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MINERS
fight. SouthYorkshire miners
are already on strike against
the closure of Corton Wood
and Bulcliffe collieries.

The National Union of
Mineworkers executive meets
on Thursday 8th to discuss
actionagainst 21,000 job cuts
planned for the next year.

Coal Board boss Ian Mac-
Gregor has said bluntly that
he may go for sackings.Until
now, however fast the run-
down of the industry, in
theory at least every miner at
a closed pit has had the
option of transferring to
anotherpit.

Thearea executive in Scot-
land, where Polmaise miners
are already on strike over the
plannedclosureoftheir-pit,is
calling for an area strike from
Friday.

Mick McGahey, national
vice-president and Scottish
area president of the union,
has predicted a ‘domino
effect’ with strikes spreading
from area to area, creating a
nationalstrike faster than the
formal procedure ofa pithead
ballot could.

If miners, on ‘this issue,
can match the tremendous
response of other groups of
workers on the GCHQissue
on February 28 — andthere
is little doubt that they can —

then we will have a major
national battle against the
Tories.

And the miners can win.
There are big coal stocks.

Just like there were when the

By Martin Thomas ie
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THE miners and_ Tory >
hatchetman Ian MacGregor , >
are squaringup fora full-scale >

a
5
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miners’ strike began in 1972.
But flying pickets and solid-
arity action by other trade
unionists can tie them up.

That solidarity, and those
pickets, will be unlawful. But
only one group of employers,
out of hundreds affected, has
dared to go to law over the
equally unlawful February 28
strike. If trade union solid-
arity action is strong enough

Pickets in South Yorkshire
and determined enough, then
no words the Tories write in
the statute book canstopit.

MacGregor is determined
and hard-faced. But the
miners made the Tories back
down before, in February
1981, by brushfire spreading

strike action.
And nowtheTories, beset

by scandals and internal divi-
sions, look far less strong
than they did a few months
ago.

But there are problems.
The NUM leadership has

failed to get action on many
test-case pit closures since
1981, like Kinneil and Lewis
Merthyr. Those failures have
left it unsure and unconfi-
dent.

In Scotland the area
leadership has let Bogside

close and delayed the call for
solidarity for Polmaise again
and again. Nationally,Arthur
Scargill has made no definite
call for action.

In 19834 already 22 pits
have closed or been merged,
as compared to 11 in 1981-2

 
andseven in 1982-3.

It is going to need a bold
turnabout and a determined
leadership to defeat Mac-
Gregor and the Tories. There
is still time to turn the tide.
But that time mustbeseized,
now.

BREAK LINKSWITH TORIES!
 



 

 

Socialist Organiscr no.169 March 8 1984 Page 2

SOCIALIST  Labour Party  

ORGANISER Gutting reselection ?
AfterFebruary 28

MARKTwainonce madea joke that reports of his death
were ‘exaggerated’. Reports of the demise of the British
labour movement were shown last week to be exaggerat-
ed, too. Highlyexaggerated.

The bungling TUC leaders gave the workers they called upon to
comeouton strike against thegovernmentshort notice. The call was
madeon Friday afternoon for action the following Tuesday — the
next but one workingday.

Yet, come Tuesday, and hundreds of thousands of workers stop-
ped workto defend trade union rights at GCHQ.

Across the country theymarchedin their thousandsandtensof
thousands — 40,000 in London, 6000 each in Glasgow and Edin-
burgh, 2500 in Dundee. Tony Benn spoke to a rally of 2000 in
Chesterfield.

It was a partial and preliminary roll-call of our strength, and the
result is tremendouslyencouraging.

It was a demonstration of its latent power that the labour move-
mentitself needed very badly.

The slump,withits mass unemploymentdeliberatelymade worse
by the Tories, has depleted and diminished the strength, combativ-
ity and confidenceof theworkingclass. The experience of the 1974-9
Wilson-Callaghan Labour government, which rode to power on a

great waveof industrial actionand thenin office sold out the workers
whoputit in, added to thatdepression in the labour movement, be-
causeit destroyed a dimensionofpoliticalhope.

While a minority of activists responded after 1979 by trying to
change the Labour Party under the slogan, ‘Never again a Labour
governmentlike the last one!’, great numbers of workers lapsed
into greaterpoliticalpassivity.

And the Tories seized every chanceto put the boot in — again and
again. The labour movementwhich faced this challenge had for over
a generation known nostruggles exceptin relatively favourable con-
ditions. It was led byalot of office-boys playing the roles of leaders
of labour.

Tuesday 28th showed that there are limits to what the labour
movementwillstand for.

Of course, it was inadequate. The unions have been defeated at
GCHQ, andit is an extremely important and serious defeat. It opens
the door to attacks on the union rights of other workers in thecivil
service, in armamentsfactories,and in ‘essential services’.

But we have had many défeats in the last 4¥2 years. This was a
defeat in thecourse of which the movement had begunto fight back.
Belatedly, confusedly, inadequately — but with a seriousness not
seen for sometime.

Tuesday February 28’showed that millions of workers will fight
given a lead.It also showed that the official movement must not be
written off.

The trade union officials are a distinct layer of the labour move-
ment withmaterial privileges and a distinct outlook: by natufe they
are not fighters but bargainers. But sometimes even they have to
fight back against attacks from the ruling class which maketheir
situation intolerable and threateneven theirtype of trade unionism.

After the TUC’s criminal sell-out of the NGA last December, the
outlook seemed bleak. Now, two monthslater, the TUC led by Len
Murraycalls an unlawful strike and commitsitself to call a national
day of action (with strikes) if anyone at GCHQ is sacked for trade
union membership.

It is not enough; even.ifit were, we could not rely on them to carrythrough their promises; we need to organise a rank and file move-
ment independentofall the bureaucrats. Neverthelessthisis a shift
in thesituation, a revivalof militancy. ‘

Now the miners are beingpushedinto a confrontation, and mean-
whiletheTories are shaken bydivisions and scandals. In the wake of
Tony Benn’s election victory at Chesterfield, an opinion poll has
shown Labourahead of theTories.

The Left must shake off its demoralisation, and prepare for the
comingclassbattles.

Whichsort of unity?
TONYBenn’sreturn to Parliamentwillgive theLeft a new
profileand open opportunities to reverseits retreat.

Since June 1983 much of the Left has back-pedalledand
decayed. At last year’s Labour Party annual conference
lots of left-wing activists were trying desperately hard to
forget all they knew about Neil Kinnock andto believe in
kim as a left-wingleader.

Their vision narrowed down to preserving the Labour
status quo and stopping the right wing doing anythingtoo
bad.

Benn can and-should change that. He could make the
Campaign Group of left Labour MPs a real organising
ferce, linked up withconstituency Labour Party and trade
waien activists.

Bat at themomentBenn is singing hymns from the new
religionof faithin theexisting leadership. Speaking short-
ly before the Chesterfield result was declared, he talked
abewt Labour winning the next election and putting Neil
Kiewacck intono.10 Downing St, Roy Hattersley (with his
seppcri fer incomes policy?) into no.11, and Denis Healey
(with bs sapport for nuclear weapons?) into the Foreign
Ollicx

.

He xas also harked back to Clement Attlee — another
‘campromise’ leader — as a model.

Was Benn’sfight against Healey for the deputy leader-
ahip of the Labour Party all a mistake, then? Or Eric
Hefifer’s fight against Kinnock for theleadership?

Unity in actionagainst the Tories is one thing. Rallying
peliéically to the banner of Kinnock and Hattersley is
austher.

THE PRESSisstill full of re-
ports that Labour’s right wing
is hell-bent on overturning
mandatory reselection at this
year’s Labour Party confer-
ence.

Last week the story was
that Kinnock now wants the
National Executive Commit-
tee to issue ‘guidelines’ for
the forthcoming reselections,
to pressurise local Labour
Parties into adopting indivi-
dual membership ballots
rather than decisions at meet-
ings.

Such individual ballots, in
.
various forms, were used by a
number of Constituency Lab-
our Parties in the recent elec-
tions for leader and deputy
leader of the LabourParty.

The idea is dear to some of
Kinnock’s advisers. The cry
for individual membership
ballots is undoubtedly the
right wing’s best line of
attack. But as an immediate
tactic for the right wing the
‘guidelines’ idea is worthless.

The voting procedure in
Constituency Labour Parties
for the selection of a parlia-
mentary candidate is, unlike
that for leadership or even
National Executive Commit-
tee elections, laid down in the
Labour Party—constitution.
And NEC ‘guidelines’ cannot
change the constitution.

It would require a constit-
utional amendmentto change
the present procedure where-
by the candidate is selected
by a vote at a General Com-
mittee, in secret and by non-
mandateddelegates.

JOHN
HARRIS

. By John Bloxam
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Hattersley’s Labour Solidarity cronies would like to sée reselection
dumped

But the recent crop of
press stories does show that a
section of the right wing
wants to try to force a
change.

The core group is a
number of MPs associated
with ‘Labour Solidarity’,now
semi-defunct as an organisa-
tion. Their immediate aim is
to pressure Kinnock into sup-
porting change this year, and
build on the wide reservoir of
support that clearly exists in
the Parliamentary Labour
Party for this. The greatest
spur they have is the starting
date for the next round of

ninereselections, in
monthstime.

just

The problems they face,
however, are great. They
must do it this year. They
must have the support of
Kinnock and the NEC. They
must get the support of the
large unions. But the next
TGWUconferenceis not until
1985. And individual
membership ballots will not
get the support of even many
right wing trade unionists
because they cut out direct
local union influence on the
General Management Com-

 

mittees.
There is already specula-

tion about other possibilities
to gut re-selection, but with-
out taking it head-on. Such
an approach would make it
easier for union barons to
ditch existing mandates. The
idea of setting up an ‘appeals
committee’ for de-selected
MPs has been mentioned in
this context — i.e. a body
that could over-ride a CLP’s
decision.

But whatever the possib-
ilities, any proposals must
still achieve the right’s basic
aim of taking away effective
control from the @LP organ-
isation, and whatever the
details it is inconceivable that
they would beable to do this
without provoking a major
clash with Kinnock’s constit-
uency base.

The same wouldbetrueif
the NEC attempted to useits
powers to santtion the time-
table for each selection to
postpone the whole proce-
dure until after the 1985
Party Conference. Would
they want to push such a
postponement if they were
faced with the prospect of
100 CLPs demanding their
constitutional right to start
their procedure|between
December 1984 and October
1985? ‘

Here, as with the witch-
hunt, it is the threatof such a
response and of resistance
which stops the Kinnock
centre-left giving full support
for the right and keeps the
right isolated and ineffective.
 Spellar sackedin London
THE 1984 Greater London
Labour Party Conference was.a
qualified success for the left to
the extent that the rightwardshift
in the Party was largely unnotice-
able.

With abolition of the GLC and
the introduction of rate-capping
imminent, the main debate
centred on the attacks on local
government.

This provided some fine
speeches from those whose record
 

is rather less impressive in the
council, giving an air of holiday
speechifying to the conference.

Nevertheless, reasonably
strong composite motions on the
GLCandrate-capping were passed
and an emergency resolution
declaring verbal support for Liver-
pool also went through withlittle
opposition.

A resolution from Brent East
calling for the Greater London
Labour Party to make adequate

provisions for the establishment
of workplace branches was passed
but will reaquire a lot of follow-ing up to ensure it is implemen-
ted.

On Ireland, an attempt by N.
London AUEW to scrap the
policy of support for immediate
withdrawal of British troops was
defeated.

The card votes on the Ire-
land motions indicated  signifi-

Golding rides again
A Militant supporter, Charlie
Hughes, was refused permis-
sion to renew his Labour
Party membership by his
branch, Meir Park, in Jan-
uary. Now the entire Branch
has been suspended by Stoke
South Constituency Party.

Earlier this year, Charlie
Hughes and two other Militant
supporters were turned down as
potential council candidates by
an interviewing panel of the
Stoke District Labour Party, as
candidate for the Panel for the
1984 local elections. The inter-
viewing Panel was dominated by
the right wing andtheirdecision
was clearly politically motiv-
ated.

It turned out that the inter-
viewing panel had been incor-
rectly constituted and the three
comrades were asked to come
and be interviewed again. This
time only Charlie Hughes was
turned down — reportedly for
insufficient knowledge of how
the Councilworks.

In the same constituency,
Stoke South, there has been a
callfor an investigation into
Socialist Organiser.

The main, organiser behind
the right wing counter-attack in
the whole area is John Golding,

 

 

ByAlistair
Scott
 

MP for Newcastle-under-Lyme.
One of Golding’s major aims has
been to save Stoke North MP
John Forrester from a fate worse
than reselection — i.e. deselec-
tion and beingthrown out of his
position as Constituency secre-
tary.

After last year’s boundary
changes, Forrester’s 2-1 major-
ity in the old Constituency
Party was turned into a 50-50
split. Forrester and Golding set
about seeing what affiliated
organisations they could join,
and how manyof their support-
ers they could get delegated
from thesebodies.

But they have suffered
fiascos. The first came at the
AGMoftheNorth Staffs Fabian
Society a few weeks ago.

Without mentioning it to the
local secretary, comrades
Golding, Forrester, their wives
and quite a few friends had
spent £15 becoming national
membersof the Fabian Society.
However, when they all turned
up theyweretold thattheycould
only vote and stand foroffice if

 

theybecamelocal members.
The next fiasco came at the

AGMofthe Socialist Education
Association. Comrades Forres-
ter, Golding, etc., had all
become members. But again
they failed to get their sup-
porters elected as delegates to
Stoke North Constituency.

The SEA changed its rules
last year to say that only those
who have been membersfor 12
months can stand as delegates.
The right did not have a single
person whoqualified.

Theright is now organising to
challenge the 12 months mem-
bership requirement.

There are a numberof lessons
thatthe soft left in Stoke should
learn from the right’s counter-
attack.First, it is clear thatthere
are no groundsfor believingthat
the right want unity in the Party .

or that Kinnock’s election has
ushered in such a period of
unity.

-Second, the soft  left’s
approach is one based upon a
vision of the Party movinginexorably leftward. Only a few
months ago they were sayingthat the witch-hunt was a dead
issue.

The right wing rejects that
fatalism- and organises. So
shouldtheleft.

cant trade union backing for
a united Ire:and.

The composite motion on
the health service was very poor.
Although it correctly condemned
those Labour Party memberswho

. voted for cuts on District Health
Authorities, it had very few posi-
tive proposals for campaigning
against health cuts, not mention-
ing industrial action or occupa-
tions, policies which were never-
theless referred to frequently by
speakers from thefloor.

Composite resolutions
calling for the setting up of
Black Sections were passed.

A very strong gay resolution
was passed, which commits the
London Labour Party to
set up a working party to report
to the next annual conference, to
affiliate to the Labour Campaign
for Gay Rights,

The motion on YTS, setting
out basic demands to fight for’,
was passed overwhelmingly, even
though manyof the unions voting
in favour do not themselves have
such a policy towards YTS.

The Left retained control of
the Executive, with Arthur
Latham beating off the soft left
challenge spearheaded by Joan
Lestor for chair. John Spellar was
kicked off the trade union
section, to the obvious delight
of the delegates.

TM“ i

Write to: The Labour
Party, 150 Walworth
Road, London SE17
1JT.
Subscription is £7 per
year, £2 unwaged, 50p
OAPs.
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 —— Chesterfield

TONY Benn, according
to the Liberal who
fought against him,
“stands at the head of
screaming mobs of Trot-
skyists. Let the people of
Chesterfield beware’’.

But despite the Liber-
als’ sub-political cam-
paign against him, Benn

‘polled more votes than

JOHN
HARRIS:

his right-wing predecessor
Eric Varley,a local man
of Chesterfield.

As Bennsaid, his vic-
tory was “an important
trigger in the build-up of
confidence in the Labour
Party”’.

The media did all they
could to make Chester-
field another Bermond-
sey. From day one they
emphasised Labour vot-
ers switching because of
Benn.

‘Militant’ canvassers,
Peter Tatchell coming to
help, Benn speaking at
the Broad Leftsconferen-
ce in Sheffield on March
24 — they tried to make
a scandal from every
opportunity.

But Chesterfield was
different from Bermond-
sey for several reasons.

First, the Labourright
wing did not dare knife
Benn as they had knifed
Peter Tatchell. It must
have caused Roy Hatters-
ley agonies to sit beaming
on a platform beside
Tony Benn, but he had
to doit.

Chesterfield was proof
that witch-hunts lose
elections — laying off the
inner-party witch-hunts
-wins them.

Second, as Bennsaid,
Chesterfield showed that
“thepassionate advocacy

  UNEMPLOY gD
sk “41584

 
of socialism and the poli- °

cies of our party is a way
of winning”. Benn’s
eloquence and energy;
and his campaign asking
working class people to
join an ongoing historic
struggle rather than just
to put crosses on a ballot
paper, won votes.
The third factor in

Chesterfield was the
commitment and enthus-

‘jasm of hundreds of Lab-
ouractivistswho came to
the townto help.

/

The whole campaign
was a ringing practical

 
 
 

    

A ring

:

 

answertoall the tedious,
tortuous arguments from
Eric Hobsbawm and his
sort. They say that Lab-

-- our can never win elec-
tions withoutshifting its

ee

policies to the centre
and/or allying with the
Alliance.

Chesterfield showed
how they can be proved
wrong.

Put the Tories
into thedustbin

IN HIS first speech after
returning to Parliament on
March6,Tony Benn said:

“The Chancellor cannot
convince people thatwe are
a poor country. What peop-
le want and what they are
entitled to expect from any
governmentis the meeting
of their minimum require-
ments — for jobs, for hom-
es, for proper health care,
for proper education and
for dignity in retirement.

This is a Government
backed by capital helping
capital to hammerlabour.It
is a government supported
by the wealthy to tax the
poor.

Every pensioner in Ches-
terfield who buys 10 cigar-
ettes is helping to finance
the public schools through
the assisted places scheme.

Government policy is
carried through deliberate-
ly by the use of fear. Does
the House imagine that
people at work are not
terrifiedthatthe unemploy-
ed will be used to replace
them if they seek to main-
tain their own living stand-
ards or working condi-
tions?

Time and again the nak-
ed use of fear by employ-
ers is being used to hold
people down. That is the
policy.

The Government says it
is rolling back the frontiers
of the state. It is advancing
the frontiers of the state,
crushing local democracy

‘ and the trade union move-
ment.

Britain needs a fresh
start, to plan the resources
to rebuild its industrial
base, to extend the public
sector and the public
services.

In.1945 the British people
turned their backs on the
brutality and
ness of mass unemploy-
ment that had been imple-
mented by a government
just like this one in the
1930s.

Under Clement Attlee
theymade

a
start in turning

away from thosepolicies.It
will not be long before the
present Leader of the Op-
position resumes the tasks
that Attlee began, and the
present Government will
be swept into the dustbin
of history’’.

divisive- - 
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CARLOS
AUGUSTO(IFL)
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RACISM, CUTS, THE COURTS, CHE

Halifax:
No racists here!
BLACK and white youth in
Halifax joined together last
Wednesday to disrupt a
council meeting, in protest
over a tacialist outburst by a
Tory councillor.

At the. previous meeting,during a discussion about aid
to an Asian community
advice centre, Tory councillor
Ron Thrower, had shouted
“Send ’em back’’. He refused
to apologise or withdraw the
remark and the Tory group
of councillors and both Tory
MPs in Calderdale would not
condemn Councillor
Thrower.

A week later, Thrower
stated he was quoting Enoch
Powell.

Halifax LPYS decided to
picket the next council meet-
ing in protest, calling for
Councillog.Thrower’s_resig-
nation from the council.
Unfortunately he managed to
slip through the picket un-
noticed, and this angered the
hundred or so Asian youth
and LPYS members who had
gathered. Half of us thenByTanMcCondach___

managed to get into the
public gallery and sent a dele-
gation to the Labour mayorasking for the matter of the
racist councillor to be raised.
However, he refusedthis,say-ing it was not on the agenda.

The demonstrators were
by now extremely angry and
had started chanting and
jeering, as the meeting pro-gressed. The mayor again
refused to discuss the matter
and threatened to have us
thrown out. By now the
public gallery was in uproar
and were directing their abuse
at Councillor Thrower
himself, who by then was
looking more than a little
frightened andagitated.

The Labour mayor then
adjourned the meeting and
went to fetch the police. We
continued chanting for about
15 minutes until it became
clear that large numbers of
police had arrived outside,
and so to avoid arrests, we
decided to leave.

Before leaving, though, we
madeit clear in no uncertain
terms to Councillor Thrower
that we would be back and
that the youth of Halifax
would never allow openly
racist councillors to representthe people of Halifax.
 

Court threat to student union
STUDENTSat Sheffield Univer-
sity went into occupation last
week against cuts in the Librarybook grant. Within 26 hours we
were out of occupation with a
threatened £20,000 fine and nobacking from the Students Union.

Sheffield University Library
is one of the worst in the country

‘and cuts are continuing. In recog-nition of the uselessness of nego-tiation and as a backlash against
our Tory union officers failure to
lead any effective campaign, we
went straight from the union
meeting which adopted the
occupation policy, to the mainUniversity administration build-
ing.

The occupation rapidly gained
support with over 200 students
staying the night and 350 attend-
ing the mass ‘meeting the follow-
ing day.

The occupation run
democratically by twice-
daily mass meetings and accoun-
table occupation committees.

But the University reacted
harshly. Within two hours a writ
was issued. The following day

was
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By Dave Barter
 

Sheffield Crown Court gave’ the
University a repossession order
and awarded the cost of enforc-
ing it, estimated at £20,000 pereviction attempt, to the Students
Union.

The tactic of the legal system
was to cripple the Union finan-
cially to cripple us politically.Just like the anti-union laws used
against the NGA, thetactic is todestroy political autonomy bydestroying financial autonomy.The right of students every-where to take direct action in
defence of their interests is
threatened.

Instead of working to build
support for defying the Court
order, our Tory union presidentpacked an unconstitutional meet-ing with his supporters, lied to
the occupiers and tried to close
the occupation.

Whentheoccupiers refused to

leave, he used his constitutional
prerogative to overturn union
policy, and withdrew our union
backing. In panick, we withdrew.

There is now a core of
students committed to direct
action against the cuts, who have
learnt from the occupation.

There were somesplits in the
occupation — ultra-leftists who
failed to understand the differ-
ence between student action and
workers action called University
staff scabs when they delivered
the mail, not helping us to work
alongside the campus_trade
unions.

NUS have promised no sup-
port, with NUS president Neil
Stewart telling us that illegal
action was “‘futile”’.

The cuts in education are part
of the offensive against the work-
ing class, and the attacks on
student unions are parallel to
attacks on trade unions. To
defend their education, students
must be prepared to break the
law and build a national cam-
paign to build student union
autonomy. YTS. 
  

Answer for MSC
Jim Denham reports on a response by Birmingham trade unionists and youth
THE GLOSSY complacency of
the government Manpower Serv-
ices Commission’s ‘Training Fair’
in Birmingham has been shattered
by the intervention of rank and
file trade unionists and young
people.

The Fair was intended to
sell the Tories’ Youth Train-
ing Scheme to groups of fifth
formers dragooned out of Birm-
ingham schools. But amid the
slick displays from the likes of
Pitmans. Sight and Sound, ‘Curves
Figure Salon for Women’, British
Leyland, etc. etc., Birmingham
Trades Council set up a stall
distributing counter-propaganda.

We had trainees’ rights cards,
the report ‘The Great TrainingRobbery. (which exposes the
rip-off activities of private train-
ing agencies), a list of pertinent
questions for young people to put
to schemes, and material on
backdoorcompulsion.

We. also showed a video of
the TV Eye programme ‘Deathon
YOPs’.

The MSC officials were clearlyhighly embarrassed by the Trades
Council’s stall, but dared not
throw us out in front of the
young people who quickly gath-ered round ourdisplay.

The MSC’s agitation reach-
ed near-hysteria when our inter-
vention inside the hall was sup-plemented by a 40-strong lobby
outside the hall. The ‘Trainees
Action Group’ had organised it to
protest against compulsion onto

~ —-—— “

Socialist students’
conference

By Jane Ashworth
WRITSandfines have been flung
far and often recently,not just ag-
ainst the NGA and NUJ but
against student unions too.

Student unions used to be able
to demonstrate or occupy build-
ings for a short while and get
away with it. If there were a fine
it would be small and negotiable.

But since the student unions
became dependent on college
authorities and not students’
grants for money,it has not been
sO easy.

This term Warwick University
students’ union effectively sold its
autonomy. under threat of a
£30,000 fine, it allowed the
university to rewrite its constitu-
tion (to include a seven-daycooling-off period before anydirect actionon campus).

NowSheffield University stu-
dents’ unionis in serious trouble.
Although a fine is only threaten-
ed, if they return to occupation

 
 

they faced substantial bailiffs’
costs.

-

In Sheffield the courts have
been used to penalise the union.
In Warwick the university used
into hold on the union’s purse-strings directly.

Meanwhile student unions in
further education colleges usuallyremain subject to the rules and
whims of their Principals and
Local Education Authorities.

The Socialist Students in
NOLS [National Organisation of
Labour Students] AGM at the
University of Manchester Institute
of Science and Technology on
March 17 (starting 10.30) will bediscussing the fight for studentunion autonomy and other batt-
les.

Everyone is welcgme. Just
turn up, or phone Tony (061-2735691) or Jane (01-609 7459) fordetails.

*
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 Women’s
Day 1984

INTERNATIONALWomen’s Day
1984 seems a rather low-key
affair — a far cry from either the
bitter disputes between women of
recent years, or the dazzling high-
point of International Women’s
Day 1917 (see an account else-
where on thispage). How have we

_arrived at this?
International Women’s Day

originated in 1908 in the US,
when women needle trades work-
ers in Manhattan marched for
“equal suffrage for women”, “‘an
eight-hour day” and the end ofchild labour.

Clearly, those women workers
saw no contradiction between
women’s political demands (the
vote) and overtly class demands
(eight-hour day). Because of the
underdevelopment of women’s
formal (as opposed to real social)
equality the dividing line between
“bourgeois feminists” and social-
ist, working class women was
muchclearer.

The bourgeois feminists limit-
ed themselves to demands for
political equality and equal access
to class privilege with men of
their class. Socialist women could
show clearly that liberation for
all women could only come about
in conjunctionwith class struggle.

it was therefore the socialist
women’s movement, as part of
the Second International, who
adopted International Women’s
Day.

In 1913, for instance, the
Russian Social Democrats (Bol-
sheviks) marked the day by bring-
ing out the first issue of their
women’s journal Rabotnitska,
despite the arrest of most of its
editorial board. In this they
stressed the unity of working class
women and men against the
feminist sisterhood of women of
all classes.

Their approach would appear
to have been vindicated by Inter-
nationalWomen’s Day 1917 when
the action of women workers,
calling on the support of the more
“advanced”’ organised male work-
ers, led directly to the downfall
of Tsarism within a few days, and
withinmonths, the October Revo-
lution.

The womenof Petrograd acted
out of class interest, under
pressure of starvation, political
repression and the most massive
blood-letting ‘in history to that
date. But it is not accidental
that it was women who were the
trigger.

What is interesting is that the
proponents of class struggle have
not fully theorised the interac-
tion of that oppression as women
with the class struggle, in the
same way that feudal relations
and national oppression were
analysed in Permanent Revolu-
tion.

Trotsky notes that the revolu-
tion was sparked by “the most
oppressed and downtrodden” and
it is clear that the October
Revolution did create the biggest
improvement in women’s condi-
tion in history. From a position
of near-slavery in the family,
women won not only formal
political equality but the great-
est lifting of sexual oppression
that was materially possible. That
it was short-lived and virtually
eradicated by Stalinisation does
not detract from this fact.

So how have we come to a
situation where the class content
of International Women’s Day is
not only disputed but virtually
invisible? .

The present women’s move-
ment in Britain hadits roots both
in the ferment of the radical
movements in the US and Europe
and in the actions of women
workers (Ford women, fisher-
men’s wives).

The four original demands of
the women’s liberationmovement
reflect this. (Equal pay and job
opportunities; equal education
and training; nurseries; and free
abortion and contraception).
They clearly embody both a class
and a specifically women’s con-
tent. The polarisation of the
women’s movement between
tadical and socialist feminists —

contributed to in no small part by
the ignorance and insensitivity of
the left

— reflects itselfiin a shift
away from women’s oppression as

JOHN
HARRIS

 
,

By Gerry Byrne
 

a feature of class society to
patriarchy and the contradiction
between men and women.Inter-
national Women’s Day became a
battle groundforthissplit.

Rows took place about
whether to focus on themes
relating to the most oppressed
women(e.g. working class women
and the right to work, or black
women and imperialism) or issues
that unite all women regardless of
class and race (sexual violence).
The split was demoralising for
both sides and the present down-
turn in interest can be seen as a
kind of battle-weariness.

But nowclass has reared its
head again in the women’sliber-
ation Movement in a newguise.
We now have “‘classismTM to add
to the ‘isms’ of oppression.

But it has largely become a
depoliticised concept. Whereas
racism or imperialism have both
strict structural meanings and 3
more general liberal sense.
“classism” seems only to have 3
liberal content. It’s about the
way middle class feminists
(among others) oppress working
class women through them att
tudes, values, better access to
education, jobs and money. Butit
is not tied to any analysis of the
workings of society. It seems to
me to miss thepoint.

Of course, working class
‘women are oppressed and have a
different view of the world, etc.
Nobodylikes to be patronised or
pitied. But one of the great
strengths of the women’s move-
mentis the assertion that women
are powerful — without negat-
ing real material inequalities of
power.

,
Why can’t working class

women’s powerberecognised?
Working class womgn do have

a different angle on the world but
it’s not just a question of a differ-
ent culture, but a reflectionof the
real material world. And,
materially,the working class have
the power to transform society,
when they finally act, as the
Petrograd women showed.

It’s no use harking back to
1917 or before, when the issues
seemed clear-cut. We’re in 1984
and the present women’s move-
ment has raised issues and devel-
oped strategies which cannot and
should not be ignored. What we
need is to develop the understan-
dings of both previous women’s
struggles and the present move-
ment into a strategy for now
that recognises the power we have
andusesit.

International Women’s Day 19&3 — marching in support of Greenham

 
 Women’s Day1917

INTERNATIONALWomen’s Day
(March 8) was originally a
workers’ day of celebration.

It was also. in 1917. the first
day of the Russian Revolution.

This excerpt from Leon Trot-
sky’s ‘History of the Russian
Revolution’tells how.

In Trotsky’s book. for these
events he used the old Ca lendar,
thirteen days behind the modern
one, according to which Inter-national Women’s Day was Febru-
ary 23 (thus, ‘the February
revolution!) We have changed the
dates to the modern reckoning.

MARCH 8. was_ International
Womadn’s Day. The social-demo-
cratic circles had intended to
mark this day in a_ general
manner: by meetings, speeches,
leaflets.

It had not occurred to anyone
that it might becomethefirst day
of the revolution. Not a_ single
organisation called for strikes on
that day.

Whatis more. even a Bolshevik
organisation, and a most militant 

one —~ the
committee, all
opposing strikes.

The “temper of the masses,
according to Kayurov, one of the
leaders in the workers’ district.
was very tense; any strike would
threaten to turn into an open
fight. But since the committee
thought the time unripe for
militant action — the party not
strong enough and the workers
having too few contacts with the
soldiers — they decided not to
call for strikes but to prepare for
tevolutionary action at some
indefinite time in the future.

Such was the course followed
by the committee on the eve of
March 8, and everyone seemed to
acceptit.

On the following morning,
however, in spite of all directives,
the women textile workers in
several factories went on strike.
and sent delegates to the metal
workers with an appeal for sup-
port. “With reluctance,”’ writes
Kayurov, “the Bolsheviks agreed
to this, and they were followed
by the workers — Mensheviks
and Social Revolutionaries. But
once there is a mass strike, one
must call everybody into the
streets and take the lead.”

Such was Kayurov’s decision,
and the Vyborg committee had to
agree to it. “The idea of going
into the streets had long been
ripening among the workers; only
at that moment nobody imagined
where it would lead.” Let us keep
in mind this testimony of a parti-
cipant, important for understand-
ing the mechanicsof the events.
C.2)

Thusthefact is that the March
revolution was begun from below,
overcoming the resistance of its
own revolutionary organisations,
the initiative being taken of their
own accord by the most
oppressed and downtrodden part
of the proletariat — the women
textile workers, among them no
doubt manysoldiers’ wives.

The overgrownbread-lineshad
provided the last stimulus. About
90,000 workers, men and women,
were on strike that day.

The fighting mood expressed
itself in demonstrations, meetings,
encounters with the police. The
movement began in the Vyborg
district with its large industrial
establishments; thence it crossed
over to the Petersburg sidc.

There were no. strikes or
demonstrations elsewhere, accord-
ing to the testimony of the secret
police. On that day detachments

Vyborg borough-
workers — was

of troops were called in to assist .

the police — evidently not many
of them — but there were no
encounters with them.

A mass of women,notall of
them workers, flocked to the
municipal duma demanding
bread. It was like demanding milk
from a he-goat. Red_banners
appeared in different parts of the
city, and inscriptions on them
showed that the workers wanted
bread, but neither autocracy nor
war.

Woman’s Day passed success-
fully, with enthusiasm and with-
out victims. But what it concealed
in itself, no one had guessed even
by nightfall.

On the following day the
movementnotonly fails to dimin-
ish, but doubles.
half of the industrial workers of
Petrograd are on strike on March
9.

The workers come to the
factories in the morning; instead
of going to work they hold meet-
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ings; then begin processions
toward the centre. New districts
and new groups of the popula-
tion are drawn into the move-
ment.

The slogan “Bread!” is crow-
ded out or obscured by louder
slogans: “Down with autocracy!”“Down with the war!” Contin-
uous demonstrations on the
Nevsky — first compact masses
of workmen singing revolutionary
songs, later a motley crowd of
city folk interspersed with theblue caps of students.

“The promenading crowd was
sympathetically disposed toward
us, and soldiers in some of the
war hospitals greeted us by wav-
ing whatever was at hand.” How
many clearly realised what was
being ushered in by this sympa-thetic waving from sick soldiers
to demonstrating workers?

Gang 
 

. by Patrick
SSpilling

World in Action this week
exposed the bogus claims of the
Sun “newspaper”
analysed Tony Benn and found
him barmy.

The Boston

__
psychiatrist

quoted by the Sun said on tele-
vision that his conclusion ‘had
been casual, partial and complete-
ly misrepresented.

At the same time, a former
editor of the News of the World
lost his libel case against the BBC
satirical programme “Week
Ending’, which lampooned him as
‘an East End boy made bad’ and
‘Sid Yobbo’.

The court decided in effect
that. the gibes on the programme
were defamatory all right, but at
the same time they were fair
comment, which left the editor
disillusioned with the public’slack of confidence in his profes-
sion.

Never mind all that. Here are
the results of our own deep psy-choanalysis of a Fleet Street
newspaper editor, who wishes to
remain anonymous. All known
facts about him were fed into a
computer and then shown to
10,000 psychiatrists’ with the
following result.

Whacky. . .
that is the verdict

of your average Flect Street
editor.

Sick, sick, sick
. . .

that is the

to have psycho- -

|
|
|
|
|
|
|

outcome of our own deep
tesearch into these perverts.

MPs from all sides have been |
bombarded with requests to ban |
these weirdos. Their strange ritual |of poisoning the minds of our
children. |

We fed the outcome ofthese |
tests to 10,000 psychiatrists and
this is what they said. :

*Their first trouble was find- |
ing the brain. But yes, he’s got|
one. Only one, and very small. |Impulses measured by our

|experts\ show he could speak.
_

Short sentences. Not more than
ten words. |*Alcohol: yes. Evidence of
this. Traces in the brain, kidney,
liver and typewriter.

*Word test. We gave our
subject a classic word test. They
gave snap replies, This was their
response. Girl — Page 3; Lady —

Di; Boy — soldier; Lord ~ master;
Red — Ken; Press — gutter;
Democracy ~-

.. . pass; Truth —

. what?; Justice

—
(giggle).

At that point our test gave
out.

Our psychiatrists conclude:
whoever he is this man is not to |be trusted. He could blow up at
any time. We find he is fearful |
of authority. Has the classic ]symptoms of a bully. Deeply
sexually repressed. I

Whoever he is, this man can |
have no jobof any responsibility.|
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The state of
Irish solidarity

“WE must break the con-
spiracy of silencesurrounding
this undeclared war.”

Jeremy Corbyn MP was
speaking last week at a public -

meeting held by Southamp-
ton Irish Solidarity Com-
mittee and attended by
around 50 activists.

This meeting was unusual
in bringing together in one
room representatives of most
of the trends in the Irish sol=
idarity movement, such asit
is, in Britain. It is therefore
worth reporting and examin-
ing in somedetail.

Throughout the Six Coun-
ties, Corbyn continued,
Catholics were facing sur-
veillance of ‘big brother’
proportions. In Belfast, for

 
By Tony Twine

example, an especially high
profile was taken by British
troops.

State terrorism via
methods of internment, the
Prevention of Terrorism Act,
Diplock Courts, shoot-to-kill,
and now ‘supergrass justice’,
was systematically applied in
the attempt to smash repub-
licanism.

But, said Corbyn, it was
important to realise that
political motives behind the
imperialist presence had not
remained static._British
governments feared the pos-sibility of a non-aligned,self-
determined Ireland outside
NATO.

The last Labour Party con-
ference had confirmed the
policy of a united Ireland ‘by
consent’. But any removal of
the Protestant veto first
required a complete British

Box 23. 136 Kingsland High St.
London E8

 
 
political/military withdrawal,
he said. Active working class
solidarity with this ongoing
struggle was a key factor in
the cause of Irish unity.

Delegations from the
Northern Irish Catholic com-
munity were now on a speak-
ing tour of the UK to counter
the vicious class propaganda
of press and media, explain-
ed Corbyn. .

Speakers from SISC stated
that support for the Irish
struggle was a critical test for
the English workers’ move-
ment. This view was justi-
fied with copious quotations
taken from Marx and Lenin.

SISC implicitly counter-
posed IRA-style militarismto
revolutionary self-activity of
the Irish workingclass.

Another ultra-left sect, the
RCG,rejected Corbyn’s view
from the platform. Member-
ship of NATO was not the
issue

. . .
what thg,Tories

really feared was the ‘incip-
ientIrish people’s revolution’.

Labour Committee on Ire-
land strategy was then briefly
outlined by three Socialist
Action supporters. The LCI
was an important vehicle in
fighting to commit Labour to
a principled class position on
Ireland. It stood for British
withdrawal, and endto parti-
tion and repeal of the PTA.

A none-too-popular issue
was raised by a supporter of
Socialist Organiser. A fight
for unity with the Protestant
working class must surely be
intrinsic in any struggle for
Irish self-determination. Did
this political view hold anysignificance for either of SISC
or LCI, he asked.

The silencewas deafening.
Of the rest of the left,

Militant studiously ignored
the meeting (though one sup-
porter did turn up) while the
SWP declared that they didn’t
want to get involved with
guilt-riddensectarians.

Those present.

_
finally“stood in silent respect for

 

“IRAfighters killedthatday.
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Mitterrand cuts jobs and pay
FRANCE’s public.sector
workers will strike this Thurs-
day and Friday (8th-9th).

The strike has been called
over pay, following union re-
jection of an offer from civil
service minister Anicet le
‘Pors, a Communist Party
member.

Le Pors’ trade union com-rades in the CP-led CGT fed-
eration are calling a one-day
strike on the 8th: thistrick of
being on both sides simultan-
eously in an industrial dispute
has been performed many
times by the CP since CP min-
isters joined the. government
in 1981. .

The teachers’ union
federation FENis also calling
for a strike on the 8th, and
Force Ouvriere (a smaller
federation which is usually on
the right wing of the trade
union movement) has made
an uncharacteristically mili-
tant call for a 48 hour strike
on the 8th and 9th.

The Socialist-leaning
CFDT federation has not yet
called anyaction.

French miners have also
been on strike recently in
protest at government plans
to run down the coal indus-
try from 56,000 jobs to
28,000 withinfour years.

The Mitterrand govern-
mentstarted off with a policy
of increased public spending
and reduced working hours to
cut unemployment. This
attempt to tinker with capit-
alism failed to bring unem-
ployment below two million
— and also produceda gallop-
ing trade deficit.

Under pressure the Social-
ist-led government’s policy
has become more and more
indistinguishable from That-
cher’s and Reagan’s. Nowitis
planning drastic rundowns in
heavy industry — shipbuilding
as well as coal-mining:

Unemployment in France
is now 2% million andrising.

Druze militiamen
FOLLOWING an_ enormous
amountof diplomatic manoeuv-
ring between the Lebanese and
Syrian governments, President
Amin Gemayelis to abrogate the
agreementwithIsrael made last
May. The treaty had allowed for
Israeli withdrawalfrom southern
Lebanon only if Syrian troops
were withdrawnaswell.

  = French workers demonstrate against job cuts

Mobilisationfor Church schools
ACCORDINGto the organis-
ers, there were up to 800,000
demonstrators in Versailles
on March 4, defending the
position of Catholic Church
schools in France.

Bishops and right-wing
- politicians led the march.

The Versailles demonstra-
tion followed big protestselsewhere, including one
240,000 strong in Lille. And
it looks like the Socialist-
Party-led government may be.
backing down underthepres-
sure.

Before the 1981 election
Francois Mitterrand promised
to nationalise the Church
schools and integrate them
into a unified secular educa-

Breaking the agreement is
therefore a diplomatic coup for
the Syrian government headed
by A sad, and a blow to US
policy — already floundering in
Lebanon. The agreement had
been patched up

_
between

Lebanon and Israel with US
sponsorship. .

It looks as ifsome government ~

tion system. Now the govern-
ment is negotiating with
Church leaders over much
more limited proposals for a
greater public say in the run-
ning of Church schools, and
for giving teachers in Church
schools the status of public
employees.

Church schools have been
a central issue in French poli-
tics since the 19th century.

The French Revolution at
the end of the 18th century
took on the Catholic Church
hierarchy as one of the main
pillars of the old regime. In
1790 the revolutionary gov-
ernmenttried to makepriests
elected state officials.
‘Church and King’ became
theslogan of the counter-
revolution.

RES

of ‘nationalunity’ willbe thrown
together that will include
current Syrian allies (such as
Walid Jumblatt, leader of the
Druze militias, or Nabih Berri,leader of the Islamic ’Amal
movement) along with Gemay-el’s Falange. Such a govern-
ment would be more ‘broadbased’ than the Falangist one

At the beginning of the19th century Napoleon de-
clared a (secular) state mono-
poly of education. In the
course of the century right-
wing governments dismantled,
thismonopoly. :

,

As from 1904 there were
two clearly distinct school
systems: a secular public sys-
tem (supported by the Left)
and a Catholic private system(supported by the Right).

In 1959 De Gaulle’s gov-
ernment instituted extensive
State aid to the Catholic
schools. That is the status
quo which the Church and
the right wing are defending.

About 17% of French
schoolchildren currently
attend Church schools.

 

 
that collapsed last month; but
it would be unlikely to remain
very stable.

Diplomatic
The tensions in

Lebanese society cannot be so
easily healed whatever the
diplomatic deals made by
various Lebaneseleaders.

 



 
  

FACTS&FIGURES
By Martin Thomas

THEseasonallyadjusted official
figures for unemployment rose
by 28,600 in February. So much
for the Tories’ economic recov-
ery. :

The official total is about 3.2
million.But that is an artificially
low figure, and trade union
estimates put the total over four
million. Just using the official
basis of calculation employed
beforeNovember 1982 increases
thetotal to over 3.5 million..

660,000 people are on the
government’s~ Youth Training
Scheme and other ‘funny jobs’
projects.

ee KE

A NEW report gives further
facts on the use of microelec-
tronics in British industry.

In 1983, 95%. of manufactur-
ing companies: with 1,000
employees or more used micro-
processors (tiny computers).
But nearly 90% of them already
had microprocessorsin 1981.

In small companies the
increase in use is more visible:
over 30% of manufacturing
companies employing 20 to 49
workers, for example, now use
microprocessors. It was only
17% in 1981.

But the intensity of use is also
rising in bigcompanies:‘‘Useof
micros rapidly gathers momen-
tum. Once a company does take
theplunge,it generally finds the
advantages greater (and the
difficulties no more) than it
expected.’’ .

The most common uses of
microprocessors are relatively .

simple ones, for example in
computer-controlled machine
tools.

The report, from the Policy
Studies Institute, estimates the
loss of jobs due to micros at no

~higher than 35,000. >

OK ERK

THE Department of Trade and
Industry has
figures for the stock ofBritish
direct investment abroad. ‘

It makes the total £44 billion.
About one-third of this totalis
in the US, and about 20%in the
EEC. :

Most of the rest is in other
advanced capitalist countries

__

Canada and Australia foremost
among them

__

and about 20%
is in Third World countries.

The stock of direct invest-
ment from abroadinto Britain is
estimatedat £29 million.

RK KK

A FOCTNOTEto the item two
weeks ago. on Third World-
based multinationals: a recent
Financial Times surveylists the
world’s top 30 international
construction companies.

13 of the 30 are US-based,
10 EEC-based, and two Japan-
ese. But there are five giants
based outside the capitalist
metropolises: three South
Korean firms, one Turkish, and
one Greek arein thetop 30.

One South Korean firm,
Daewoo, has just bought up
Hymac, a bankrupt South Wales
manufacturer of hydraulic
excavators.

To join oraffiliatewrite
to Chris Richardson, 21
Devonshire Promenade,
Lenton, Nottingham
NG7 2DS

just published “|

 
  
  
  
 
 
 
    
  
 
   
    
   
 
  
 
  
   
  
  
  
  
   
 
  
   
  
  
 
 
  
   
 
   
 
   
  
  
  
  
    
 

FORMERUSVice-President
Walter Mondale seemedset to
win the Democratic Party’s
nomination for Presidential
candidate in the US election
later this year — until last
week. In the primary election
in New Hampshire, a rela-
tively unknown contender,
Gary Hart, won the party
nomination. He seems set to
be the big competitor with
Mondale to become the man
whostandsagainst Reagan.

The United States’ bizarre
system of choosing candi-
dates for elections is not
really a democratic process.
The Democratic and Repub-
lican Parties do not have a

proper membership structure.
A series of ‘primaries’ and
‘caucuses’ are held in differ-
ent states to decide which
candidate to nominate. It is
not unusual for people to
attend the primaries of both

their organisation.
But winning nominations

in primaries is no less impor-
tarit. for that. The New
Hampshire primary has a

special — if rather mytholo-
gical — significance, because
no one who haslost the prim-
ary in New Hampshire has
won the actual Presidential
contest for the last few
decades.

electionMondale’s

ACCORDINGto anarticle in the
latest issue of the ‘Economist’
magazine, US aid to Thatcher’s
war over the Falkléffdswas much
greater than publicly revealed.

The US’s motive, according to
the magazine, was not simple.

“Given the Reagan adminis-
* tration’s carefully nurtured

—

=wl It’s easier to be ‘resolute’ with the Pentagon behindyou...

parties, so loose and vagueis.
|

 

By Gerry Bates
TS

machineis well oiled and run

by the trade union bureau-
crats in the AFL-CIO. Their
campaign to get him elected
is described by Newsweek as

‘simply the biggest and best
in the history of US politics’.

But like all US election
campaigns it has more to do
with show business than poli-
tics. Saatchi and Saatchi’s
swish PR job for the Tories
last year would seem mild in
comparison. In the final elec-
tion play off, the Presidential
candidates have special
jingles, their families have to
come over as charismatic as
does the candidate himself
(so far it’salways himself in
presidential elections), and
so on.

On major policy questions,
Mondale and Hart are in
general quite similar. Both are
against the MX missile and B-
B-1 bomber. Both are for a
nuclear freeze and for reduc-
ing the arms race. Both are

against aid to the Nicaraguan
contras, against aid to the El
Salvadorian regime. (while
the death squads are. still
active), and against US troops
in Honduras.

Both are in favour of
maintaining the existing US

rapprochement withLatin Amer-
ica, there was a clear foreign
policy motive for neutrality . . .

“Both President Reagan and
Mr Haig had privately told Mrs
Thatcher that, if negotiation
failed, public opinion would force
them back to Britain. But that
only increased their anger at

S14¢4vH
NHOP

policy of total support for
Israel; both are for a total US
withdrawal from Lebanon.

—

Both are for an equal
rights amendment for
women; for equal pay; for
abortion on demand. And
both are for health cuts.

They differ slightly in
those areas where spending
should ‘be increased. Mondale
is for a degree of state inter-
vention in the economy, but
Hart is in favour of the free
market. Mondale is in favour
of protectionism, but Hart is
againstit.

And Hartis in favour of a
4.5-5% increase in defence
spending a year; Mondale
only wants 4%.

While on someissues they
would both seem preferable
to the Moral Majority reac-
tion of the Reagan adminis-
tration, it would be a mistake
to believe that any of the
differences are fundamental
ones. Democrats and Repub-
licans alike, of whichever
shape or form, are firm defen-
ders of US capitalism, at
home andabroad.

The US working class
should not — though it will
— be conned into voting for
any of them. What is needed
instead is: an independent
party of ‘Americdn labour
committed to fighting all sec-
tions of the ruling class.

 

How US helped Thatcher
Britain’s fixation with whatPresi-
dent Reagan termeda‘little ice-
cold bunch of land downthere’ . .

“If foreign policy considera-
tions led Washington strongly in
the direction of non-involvement,
so too did global strategic ones.
The Faiklands were not just
irrelevant to NATO but a dis-
traction from it...

“The [US] decision to ‘tilt’
Britain’s way-on May 1 wasthere-
fore bitterly contested by certain
State Department and Pentagon
officials...”

But for the majority’ in US
ruling circles, once the conflict
was on, there could be no choice
but to back Britain — the US’s
number one military ally —

against the shaky and unreliable
Argentine regime.

If necessary, the US govern-
ment was ready to help publicly
on a largescale. it offered to lend
a US ship to the British navy if
either of the two British aircraft
carriers was put out of action.

But that was 4 risky last
resort. The US’s chief aim now
was that Britain “win soon and
without American help being too
conspicuous”. So it poured in
masses of behind-the-scenesaid.

On Ascension Island, “addi-
tional accommodation and water
purification plants were supplied.
Roads were repaired and fuel
pipelines built. An astonishing
12.5 million gallons of aviation
fuel were diverted for British use”.

Weaponsfor the British forces
— notably Sidewinder missiles —

were also sent to Ascension
Island. The Economist reports an
estimate that at one stage Wide-
awake Airport on Ascension
Island became the busiest airport
in the world!

Maybeeven more importantly,
a US military satellite was moved
from -watching the USSR to
watching Argentina. “The Amer-
icans claim ‘98%" of British intel-
ligence of Argentine movements
came from them”.

Throughout all this the US
had not changed its views on the
rights and wrongs of the issue —

it remained, and remains, neutral
on the question of sovereignty
over the island. But world power
politics calculations were more
important to the US than rights
and wrongs . . . and much more
important than the human lives
lost in the war.

7
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Hart with a hatchet, He wants to use it against government spending
onhealth

Internation|—___

Neither Hart nor Mondale!

 

Algerian Trotskyists
ELEVEN members of the
Socialist Workers Organisation
(SWO) — a group of Algerian
Trotskyists — are on hunger
strike in Barboraisse prison in
Algeria.

They were imprisoned on 23
Decemberlast year, apparently
simply for belonging to the
SWO.The SWOis in opposition
to the Algerian government and
has put forward a programme
for freedom of speech, freedom
of assembly and organisation,
and for a democratic Con-
stituent Assembly.

The eleven prisoners have not
been awarded political status
by the Algerian authorites,
and so have not been given the
rights of political prisoners.
The eleven demandedtheright
to be regrouped together in a
single room; the right to com-
municate without limit on the
numberof visits; the right to
receive books and newspapers;
and improved sanitary condi-
tions.

On February 13, two weeks
after making their demands to
the authorities, and having
received no reply, the prisoners
went on hunger strike. They
deserve our support.

 
Two ofthejailedmilitants

 



 
 
 

gue Hussein’sIran/Iraq: barbar1
The casualty figures in the Iran/Iraq war, alreadyhuge, are rising rapidly — and the war could spread.

 
 
  
 
  
  
  
  
  
 
  
  
  

THE Iranian revolution of 1979 was a greatpopular revolution shanghaied by a viciously
reactionary caste of Shi’ite muslim priests.
From late 1978 to February 1979, a wave of
enormous popular demonstrations rocked, and
finally toppled, the regime of the Shah ofIran.
That regime had been pumped with arms and
military aid by the US — which hadseen Iran as
one of its main ‘policemen’ in the Middle East
(along with Israel).

The Shah had been overtly backed by the
US since 1953, when a CIA-organised coupoverthrew the nationalistgovernment of Mossa-
deq. Right up to the moment when the Shah
finally fled the country, US intelligence could
not believewhat was happening,that their well-
fed, corrupt and repressive ally was really on
the wayout.

The Shi’ite muslim clergy organised like atight religious party opposed the Shah as a
moderniser of Iran and took the lead of the

Tes tram the 1979 revolution 

and Khomeini’s wa 3

 

 

Clive Bradley reports.
FIGHTING in the Gulf War
between Iran and Iraq has
recently reached a newpitch.
The Iraqi regime has been
attempting — so far unsuc-
cessfully — to attack the
Iranian oil terminal on Kharg
(Gulf) Island. It is from this
island that Iran’s oil is expor-
ted, and the Iranian ‘islamic
Republic’ has threatened to
close the Straits of Hormuz
if an Iraqi attack-is success-
ful. Since the Straits are vital
for Western oil supplies, the
US and Britain (despite
mutual recriminations and
the occasional statement to
the contrary) have threatened
to intervene against Iran to
keep the Straits open. If they
do so, there is the obvious
danger of superpower con-
frontation.

Iraq_is attempting this
action because its war efforts
have come into major diffi-
culties. Sadam Hussein’s Ba’
athist regime launched the
war in September 1980,
believing that it would be
able to swiftly topple the
Khomeini regime in Iran, and
establish itself as the major
power in the Gulf. Three and
a half years later, it has failed
miserably to do either; and
for the last year or so has
been visibly losing the war.

Its economy is conse-
quently collapsing. The costs
of war are huge — running
into billionsof dollars a year.The Iraqi economy is based
on oil production, but as a
result of the war its oil
exports have dried up com-
pletely,and the regime is now
enormously indebted to other
Arab Gulf states, especially
Saudi Arabia. The reactionary
Arab oil states have been
footing the bill for the iraqi
war effort in the fear that if
Saddam falls, their own
regimes may come under
threat.

insurgent masses whose weapons includedstrikes and factory seizures.
The religious leadership gained enormousauthority within the mass movement thatunited different classes opposed to the oldregime. The aims of that movement were con-fused; and the politics of the various left wingparties (some of which had someinfluence inthe powerful Iranian working class) wereequally confused.
So, by relying partly on religious feeling,partly on its revolutionary record, the newShi'ite regimeof Ayatollah Khomeini was able

to base itself on mass forces that it: could
mobilise against the more secular or radicalopposition that began to emerge. The opposi-tion is a mass movementas well: but the rulingIslamic Republican Party still has a great dealof authority and maintainsitself in powerfive
years after the revolution by a regime of repres-sion which slaughters men, women and childrenwithoutscruple.

For the Iranian regime,
the war is also costly, but
has been politically to their
benefit. Early in the war
Khomeini commented that
“We must thank Allah for
this war which has united our
people”, and the war has
been consciously used by the
‘Islamic Republic’ to suppress
internal dissent.

The fact that it has sur-
vived the Iraqi attack and
turned the tables has been in
the interests of Iran’s reac-
tionary rulers, and there is
every indication that it sees
its own interests best served
by prolonging the waras long
as possible.

The original issue over
which [raq declared war —

sovereignty over the Shalf
al-Arab) waterway

~—
which

connects the Tigris. and
Euphrates rivers to the Gulf
~ has long since been lost
sight of in the fighting.

In 1976 Iran and Iraqagreed to a mutual border

 

 

 
Khomeini

running down the middle of
the waterway (i.e. effective
joint sovereignty). It was a
stitched up deal by which
Hussein’s regime in Iraqagreed to stop opposing
Iranian activities in the Gulf
region, in return for an end to
support for Kurdish rebels in
Iraq by the Shah’s regime in
Iran. The Kurds areastateless
nation spanning (and oppres-
sed within) Turkey,Iraq and
Iran. The immediate result of
the 1976 agreement was the
defeat of the Kurdish resis:
tence in Iraq, and an unhin-
dered intervention by Iran
(with British backing) to
crush the Dhofar Liberation
Front in Oman.

The fall of the Shah in
1979 fundamentally altered
the status quo between Iran
and Iraq.The ‘Islamic Repub-lic’? in Iran clearly posed a
threat to Hussein’s regime —

it toppled the main ‘police-
man’ of the Gulf, and the
new rulers in Iran had a
stated intention of spreadingtheir ‘Islamic’ revolution.

Shiites
In Iraq there is probably

a majority of the populationwho belong to the Shi’a
Muslim sect that predom-inates in Iran, and the Iraqiregime clearly believed that
there was the possibility of
the Iraqi Shi’a following the
lianian example.

The abrogation of the
1976 agreement was com-pletely arbitrary: the declar-
ation of war that it entailed
was an attempt to head off
6pposition within Iraq and
remove the threat the Iranian
regime posed. As we have
seen, it turned out to be adisaster for the Iraqi Ba’ath,and a boon to the Islamic
Republic.

Both regimes are equallyreactionary. The Ba’ath Partyin Iraq took power in a coupin 1968. It had previouslyheld power briefly in 1963 —

and on that occasion slaught-ered tens of thousands of
their cpponents, in particulardealing heavilywith the-Com-
munist Party. By 1968, the
pseudo-radical elements in
the Ba’ath Party had been

 
defeated, and the Hussein.
al-Takriti family“had consol-
idated theirhold on the party
apparatus.

From the outset the Ba’
athist regime was viciously
repressive. For a while it
expended a lot of energy in
radical and ‘anti-imperialist’rhetoria, and nationalised the
Iraq Pétroleum Company in
1972. dt was also one of the
loudest? voices in the Arab‘Rejection Front’ after some
forces ‘in the Arab world
moved closer towards accom-
modation with Israel.

But its internal policies,despite being — frequentlydressed up as social reform,
were essentially the methods
of a police state. It had apolicy ; of -“Ba’athisation”(especidlly in the late °70s):to getanywhere, a person:had to be a memberof the
Ba’ath Party (and preferablyfrom Saddam Hussein’s home
town of Takrit) or befiercelydiscriminated against.

  
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

Iraqi Kurds
It also had a policy of

Arabisation: that is, Iraq’slarge Kurdish minority was
denied elementary national
tights (the right even to
speak their own language, for
example) — never mind the
right to autonomy or their
own state. The Ba’athists
carried out forced population
transfers to alleviate the
‘demographic problem’ (too

 

Zranian casualties

 



many Kurds in one area).
Before 1976, there was a

longstanding state of war
against the Kurds (in par-
ticular the Pesh Merga
guerrillas). The Communist
Party, criminally, joined the
Ba’athist government and
went along with this war.
They left the government in
the late ’70s, after Hussein
eliminated all opposition to
himself and became
president. The CP was forced
underground, and is now the
major force in the opposi-
tion to the Ba’ath.

But now the Ba’athist
regime is in trouble. The
regimeis undoubtedly on the
verge of falling. Last month,
Khomeini declared, as Iran
began its latest offensive
against Iraq, “Saddam is on
his way out. He is on his way
out.” Although some of the
opposition (notably in Kur-
distan) has apparently done a
deal with the Ba’ath to unite
against Iran, most of the
opposition has stood firm,
and dissent is rife in the
armed forces — including at
thetop.

As a result, the Ba’ath is
moving further and further
towards accommodationwith
overtly pro-imperialist
governments in the Middle
East.

Last year the Iraqi and
Egyptian foreign ministers
declared they hadtotal agree-
ment on the Middle East
‘peace process’ — that is,
acceptance of the US’s
Reagan Plan. And in May
last year, the Baghdad govern-
ment gave the go-ahead to
Turkishtroops to invade Iraqi
Kurdistan in pursuit of

AeR ee

Hussein

Kurdish rebels making raids
in Turkey. As we have seen,Iraq is almost completelydependent onSaudi financial
support.

Aimough close military
ties with the USSR remain,
Iraq also has important con-
nections with French imper-
ialism. Britain, too, has
supplied it witharms.

The mullahs
But the Iranian regimeis

noless reactionary. Because
the mosques were the only
place where it was possible to
organise opposition to the
Shah, the mullahs were able
to put themselves “at the
leadership of the mass move-
ment in 1978-9. In reality,
the decisive force that
toppled. the Shah, along with
popular mobilisation on a
scale unprecedented in world
history, was a strike by oil
workers. 

Wottene

‘It is the
unity of the
working
class in both
countries
against their
respective
governments
that can put
a stop to
the fighting’

The Khomeini regime was
able to curtail the mass move-
ment — all opposition has
been dealt with by the most
barbaric measures. War was
launched against the Iranian
Kurds. Religious minorities,
women, gay people have all
been attacked with genocidal
savagery.

The opposition movement
is deeply divided, although
the main group continues to
be the People’s Mujaheddin —

a radical movement that
adheres to Islam. The Iranian
CP (the Tudeh), along with
the so-called Fedayin ‘Maj-
ority’, collaborated with the
Khomeini regime, until it
turned on them last year.
Last week a numberofits
leaders, including a former
head ofthe Iranian navy were
shot. The civilianleaders now
face trial and probable execu-
tion.

Still equipped with US
military supplies it captured
from the Shah’s army — and
apparently still sold arms by
Britain — tk> Iranian army(and especia. its fanatical,
semi-fascist Revolutionary
Guards’ or Pasdaran) proved
more effective than their
Iraqi opponents had expec-
ted.

Having turned the tide in
the war, the Iranian army has
now begun — in contradic-
tion to its previous policy —

to bombard Iraqicities.
Iran is in a position to

close the Straits of Hormuz.
The Islamic Republic has
stated that if the US Seventh
Fleet intervenes to keep the
Straits open, it will only pro-
long the closure.

United front
The solution to the war in

the Gulf is not US or British
naval intervention. It is the
unity of the working class in
both countries against their
respective governments that
can puta stop to the fighting.
A united front of the oppres-
sed peoples of Iran and Iraq
against both brutal dictator-
ships is desperately needed.
Wecan contribute to thataim
by supporting the struggles of
the opposition movements
already fighting.

ry

  
 

    
  
  
      
  
 

 
  

Iranianfighter in the marshesUS war threat
THEstated intention of the Reagan administration to
intervene militarily to keep the Straits of Hormuz
open should the Iranians try to close it poses an
immediate threat to world peace.

Since 1978, the US has been developing whatit
calls a ‘Rapid Deployment Force’ to intervene in the
Middle East — especially the Gulf — to defend its
‘vital strategic interests’. The idea is to be able to
swiftly intervene in the event of insurrection or war
that might endanger its regional allies or Western oil
supplies.

Apart from the threat this poses to revolutionary
struggles in the region, it is also a threat to us. The
Rapid Deployment Force has a nuclear capacity,and

Pentagon policy is based on the idea of threateningto
use nuclear weapons — or even using them in a
‘theatre’ nuclear war the US along with the rest of
NATObelievesit could win.

SOVIET @

Boghdod@ 
 WA Areas whereYa Kurdslive 

THEKurdish people is one of the most savagely
oppressed peoples on earth. There are approxi-
mately 15 million Kurds in the Middle East,
mainly concentrated in Turkey,Iraq and Iran.
They are Muslims. In all three of these coun-
tries the Kurds have suffered terribly. In Turk-
ey their language has been suppressed and their
national identity denied — the word ‘Kurd’ is
considered treasonous, and Kurds are referred
to as ‘mountain Turks’. Over the last century
many thousands of Kurds have been massacred,
and others uprooted and forcibly dispersed.

They are an mportant and often forgotten
or ignored oppressed nation who have never
had their own state — except for a brief repub-
lic in Mahabad, Iran in 1946 — and who have
been denied even limited autonomy in the
countries where they live.

Right now the goverments of Turkey,Iraq
and Iran are ali waging war against their
Kurdish minorities.

 
Kurdisn nanonalistfighters
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  Stalinis

Red Guards flyingcolumn in January 1 91 8

A SHORTarticle I wrote com-
memorating Lenin’s death, (SO
165), has been attacked, first
by Ian McCalman (SO 167) as
‘typical of the hagiography.[Biblethumping] which_per-forms a disservice to the social-
ist movementin that it obscures
rather than clarifies the legacy
of Leninism’’; and second, by
Paul Hubert (SO 168) as show-
ing probable ‘‘conscious sleight
of hand”’ in failingto refer to the

_fact thatthe USSRis a ‘degener-
ated workers’state’.

So I am apparently, simul-
taneously, an unthinking,dogmatic orthodox Leninist, and
a_ vile, underhand, conscious
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revisionist. Critics are hard toplease.
Ian accuses meof ‘‘betraying

an unserious attitude towards
the most contentious issue
facing revolutionary socialists’,whichisthis: ‘‘did Lenin lay the
foundations for Stalinism, and,if so, in what ways wasthisrela-
tionship expressed?’’ And Ian
refers to one line of thinkingby
wayof an answer: ‘‘the wing
processof bureaucratisationwas
the inevitable and logical cul-
mination of Lenin’s concept of
the party, the consequences of
which he recognised too late.’’
And Ian suggests, at least, that
he agrees with this line of

. People behindthestatistics: some ofthe 13 million Germans driven westby the Russian army at the end of World War 2
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thinking.
The idea that Lenin’s conceptof the party, and the organisa-tion of the Bolsheviks prior to

1917, in some way caused the
Stalinist police state, is a wide-
spread one.It is, however, not
very convincing.

First of all, the Bolshevik
party before the revolution was
not the monolithic apparatus it
was to have become by the end
of the 1920s. Even in 1917, for
example, Lenin had to wage a
sharp — and public — struggle
to win the party to opposition to
the Provisional Government and
to a perspective of ‘all power to
the Soviets’. It had never been
that .bureaucratic, centralised
machine that it would have
needed to be to in any way‘cause’Stalinist degeneration.

Other factors account for
Stalinism: the profound back-
wardness of capitalism in
Russia, which worked againstthe foundations of a socialist
society being established
unless the revolution wasinter-
nationalised; the failure of
revolutions elsewhere, which
reinforced the isolationist
tendencies in the new workers’
state; the disruption. econom-
ically and politically,caused bycivil war and imperialist block-
ade/intervention, strength-ening the power of a bureau-
cratic elite that wanted, in this
situation, to establish and main-
tain privileges amidst ‘general-
ised want’.

Ian says that it is wrong to
‘dismiss out of hand’ more
negative assessments of the
influence of the Bolsheviks’
methods of organisation. But it
seems to me wrong to ‘dismiss
out of hand’ Lenin’s last
struggle (Moshe Lewin's
phrase — not mine — as Ian
notes) against bureaucratisa-
tion, as well as by implication to
dismiss the subsequentstruggle
of the Left Opposition. These
were not simply the result of
confusion and disillusionment,but necessary and important,
and not necessarily doomed to
-failure.

The Left Opposition — I
think rightly — saw a part of
their struggle to be a return to
Leninist principles of organisa-
tion, which the Stalin factionhad
broken with. To smugly believe
that the Left Opposition shared
the Stalin faction’s basic ideas
about the party is unhistorical
andinsulting.

This is not to say that Lenin
and Trotsky did not make

 ed

By Clive Bradley
SS
mistakes. Rusa Luxemburg,in a
spirit of fundamental solidarity
with the Bolshevik revolution,
criticised them for making
generaltheoreticaljustifications
for actions they were forced to
carry out by exceptional circum-
stances. I would tend to agreewithher aboutthis.

But I do thinkthat the choices
that faced the Bolsheviks
immediately after 1917 wereseverely limited, as the new
workers’ state was fighting for
its life. The mistakes that theymade need to be assessed
coldly in light of this historical
situation.

Ian throws out two largelyrhetorical questions. ‘‘Did Lenin
ever conceive of

. . . submitting
to the will of a democratically
elected Constituent Assembly?”
and ‘‘Did Lenin ever believe in
a plurality ofpoliticalparties?’’

Lenin had consistently argued
that the Soviets were a higher
form of democracy than the
Assembly: the decision to dis-
miss the latter was not made
suddenly. But it would in any
case seem to me pointless to
maintain a bourgeois parliament
{which is what the Assembly
was) with a majority elected
some time earlier and opposed.
to the revolution in a situation in
which power had already passed 

  to the Soviets as institutions of
thenew workingclassstate.

Rival parties were banned
due to the exceptional circum-
stances referred to above. At
the beginning of the October
revolution, power was shared,

' with the Left Social Revolution-
aries. Judgements about later
actions should not be made with
reference to abstract criteria
about pluralism, but made
historically.

But whatever judgement we
make doesnotdirectly affect our.
view of the Leninist method of
party organisation. Lenin’s
original work on the party was
an attempt to apply then accep-ted forms of social democratic
(in the pre-1914 sense) organis-
ation to conditions of Tsarist
clandestinity. And its basic
principles are, I think, sound
ones. An organisation in which
there is the greatest possiblepolitical discussion (and what is
possible is not always going to
be what is desirable for
example if the organisation is
permanently under threat of
police infiltration); which has ademocratically elected leader-
ship with the authorityto make
interim decisions; and whose
conference decisions or interimleadership decisions, are imple-mented by its membership,strikes me as extremely sen-sible, extremely democratic and
extremely necessary. It does not
rule out the possibility of

 
 
  

      

Stalin, Rykov, Kamenev,Zinoviev. Four Old Bolsheviks: Stalin shottheother three to becomedictator

 
 hoki:

m is not Bolshevism! 
bureaucratisation; but it also
does not, and did not, cause
bureaucratisation.

I concentrated in the article
on the ideas in State and Revo-
lution because they express the
basic ideas of revolutionary
socialism (Ian seems to be dis-
missing them as anarchistic).
And I think they should form a
central corpus of our theoretical
ideas today.

Paul Hubert’s letter is ridic-
ulous. Certainly, I do not use the
expression ‘degenerated
workers’state’ in myarticle, but
I think I spell out the basic idea
behind it. If we always have to
use the right phrases not to be
accused of revisionism, we are
in a sorry state.

I also said nothing about
Lenin’s position on imperialism,thenationalquestion, the united
front, etc., ete. No doubt that
was‘‘conscioussleight of hand’’
as well,

But Paul’sletter is disturbing
in other respects. He attacks me
for juxtaposing the need to
smash the state in capitalist
societies and in the Stalinist
countries. Of course the tasks
facing the working class are not
exactly the same in both cases:but does Paul mean that theStalinist states do not need to be
smashed? In the name of anirate orthodoxy, Paul seemstobe chucking out the idea ofpolitical revolution. If ’'m the
revisionist, so be it. 
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WRITEBACK

Send letters to Socialist Organiser,
28 Middle Lane, London N8. No
longer than 400 wordsplease:
longerletters are liable to be cut.
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fN HERarticle on the abort-
ion and reproductive rights
campaigns (Socialist Organis-
er 168), Gerry Byrne com-
ments on reports that trade .
union and other organisa-
tions are being pressed to give
support to one campaign at
theexpense of the other.

Similar moves are referred
to in the current Labour
Abortion Rights Campaign
newsletter, and, whilst we in
the National Abortion Cam-
paign know of no concrete
instance as yet, we would be
equally disturbed and horri-
fied by any such develop-
 

aBolstering Labour's illusions
“Labour — Take the Power!”
Briefing’s “new slogan has
been vehemently defended in
issues 166 and 167 of Social-
ist Organiser by Chris Knight
and Stu Clarke respectively.
But they have failed to
answer the central points
raised in the original article
by Fergus Ennis in SO
163.

ChrIs Knight calls the
slogan a transitional demand
— a demand which as he says
should take people from a
non-revolutionary_political
standpoint to a revolutionary
one. He then goes on to say
that all transitional demands
are ambiguous and have got
to be, in the sense that these.
demands cannot be realised
under capitalism. And he
quotes examples of these
‘ambiguous demands’ — the
demandfor the right to work,
for a mass housing
programme,a sliding scale of
wages — but what he quite
clearly chooses to forget is
that their meaning is clear.
The demands cannot be mis-
interpreted as can ‘Labour —

Take The Power!”
Ennis quite correctly poin-

ted out that the slogan means
different things to different
people. For a start is ‘Labour’
the Labour Party or is it the
working class? Is ‘Power’
state power or parliamentary
power? What does ‘Take’
mean -in the abstract way that
the slogan is presented? Take
what power? None of these
things are clear. They do
mean different things to
different people at different
times. Even Stu Clarke and
Chris Knight disagree as to
whom theslogan is addressed
to. The slogan is wide open to
misinterpretation.

We assume that the
demand refers to the Labour
Party (although not everyone
would interpret it in that way
as I found out by asking a
few of my friends what they
thought that
referred to). In the contextin
which it is presented, i.e. a
Labour Party not in office,
then it appears as a call for’
the Labour Party to either
take office or somehow seize
control of the state — an
armed struggle for power
perhaps? In the present
period?

:Who. was it that Stu
Clarke said had a sectarian
attitude? ft is most certainly

‘not Ennis! I suggest that
Clarke looks to sections of
the ranks of Briefing before
starting to accuse others. The
context in which it is placed
is seemingly irrelevant to the
Clarkes and Knights of this
world. It has becomea slogan
to be produced regardless of
the ‘objective conditions that
prevail, as part of a sectarian
schema.

;
.

In the present period and

-ideologically

‘Labour’.

the LabourParty asit is, then
it can only bolster illusions in
reformism. A Labour Party
which under its present
leadershp has no perspective
outside capitalism, a Labour
Party with a left that is

formless and
susceptible to gross vacilla-
tion; a witch-hunting Labour
Party, a Labour Party that
has no real answers to tite
needs of our class: to demand
of this Labour Party — a
Labour Party that is not in
office. that it takes the power
(whether pvople interpret
that as state power or partia-
mentary power) can only
mean, coming from a suppos-
edly class conscious section
 Rollingforward.
I WAS very interested in the
welcome given by 4he Editorial
of SO 163 to the unity call to the
labour Left published in the
February edition of the National
Labour Briefing Supplement.
As you rightly say, proper
unity can only take place on a
principled basis with ‘‘serious
political discussion on the issues
thatdivide us’’.

However on Page 12 of the
sameissue under ‘‘Left Press’’,
the same Labour Briefing was
slaggedoff in the most sectarian
manner by Fergus’ Ennis.
Fergus starts off, ‘‘Don’t let
the pessimists kid you that these
are timesof universal defeat and
retreat for the Left. Briefing is
still advancing.’’ This cynical
approach does not seem to me to
be avery good beginningfor the
“serious political discussion”
advocatedin the Editorial.

Fergus Ennis to my mind has
goneoverthetop. Basically. he
complains that the likes of Ted

_

Knight and Ken Livingstone and
their ‘‘local government left”
supporters are not revolution-
aries. But then whois surprised
by that? The point is do we
denounce them, marginalised at
the back of the hall, as Martin
Thomasputs it, or from outside
thehall, like the SWP;or do we,
like the SO editorial, unite in a
movement and in the process of
struggle point out and develop
in as courteous and comradely
manneras possible our own dis-
tinct brand of socialism?

The new elementin the 1980s,
which both Martin Thomas and
Fergus Ennis seem to have
forgotten is that of the fight for
democracy, accountability and
re-selection in the Labour
Party.

Thus the Left expects elected
councillorsto stand by manifesto
commitments and_ councillors
expect trouble if they do not.
Add to that the Tories’ rate-
capping and privatisation pro-
posals and you haveall the ele-
ments of a very real crisis
indeed.

What we should be pointing
out to ‘‘municipal socialists”’
is that in no one way can their
pet reformsbecarried out with-
out a real campaign amongst
the population and local govern-

Y
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of the Labour Party, a
massive strengthening of the
Kinnockleadership.

It can only mean_the
bolstering of illusions that the
Labour Party in its present
form can achieve real long-
lasting gains for our class.
Unity is not the burial of ‘all
political differences with
those who would betray and
lead our class up the blind
alley of reformism. We do not
wish to give the idea that the
Labour Party has a leader-
ship and programme adequate
for the needs of our class.
Unity at all costs is not a
Marxist method.

Another way in which the
slogan can bolster illusions in

ment workers against the
government. And what better
place to point this out than on
thecouncilitself!

The LabourParty is organised
as an electoral machine andit is
perhaps natural that members
should gear themselves to
‘power’ through elections of
councillors, MPs andsoon. It is
possible therefore that the
Briefing slogan ‘‘Labour take
the power’’ could be interpreted
as reinforcing this passive role.
But not inevitably so, as Fergus
suggests. For he ignores the
whole development of the
LabourLeft over the past period
in which Socialist Organiser has
played a crucialrole.

SDP
Wehave,after all, driven out

a whole section of the right wing
to the SDP: not enough, perhaps
but this is no mean achieve-
ment. In a numberofareas. the
left has taken cuntrol of District
Parties and Constituencies,
de-seleted sitting MPs and
councillors, put their own
candidates forward.

In all of this the spirit of
democracy and

_
accountability

are to the fure, rather than the
traditional backstairs manoeu-
vres and mafia-like deals. .In
other words, there’ is an active
struggle taking place and still
cuntinuing during which lessons
can and need to be learnt. In
this context the slogan ‘‘Labour
take the puwer’’ would beinter-
preted as stressing the self-
activityof themovementand the
need to roll it forward into the
trade unionsandinto the council
estates, to challenge the power
of ‘the class enemy and their
agents.

It is my experience that rather
than suffering a period of
defeat, the Labour Left at the
momentis taking stock, maybe
licking a few wounds, but
learning from recent struggles
and locking for answers. In that
case Briefing is correct tu be
optimistic and to claim it is
advancing.It would be a shame
if Socialist Organiser retrenched
into a sectarian defeatism.

' Yours fraternally,
DAVESPENCER

Coventry

treformism is because of its
most likely interpretation as
“Labour — Take Office!”’
equating that office with ‘the
power’ and_thus leading
people into the trap that
Chris Knight wishes to avoid
— “the mistaking of office for
power’.

Finally, slogans for Marx-
ists are tools. They have a
specific useat a specific time.

The slogan ‘Labour
Take The Power” raised in
this period is about as useful
and educative as the slogan
“Take the Toys from the
Boys’. Both direct class
action in the wrongdirection.
Both are harmful,

DAVESCOTT,Hull

ee  
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ment, which could only bring
joy to the anti-abortionists.

The National Abortion
Campaign supports all the
declared aims of the Women’s
Reproductive Rights Cam-
paign, and hopes that indivi-
duals and organisations will:
affiliate to both campaignss
NAC has written to the
WRRCoffering to workjoint-
ly in response to the present
attack on time limits, and
has offered space in the NAC
newsletter for a fund-raising
appeal forthe WRRC. ~ °*

NACis absolutely opposed.
to divisive tactics, and can

 

Callaghan, Wilson

 
 

Stop abortion divisions
give a categorical assurance
that we will not employ
them.

We hope that the reports
at present circulating prove to
be without foundation, and
would welcome a_ public
assurance of intentions from
the WRRC,as we have done,
in order to settle the matter.

The approach outlined by
Gerry Byrne in herarticle is
fully endorsed by NAC.

Yoursin sisterhood,
' CAROL THOMSON,

for the National Abortion
. Campaign.

 

 Demanding perfection
IAN McCalman’s attack on
Leninism is especially unfor-
funate because his claim that
Leninism and workers’ demo-
cracy are mutually incompatible
appears when the bourgevis
media is depicting Lenin, and by
implication all present-day
-revulutionaries, as power-mad
bloodthirsty potential  dicta-
tors. For reasons of space, I can
only give a brief outline here of
the real views of the Bolsheviks
and their political continuators
on this issue.

1) The Bolsheviks maintained
political pluralism as long as

they could, and this in the worst
conditions imaginable, created
bycivil war and intervention by
fourteen imperialist countries.

Not only were the Mensheviks
and Social_Revolutionaries
allowed to function legally until
they joined the armed counter-
revolution, but the Left Social
Revolutionaries were invited
intu a cdalition with the Bol-
sheviks. The coalition was
broken not by the Bolsheviks,
but by the Left SRs, when they
tuvk up arms: against Soviet
power. too

2) LikeWise, the Hungarian
Soviet Repblic in 1919 was led
by a coalition of Communists
and social democrats. ‘the
excessive influenceof the latter
in the coalition was no doubt a
factor in the rapid downfall of
the revolution at the hands of
internal and external reaction.

3) But a more accessible
example of the real position of
Leninism on workers’ demo-
cracy is provided by present-
day Nicaragua; here is a small
country under siege by US
imperialism, and in

_
these

extremely adverse
not only have genuine organs of
workers’. democracy been built
— above all the Sandinista
Defence Committees and the
Assemblies for Economic Reac-
tivation -— bui political plural-
ism operates ai all levels, even
includingin the government.

TheFSLN led the workers and
peasants in the overthrow of
Somuza, sv obviously it leads the
revolutionary goverrment; but
the government also includes
other workers’ organisations
and even sume bourgevis forces
(it's hardly thefault of the FSLN

conditions*

that the bourgeois forces have
been bvycotting nearly all the
sessions of the Council of State
since November 1980).

These examples are not
intended to give the impression
that political pluralism is an
essential component of workers’
democracy. This is a tactical
question ‘which has to be
answered according to the cir-
cumstances. On Cuba, the most
demucratic society the world has
ever seen, the Popular Power
bodies, function on the basis of
compulsory mandates and
instant recall,.and their
membersare paid no more than
ordinary workers (most often
they are ordinary workers).
It is true there are no opposition
parties — the Cuban pevple
don't need them, and they
certainly don’t want them!

Finally, a word about McCal-
man's reference to ‘‘the crucial
weaknessesof post-war Trotsky-

ism’. These are real, and dis.
astrous, and Socialist Organise!
exemplifies all of them. Oneof
the worst is the incessant
demand for perfect revolutions
in an imperfect world, and the
unluading of the blame for anydeparture from democratic per-
fection onto the leaders of the
revolution — whether in China,
Cuba, Vietnam or Nicaragua —

rather than blaming the real
culprit, the constant political,
economic and military pressure
exerted by imperialism.

Andthis is the
basis of the convergenc<between his analysis and that of
such distinguished ‘‘students ot
the subject’’ and ‘‘opponentsof
Leninism"’ [is the term ‘‘bour.
gevis academics”’ too vulgarfor
McCalman’s taste?] as Leonard
Shapire.

Comradely,
MIKE WEBBER

' Wendover, Bucks 
 Castro:
needs or wants opposition parties

his ‘most democratic society the world has ever seen’ no-one
|
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ORGANISER
Where we stand
"Organise the left to beat back the Tories’ attacks!No to attacks on union rights; defend the picketline; no state interference in our unions! No toary
wage curbs. Labour must support all struggles forbetter living standards and conditions.

."Wage rises should at the very least keep up withPrice. increases. For a price index calculated byworkingclass organisations, as the basis for clauses’
in all wage agreements to provide automaticmonthly rises in line with the true cost of living forthe working class.. The same inflation-proofing:should apply to state benefits,grants and Pensions.“Fight for improvements in the social services, andagainst cuts. Protection for those services againstinflation by automatic inflation-proofingof expen-diture. For occupations and supporting-strike 2ctionto defend jobs and services.*End unemployment. Cut hours, nat jobs. Fight for

a 35 hour week and an end to overtime. Demandwork-sharing without loss of pay. Organise theunemployed.— campaign for a Programmeofuseful
|Public works to create new jobs for the unem-ployed.

;*Defend all jobs! Open the books of those firmsthat threaten closure, or redundancies,along with
- those of their suppliers and bankers, to electedtrade_ union - committees: For occupation and_.blackingaction to halt the closures. For nationalisation
_

withoutcompensation under workers’ management.
_

"Make the bosses Pay, not the working class.Millions for hospitals, not a pennyfor ‘defence’!_ Nationalise ‘the banks and financial institutions,' without compensation. End the interest burden on
' council housing and other public services.
_ “Freeze rent and-rates.

.'"Serap all immigration controls. Race is not a.‘problem: racism is. -The labour: movement mustMobilise to drive the fascists off the streets. Purge.acists from positions in’ the labour movement.
.Organise full support for black self-defence. Build| workers’ defence squads. -

‘

."The capitalist police are an enemy for the working‘Class. Support all demands td weaken them ‘as a
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 PRESS
 Militant’s ethics

WHAT do modernsocialist youth ~

think of cannabis andits legalisa--tion? Listen to last week’s Mili-
tant.

“With the massive growth in
cannabis taking, there have been
calls from some quarters — mainly‘liberal’ politicians and even sec-
tions of the Young Conservatives
— for the drug to be legalised.What then should be the attitude
of Marxists to thisquestion?

“It cannot be looked at in an
abstract way. It is not simply aquestion of personal liberty and
freedom. We mustlook at it from
a class point of view. would it ad-
vance the struggle of the workingclass or detract from it?”

The writer is MatthewReed of
the Labour Party YoungSocialistsNational Committee.

Reed argues that cannabis is
bad for your health ~ as bad as
tobacco and alcohol. But they arelegal? Yes, and socialists are
opposedto their ‘widespread’use.

“But at this stage it would be
unrealistic to campaign for their
abolition — such a blunt demand
would not be understood bywhole layers of workers”.

Cannabis is not widely accept-ed the way tobacco and alcohol
are, so its legalisation can be safe-ly opposed.

But, he says, health is. not the
main Treason to fight legalisation.Legalisation “would mean givingbig business the opportunity to
move in and mass-produce yetanothersocial sedative with which
to dampen theanger of our gener-

ation...
“The sudden mass influx of

cannabis would be used as a deli-
berate ploy by the ruling class as
a way of stopping youth from
struggling against the social night--
mare they face.

“Unlike nicotine, cannabis in-
duces an unnatural euphoric state
of mind. [But doesn’t alcohol?].There is nothingthe British rulingclass would relish more than to
see the present generation become
passive and docile onlookers, in-
capable of fighting back”.

If the ruling class “get their
hands on the mass production of
cannabis”, then they will be able
to throw up yet another obstacle
in the way of the labour move-
ment”.

Powerful stuff, this cannabis!
So how cometheruling class and
the Tories have not legalised itlong ago?

In fact all the evidence is that
cannabis is a great deal less harm-
ful than alcohol. Logically Mili-
tant should campaign for prohibi-tion of alcohol, which also produ-
ces a false euphoria.

But “the workers would notunderstand such a blunt demand”
and some would think that they
were in the presence of puritansif not cranks.

A problem for the YSis thatMilitant’s ‘blunt demand’ oncannabis brands them with the
same mark in the eyes of mostradical youth.

.For many years Militantspeakers have regaled YS confer-

Friday April 6: The Limitsof Local Council Socialismday March 31. Mount Pleas-
ant Community Centre,
Sharrow Lane, off London What’s on Speakers Robin Murray, .

Chief economic advisor .to .Ken Livingstone and Scott

ences with passionate denuncia-
tions of legalised cannabis as aplot to ‘create yet one morecapitalist monopoly’, much in the
same vein as the YS disgraced the
labour movement for many yearsby its backward hostility to gay
andlesbianrights.

Now of course we should tell
young people that they are beingstupid if they get stoned out of
their heads with any form of
booze. Health, energy and time
are revolutionary capital which
weshould not squander.

But Militant does somethingdifferent,
The article appears under the

name of a youth.In facttheattit-udes and prejudices, the uptightand irrational puritanism, allreflect the state of mind of one or
two venerable old fogies and their
ptecociously old clones — a stateof mind buttressed and madedoubly self-righteous by the
central drive to accommodate tothe least enlightened sections of
the working class and the labour
movement.

In fact, while platonicallyendorsing prohibition of alcohol,in practice what Militant does is
to accommodate to the massworking-class choice of onebooze (alcohol) as against another(cannabis),which is probably lessharmful. :

It is one reason why the YScontinues to be so smali and lim-ited, and so unlike a real youth
movement.
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he Irish people — as a whole — should have the.ight to determine their own future. Get the British

Oops out now! Repeal the Prevention of Terrorism
Act. Political status for Irish Republican prisoners asmatter of urgency.The black working people of South Africa should :
t full support from the British labour movementtheir strikes, struggles and armed combat against

he white supremacist regime. South African goodsnd services should be blacked.

ring Stoke 84170.
‘SAVE the Prince’ - public
meeting against the randown
of the Prince of Wales Hospi-tal in Tottenham. FridayMarch 9, 7.30 at Tottenham
Town Hall. Called by Harin-

GLASGOW Labour Cam-
Paign for Gay Rights meets
in the AUEW Halls, 7.30,second Thursday of everymonth. Contact Box 35, 488Great Western Rd, Kelvins-
bridge, Glasgow.

ional conference: SaturdayMarch 17, lpm. at Manhat-
tan Room. Parade Hotel
‘Unfair Welfare is no fun-
fair’.
CRITIQUE public meeting.

£2.00, 10 copies: £3.95.
Special rates for larger
orders. Write for details.
Available from Socialist
Student (Glasgow) c/o 29
Bowmont Place, H-Ifway,Cambuslang,Glas; ow.

Salford.
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ALL ‘oo often, I seem to write
about things people shouldn’t
do, so for a change, here’ssomethingpeople should do —

exercise!
Most animals are naturally.

quite physically active, and we
are no exception. However, the
societies we live in frequently
discourage the sort of all-round
exercise we need to remain fit.
Keepingus coopedupin offices,
buses and tower blocks makes
us unfit, obese and prone to
heart disease (like animals in
cages). It is thereforeup to us to
find the time and energy for
exercise, no easy thingif you’re
exhausted after a day of work,
looking after kids, driving a bus
or pushing a pen or a broom.

Anyway,here is some encour-
agement.

Regular exercise, even in
moderate amounts, provides
significant + protection against
heart disease. This protection
operates even when a person is
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President Reagan

' IT cycle because

 

 

By Les Hearn
 

at risk of heart disease from
smokingor high blood pressure,
etc.

In addiion, regular exercise
can have a beneficial effect on
obesity, diabetes, asthma, high
blood pressure, depressiun
poor circulation, survival from
heart disease and ageing.

There are twu types ot exer-
cise — aerobic and anaerobic.
Let’s have a look at each and see
what their effects are on the
body’s health.

Aerobic exercise involves the
cumplete breakdown of éarbo- -

hydrates(starch and sugar) and
fats, using up oxygen and pro-ducing carbon dioxide and
energy. It involves an adequatesupply of oxygen through the
blood and the supply of fats and
carbohydrates from the liver and
fatty tissues. Aerobic exercise
can be kept up for hours, depen-ding on howfit you are.

Anaerobic exercise does not
require oxygen, but.can only be
kept up for about a minute
befvreexhaustionsetsin.

Anaerobic metabolism comes
into play when the body is
making a massive but short-
lived effort, e.b. sprinting or
weight-lifting. This builds up
your muscles but doesn’t do
much for your heart and blood
vessels,

Aerobic exercise (e.g.
running) trains you for endur-
ance. Aerobicmuscles use more
fat and less carbohydrate and
can work for longer befvure
exhaustiontakes over. They are
more efficient at taking oxygen
from the blood. In addition, the
circulation of blood is improved
su that more oxygen can getround the body. A fit person’s
heart seems larger and capable
of pumping more blood. The
heart muscle is bettes supplied
with blood, reducing the risk of
oxygen starvation and heart
attack. In consequence, a
healthy heart beats slower than

-

average.
Aerobicexercise alsu counter-

acts atherosclerosis,a disease in
which plaquesof fat build up on
the walls of arteries, reducing
blood supply to the heurt itself
(risking hear. attack). Exercise
helps the body get rid of the
divlesterol that causes athero-
sclerosis.

Exercise must be regular to
have effect. Former athletes
whvuhave given up exercise get
as much heart disease as any-
one else, while middle-aged
people taking up exercise will
reduce their risk.

Maintained exercise can delay
the process of ageing. Thus

is actually
fitter than sume SO supporters a
half or a thirdof his age!

As people age, their muscles
waste away and they louse
calcium from their bones, mak-
ing them more brittle. The
elderly are therefore moreliable
tu fall and break bones. Huow-
ever, exercise can counteractthe
processes of muscle wasting and
loss of calcium.

If you are intendingto take up
exercise, you should start grad-
ually to build up your stamina.
Exercise should be steady and
aerobic,like swimming,running
or cycling, though weight-train-
ing can be a useful supplement.
You should warm up and warm
down properly, avoiding hot
showers and not having a fag
straight after. Failure to do this
willbring a smallriskof a poten-
tially fatal uneven heart beat.
Middle-aged people taking up
e.g. squash, should first have a
check-up for heart trouble.

If, like me, youfindit difficult
to set aside time for exercise,
try and fit it into your ordinary
activities, or choose something
useful or enjoyable. For example

it gets me
places, Istudy Kung Fu because
it gives me a useful skill and I
attend dance classes because I
enjoy it.

Anyone wantto hire a halo?
Information:New Scientist.

Andrew Hornung reviews
the return of the TV
series ‘The Sweeney’.
I REMEMBER once asking a
group of young workers(allmale)
what they thought was so good
about The Sweeney, which they
all rated among their favourite
programmes. The answer was
never in doubt, “‘It’s realistic”’.

Of course, realistic is as real-
istic seems. The young workers I
was talking to knew as much
about the Flying Squad as The’
Sweeney told them and no more.
But most had had enough bother
with “the filth’ to know the
difference between a tender heart
and a pandacar. Realism wasless
a matter of plot than of character
presentation.

Watching the re-run of The
Sweeney last week, I was struck
by the crudity of that presenta-
tion, a crudity that was partly
obscured when the series was new
to our screens because of the
novelty of the treatment. After
all, no media event stands in
isolation: its reception is deter-
mined in part by prior media
experience of the viewers. In this
case, it is the memory oftight-
lipped conservative clones like
Fabian of. the Yard, your com-
mandingofficer sitting in a squad
car wearing a trilby,never racked
by self-doubt or conflicts of
interest in a pre-Suez society with
morals as stout as truncheons.

However fresh The Sweeney
might have seemed whenfirst
screened, today it seems about
as innovatory as a piece of burned
toast. Take last week’s romp of
realism: an eccentric professor
(can make you go nutty, you
know, being too brainy) has
developed a wonder drug which
the NHS isn’t backing (the kind
of hide-bound bureaucratic bung-
ling you can expect).

But which the Americans
are willing to finance (typical of
the Yanks, we invent the stuff
— the jet engine, penecillin,
World War 2 — and they come
along with their money and take
it over).

Anyway .. . a ruthless group
of Arab revolutionaries (typical
Arabs, even the revolutionaries
are rich; typical Middle-Eastern-
ers, nutty and fiendish; typical
Marxists, Russian-backed and
murderous) are after the wonder-
drug because it’s the only thing
keeping the ruler of their country
alive and they want him dead
 

(typical of these banana repub-
lics with no bananas and plenty
of monarchy, one man stands
between a_ prosperous stable
present and a fanatical unstable
future

.. .
and that man’s a tin-

pot tyrant).
Anyway .

the professor’s
wife is a psychologist, laughably
upper class, sexually libertine and
involved with a young black man
(nothing surprising in that, is
there, guv’nor?) Not that that’s
got anything to do with any-

The actorJohn Thaw (an activeLabour supporter) as The Sweeny’s Inspector Reegan
thing, it’s just part of the closely
observed richly real tapestry of
life The Sweeneyspecialisesin.

Chorusgirl
Anyway .. .

this professor is
really in love with this chorus
girl who worksas a fall-girl with
Morecombe and Wise. He hasn’t
been in touch with her for more
than a year, but when he explains
that he’s been busy in the lab and
now he’s being chased by the
police, MIS and members of the

Tolpuddle
150 years ago six men were
sent to prison camps in Aus-
tralia for breaking the law.
That law was the Combina-
tion Acts, which outlawed
the coming together of
workers to form a trade
union. The six men in ques-
tion were found guilty of
secretly takingillegaloathsto

set up an_ Agricultural
Labourers’ Friendly Society,
in Tolpuddie, Dorset, in
1834.

In London, demonstra-
tions of 40-50,000 workers
forced the government to
take back its decision, and in
1836 the ‘Tolpuddle Martyrs’
returned to Britain.

Labour and trade union
leaders today, who are so
afraid of breaking anti-work-
ing class laws, would do well
to remember that it was the

.

heroism of workers like those
from Tolpuddle, and

_
the

thousands who

_
supported

them,thatcreated the labour
movement wehavetoday. 
 

  
National-Liberation-Front-Marx-
ist-Leninist and that he loves her
and wants her to join him in
California next week, she saysyes! What woman could resist a
line like that?

Anyway ...
The Sweeney’s

main attractionis its realism.
What this comes to is little

more than the screen-credibility
of a “dropped aitch’’, piffling
conflicts with superior orders and
impatience with people who play
it “by the book”’.

What is being acted out is a
grand social and historical drama;
class war, hatred of vested inter-
ests and the bold assertion of the.
claims of social justice against
legal and constitutional power.
Yet this class war is folded like a
handkerchief along’ the old lines
of sexual, racial and political
stereotyping and tucked neatly
into the top pocket of an execu-
tive suit.

Few things strike the audience
as being clearer indicators of
realism than well-observed and
well-imitated speech and gesture.
Once these are got right almost
any reactionary, brain-boggling
script can pass as realistic and —

whenit is first broadcast — even
fresh.

The measure of The Sweeney’s
success and of its failure is like-
wise the measure of the difference
between a class able to recognise

‘an imageofitself and a class able
to create one. which imposesits
ownrealism.

B BADGES25por£2 for 10 (plusB.16p postage) from ‘Mole Badges’,
a 165, Liverpool Rd., London N1.
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- Scottish Labour

Conference

 

THE agenda for the Labour
Party Scottish conference on
March 9-11 does not promise
a lively weekend.

Most resolutions do no more
than declare opposition to the
Turies’ policies and advocate an
alternative set of policies,gener-ally for implementation by the
next Labour government.

References to campaigning
are usually very vague and
general.

A numberof important issues
are not taken up at all. For the
first time in years there is no
resolution on Ireland.

Poland, and the rest of
Eastern Europe and the Soviet
Union do not get a mention. The
14 resolutions submitted on
international affairs all refer to
Latin America alone.

Andthereis also no reference
in any resolution to the witch-
hunt — despite the growing
number of Constituency Labour
Parties in Scotland falling in
behndthe NEC’s ban onthesale
of Militant.

Even in the section on local
' government democracy and

|

 

|

|
:

services there is little to reflect
the urgency of the situation,

| despite Glasgow Council havingopted for no cuts and a rent/
rates freeze and thus heading
for ' confrontation with the
Tories. :

Only the resolution from
Pollok CLP in this section reallybeginsto take up the question of
what policies Labour-controlled
councils should be pursuingright now and what kind of cam-
paign needsto be built. Resolu-
tions from East Edinburgh CLP
and Glasgow District Labour
Party advocate that Labour-
controlled councils ‘‘withdraw
themselves andtheirstaffs from
existing areas of co-operation
with the Scottish Office and
other government_depart-
ments.”

Twelve resolutions have been
submitted in support of the
demand for a Scottish
Assembly.

The resolutions reflect three
different approaches to the
question: the  wait-until-the-

|
next-Labuur-government
approach, (Carrick, Cumnock

| and Doon Valley, and Dunferm-
line West CLPs), the all-good-
Scots-unite-for-a-Scottish
Assembly line (NUM_and
Stirling CLP), and the supposed-
ly socialist case for a Scotvish

| Assembly (Muir Society).
Women’s rights and gayrights get only one resolution

each (other than motions on
women’s organisation and
representation within the

 
|

_ Our conference will include:

By Stan Crooke
Labour Party), both of them in
the Law and Citizens’ Rights
section. But the Scottish Labour
Students resolution on gay and
lesbian rights is probably one of
the best on the agenda,calling
upon the Scottish Executive to
circulate all affiliated bodies

.

With the policies contained in
the resolution and all affiliated
bodies to. subscribe to the
Labour Campaign for Gay
Rights.

The Labour Party Organisa-
tion section contains a variety of
generally positive proposals for
raising the campaigning pro-
file of the party. This, however,
makes it all the more ironic
that must of the rest of the
agenda should be so devoidof a
campaigning approach.

Twu points of controversy
can be expected to emerge when
resulutions relating to Defence/
Nuclear Disarmament are
debated. Fife Regional Labour
Partycalls for Labour-controlled
local authorities ‘‘to fulfil only
those duties which are statu-
toryin relation to civil defence’,
and Edinburgh East CLP seeks
to replace that with: ‘‘to refuse
to implement the new Civil
Defence regulations’’.

The second, much moresig-
nificant controversy, is between
generalcalls for nuclear disarm-
ament andspecific calls for uni-
lateral disarmament, and also
over a Hillhead CLP resolution
which argues that ‘‘the Party
recognises and publicises the
fact that leaving NATO is not a
prerequisite of British nuclear
disarmament.’’

‘In the International Affairs
section of the agenda, over three
pages are taken up with resolu-
tions calling for an inquiry into
Thatcher’s conduct of the Falk-
lands war, especially with
regard to the sinking of the
Belgrano, a reflection of the
positive work done by Tam
Dalyell MP aroundtheissue.

On the EEC there will be a
straight clash between an East
Lothian CLP resolution calling
for Labour to work for socialist
advance within the EEC and a
Lothian Regional Labour Party
resolution putting forward the
traditional demand for ‘‘with-
drawal from the EEC within the
lifetime of the first term of the
next Labour government.”’

The current issue of ‘‘strath-
clyde Labour Briefing’’ backs
thepolicy of Europe-widesocial-
ist action. It remains to be seen
whether the conference will
agree, or remain ensnared with-
in a ‘“‘little Britain’’/‘‘little
Scotland’’ approach to the EEC.

WOMEN’S FIGHTBACK
will be holding a national conference on

WOMEN:FIGHTING LOCAL
GOVERNMENTCUTS!

!

| on: Saturday June 23 (provisional date)
in: London(venue to be confirmed)

| Open to: delegates from women’s and Labour Move-| ment organisations and individuals.
:

'*women trom a:cas not directly affected by theabolition of the metropolitan authorities. In these
areas, where the white, male, right wing has ruled for
.a long time, héw can women break through, and
| direct council services to their needs?
*women saying “No!” to the Tory policy of driving8
 

 

thanks!
:women back into the home. Victorian values? No

If you'd like to receive notice of our conference or
would like to be involved, contact Women’s Fight-back. 10b Landseer Road, London N19, or phoneGerry (789 7587) or Mary (263 2073).

Industrialga
NUJ backs down

ANOTHER union tore up its
policy commitment last week and
refused to support a crucial strike
in defiance of the anti-union
laws.

The National Union of Journ-
alists Executive voted 11-6 not to
make a five month old strike by
journalists on the Richmond and
TwickenhamTimesofficial.

To do so the Executive not
only ignored long-established
union policy but also- overrode
the outcomeof a Special Delegate
Conference which reaffirmed

By Peter McIntyre
 

support for defying the law as
recently as January.

Executive members who then
had_personally pledged they
would reaffirm support for the
strike, after a House of Lords
ruling reneged on their promise.

The strike started when the
owner of the papérs, broadcaster
David Dimbleby, sacked NGA
members and transferred the con-
tract for printing to T. Bailey
Forman in Nottingham — the

union-busting firm which sacked
all its NUJ journalists in 1979.

NUJ members at Richmond
struck alongside- the NGA and
were joined by some non-union
editorial staff, confident they
could force Dimbleby to back
down.

Last week the House of Lords
confirmed that the NUJ strike
was unlawful and secondary. To
do so, they confirmed that
companies which divide them-
selves into separate legal entities.
can stop lawful strikes spreading
 

Phillips
workers
reoccupy

WORKERSatPhillips Rubber in
Manchester reoccupied their
factory on Sunday night. This.
together with an impressive mass
picket on Monday morning,
ensured that management could
not set scab labour to work.

The occupation was ended on
Tuesday as bailiffs and police
re-served the eviction order gran-
ted by the courts last week.

The 110 strikers are out for a
wage claim of £76 a week, at
present they only get £48 a week
basic.

Nine weeksinto the strike, the
workers_still refuse to be
bludgeoned back to work by
management sackings. There is
no doubt that the will to fight is
still there. The successful mass
picket on Mondaypoints the way
forward. It drew in other sectors
of workers, including dockers,
and has built up the strikers’
morale.

With more publicity for the
mass pickets, and increased links
with the local labour movement,
the strikers can ensure that they
are not isolated.

Donations and messages of
support to: John Hood, 14
Torness Walk, Openshawe.
Manchester | 1.

 
 

e s :

JOHN
SMITH
(1FL)

   

       
from one element to another.

.The House of Lords ruled that
the NUJ had a lawful dispute wit
T. Bailey Forman publishers, bu
an unlawful dispute with TBF
(Printers) — despite the firms
sharing the same head office,
phone number, writing paper and
a substantial number of share-
holders. ‘

:

The collapse of the NUJ
Executive was covered over by a
resolution which_instracted
officers to examine the possibility
of moving the union headquart-
ers to another European capital
— presumably on the theory that
if you don’t stand andfightit is
better to run away.

The Executive also noted
that the Richmond chapelstill
had the right to continue its
strike — bitter words for the

-Mother of Chapel Joanna Davies
to swallowas she heard the news
outside the meeting.

The chapel, however, has
resolved to fight on, ‘“‘with or
without the support of our
union”? and moneyisstill being
collected through unofficial
channels.

This week (on Wednesday
evening) BBC Lime Grove TV
chapel was being instructed by
the NUJ to black Dimbleby on
his budget day programme. The
TUC and Labour Party have
already pledged not to take part
in that. or any other programme
hosted by Dimbleby.

A demonstration through
Richmond on Tuesday drew more
than 600 NGA and NUJ mem-
bers, ending in a rally at the
Tiverside.

NGA General Secretary
elect, Tony Dubbins, called on
the TUC to break all links with
the Tories — saying that the
GCHQ ban showed that those
who rolled over to have their
tummies tickled by Thatcher gettheir faces stamped on.

The NUJ Executiveis likely to
get its comuppance at the Annual
Conference. If a new Executive is
afterwards to get the chance to
make'the Richmondstrike official
again, the strike must be suppor-ted unofficially at present to
allow it to continue.
 

Tax workers vote to accept new technology
>

INLAND Revenue Staff Federa-
tion membershavevoted in office
ballots by a 2-1 majority to
accept a New Technology Agree-
ment. The voting — by 23,984 to
10,703 — means an end to the
eight week long dispute at the 14
West Midlands offices involved in
the computerisation of PAYE
(COP)project.

The agreement had beenvigor-

ously opposed bythe left in the
short time available, but the odds
were always stacked against them.
Members were given three days in
which to read and digest a

complex 15 page document which
will govern the conditions of
employment for most of us for
the rest of our workinglives.The Executive Committee was

so anxiousto railroad the packagethrough that the constitutional
position that only the DelegateConference can change policy
was ignored. Indeed, even the
ballot itself was only to beadvisory and not binding.

Most disturbing of all, is the
fact that we have won nothingon
the maior issue of no compulsory
 Attackon dock labour scheme

THETories are planning to intro-
duce a new schemein the docks
that would abolish the present
National Docks Labour Board
(NDLB) system that protects
dock workers’ jobs.

Under the NDLB —- which in
1947 replaced the daily hiring of
dock workers and the abusesthat
were entailed in it — dock work-
ers have guaranteed employment
if work is slack, and control over
the. size of the workforce in the
54 registered ports throughout
Britain. The most important ports
are in Liverpool, London, Hull
and Southampton. The present
system is run by boards of union
representatives and management,making sackings very difficult.

Nevertheless, the number of
dock workers has fallen from
80,000 in 1947 to 13,500 today.
New cargo handling methods such
as containerisation have been the
cause of this. But managementhave had to buy out the workers
at a cost of £16 million a year for
the past fifleen years — and byspending millions on keepingemployed workers they would
rather sack. Unregistered portssuch as Felixstowe and Dover
have been raking in business as
the registered ones have declined.

As a result, the government
wints to ditch the'existing labour
Protection scheme. They realise,

of course, that the dockers are
still a formidable opponent —

they were at the forefront of the
fight against the Industrial Rela-
tions Act — and that an attempt
to implement their new plans
could lead to a national dock
strike.

The National Association of

Port Employers has therefore
attempted to persuade the trans-
port union to abolish “restrictive
practices” voluntarily.So far they
have been unsuccessful. They.will
not be successful in the future if
the dockworkers use their
strength to prevent them.
 

FOR three weeks now, 37 sacked
union members have been picket-ing LaBour Pumps, Wellingbor-ough, visiting branches and fac-
tories in the area for support and
trying to arrange blacking to and
from the company.

The sackings took place after
union membersstruck to defend a
workmate suspended withoutpayfor arguing with his foreman. This
followed a long period of manage-
ment provocations because of an
overtime ban, imposed to secure
a decent annual wageincrease.

Managementare attempting to
Keep production of pumps going
with non-union labour and office
staff doing long hours.

They have refused to negoti-
ate with the union or see ACAS
and appear to want to smash the
union — something theyhave

 
wanted to do for sometime.

lor the union side support is

Boycott LaBour pumps
being built locally and nationallyand backing from. Darwen’s
factory in Sheffield (a sister firm
who supply castings) is beingsought.

A rally at 12.30 in Welling-borough on Saturday March 10,
has been organised but if mass
picketing or supporting industrial
action is not worked for in the
support campaign, it could be along haul with no guarantee of
success.

If your firm uses LaBour
pumps (widely used in petro-chemical plants), or supplies com-
ponents then contact the strike:
committer.

_

All donations for this officialdispute should be sent to LaBourPump Strike Fund, Treasurer,TC Puckerin, 6 Palmer Close,The Links, WellingboroughNorthants. 5 en

 
redundancies that we did not have
before the suspensionstookplace.

An agreement which states
that the management “aim to
avoid” compulsory redundancies
gives our members no protection
at all.

Other IRSF demands, includ-
ing a shorter working week and
no. changes without dgreement,have been cast aside. Another
paragraph leaves the path openfor the introduction of shift
work. Measures to redeploy staff
displaced by the VDUssoundfine
on paper, until you realise that
every other major governmentdepartment is introducing com-
puters with similar effects on staff
numbers — there will be nowhere
to redeploy anyone.General secretary Tony Chris-
topher, and the executive com-

“mittee have said that the agree-
ment is a good one and that the
matter has been taken as far asishumanly possible”. Yet the 430
in the COP districts have not
even been called out onstrike.
The battle has not been started!

Having put its faith in the
courts and lost, the executive
committee have no stomach fora
fight and chose the first oppor-tunity to quit.

Unfortunately it is the lower
grade clerical workers who will
suffer the consequences of such
cowardly leadership. It is theywho will be receiving redundan-
cy notices, not the executive
committee members who arepredominantly managementgrades.

Overall, a 10,700 vote
against is a good opposition
vote in a union not noted for
going against its leadership’s
recommendations. The lesson
of relying on legal wrangling in
the court room rather than on
rank and file activity is here for
all to see — it spells defeat.
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Industrial(digest 
THECivil Service has been cut
back by more than 100,000
employees since the Tories
came to government in 1979,
accordingto a Treasury analysis
published last week.

The reduction — to its small-
est size since World War 2 of
about 630,000 — is being
achievedprincipallythrough the
dropping of some functions,
saving £54 millions, and provid-
ing lower standards of service
in others, saving £52 millions
(1982-3 financial year). This is
in line with Tory plans of an
employee target of 593,000 by
April 1988.

Someof the savings noted by
the Treasury were achieved by
privatisatioi, hiving off, or
contracting-out from the public
to the private sector, notably in
the Ministry of Defence and in
the Property Services Agency.

Seafield
THEthree week strike at Scot-
land’s largest pit, the Seafield
colliery at Kirkcaldy,ended this
week when the 340 craft workers
voted to return to work.

Talks are now to be held with
theNationalCoal Board over the
downgrading of a craft worker
which led to the dispute and on -

the introduction of new shift
working.

Share-owning
A RECENT report by the
Institute of Directors reveals the
thinking of leading company
bosses in the field of industrial
relations. The message is that
all employees should own shares
in thecompanytheyworkfor.

The reason, of course, is that
a worker whois also a share-
holder will be less likely to dis-
rupt production, and thus the
possible share value in the
company. Or as the report puts
it: ‘‘The propensity to regard
labour andcapital as two implac-
ably opposed adversarieswillbe
correspondinglyreduced.”’

The guidelines for company
directors come a week beforethe
Budget which is expected to
contain proposals for legisla-
tion on employee share option
schemes.

Polmaise
A RALLY of 500 miners and
their supporters in Stirling on
Monday night heard Arthur Scar-
gill stress the unity of purpose of.
the NUMinfighting pit closures.

He reaffirmed NUM support
for the miners at Polmaise colliery
near Stirling, which is threatened
with closure. Polmaise miners are
currently on strike against this
closure threat.

Scargill claimed the NUM
officials were giving positive
leadership in the struggle and that
the 17-week overtime ban was
beginning to bite. The Coal
Board had suffered nine million
tons of lost production.

At the end of the meeting,
Mick McGahey, President of the
Scottish Area NUM,referred to
the decision of the 60,000 York-
shire miners to strike from
Friday. He said that the call
would be going outto all Scottish
miners to take similar action,
starting on Friday night. 

Twopamphlets for 45p,
ist Organiser, 28 Middle Lane,
includingpostage, from Social-

Millionsout on 28th
MILLIONS of workers took
actionon February 28 against
the Tories’ union ban at
GCHQ. Half a million civil
servants alone were out on
official strike.

LONDON
40,000 took part in a demon-
stration through the centre of
London.

In Southwark all health
workers were out for the
whole day, and factories all
over the city came to a stand-
still. Tube services stopped
for an hour, and some
commuter services were hit.
40 out of 60 London
Transport bus garages took
some action. The National
Union of Teachers shut ten
London secondary schools,
and 10,000 school students
were sent home.

SCOTLAND

The entire machinery of
central government in Scot-
land came to a halt. 6,000
people attended the rally in
Glasgow, 6,000 in Edinburgh
and some 2,500 in Dundee.
In the Glasgow area, 11 hos-
pitals had stoppages with
emergency cover only, whilst
nine bus garages took action,
and Glasgow district council
was closed. Railway work-
shops, sewage works, post
office engineering depots and
the Govan and Yarrow ship-
yards all saw acffon. From
midday there were no trains
in or out of Glasgow.

On Clydeside strikes took
place at Rolls Royce, Wears
of Cathcart and_Wills
Tobacco. In Dundee there
were strikes at Timex, Bonar
Long, Kestrel Marine,
Ferranti, Ninwells hospital
and other workplaces,as well
as a strike of district council
workers.

Rosyth naval dockyard
was closed, and for the first
time, 40 clerical and admin-

.istration workers in Scottish
Command Army HQ walked
out. Action was taken at Tor-
ness nuclear powerstation,
East Lothian.

WALES

Buses and trains were disrup-
ted and 1,500 joined a
demonstration. In Swansea,
TGWU dockers came out to
support the demonstration,
and there were strikes on the
buses. A numberof factories
came out throughoutWales.

MIDLANDS

BL Longbridge stopped work,
and 5,000 people attended
the rally in Birmingham. In
Coventry there was strike
action at Jaguar, GEC, Rolls
Royce and Talbot.

YORKSHIRE
The majority of Manpower
Services Commission workers,
along with town hall workers,
joined the stoppage in
Sheffield. 2,000 construction
workers took action at Drax,
and 1,000 dockers were on
strike in Hull.

NORTH WEST

100,000 were out in the
Merseyside area. All buses
were stopped, along with
government offices and parts
of industry including Cammel
Laird. Civil servants, trans-
port workers and dockers
joined a march of thousands.

In the Manchester area
there were strikes at GEC
Openshaw, Massey Ferguson,
Chloride, Shell Carrington, on
the railways andin the dirrect
works department. The Free
Trade Hall was packed in a

rally addressed by Alistair
Graham.

DERBYSHIRE

Miners took action at four
pits, and in Chesterfield most
factories were out, and Tony
Benn spoke to a rally of
2,000.
NEWCASTLE

Newcastle saw a hundred per
cent turn out in the local
shipyards, and action in many
engineering companies.

Elsewhere, British Aero-
space workers took action in
various places. In Northern
Ireland, Shorts Aircraft and
Harland and Wolff joined civil
servants taking action. Action
taken at Vauxhall, Ellesmere
Port and at Luton, reportedly
lost the company £3 million
in production: Austin Rover,
Oxford, decided to come out.
There was a response by
50,000 workers in Notting-
ham. The National Union of
Seamen were on strike for
half a day at Felixstowe.
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emonstrators in London
 

RowntreesYorkstrike to save jobs
THE strike by maintenance
staff at Rowntree Mackintosh in
York against the company’s
plans to reduce the 850-strong
maintenanceworkforceby 200 is
now enteringits fifthweek.

Thestrikers are under intense

pressure from both the
employers and other workers.
Process and transport staff are
still working normally. 1,250
production line workers have
beenlaid off.

When it became clear that

voluntary redundancyandinter-
nal transfers could only achieve
130 or so of the required job
losses, the craft unions, led by
the AUEW and the EETPU,
decided to fight managementon
the issue.
 

Labourcouncilsuspendsunionist
DAVENorwood, NALGO Assis-
tant Branch Secretary said last
week ‘‘Sometimes Labour coun-
cils can be really dumb, or
devious or both. They’re sup-
posedto be thereto fight for the
labour movement — this lot
have just engaged in bloody
battle against theirworkers.”’

He was speaking about
Labour-controlled Greenwich
Council which last week drove
1,600 NALGO members it
employs to take strike action
in defence of their basic trade
unionrights.

Not that most Labour coun-
cillors knew what was happen-
ing — thedirty work wascarried
out by senior councillors on the
Personnel Committee and by
leading officers in manage,ent.
Most of the Labour Group have
beenmisled abouttheissues.

The Council suspended with-
out pay Terry Woodford, whois
one of 20 architects taking
limited official industrial action
over a grievance which should
have been solved eight months
ago.

NALGO’s reaction was an all-
out strike on March 1, with
another one-daystrike planned
for March 8. The workers in
Terry Woodford’s department
are on an all-outofficialstrike.

 
This dispute concerns the

appointment of an underquali-
fied worker in the Architects
division. NALGO proposed a
solution whereby this person
wouldn’t have lost money. The
Council now admit they were
wrongat thetime not to agree to
thisbut insteadof putting things

right, they’ve escalated the
dispute into a head-on collision
over workers’ rights to take
official industrial action.

Messages of

.
suppo

donations to: Dave
Secretary, Greenwich NALGO,
Riverside House, Woolwich
HighStreet, London SE18.

rt and

 

Carousel:buildsupport
THE Carousel strikers in Glas-
gow arestillwaiting for a reply
from the Scottish Finance and
General Purposes Committee of
theTGWU.

They met the committee a
fortnight ago to ask for support
for their fight for union recog-
nition, reinstatement, and better
workingconditions.

~ But TGWU officials have not
been inactive since the commit-
tee meeting. The Glasgow Dis-
trict Officer David Stark con-
tinues his tour of local TGWU
branches, denouncing the
broadsheet-history of the dis-
pute produced by the strike
support committee as a gross
misrepresentation of the ‘‘true’’
facts [thoughalso insisting that
the TGWUwill continue formal
supportfor thestrikers].

It looks as if TGWUofficials
will continue to recognise the
dispute as official, but do
nothing to mobilise support for
it.

So the strikers’ own East
End Support Committee is
more important thanever.

Weare not seeking conflict
with the TGWUofficials for the
sake of conflict. To break the
strikers’ isolation we have no
choice but to reply to the accusa-
tions being levelled against the
EESC broadsheet-history of the
dispute and to. mobilise active
support in the face of the indif-
ference or hostility of TGWU
full-timers.

A Glasgow-wide labour
movement conference called by
the EESCis needed — andlong
overdue.

Offord, ©  By Richard Bailey
Theroots of the dispute lie in

the company’s controversial
decision to call in an ‘‘outside”’
research firm to investigate
efficiency at the factory early
last year. On their supposed
findings, management announ-
ced a reduction of maintenance
staff. But to the intense fury of
the workers involved, manage-
ment have consistently refused
to show thereport to theunions.

Five weeksinto the strike, the
craft workers remain very solid,
and picketing is being stepped
up to 16 hours a day. There is a
picket rota operating, with fines

‘for those who miss their turn.
This is one symptom of the
seriousness of the strikers and
of theirdeterminationto win.

TGWU members have
pledged not to work that would
regularly be done by craft
workers, but the firm’s lorries
still-cross the picket line unim-
peded.

The local Evening Press has
weighed in on the side of the
bosses. Last week it printed a
front page article entitled
‘* ‘Lost’ Millionsat Rowntrees’’.
it was httie more than free space
to let the Rowntree manage-
ment argue that maintenance
staff should be madethescape-
goats for the company’s current
sales problems. The paper has
assisted management in its
attempts to split the strikers by
publishing unsubstantiated
claims that strikers are being
bought off by voluntary redun-
dancyandinternaltransfers.

Despite all this, the strikers
fight on. What they most
desperately need is the spread-
ing of strike actionto all sections
of the factory.
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London backs SOCIalist
Liverpool
By Mick Mellor

The London Labour Party
conference last weekend
(March 3-4) voted unanim-
ously to support Liverpool
City Council — and, though
it was unfortunately only at
a fringe meeting, Ken Living-
stone replied to a question
from Councillor Chris Hickey
by saying that he would per-sonally move a motion in the
GLC Labour Group_to
support Liverpool.

Proposals to send delega-
tions of councillors and
workers to Liverpool, to
show support from sections
of the London labour move-
ment arousedinterest.

The continuing problems
were summed up by John
McDonnell, chair of the
GLC’s finance committee.
Speaking from the floor in
the debate, he urged dele-
gates and councillors to
“follow Liverpool’s example.
Follow Liverpool’s example
when it comes to April next
year.”

Next April
Liverpool mightbein “‘the

forefront” as Ted Knightsaid, but the London coun-
cils were only going to jointhe battle a year later!

In the meantime, the
Greater London Council had
offered to help finance Liver-
pool’s shortfall in government
rate support grant to helpthem wait for London.

Such financial assistance:
would be a cop-out from
Liverpool’s fight, which has
to be thisyear.

An offer by the GLC or
other Labourcouncilsto lend
money to Liverpool directly
in the event of. the banks
cutting off Liverpool’s -credit
would be action of an
entirely different order (and
would certainly put them in
the firing line together with
Liverpool).

“So too would a coordin-
ated refusal by other Labour
councils to refuse to paydebt charges to the banks insolidarity with Liverpool.

Both are possible forms ofsolidarity action by other
Labour councils, but neither
have yet been put on offer by
any of them.

 

 
 

   
 

 

ISN’T family feeling a weau-
tiful thing? What would Mrs
Thatcher’s cherished Victor-
ian values be without familyfeeling? And what would
Tory family feeling be with-
out Victorian values? Like,
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VICTORIAN
for example, the 11th com-
mandment which tells you:Don’t get caught?

Now Dennis Thatcher has
been caught with his hand,
so. to speak, in Mark That-
cher’s bank account. The

Liverpool votes
for strikes -
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_AT A meeting in Liver-
pool’s Central Hall on
Monday March 5, 1,000
GMBATU workers from

‘the Council’s cleaningdepartment voted unani-
to strike on

March 29.
A one-day Merseyside

‘general strike is beingBl organised on that day toBf support Liverpool CityHCouncil’s stand against
‘cuts and rent or rate
rises.

The Council’s 5,800
NALGO members were
due to vote on Tuesday.2,000 memberspacked
into the Stadium, and
1,000 were left outside.
After those inside had
voted overwhelmingly in
favour of striking on the
29th, an official stepped
in to say the vote would
have to be taken again at
a further meeting becausefl some had been unable to

2ememens get in.
by Lancridge (1U). Registered as

  
              

  

 

 
   
 

 
VALUES-LATEST! —
Sunday Times revealed last
week that Mark Thatcher’s
account with Barclays Bank
into which was paid perhaps£50,000 Mark Thatcher gotin Oman by exploiting his
mother’s position is in fact a

joint account with daddy.Money Mark got because
Margaret is British Prime
Minister went into the bank
account of—_Margaret’shusband, Dennis. The scandal
creeps nearer and nearer the

throne. It would be interest-
ing to know just. what the
state of family feeling is in
the Thatcher family at the
moment.

 

GCHQ: What went wrong
“*E WASover the moon on Tues-
day. It was tremendous’’, one
CPSA member told Socialist
Organiser.

“Then by Wednesday even-
ing there were reports on the
television thatour union leaders
were admitting defeat, and it
wasall over’’.

Whether the Tories’ figures
for numbers who had acceptedtheir ultimatum at GCHQ wereright or not, we can’t know. But
in any case as soon as the Tories
were able to claim that 90% had
signed, and the unions did no-thing in direct response, theTories were well-placed to maketheirclaimstrue.

Each loyal trade unionist atGCHQ was left as an isolatedindividual, facing their fullstrength of management, with-
out any recourse to collectiveunionaction.

Civil service union branches
are still passing resolutions forall-out strike action if anyone issacked at GCHQ. But the onlysort of resolution that was ade-
quate after February 28 was onecalling on the union leaders toset a definite date for all-outstrike action, sackings or nosackings.

At best the policy of strikingwhen someoneis sacked leaves
the initiative completely in thehands of the Tories. It now
seemsthattheTories feel strongenough to get away withoutsacking anyoneat all at GCHQ.Those who do not submit they
can get rid of by transfers or

by resignations.
NowtheToriesare talking ab-

out increased political vettingin the Ministry of Defence.
The civil service union lead-

ers must still be called to
account. Resolutions for thisyear’s union conferences must
make sure they neveroffer no-strike deals again.

Andin every union socialists
should demand that the TUCreally breaks collaboration withthe Tories, rather than just

leaving the National EconomicDevelopment Councif. (Union
representatives are still attend-ing even the detailed sub-
groups of the NEDC,as well asthe Manpower Services Com-mission and the conciliationservice ACAS!)

Most importantly, the TUCmust stop talks with the Tories
on new anti-union laws, and turnto

_
wiping the existing anti-

union lawsoff thestatute book.

~
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week’s total of £195.20.

' THANKS to somelarge donations and other fund-raisingefforts, we start the March fund drive with avery goodfirst
Andif all the events planned this month are successful, westand a chance of having one of the best monthlyfund drivesfor a long time.
Events planned are: jumble sales in Islington, Stoke, :Oxford; socials in Manchester and Northampton; and other

events in Basingstoke.
To back that effort up, we need othergroupsof supportersto makeaneffort to raisemoney for Socialist Organiser.In February we raised £418.03. We’ve already raised nearlyhalf that much in the first week of March. Help build on agoodstart, send donations to: 214 Sickert Court, London N12SY. Thanks this week to: Pete Firmin, £100 from a ““wind-fall”; Andrew Hornung, £50.50; Carla Jamison, Basingstoke,£15 from fund-raising efforts; A. Chan, £8 birthday presentfor the Science Column; Siu-Ming Cheung, £7 from sponsoredsit-ups, Sheffield supporters, £9.50 from extra paper sales,Neil Rigby (norelation),£4.20 added to a subscription to SO,Tim Summers, £1.
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