamb-kids, while goats gave birth
to three kids, three lambs (of
which two were still-born) and
one kid-lamb.

In other words, not all the
chimaera embryos were born as
chimaeras. Most interesting were
the cases where a lamb was born
to a goat and vice versa, since the
placenta cells must have been
completely different -from the
embryocells.

The chimaeras usually looked
like sheep or goats but would
have patches of goat hair mixed
randomly with sheep’s wool. A
sheep-like head might bear goat's
horns or a goat's head might bear
ram’s horns.

If the outer layer of the
embryo wassheep cells, the skin,
brain and nerves would be
sheepish. while the guts and other
mternal organs might be goatish.

cations this might have
tthe animal. I don't  
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By Les Hearn

that one sex organ might produce
sheep sex cells while the other
goat. One chimaera behavedlike a
male goat, but its sperm wereall
deformed. If chimaeras are
produced which are fertile, they
will parent either lambs or kids.
Chimaera cannot beget chimaeras.

Making chimaerasis impressive
but notas impressive as producing
hybrid sheep/goats. However,
getting sheep to bear goats and
vice-versa is important and may
have implications for saving rare
species whose embryos could be
brought to term by foster-
mothers of a more common
species.

There are also lessons to be
learnt about how cells interact
during foetal development.
FOOTNOTE
Producing chimaeras is not an
example of genetic enginecring.
I'm still waiting for Russian
genetic engineers to clone a
mammoth, as was suggested a few
years ago.

Worries about human-ape
chimacras are prabably unfoun-
ded though human-human chim-
aeras are possible. Indeed. they
May Occur naturally. if two non-
rdenti bryos somehow

in the womb 
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Dismissing
Labour’s Left?

So ‘Fergus Ennis’ takes exception to: Briefing’s ‘new’ slogan,
‘Labour Take The Power’, and, far from damningit with faint
praise bludgeons your readers around the head with it to illu-
strate just how dangerousthiskind of stuff can be.

The slogan is accused of
‘creatingillusionsthat thingsin
he Labour Party are much

better than they are’’, ‘‘soften-
ing up a whole layer of the
Labour Left for Kinnockism”’
and much more.Pretty good for
four words which apparently:
nobody can ‘really’ understand.

Clearlycomrade ‘Ennis’ can’t
fathom it out at all. He patron-,
ises the readers of your paper
and those of Briefing by assert-
ing that to them the slogan can
only mean ‘Labour Take Office’
— whyshould he assumethat?

His patronising seems to
derive from his own dismissive
and sectarian attitude to. the
Labour Left — they -couldn’t
understand a_ revolutionary
slogan if it bit them.

Why shouldn’t those who are
exposed to the slogan, bearing
in mind thecontext in whichit is
placed — that is on the front
page of a publication not
renowned for its incipient
Kinnockism (despite the ‘wide
range of positions’ it adopts —

clearly debate is not something
that ‘Ennis’ is fond of) — be
just aslikely to interpretit to be
addressed to the lieutenants of
Labour demanding that they
‘Break with the bosses and take
the [real State] Power — or
make way for those whowill’?

In any case Chris Knight
makes it explicitly clear in an
article in the National Briefing
Supplement when he says ‘‘The
essence of reformism is the
refusal to struggle for power,
combined with the mistaking of
office for power.”’

Of course the real meaning of
the ‘Ennis’ article is not to dis-
cuss the usefulness or otherwise
of the slogan. His main aim is to
take a side-swipe at Briefing,
hence his attempted satire —

suggesting that the adopting of
the slogan showsthat ‘‘Briefing
is stilladvancing’’.

This sort of stuff is damaging.
Briefing is ‘advancing’. ‘Ennis’
onlyneedsto look at the increas-
ing number of local Briefings
being formed around the
country, many with the help of
Socialist Organiser supporters.
Whatotherfocus for the serious
left in the Labour Party does he
suggest?

Secondly,thearticle is used to
berate the failings of the ‘local
governmentleft’ and to pin the
blamefor thison Briefingandit:
slogan.

There is no mention here of
the ‘objective conditions’ which
met those lefts who got involved
in local government politics to
help in practiceto mobilisethose
in struggle against theTories.

‘Ennis’ invests ‘magical
powers’ in the slogan for these
people. On theone hand it made

 

Chris Knig.
them believe that they really

|would attain ‘power’ and yet, on
the other it dragged them into
‘office’; preparing a new
labourism. Either they read the
word ‘Power’ to mean power,orto meanoffice — but not both!

Thirdly the article is woven
around a personal attackonChris Knight and Graham Bash
whose ‘fetish’ is the slogan.
Strange that this ‘fetish’ of two
people should be adopted by an
overwhelming majority at an
editorial meeting attended by
30 people. .

Fraternally,
STU CLARKE

Merseyside LabourBriefing

  
 

PEACE
THE

TONY RICHARDSON’Sline
of argument against the
Western left supporting the
demands of the unofficial
peace movements in Eastern
Europe is representative of a
whole tradition—_—within
Trotskyism which atterfipts
to oppose Stalinism without
being prepared to take the
risks, which a serious revolu-
tionary challenge to the
bureaucracy necessarily
involves in terms of disrupt-
ing the existing organisations
of the workers’ states.

This strategy was demon-
strated in all its nuancesin the
period between 1923 and
1945, when the Soviet leader-
ship first crippled the attempts
of the international working
class to resolve the crisis of the
capitalist order and thus avoid
the outbreak of a new world
war and then took part in that
war, drawing on the support of
the battered remnants of the
world revolutionary movement,
in a global popular frontist
operation which led to an enor-
mous strengthening of the
Soviet state.

While the USSR does not
initiate war, the bureaucratic
order is deeply dependenton the
existence of the war danger and
radicallyhostile to the construc-
tion of a really effective peace
movement, which would under-
mine the bureaucracy’s reason
for existing. Its message to the
peace movementis ‘‘forget all
this crap about international
mass action, only the workers’
bombcan sto the imperialist war
drive.’”

In. reality, however, the
danger of war results from the
inner needs of the capitalist
mode of production which are
irrational and thus the Soviet
strategy works to destroy the
only forces — the forces of the
working class movement —

which can save the USSR itself
from nuclear destruction.

The Soviet leadership, too,
puts its own short-term power
interests above those of human
survival,

Whatis to be done? Comrade
Richardson says there must be a
political revolutionto replacethe
bureaucracy in the USSR and
Eastern Europe. But for him
“political revolution’? is an
abstract slogan to be counter-
posed .to the real oppositional
movements in the Soviet bloc.
Thereal political revolution will
grow out. of the discontents
which permeate these societies,
among them distaste for themilitarisation of daily life, with
all its attendant fear of demo-
cracy and sexism.
 Material gains
CHRIS Reynolds’article ‘'Fairy
tales about Russia’’ (Left Press,
SO 164) involves such serious
political errors as to demand a
reply.

Reynolds skates over the
question: is the USSR,oris it
not, a workers’ state — however
degenerated? He tries to lead:
his position he authority of
Trotsky — but, talking about
Trotsky’s ‘later writings’ omits
to mention In Defence of Marx-
ism, or Trotsky’s 1938-40
struggle with the minority in the
American SWP. There he
sought to persuade the SWP’s
US membership, among other
things, that revolutionists
should fight on the same side as
the Red Army against Finland,
and that even whenpartitioning
Poland with Nazi Germany the
USSR remained a_ workers’
state, an element in the class
campof theworkingclass.

On the social gains of the
revolution, Reynolds compares
the USSR with the imperialist
countries — ‘‘theWest’’, ‘‘cap-
italist countries with strong

labour movements and rela-
tively developed welfare ser-
vices and

-
civil liberties’’,

‘advanced non-fascist capital-‘ism’”’,
He evensays the USSRis ‘‘in

many waysfurther from social-
ism (my emphasis) than these
countries’. In reading The
Revolution Betrayed, Reynolds
seems to have avoided noticing
that Trotsky says that the
material basis of the rise of the
Stalinist bureaucracyis scarcity,mainly attributable to the back-
wardness (‘‘underdevelop-
ment’’) of Russia and the imper-
ialist encirclement of the Soviet
state.

Trotsky never ceased to point
out, on the other hand,thatthe
material basis of the ‘‘demo-
cratic’’ character of the imper-
ialist countries (and of the other
benefits received by workers in
those countries compared to the
colonial and semicolonial
Third World) is the exploitation
of the colonies (Third World) by
the imperialists. How is living
off exploitation and

_
politically



 

AND
USSR

Movements against militar-
ism are, of course, risky, in
terms of defence. But the choice
has to be made. If Czecho-
slovakia in 1968 had slipped out
of Kremlin control, this would

.

have been a huge blow to the
strategic interests of the USSR.
In military terms the invasion
wasentirelyjustified.

Nor should comrade Richard-
son be too naive about Poland’s
Solidarity movement. The weak-
ening of the bureaucratic state
in Poland would haveled to all
mannerofpolitical forces hostile
to sucialism taking the political
stage. Socialists would have
faced a hard political struggle to
reassert a working class orien-
tation at the head of the anti-
bureaucraticmovement.

The movement for political
revolution is a movement
pointed at the heart of the
Soviet Union’s strategy of
defence and the administrative
hegemonyofsocialist ideology.

Only a genuinely democratic
workers’ movement, however,
can achieve the international
and national class unity needed
to defeat the new war drive. So
the risks must be taken.

This is not to say that every-
thingthe unofficial peace move-
ments say and de must be
approved of. But we should
want, welcome andfight for the
growth of anti-militarist and
independent peace movements
in the East and make every
attempt to draw them into the
elaboration of a coherent peace
strategy in which actions in the
East bolster actions in the
West and vice versa.

By seeking practical collabo-
ration of this sort, we will be
able tu have an influenceon the
political thinkingof these oppos-
itiunal currents which we would
forfeit if we spat in the face of
the urgent human need for a
free and peaceful social environ-
ment whichtheyexpress.

COLIN MEADE
SurbitonAnti-imperialist

GARTH Frankland’s letters on
imperialism conjure up the image
of a person floundering in quick-
sand: the more hestruggles to ex-
tricate himself from the awful
logic of his position, the worse
thatposition becomes.

He claims that his positions
“on the struggle against imperial-
ism are quite clear and in line
with the standard position held
by Marxists since 1917 and
before”. :

Indeed, his ideas are becoming
increasingly clear, but the “‘stand-
ard position” that they are “in
line” with is that held by Stalin-
ists since 1927 and before.
 inUSSR

acquiescing in it more ‘socialist’
than the Stalinist regime.

Conversely, the RWL_ is
foolish to compare the USSR
with the USA, the world’s fore-
most imperialist power. A truer
comparison is with India, or
even with Balkanised semi-
colonial Latin America. Which of
these countries offers its work-
ers even what the USSR does?

Things should be given their
right names. The USSRis not a-
sovialist country, but it is a
workers’ state. It is not a
workers’ paradise, but the work-
ers have made real gains there
as compared to the alternative,
which is dependent, not imper-
ialist, capitalist gociety. Britain,
France, the USA and so on, are
not ‘‘advanced capitalist’’ but
imperialist countries. Reynolds
position is not Trotskyist ba:
Menshevist. It is a capitulation
to ‘‘Democratic’’imperialism.

Comradely,
MIKE MACNAIR

Oxford

 

 
 

Lenin’s party and
talin’s state

CLIVEBradley’sarticle on Lenin in Socialist Organiser 165 is typical
of thehagiography which performsa disservice to the socialist move-

mentin that it obscures ratherthanclarifiesthe legacyof Leninism.
Clive concentrates upon State and Revolution, Lenin’s anti-statist

tract written on theeve of the Russian Revolution, a work so imbued
with anti-bureaucratic sentiment that it enjoyed the support of the
anarchists at thetime.

A review of that pamphlet can
in no sense, however,be regar-
ded as a substitute for a rounded
assessment of Lenin’s ambigu-
ous legacy. No such considera-
tion can be meaningful without
some engagementwiththe view
of students of the subject,
whether it be anti-Leninists
such as Leonard Shapiro, or
those of a more sympathetic
stripe such as Marcel Liebman
and Neil Harding.

At least they have attempted
to confront the central dilemma
that faces revolutionary social-
ists — did Lenin lay the founda-
tions for Stalinism and,if so, in
what ways wasthis relationship
expressed?

To dismiss that question by
referringto Lenin’s last struggle
(Moshe Lewin’s phrase) against
the growing bureaucratisationof
thé early Soviet state is super-
ficial. Opponents of Leninism,
such as Shapiro, long recognised
Lenin’s efforts to contain the
burgeoning bureaucratism
through the Workers’ and Peas-
ants’ Inspectorate, but have
regarded that as a despairing
rearguard effort to limit the
inevitable consequences of his
ownearlierpolicies.

In-other words, the growing
process of bureaucratisationwas
the inevitable and logical cul-
mination of Lenin’s concept of
the party, the consequences of
which he recognised too late in
theday. *To discuss thet point of view 
Marx

No-one denies that it some-
times permissible for revolution-
aries to fight alongside the nat-
ional bourgeoisie — in a struggle
against imperialism when what
the national bourgeoisie are fight-
ing for advances the interests of
the working class and coincides
with some specific aspect of the
working class socialist pro-

«gramme (most obviously and usu-

ally, the struggle for national self
determination).

That was Lenin’s position and
it was Trotsky’s. That is why Len-
in advocated defence of the Ker-
ensky government against Korni-
lov and why Trotsky advocated
fighting. alongside the Kuomin-
tang against the Japanese invasion
of China in the "30s. It is why
revolutionaries gave support to
Nasser when he nationalised the
Suez Ca.1al in 1956.

% is why revolutionaries in
Asge..ina would fight alongside
Alfonsin against an attempt by
the Argentine military to over-
throw his elected government
(even if the military leaders put
forward ‘anti-imperialist’ aims of
reconquering the ‘Malvinas’ as the
programmeoftheircoup).

By Ian McCalman
out of hand is to betray an
unserious attitude towards the
most contentious issue facing
revolutionarysocialists.

Clive’s views are entirely in
accord with the tradition of the
Trotskyist movement of avoid-
ance of discussion of this thorny
question. Aside from the occa-
sional essay by Mandel, there is
little sign that Trotskyists are
even aware of the debate that
has ensued on Leninism and
there is even less proof of their
willingness to seriously engage
in thatdebate.

Obviously it is not possible to
attempt a systematic analysis of
the issues involved in a letter to
a weekly socialist newspaper. I
will therefore only indicate two
of themanyquestions whichstill
require the most thorough dis-
cussion if we are to achieve a

proper evaluation of Leninism
andits relevance today.

Question one: did Lenin even
conceive of the Bolsheviks sub-
mitting to the will of a demo-
cratically elected Constituent
Assembly? It is often argued by
Lenin’s uncritical adherents
that by the time the Assembly
actually met in late 1917 it had
becume historically redundant,
reflecting a stage of the revolu-
tion that had already been over-
taken by events.

But, even if we accept that
contention, we areleft with little
proof that he would have accep-

front?
It is why the Bolsheviks did

not ally with Kerensky against
Germanimperialism

Andit is why it was wrong for
Argentine revolutionaries to ally
with the Galtieri regime in its
drive to annex the Falklands.

Even whenthenational bour-
geoisie is leading struggles which
coincide with the interests of the
working class. revolutionaries’
support can only be conditional.
“for specific and limited tasks
under certain conditions, the
proletariat and peasantry can —

without making any concessions
in their own demands — wage a

struggle jointly with sections of
the ‘national’ bourgeoisie against
the imperialist enemy’, as it was

put in a 1979 document, ‘The
Transitional Programme in
Today’s Class Struggle’.

In Garth’sletters, the indepen-
dent analysisof when and why we
should sometimes ally with sec-
tions of the bourgeoisie is entirely
jettisoned. It seems thathe would
always support the bourgeoisie of
a sufficiently underdeveloped
state, whenever it came into any
conflict with an imperialist state
regardless of the specific issues
and conditions involved.

The 1979 document quoted
above had somethingto say about
that kind of approach: “But it is
wrong to seek to extend such
temporary alliances to the level of
a long-term political bloc, in
which the independent program-
me and struggles of the working
class and poor peasants are sub-
ordinated to the political de-
mands of the ‘demccratic’ bour-
geoisie in the name of an ‘anti-
imperialist front’.”

No wonder councillor Garth
thinks that “the question of a

popular or united front is
obviously irrelevant under these
circumstances”! I rest my case.

JIM DENHAM,
Birmingham.

 
ted the existence of any Assem-
bly that rejected the monopol-
istic role of the Bolsheviks.

Plekhanov, then on the same
side as Lenin, at the 1903 Con-
gress of the RSDLP, summedit
up neatly: ‘‘If, in an outburst of
revolutionary enthusiasm, the
people should elect a very good
parliament . . .

it would suit us
to try and make that a Long
Parliament; but if the elections
turned out badly for us, we
should have to try to disperse
the resulting parliament not
after two vears but, if possible,
after two weeks.” It was a view
from which Lenin did not
dissent.

.

Clive tells us that ‘‘Lenin's
life was devoted to creating
genuine working class demo-
cracies.’’ That may well have
been Lenin’s subjective inten-
tion, but was not the whole logic
of the kind of party he sought to
build pointing in the opposie
direction?

Question two: did Lenin ever
believe in a plurality of political
parties? Did he conceive of the
Bolsheviks ever sharing power
witheven othersocialist parties?
PerhapsClive will indicate to us
some evidence pointing in that
direction?

There is plenty of evidence to
the contrary both in his practice
and in his political statements,
e.g. ‘Yes. it is a dictatorship of
oneparty! This is what we stand
for, and we shall not shift from
that position." (July 1919).

Nor did Trotsky break from
that position until 1936 when,
under pressure from Victor
Serge and others, he finally
endorsed the demand for a

plurality of Soviet parties.
Serge was painfully aware of

the contradictory nature of the
most contentious subject of the
epoch. ‘‘It is often said that ‘the
germ of all Stalinism was in
Bolshevism at the beginning’’.
Well, I have no objection.
Only, Bolshevism contained
many other germs — a mass of
other germs — and those who
lived through the enthusiasmof
the first years of the victorious
revulution ought not to forget it.
To judge living man by the death
germs which the autopsy
reveals in a corpse — and which
he may have carried in him
since birth — is this very
sensible.”’

Serge knewat first hand the
positive side of Leninism —

the devotion to Marxist analysis,
the revolutionary elan, the self-
sacrifice, the unyielding striving
for working class power which
are the hallmarks of revolution-
ary socialism at its best. There
was, moreover, the recognition
of the need for and the applica-
tion of a discipline essential to
summoningall the strength of
the proletariat at decisive points
to beat down the forces of
capital.

In coexistence with this there
was a jacobinical spirit which
contained within it the seeds of
self-destruction, exemplified in
the decisions of the 10th Con-
gress, the use of the Cheka to
impuse a Bolshevik dictatorship
against other socialist organisa-
tions, the refusal to accept the
demand of the Kronstadters for
‘free Soviets’’.

These and other negative
features must be subsumed
within any attempted charac-
terisation of Leninism. A faith-
ful portrayal can ony be painted
in Cromwellian style, ‘‘warts
and all’’.

It is one of the crucial weak-
nesses of post-war Trotskyism
that it has refused to recognise
thatthe finest service it can per-
form for Leninism is to continu-
ally subject that history to the
most searching scrutiny.

 
————— =

“The hero sunk into the king” JosefStalin as revolutionaryin 1912
(police pictures). with Lenin in 1923; and as the murderous despot who
led the bureaucraticcounter-revolutionagainst the Russian workers,
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Th
victory:
Step toEire
Tee

ByBillPeters
THE 225 striking trim shop
workers at BL’s Cowley Assembly
Plant returned to work on
Monday, 20th.

The strike had closed down
;

the North Works of the factory,
. which produces the Rover and the_ Honda Acclaim.

The strike was against a
management decision to switch

_ workers onto the new LM11
model, outside of the seniority

'
agreement which management

" have not recognised for the last
twoyears.

The strike ended with a sig-nificant victory for the trim shopworkers. Management did not
concede the precise terms of the
agreement they had previously
repudiated, but they did agree to
the principle of seniority.Workers will now be moved on

, the basis of seniority -and ‘the
| move itself will be supervised by
; the trade unions. Workers will
| have the right to return to their

original jobs when vacanciesarise
in the future.

That is a very different situa-
tion to the one management
wanted and which has become
the norm in the rest of the
factory outside the trim shop.

It is a significant shift from
a management whose philosophy
for a long time has been never to
make concessions, particularly onsomething they regard as central
as seniority.

They were, however, under
heavy pressure since the strike
was preventing the start of the
new model.

The settlement represents animportant step in the develop-
ment of a fight back against the
Management offensive, which has
done so much damageto the shopfloor movement over the last few
years.

 

 

Dimbleby demo
1A joint NGA/NUJ demonstra-
tion is to take place on TuesdayMarch6,assemblingat 11 am at
RichmondGreen.

The demonstration is in
support of the long-running
strike at David Dimbleby’s‘Richmond and Twickenham
‘Times.
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  Discussing Broad Lefts
THE Broad Lefts Organising
Committee (BLOC) confer-
ence on March 24 will be the
biggest rank and file trade
union conference for years.

The Liaison Committee
for the Defence of Trade
Unions (dominated by the
Communist Party) used to
organise large events. but its
conferences now are verysmall, Large ‘Defend our
Unions’ and ‘Rank and File’
conferences were also organ-ised .at one time by the
Socialist Workers Party, but
they have given up on such
enterprises.

The name‘Broad Left’ used
to mean narrow trade union
caucuses, often semi-clandes-
tine, dominated by the Com-
munisi Party and very muchfocused on trade union elce-
tions. Over the past few vears a
whole new generation of quitedifferent Broad Lefts has devel-
oped. |

These new Broad Lefts are
much more open, more demo-
cratic, and more left wing. The
biggest political force in them is
usually ‘Militant’ rather than
the Communist Party.

But not everything is differ-
ent. Like the old Broad Lefts, the
new ones have tended to be
much better at organising for
trade union elections than at
organising for direct struggles.

Brake
In the CPSA and the POEU,

the new Broad Lefts have won
majorities on the National
Executive. But the CPSA Broad
Left helped to brake, rather than
lead, the Oxford and Birming-
ham DHSSdispute in 1981 [it
argued that militants should
‘keep their powder dry’ der a
‘bigger struggle’ later]: and the
Broac Left majority on the
POEUexecutive fell apart when
the POEU cameup against the
law inits fight on privatisation.

The Broad Lefts OrganisingCommittee was formed in 1981,
and has representatives from
some20 Broad Lefts.

The March 24 conference,
however, is not based on dele-
gates from Broad Lefts, but on a
general appeal for delegates to
all trade union bodies.

Conference secretary George
Williamson explained the aims
of theconference in an interview
withMilitanton February 10.

‘“We have now set ourselves
on a whole newdirection

__

into
building the Broad Left move-
ment throughout the trade
unions nationally into fighting,
campaigningorganisations.

“The BLOCtook a decision to
launch a campaign around a
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Martin Thomaspreviews the Broad Lefts Organising Commit-
tee conference (March 24, in Sheffield: credentials forup to
five delegates per trade union body from George Williamson,11Sutton Place, London E9 6EH).
anti-union iaws.

The Socialist Workers Partyis
also mobilising heavily for the
conference. They say: ‘‘Many of
those addressing the confer-
ence .. .

will argue thatit is of
key importanceto get left wing-
ers onto union executives. . .“But in the absence of a
strong, well-organised rank and
file they can only lead to defeat
. ..

The conference will provide
the opportunity to convince
militants who do want to fight
that rebuilding strong organisa-

national rally . . . with a central
aim of demonstrating the collec-
tive strength of the left in the
unions...’

The word ‘‘rally’’ is worrying:will there be provision for the
serious discussion thatis needed
on the experience of the Broad
Lefts? Also worrying is the lack
of indication of any future cam-
paigning activity for BLOC.
Despite the big possibilities it
could have had, BLOC did noth-
ing round the NGA dispute and
has made noinitiative on the

tion in the workplaceis the only
way forward.”’

In line with these ideas the
SWPabstains from activity in
the Broad Lefts. Its approach is,unfortunately,a mirror image of
the trade union electoralism of
someothersontheleft.

The truth is that both a firm
orientation on rank and_ file
basics; and a constant struggle
to renew the trade unions’
leadership at every level; and afight to sharpen up left wing
sentimentsinto precise policies,
are necessary.

As many Socialist Organiser
supportersas possible should be
there on March 24 to get across
thismessage.
 PHILLIPSSTRIKERS OCCUPY

THEstrikers at Phillips Rubber in
Manchester occupied the factory
on Monday 20th.

Two weeks ago managementthreatened to sack the strikers
if they did not return to work.
By an overwhelming majority,
the workers voted to stay out.
The 103 strikers were then
sacked.

Last week the Manchester
Evening News started to carryadvertisements for their jobs. It
was made clear that to get a job
you had to bepreparedto cross apicketline.

Management had started to
recruit scabs to cross the picketline and reopenthefactory.

To defeat this attempt to
 

smash the strike, the workers
occupied the factory.

To back up this action, the
print unions at the Manchester
Evening News must refuse to
publish adverts for the workers’
jobsin future editions.

The occupation is the latest
stage in the seven week-old strike
for an increase on the £48 basic
wage. Uptill now, managementhave played a waiting game.They had hopedthatastime goesby, hardship and fear of losingtheir jobs would forcethestrikers
back to work.

The initial threat of masssackings failed to weaken the
strike, and now the occupationhas created a further setback

in| management’s attempt to
defeat the strike by strong-armtactics,using scabs. «=

Management have taken legaladvice and they are applying for
an injunction to evict the occupy-ing workers.

Solidarity action by the
workers at the company’s sister
factory at Stranraer is needed to
back up the Manchester workers.

The stepping up of the dispute
and the publicity that the strike
has been given have to be used to
build wider support among the
local labour movement.

Morale in the occupation ishigh as they prepare for the next
attempt by management to break
the strike.

CAROUSEL IN THE BALANCE
AS this issue of Socialist Organ-
iser goes to press, the future of
the six month longfight for union
recognition and reinstatement at

Mercury 
Carousel in Glasgow’s East End
hangsin the balance.

Following on
decision of the last

boycott
from the

quarterly

is sold out
By Rob Dawber

THE NUR abandoned any idea
of fighting Mercury (privatisa-
tion of part of the telephone
service) because of the Appeal
Court instruction to the POEU to
call off its fight. Now the NUR
has gone on to abandunits own
fight against having private con-
tractors install the fibre optic
cables.

The union leaders found
themselves in a strong bargain-
ing position suddenly when
Sheffield and. Chesterfield
District Council of the NUR
organised to take action against
privatisation. They extracted
from the BR Board an agree-
ment that Signal and Telecoms
(S&T) staff and not contractors
should fault and maintain the
cables. Only the NUR demund
that S&T staff should install the
cable rather than contractors
remainedto be won.

Weprevented thetrains from
running on 11 and 12 March
(see last week’s Socialist
Organiser} on the understand-
ing that we werefighting to get
rid of contractors. Now the NUR
has lifted the ban and we are
instructed to let thetrains run!

The reason? The BRB has
said they will allow eight S&T
staff tw work in connection with
the trains whenever they are
rurcing in any particular area.
Qrbk=rwise. contractors remain.

Tk= BRB has said it will cost
<< memes t break the con-

5 = NUR accepted this  
oC « TET

oe

n> trains. The union lead-
ers’ Gecisionto call off the fightjust when we were winning is
going to make our jobs doublydifficult next time.

 

There are lessons for us in
this and, unfortunately, for
managementalso.

Next time they will know that
if any part of the unionis getting
a bit awkward and taking union
policy a bit too seriously, they
can always call in the NEC.

Tax vote
THE Executive of the Inland
Revenue Staff Federation
(IRSF) decided last week to
accept Inland Revenue propos-
als for new a new technology
agreement designed to end the
non-cooperation action by West
Midlandsmembersinvolved in a
new comptterised Pay-As-You-
Earn pilot scheme.

Since January, 438 unior
members in 14 West Midlands
offices have been suspended
for refusing to work the system
until a no-redundancy agree-

 

ment had been reached. Des-’
pite the failure of a High Court
action which eight of them
brought against the Inland
Revenue in February, they
decidedto fight on.

Now the Inland Revenue
offers to do its utmost to avoid
compulsory redundancies and
to allow greater flexibility in
workingarrangements.

But the offer does not contain
a cast-iron no redundancy guar-
antee and does not include any
concessions on pay or regrading
in return for workers operating
the new technology. And the
union must sull accept 4.000 job
wsses as PAYE computerisa-

> emenced across the
ry between 1985 and 1988.

1988 7.000 job losses are

 
By
expected.

IRSF members will vote this
weck at workplacemeetings on
their executive’s decision.

meeting of the TGWU Scottish
Regional Committee, the strikers
appeared before the Union’s
Scottish Finance and General
Purposes Committee on February17, to discuss whether or not to
maintain official recognition of
the dispute.

In the run-up to the meet-
ing, however, local TGWU offic-
ials had been active in attempting
to underminelocal support.TGWU officer David Spark
visited local union branches,decrying the content of a Broad-
sheet on the history of the dis-
pute (recently produced by the.
strike support committee) as anunjustified and untrue attack on
the union.

And the same official has
also written to signatories of a
recent statement of support for
the strikers, claiming that they’dbeen conned into signing it and
that the broadsheet on the dis-
pute “quite frankly distorts some
of the facts to say theleast,criti-
cises the TGWU and abuses the
signatures obtained”’.

The purpose of Spark’s letter
is “to afford you an opportunity
to dissociate with the way in
which your name has been used
in an attempt to give credence to
this broadsheet, which wascircul-
ated by unknownpersons.”

In fact, the real purpose ofSpark’s letter is to undermine
support for the strike, misrep-
resent the work of the strike
support committee and pave the
way for the union to ditch adispute which he himself has
Stated cannot, in his opinion, be
won.

Backlash
In fairness to Spark, it should

be pointed out that he is only a
puppet in this affair. His strings
are pulled by Hugh Wyper, Scot-
tish secretary of the TGWU and a
well-known Communist Partymember. It is Wyper who wants
the dispute called off and who
effectively runs the Finance and
General Purposes Committee.

The Finance and General
Purposes Committee’s verdict on
the future of this dispute was
decided in private after the

“strikers had left the meeting. The
question now is whetherthelocal
union bureaucracy feels confident
enough to withdraw support from
the dispute, or whetherit believes
the backlash against such aScabbing decision would be so
great that they maintain official
recognition.

a Industrial
Industrial

digest 
414% recommended

UNION leaders representing
900,000 council manual workers
are to recommendacceptanceof
a 442% ‘pay increase, on the
groundsthatit is the best that
can be wonin a difficult period.

Last month anoffer of 3% (in
line with the government’s 3%
public sector pay guideline)
wasrejected, andasa result, for
the first time ever, the
employers’ negotiators went
back to consult with the councils
overtheoffer.

Council building craftsmen
have already refused an infor-
mal offer of about 4% and gone
to arbitration.

Buses offered £3
BUS workers are considering
national strike action because
the wage rise they’ve been
offered is a miserable £3 a week.

London and Metropolitan
counties bus workers have
already turned down a 3% offer
made by their employers.
Workers from the National Bus
Company and Scottish Bus
Group have rejected a 3.6%
increase.

Unions are looking for ‘‘an
earlyand substantiallyimprovedoffer.’’

School meals
ABOUT 2,500. NUPE women
school meals staff met in Bir-
mingham last week and voted
unanimously to reject a citycouncil attempt to tear up long-standing nationally negotiated
pay and conditionsagreements.Birmingham’s Tory-controlled
council is attempting to pushthrough a packageofcuts totall-
ing £1.5 million at the expenseof thecity’s lowest paid workers.
They are trying to force the
school meals workers into aban-
doning their agreed right to
receive half pay during school
holidays.

The womenare being offered
payments ranging from £14 to
£100 to surrender their negoti-
ated rights. They are threatened
withdismissal if theyrefuse.

TUC women
THIS year’s TUC women’s
conference is in Torquay on
March 15 and 16.

Motions before conference
will deal with housing, home-lessness, assistance for working
parents, the health service, and
social and welfare payments to
womenandtheirdependents.

A new document by the TUC,“Women and New Technology”’
is to be presented to the confer-
ence. 1984 has been designated“WISE Year’? (Women into
Science Engineering).

‘DemocracyDay’
THE TUC have called for a‘‘democracy’’weekof action for '

March 24-29 aimedat highlight-ing theeffects of Patrick Jenkins
Rates Bill which gives unprece-dented powers to central
government to impose rate
levels on individual local author-
ities.

The planned official activi-
ties will culminate in a national
march and rally on Thursday,March 29, designated by the
TUCas DemocracyDay.

and

Correction
In Socialist Organiser of February9 a sentence seemed to say thatASLEFhasagreed to scrap KingsCross local agreement 4691.ASLEF has not done this. ThePoint the article madeis that theeffect of the ASLEF executiveshying away from

a
clear-cut fight‘is to undermine and destroy local

agreement 4691,which the executivedefend.

—
Sorryambiguity!
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WhytheScots miners
didn’t strike

beonde People’s Marcher
“How
of the P,

SCOTTISH miners are in the
middle of a prolonged
struggle with the National
Coal Board, which so far has
taken the form of guerrilla
warfare.. x

:

Since Albert Wheeler took
over in 1980 as Scottish area
director for the National Coal
Board, the pits closed have
included Bedlay, Kinneil,
Cardowan and Monktonhall.

Arthur Scargill has correctly
warned that the NCB plans to
shut half thepits in Scotland and
axe 7,000 Scottish mining jobs.
Top of the list at the momentis
Polmaise, in the village of
Fallin. Since July of last year
miners at the pit have seen
management take the offensive
repeatedly. Last July, the work-
ers were locked out for refusing
— successfully — to accept
trambers from Cardowan,itself
fighting closure at that time.
Lockouts took place again in
September and October aftér
pithead meetings were held in
support of the then threatened
Monktonhallcolliery.

In late October-early Novem-
ber, development work was
stopped at Polmaise, and
machinery removed from some
of the shafts, ‘‘for an overhaul’’.
In fact the machinerywastrans-
ferred to Castlemilland Frances
pits, where it was immediately
used again, without any over-
haul.

Bogside
Then, in January of this year,

theNCB announcedits intention
of closing Polmaise.

A secondpit to facethe NCB’s
offensive is Bogside. Miners
there went on strike in January
over a downgradingdispute.

Management responded by
switching off the power, thereby
flooding the pit, and refusing
miners access to the colliery to
provide emergency cover over
an entire week-end — and then
blaming the miners for its own
actof sabotage!

Although miners’ president
Mick McGaheyhasdeclared his
intention of linking up the fight
for retention of Bogside as a
fully working unit to the cam-
paign in defence of Polmaise,it
hasnot received even thepublic-
ity which Polmaise has, never
‘mind active support.

And last week — the week
during which pithead meetings
were being held to discuss the
call for an all-out strike —

another four pits found them-
selves bearing the brunt of the
NCB offensive.

50p for a single copy,
40p per copy for 5
or moreyand 30p per
copy for 20 or more,
from SUPA,83 Peck-
ham High Street,
London SE1S.Please
add an amountfor.
postage.
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Report by
Stan Crooke

AS the National Union of Mine-
workers overtime ban grinds on,
the Coal Board is forcing the
pace on pit closures — especially
in Scotland.

But, on Monday 20th, a
Scottish NUM délegate confer-
ence voted notto strike in sup-
port of Polmaise colliery, though
it did declare an official strike at
Polmaise itself.
es

At the Seafield pit in Fife,
miners walked out for what was
meant to be a 24-hour stoppage
in protest at the disciplining and
downgradingof a miner.

The meeting to conclude the
stoppage was dueto be held in
the canteen. But at the time of
the meeting, the_colliery
manager insisted —.for once —

on having his lunch in the can-
teen, thereby preventing the
meeting from being held. So
the 1,650 miners stayed out on
indefinite strike.

The NCB then, used the dis-
pute at Seafield as an excuse to
send homethe 400 minersat the
Frances colliery (Frsences coal
is wound up through the Sea-
field shaft) despite an NCB-
NUM agreementthat any stop-
page at Seafield should not
mean a stoppage of work at
Frances.

Simultaneouslywiththe strike
at Seafield, 1,750 miners were
on strike at the Killoch pit in
Ayrshire, where management
has been picking and choosing
the men to do maintenance
work at the start of each week
contrary to the union’s
demands. :

Killoch
And the Killoch strike, too,

was used to justify laying off
workers at another pit. Coal at
the Barony colliery is wound up
throughthe Killochshaft, so the
non-operation of Killoch was
used as an excuseto lay off 544
minersat Barony.

Thus, the background to last
Monday’s meeting was: the
threat of closure hanging over
Polmaise and Bogside, strikes
at Seafield and Killoch,‘lay-offs
at Frances and Barony, and a
union leadership which had con-
stantly sought to evade any real
confrontationwith the NCB and
the Tories over the future of
miners’ jobs in Scotland.

Plainly this is class struggle

50p

Politics were kept outeople’s March ” 

  
om

by Jeremy Corbyn, MP al

*,
»“y

=

on a broad front — the threatof
clusure hangs over Polmaise and
Bogside, there are strikes at
Seafield and Killoch, layoffs at
Frances and Barony. The bosses
have a strategy and they goall
out to win.

By contrast the heavily
Communist Party-influenced
Scottish Exécutive of the NUM
has been very_ineffective,
meandering and weak. The res-

ponse of the Scottish Executive
to each blow from the NCB has
been to either accept closure
outright (e.g. Bedlay) or offer a
timid, token and_ineffective
resistance (Cardowan).

In January, when the NCB
said Polmaise would be closed
theNUM’s Scottish Miner made
a rallyingcall to action: ‘‘Stand
by to take action for Polmaise. .
at pithead meetings at every
colliery .. .

the call will be for a
series of stoppages throughout
the Scottish coalfield in support
of Polmaise.”’

But in fact when the special
delegates met in Edinburgh on
13 February, the leadership’s -

call was for no more than a one
day stoppage.

The Polmaise miners had
called for an immediate all-out
strike. They are right. Nothing
less than all-out strike will stop
the Tory government-inspired
NCBoffensive.

Decimate
At every retreat or surrender

of the Scottish Executive the
NCB’s aggressiveness_has
increased.It will go on increas-
ing until the miners use their
muscle to put a stop to the
NCB’s attempt to decimate the
Scottish coalfields.

Miners at Polmaise

 
 Polmaise men jeer leaders
OVER 100 miners at Polmaise
pit lobbied the Scottish NUM
Special Delegate Conference held
in Edinburgh on Monday (20th)
to discuss the demand by
Polmaise miners for an all-out
strike.

The miners were not in any
mood for compromise. Delegates
were challenged on which way
they had been mandated to vote,
soiled underwear was thrown at
delegates who were not support-
ing the call for an all-out strike
and they were not allowed into
the meeting, while TV camera-
men were obstructed to try and
prevent them filming the lobby.

This went on for over half an
hour as the miners controlled the
entrance to the hotel where the
meeting wasbeingheld.

In the end, following an
appeal from: Polmaise delegate

John McCormack, all delegates
‘were allowed in. McCormack
pointed out that the delegates
were only spokespersons for their
members and in certain cases,
such as at the Barony pit, had
put forward a strong case for an
all-out strike only to be defeated
in the ensuing votes at their res-
pective pits.

Wisely, the leading members
of the NUM Scottish Executive
like Communist Party members

‘Mick McGahey and George Bol-
ton, who had been given a rough
tide by the Polmaise miners at
the previous week’s meeting, had
got to the hotel well before the
Polmaise men arrived. +

:As the hour-long meeting drew
to a close, the Polmaise miners

By Stan Crooke
crowded in the corridor and
either threw outall the press and
cameramen present or shut them
in a side room.

Hotel staff called the police
who looked onhelplessly.

As delegates filed out of the
meeting, they were jostled, booed
and denounced with cries of
‘Judas’, ‘Scabs’ and accusations
that they had ‘Sold us down the
river’ by the miners. The meeting
had rejected an all-out strike,
whilst agreeing that the Polmaise
strike should be made official,
and empowering the executive to
take industrial action “as and
when appropriate”.

At the press conference
following the meeting,

—
the

Scottish NUM

_
president Mick

McGahey expressed his “disap-
pointment” at the result and put
it down to: fear of islation; the
dirty tactics being used by the
NCB; and the effect of mass
unemployment on miners’
morale.

McGahey also stated that the
question of the closure at Pol-
maise and Bogside would be
raised at the next meeting of the
union leaders in the Triple
Alliance but did not say what
action the NUM would be looking

‘for, nor did he explain what kind
of campaign the Scottish NUM
would be mounting in support of
Polmaise.

The mecting’s decision was
obviously a setback for mincrs at
Polmaise and everywhere else too,
since it will only encourage the

NCBto scrap more jobs. And the
politics and track record of
Scottish NUM leaders McGahey,
Bolton and Clarke shows that,
unless the leadership of the cam-

paign against closures is taken ou
of theirhands, then Polmaise an:
other pits in Scotland will end uyfalling victim to the NCB’s offen
sive.
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CIVILservice union branches
and committees across the
country are organising hard
for a one-day strike next
Tuesday, 28th, against the
banning of unions at GCHQ.

The London Council of
Civil Service Unions coordin-
ating committee is calling for
a strike and a demonstrationfrom Temple Place, WC2, at
12 noon.

Only such action, and not
sweet talk, will shift
Thatcher.

But Alistair Graham, the
general secretary of CPSA,is

|}

doing all he can to stopstrikes on February 28.
Speaking on Channel 4’s

“Face the Press” programme,
on Sunday 19th, Graham
apologised for any disruption
caused at Cheltenham duringthe 1981 Civil Service paycampaign and reiterated his
offer of a “‘copper-bottomed
guarantee”thatno such thingwould happen again.

 

 

Opinion
Then, in a circular to

| Branch Secretaries dated Feb-
tuary 20, he stated categor-ically “During the next few
days it is crucial that we do
not put a foot wrong. We
must keep the government on
the defensive as this disputewill be won by the force of
public opinion rather thanby’industrial force.”

He reminded us that “we
are not concerned to hit the
general public or government
by strike action”. What we
are about, it seems, is winningthe support of rebel Tories,
Liberal and SDP parties ‘‘and
even churchmen”.

Meanwhile, many manage-
ments are refusing annual

 
   
  
 
   
  
 
  
 

 
 
 
 
 
  

Union leaders are meeting
gain with Thatcher on the
3rd, in the desperate hope
at she will accept the ‘“no-

isruption” clause favoured
y the House of Commons
mployment Select Commit-
e’s report.

CPSAactivists are putting
otions to the union confer-
ce in May that will stop the

ureaucracy offering and
igning this sort of deal in

e future.
All union branches must

ow makeabig final push to
t their members out on the
th. And if the Tories don’t
ck down, more industrial
tion must be planned until

 Two pamphlets
summing up the
ideas of Socialist
Organiser.
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Postage. ‘How to
fight the Tories’
- 10p plus 16p
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By Stephen Baxter
 

 

THE Tories are talking about
speciallegislationto put Liver-
pool underthe control of gov-
ernment commissioners; ”

troops to take over services if
council workers strike; ‘andscrapping the May electionsfor the city council.

 
 
 

 

   
 

 
  
 
   

They have been thrown into
this agitation by the Labour
councillors’ intention of re-fusing to act as administra-
tors for the Tory cuts. The
councillors say that they will
not makecuts in jobs or serv-ices, and they will not make
ends meet by levying higher
rents or rates from the localpeople,either.

A special Merseyside labour
movement conference will be
held this Monday, 27th, to
plan the battle, and council
shop stewards have alreadycalled for a one-day strike onbudget day, March 29.

Liverpool Labour does face
internal problems. Its 51-48
majority over the Tories and
Liberals. on the city council is
very slender, and some Labour
councillors say they may not
vote for the confrontation
budget.

But if the whole strength of
the labour movement were
rallied behindLiverpool — and
other Labour councils with a
Strongerposition also went for
confrontation — then the
coubters could be pulled into

id Tlee:

ee
TWEETS MET

for a major chajienge to this
service-slashinggovernment.
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Phillips Rubberstrikers in Manchester have occupied theirfactory. STORYINSIDE, page 14
.

Liverpool: front line for
cuts fight $a we
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‘Fund cccccccccece

A donation of £14 has
comefrom Hector MacNeill
in New Zealand. Patrick
Spillingwrites:

“Hector MacNeill has
set a new record for the
furthest-travelled donation
to the Fund Column ever.
Unless Brent supporters
are prepared to take up the
challenge, and take copies
of SO up in the Space
Shuttle, he stands no
chanceofbeingbeaten.”’

From closer to home,
regular contributor Bev
Woodwrites: ‘‘Thepaperis
excellent value and is
making a

_-
worthwhile

contribution towards the

debate at present going on
in the labour movement’,
— and sends a donation of
£1.

Other regular contribu-
tors who’ve sent donations
thisweek are Brent suppor-
ters, who’ve sent £17,including£7 from Christine
McKimmie.

Thanks also to other
contributors this week:
Reader in South East
London, £5; Siu MingCheung, £5, the first
sponsor money collected
from completion of the
“sponsoredsit-ups’ event:and Northampton suppor-
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 THOUSANDS of workers
on Merseyside struck on
Monday20thto defend the
healthservice.

The initiative came from
the docks, who were all
out on the day, and seafar-
ers, Crosville busworkers
from the Edge Lane depot,
and the Imperial Metals
Industries factory (the larg-
est on the Kirkbyindustrial
estate) also struck.

The feeling behind the
strike was summed up by
Dennis Kelly, chair of the
Merseyside Port Shop
Stewards Committee. Re-
ferring to the NHShesaid,
“It’s ours. We’ll do the
fighting for the hospital
workers. They do the dirt-
iest jobs and they are the
worst paid’’.

Strikers organised anall-
day picket outside the
Liverpool Women’s Hospi-
tal and the Children’s
Hospital, and their immed-.
iate demand wasthe open-ing of the Duchess ward in
theWomen’s Hospital.

Heswall Children’s
Hospital has been closed,
and Princes Park and New-
sham General hospitals
are underthreat.

As well as strikers, the
picket lines also included
delegations from other
workplaces and_hospital
workers during their
breaks.

Dennis Kelly handed
chequesfor £500 each from
the dockers to both the
Women’s Hospital and the
Children’sHospital.

Hesaid: ‘‘What we have
done today is only the be-
‘ginning of our campaignagainst the Tory attacks on
our healthservice’’.

ters, who follow the dona-
tion sent last week (pro-
ceeds from a social) with a
donation of £6.50, raised
fromsales of literature and
collections at SO public
meetings.

But that leaves a lot of‘parts’ that Socialist
Organiser doesn’t seem to
bereachingat themoment!

With only £166.93 raised
so far this month, we need
a lot more donations in thelast week of February.

Post your cheques and
postal orders NOW to:

214, Sickert Court,
Essex Road, London N1
2SY.

Registcred as a newspaper at the GPO. Signed articles do not necessarilyreflect the views of the SOA.


