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Councils face
the crunch STRUGGLE or surrender:

mobilise direct action against
the Tory government or
become executors for Tory
cuts.

That alternative is now
facing Labour councils very
starklyand immediately.

Three authorities — the
Greater London Council, the
Inner London’ Education
Authority. and Greenwich —

OUR
|ENEMY

SWITHIN
THE Tories know the facts of the class
struggle. However much they use phrases
about ‘national interest’ for public consump-
tion, they are not fooled themselves.

They know that there is no common
national interest between workers andbosses.
Workers have a common class interest with
workers of other nations, bosses have a

common class interest internationally and
indeed organise through bodies like the EEC
and NATOtoenforceit.

Last weekendtheTories denounced Arthur
Scargill and the miners as ‘the enemy within’,
and compared the coal dispute with the Falk-
lands war.

From their point of view they are quite
right: the miners are a much deadlier enemy
to the interests, power and privilege of the
British ruling class than the Argentine govern-
ment could ever be.

What we need is for the leaders of the
labour movement to see the class war in
equally clear terms, and to advancethe inter-
ests of our class as vigorously as the Tories
advancetheinterests of theirs.

The Tories’ fury reflects increasing anxiety
on their part about the effects of the strike
and the failure of their attempts to sponsor a

drift back to work.
An important sign of the mood of the

capitalist class was the Timeseditorial of July
20 — “There is a war on” — and, even more

so, on Monday 23rd by Samuel Brittan —

brother of Tory minister Leon Brittan, and
one of the most serious and influential econ-
omic journalists of the ruling class.

Brittan considers himself an enlightened

have been told to cut their and refuse to set a rate.

 

By Gerry Bates

liberal. But his article is undilutedclass fury.
Conciliatorsin the Coal Board management

should be cleared out, he says. “There can be
no excuse for tolerating . . .

‘sources within
the board’ who brief the media towards
appeasement”’.

;

The government “should permit the free
import of coal, now andfor ever”. It should
start closing “uneconomic”pits immediately.
And “the green light needs to be given to any
concern,nationalisedor other, which wants toe
take any union to court for secondary picket-
ing”.

“Nor should legal action be confined to the
civil side”. If the law does-not permitjailing
Arthur Scargill for ‘violent picketing’, then
too bad for the law. “If there is no way of
bringing to trial the instigators of violence at
the highest level there is something wrong
either with the criminal code, or more prob-
ably with those who advise on its enforce-
ment”.

The other plank of Brittan’s programmeis:
“not to ‘cease from mental strife’ to ensure
that Labour as now constituted, should never

again form the governmentof Britain”’.
So the capitalist class is clearing the decks

and rallying its ranks for battle. It’s about
time the labour movement did the same,
instead of having our Labour and TUCleaders
dithering in the middle and posing as compro-
mise brokers.

Victory to the miners! Organise for 2

general strike!

workers, other workers and

budgets by 6%in real terms.
15 others have been told to
cut by 44%.

Those 18 have no choice
within Tory law: bigger rate
rises are banned. Other coun-
cils would need huge rate
rises.

Several Labour councils
have already said that they
will set a budget according t«

what is nee 

This is a step towards a

struggle. But the council
leaders seem to. see their
tactic in terms of brinkman-
ship with the government — a

gambit to strengthen their
handat the negotiating table.

More will be needed than
tough negotiating. The Tories
= S ; a :

tenants.

Labour council
big role in lead
— but only i
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IN Basingstoke, support for
the miners continues to grow.
Two more successful events
have beenorganisedin thelast
week by the Trades Council
and Labour Party Joint Sup-
port Group.

» The first event, a publicmeeting held on July 17, had
‘Dennis ‘Skinner as guestspeaker and attracted 200
‘people. The platform also
included Paul Whetton,Secretary of the Notts Rank
and File Strike Committee,
Ida Hackett from the Miners’
Families’ Support Group,
a local speaker and Rebecca
Johnson from  Greenham
Common.

Rebecca had beeninvited at
the request of the Notts
miners’ delegation who are
permanentlybased in Basing-
stoke, thecontact having been
made whentwoprevious dele-
gations

f

of Notts miners
visited the camp. From those
visits the Greenham Women:

 

Angela and Alan Fraser
report on activity in
Basingstoke in support
of theNotts strikers
 

have sent delegations to
Ollerton in Nottinghamshire
and have stood on the picket
lines alongside theminers.
' The meeting was a great
success and £158 wascollec-
ted.

The second event organised
was a ‘Miners’ Families’
Weekend’ with over 20 famil-
ies from Notts being invited to:
spend the weekend in Basing-
stoke. Labour party and
Trades Council members were
at the Labour Club to meet the

familieswhen they arrived on
Saturday July 21.

In the afternoon a children’s
party with plenty to eat and
a disco (to make sure that
they brought it all up again)
was organised at the Labour
Club. The evening saw a
‘Miners’ Benefit’ at the Carib-
bean Club which proved to be
highly successful. Near the
end of the evening the DJ
played ‘The Blackleg Miner’
and a loud chorus of ‘We Will
Win’ followed.

Sunday morning:a picnic in
the local park with kids in the
paddling pool, and SO suppor--ter Gordon Pointer getting a
birthday ducking from the
miners.

At about 3 o'clock the

Helping the Notts miners
miners and their families
boarded their coach for the
journey home.It had proved to
be a truly momentous week-
end, and many people openly
wept. A weekend that labour
movementactivists in Basing-
stoke willneverforget.

Butit has not all been plain
sailing — there have been
problems.Local area full time:
‘union officials (hell bent on
furthering their own careers,
no doubt) have set up a separ-
ate support committee which.
has caused a certain amountof
confusion. However their
efforts to undermine the work
have failedabysmally.

The official support group:
continues to organise and
help raise finance. Over £5,000

 
has beenraised along with 140:
boxes of food which has been
sent to Ollerton. Not bad for.
Tory Basingstoke! :

On the Labour Party front
we have now established a
tegular miners’ support bulle-
tin which is distributed to
every Labour Party member.
Local ward organisers are also:
collecting the S0p levy on a.
regular basis. Food collections
are also established and
sunning successfully.

Future events are now being.
‘plannedandit is hoped that a
delegation from Basingstoke
willbe making a return visit to
Ollerton in the near future.
Finally, the local SO group
will continue to work flat out'
around thestrike.
 The battle continues in thelaw

courts
 

The Tories and the Coal Board are using the policeand courts asallies in their fight against the miners.
Buttheiruse of the law can and shouldbechallenged.Bob Finereports.

THE legal ‘aspect of the
miners’ strike is only an
adjunct. Nonetheless it is
vital.

Whenindividual miners put
themselves on the line for the
union, the the union must do
everythingpossible for themif
the law is wielded against
them.

So far, over four and a half
thousand miners have been
broughtbeforethecourts.

Taking the fight into the
courtroom, to challenge the
charade of justice there, is
crucial for the morale of the
strikers. Victories can be won
in that arena too — as well as
on the picket line — and the
trial provides an occasion for
publicity and propaganda
which the miners should not
miss.

This was the basic message
coming,out of a joint meeting
held in Sheffield between the
Haldane Society of Socialist
Lawyers and theNUM.

The state is using and
abusing the law in its deter-
mination to crush the miners.
Among the most notorious
measuresit has taken are the
‘intercept’ policyof thepolice.

Thepolice set up roadblocks
and turn back anyone suspec-
ted of being a picket or strike
supporter. Four men in a
singlecar have no chance.

On one day in Nottingham,
police turned back 1900 miners
in 475 cars.

If people refuse they are
arrested on charges like
threatening to breach the
peaceor obstructing the police
in the courseoftheirduty.

Thelegalityof thisoperation.
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‘is, to say the least, dubious.
‘The police turn people back
far from the site of any picket
line without any reasonable
suspicion thattheywill breach
the peace. They invoke the
civil law about secondary
picketing whichis irrelevant.

This abuse of legal powers
— which addsupin effect to a
denial of freedom of move-
mentortheright to travel to a
demonstration —- is not only
supported by the government,
it was instigated by the Home
Secretary. So much for their
refrain about the rule of law.

We even heard a case of a
miner and his wife being
stopped and arrested for
trying to travel to their holiday
home.

This abuse of powers is
being challenged in court by
the NUM — with the assis-
tance of socialist lawyers —

both individual cases in the
lower courts and through test
cases taken to the higher
courts.

The second notorious
measuretaken bythestate is
the magistrates’ use of bail
conditions. When

_
striking

miners are remanded on bail
highly restrictive conditions
are set without regard to the
individual in question, the
circumstances of his or her
arrest, the effect of these
conditions on the individual
and so forth.-

The magistrates simply
dole out what are now known
as the ‘usual conditions’.
These state that the accused
are ‘’not to visit any premises
or place for the purpose of
picketing or demonstrating in

! Support committees|
j Corditt: c/o Room 219, Trans-

port House, 1 Cathedral Road.
Birmingham: c/o Trade Union

i Resources Centre, 7 Frederick St.,
l B1 3HE.

South London: c/o Joan Twelves,
1 Alverstone House, Kennington

1 Park Estate, SE11.
Manchester: c/o FTAT, 37 Anson! Road, Victoria Park, M14.

Brent Miners’ Solidarity Com-
mittee, c/o Local EconomyResource Unit, 389 Willesden JHigh Road, NW10. Ken —-s459 6221. &
Maesteg Trade Union and Labour I
Party Support Group: Idwal |
Isaac, 10 Bridge St., Maesteg. J(Tel: 738321). l 
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connection with the current
trade dispute between the
NUMandtheNCBother than
peacefullyto picket or demon-
strate at his usual place of
employment.’’

This imposes on its victims
something like what in South

~Africa is called ‘a banning
order’. The procedure is
legallyas dubiousas the ‘oper-
ation intercept’.

Magistrates are obliged to
grant bail on the basis of dis-
cretion with respect to an
individual case. One has a
fundamental right to bail in
law and can only be refused
bail or have

_
conditions

imposed in definite, legally
defined circumstances.

A legal challenge to this
procedure, backed up

_
by

publicity, propaganda and
demonstrations is now under-
way, partly thanksto the inter-
vention in the Notts courts of
socialist lawyers.

Other gross abuses have
also become normal practice,
for instance, arresting miners
and detaining them without
any. reasonable suspicion.
Fighting these cases in court

 

Miners, miners’ wives, and Greenham womenpicket in Port Talbot.

is not only of practical value to
the miners;it is also a way of
ensuring thatwe do not simply
accept the intensification of
legal repression as thenorm.

As Tony Gifford said, we
are witnessing a new kind of
policing that the labour move-
ment has not yet got to grips
with.

It would seem — not sur-
prisingly— that the NUM was
not at first prepared for the
legal onslaught against their
members. Theywere thinking
mainly in terms of the use of
‘the civil law (through cases
brought under the

_
Tory

EmploymentActs) and not the
criminal law. Their solicitors,
so it seems,did not sufficiently
challenge the abuse of legal
powers bythe police and the
magistrates. -

This is now changing. The
Haldane Society, for instance,
hasset up a rota of lawyers to
be on hand in Nottingham,
with their centre at Ollerton.
The meeting as a_ whole
endorsed a resolution calling
for more national coordination
by the NUMofits legal resour-
ces.

There -was_ considerable
discussion about the tech-
niques of fighting cases in
court: the importance of know-
ing the namesof those arres-
ted, of collecting witnesses, of
photographs and so

_
forth.

There was also discussion not
only of how to defend miners
against the law, but also of
how to use the law offensively
against thepolice.

Complaints against the
police are useless, as are
private criminal prosecutions
(Bringing charges of riot
against the police cavalry?).

Butcivil actions against the
police have a much better
success rate. They are easy to
initiate, and the civil law
provides plenty of grounds —

wrongful imprisonment,
assault, maliciousprosecution,
trespass and wrongful inter-
ference withgoods.

Legal aid should be ayail-
able and successful cases are
rewarded with much needed
financialdamages.

The law is an instrument
for the ruling class, but it also
imposes inhibition on

_
the

re ‘ich they flagrantly

 
violate whenever they are,
pressed to do so. The law is a
weaponagainst workers,butit
also provides us with
resources in the pursuit of our
struggles. The important thing
is to know how to use these
resourceswell.

One of the difficulties we
face is the lack of a collective
memoryconcerning how legal
forms of struggle have been
used in the past — for
example,after the uprisings of
1981. It is important both to
draw the legal lessons from
thisdispute and to retain them
for future struggles.

Finally, a clear message
came both from the miners
and the lawyers that the
Labour Party ought to getits
fingér out at the leadership
level and actively campaign
around the gross violations of

.
democratic rights that are now
taking placeon a dailybasis.

For example,theclerkof the
court dealing with Ollerton
cases — and handing out the
peremptory bail orders — is a
right wing Labour Party mem-
ber. With friends like that,
whoneeds enemies?
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Turnto thepower stations
Since negotiations between
the miners and the Coal
Board broke down last Wed-
nesday night, 18th,Tory min-
isters have been boasting
more and more loudly that
they are confident of success
against the miners.

But the Financial Times
(inset) had a moresoberview.
And share prices are still
tumbling.

The Tories are not winning
the war of attrition: and the
possibility of escalation
towards a generalstrikeis still
there.

Two haulage firms have
started court proceedings
against leaders of the South
Wales NUM which could lead
to them being imprisoned, or
the area union’s funds being
seized.

What happened in the
talks with the Coal Board?
With the NUMleaders contin-
uing to run thetalksin secret,
and inadequate report-backs
to the NUM rank andfile,a
detailed verdict is not pos-
sible. But it is clear that talk
about MacGregor making ‘big
concessions’ is nonsense.

Withdrawing the March 6
announcement. that this
year’s coal production would
be cut by four milliontonnes
is a non-issue now, because
more than four times that
amount of production has
been lost in the strike.

Polmaise
The Coal Board said they

would reprieve the five
immediately threatened pits,
Polmaise, Cortonwood, Bull-
cliffe Wood, Herrington and
Snowdon — on condition that
the NUMagreed to closure of
uneconomicpits!

The Coal Board insists on
closing pits where operation
is not ‘beneficial’. As Arthur
Scargill put it after the talks,
the word ‘beneficial’ is ‘‘like
the word death before sen-
tence...”

The Times said: ‘“... we
should not be deluded into
thinking that a settlement
was so close that only one
word — ‘beneficially’ —

divided the parties. It is not
an innocent word.

“It symbolises the division
between two philosophies”—

one which puts jobs first,
and tha other which puts
profitsfirst.

Paul Whetton, secretary of
the Notts rank andfilestrike
committee, commented:
“The ‘concessions’ are mean-
ingless .. .

They’ll keep open
those pits and shut some
others. The basic principle is
the question of ‘economic’
closures’.

The Coal Board is trying

Labour Party Support Group
RAFFLE

rey
ADOTME
MA
Cs
A
WI
cea (proceedsin aid of National Union of Mineworkers)

Tickets available from
Mr. T. Mahon, 24 Chapple St., Bradford

Mr. C. Hickling,218 Mansfield Rd., Nottingham
Price 10p each or book of 5, 50p
Date of draw: October 3, 1984

(All cheques and postal orders to: A.L.S.A.)
PRIZES

1st: Gold and Silver Disc, donated by Paul,Weller
(former memberThe Jam)

2nd: Video Recorder
3rd: Portable TV
4th: Miners Lamp

plus 6 runners-up prizes of signed Paul Weller records
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to increase the pressure. Last
week the North Derbyshire
Coal Board cut. off the free
concessionary coal which had
continued to operate with
voluntary NUM labourduring
the strike. One of the people
put at risk by this was a nine
year old child with cancer.

On Monday morning at
the nearby Notts pit of
Welbeck, the police threaten-
ed that women coming onto
the picket line would be
arrested and their children
put into care.

In Ollerton, a striker from
Bevercotes pit received an
eviction notice.

 
“The City’s response to peace
in the dockshas been decid-
edly subdued: and consider-
ing howfarprices fell — and
howfar interest rates rose —

during the strike this must be
preity disappointing to
ministers.

“It should not be too
surprising, though: they must
by now be awarethattheir
deliberatelycautious
approachto thecentral issue,
the miners’ strike, is not an
easy one to put overeither to
the voting or to the investing
public...

“The City does not see
much to celebrate...”

(FT editorial, 21.7.84)

ee

 
But all this, and the con-

tinued scab-herding at selec-
ted pits, has failed to produce
a significant back-to-work
move outside the Notts coal-
field.

On the Coal Board’s own
estimate, ‘“‘a total of 384
former strikers returned to
work” in the first two weeks
of July — 0.24% of the work-
force.

A number of the scabs
went to work in Notts during
the holiday period, in
defiance of the overtime ban
which they say they are con-
tinuing to respect. On the
Monday day shift, 120 went
to workat the Bevercotespit,
70 of whom were NUM mem-
bers.

Police out in strength against pickets at Port Taibot steelworks.

How thedock
THE dock strike reached a
settlement early on Friday
morning, 20th.

On Thursday evening the
strike had collapsed in Dover
under threat of violence from
strike-boundlorry drivers.

Les Sharp, chair of the
shop. stewards’ committee,
said: “The situation became
intolerable, with threats being
made to my membersand the
port installations by drivers.
We were informed that they
would smashtheport’’.

Nobody disputed his
account. In fact the port
management joined with the
shop stewards committee in
stating: ‘‘The tensions and
eruptions of today have
brought us to a point whichis
intolerable The shop
stewards committee has now
concluded that the threat of
serious injuries within the
port complex meansthatit
can no longer wait for the
conclusion of talks...”

The Tories and the press
who have been so furious
about violence by picketing
miners were very quiet and
matter-of-fact about this
threat of violence. The police
chiefs who have sent hun-
dreds of police to charge the
miners’ picket lines did not
send forces to clear away the
drivers who were making
threats.

For Paul Whetton and
many other Notts strikers,
“the biggest thing we’ve got
on nowis what’s going to be
done with the scabs”’.

Already a numberof rank
and file miners have started
to initiate the new Rule 51
procedure against the scabs.
But the disciplinary commit-
tee has still to be elected.
This will take place “‘probab-
ly within the next six weeks’’.

Powerstations
Picketing continues to

turn to the powerstations. A
national directive to this
effect is reported to have
been sent out from thestrike
coordinating committee.

North Notts pickets have

 

By Martin Thomas
But such is their code.

Violence by police and strike-
breakers is all right. Self-
defence by pickets and
strikers is not.

For all that, the dockers
won a victory. The port
employers agreed to proce-
dures against future breaches
of the job-protecting National
Dock Labour Scheme. The
Tories had been forced to
declare that they had no
pians to alter or scrap the
Scheme.

it is a great pity that the
dockers settled for such
minor gains. Now was the
time, if ever, to fight for the
extension of the Scheme to
ports presently not covered
by it — like Dover. Such a
demand would also have
given the Dover dockers a
more direct interest in stand-
ing firm

A continuing fight by the
dockers would also have
helped the miners win a
speedier and more complete
victory.

A Tory MP was quoted in
the Sunday Times as saying
that it had been 10 points to
Scargill when the dockers
came out, but it was 100
points against him when they
went back. This is not true.

found that ‘‘certain oil
tankers won’t cross, nor will
British Oxygen”, but a
number of scab lorries are
going in.

Transport unions are due
to’ meet with the NUM over
the next week to review the
solidarity action, and reports
are that it is continuing to
bite. The TGWUis this week
sending out a directive to its
areas to discipline members
whoare crossing picketlines.

In North Notts, an
attempt to break the rail
solidarity action has been
beaten off. On Monday 23rd,
the six signalmen refusing to
move coal trains also started
to stop associated traffic (e.g.
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moving light engines). On
Tuesday management sus-
pended them until they called
off their action. They were
reinstated on Wednesday
night, with no loss of earn-
ings, after the Sheffield
power box (controlling the
main line) threatened to
strike immediately. 

strikeended
the dockers had beenscans defeated, that would

indeed have set the miners
back. But they were not
defeated. Their experience
will not deter other workers
from striking — if anything
jp ist ownsee
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the contrary.
A chance for a broader

working class front against
the governmenthas tragically
been missed. But the possib-
ility of further such chances
has not been destroyed.
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 miners
Women’s
march

THE WOMEN’Smarchto link
pit closures with nuclear
power is to start on Friday
August 17 at Capenhurst uran-
ium enrichmentplant, and end
four days later in Mansfield.

There will be transport be-
tween towns, but the women
will be marching through
Chester, Crewe, and Stoke.
There will be rallies and get-
togethers on the way, as well
as at theend.

At the sametimethere will
be similar marches in Scot-
iand, from Welshpits to Bris-
tol, and from Dover to Dunge-
ness. If you are interested in
the march, ring Andrea at
0533 702585.

Euro-MP3’call
THE EEC parliament’s 132-
strong Socialist group of MPs
has called on trade unions
throughout Europe to give cash
support to the NUM; andal!
European governments to stor
coal exportsto Britain.

Abertillerymarch

WOMEN from the miningvillage of Abertillery,betweenNewport and Ebbw Vale, inSouth Wales have organised awomen’s march against pitclosures due to take place thisFriday, July 27, with a rally inAbertilleryPark.

Anti-nuclear
ABOUT 20 anti-nuclear cam-
paigners occupied the London
headquarters of the Central
Electricity Generating Board for
about half-an-hour last Friday
(July 20) in support of the
miners’ strike with a banner
calling for ‘’miners’ power not
nuclear power’’. One woman
protester was hfirt as police and
security personnel smashed
their way into the occupied
o*ficeto end thesit-in.

 body. There were about 20 arrests.
Port Talbot — miners, women’s support group and Greenham womenpicketthesteel works. Blo

E eesBe   etita.’ :
Bae —— :

ckading the road by sitting down, they were removed and each time replacedby another

  
 

Photo: Martin Shakeshaft (IFL)Sticking it out till the end’
 

Thora, Maggie and Blodwyn,
miners’ wives in Ollerton,
Notts, spoke to Jean Lane.
 

Thora: V’ve got my husband
and my twosonsoutonstrike.
They’ve been out 19 weeks
and all we’re living on is my
wages. £20aweek. Outof that
I’ve got £3 a week to pay to my
electric bill. I’ve had a lot of
help from the kitchen food
parcels and from myfriends,
both otherstrikers and friefids
thatdon’t work downthepit.

But what really hurts is to
see them that’sgoing to work.
I’ve lived here for 23 years and
this is breaking familiesup.

Blodwyn: Nottingham is

considered a scab county.
They are producing coal here
— not as muchas before but if
they wereall out, it wou:d all
be over by now.

I don’t understand every-
thing, but I know what we’re
going through. I didn't even
‘know what being a miner’s
wife would be like. I know
now. Thewagesaren't there.I
used to thinktheywererich.

Thora: They put in the
papers that these miners are
earning £180 a week. It’s
rubbish, they don’t. They go
on about how we've all got
cars. Well, Ihaven’t got acar.

Blodwyn: I have, but I gave
up my mobility allowance for

it. I’ve been disabled for ten
years and I only just got the
allowance — nobody told me I
wasentitled to it. If i'd known
the strike was coming I
wouldn’t have givenit up.

Social Security won’t give
me anythingbecauseI get £20
invalidity pension, and that’s
what we haveto live on. My
rent is £19.30 a week.

Rent
Thora: 1 owe £400 in rent.

They were going to take us to
court. The NUM gotonto that
one for me and the court
proceedings were dropped.

Blodwyn: in Derbyshire the
police called at my brother-
in-law’s house and take him
into work. It’s all wrong. I

‘A law for them and a law for us’
WE’VE all got to stay to-
gether, evenafter the strike —

keep all the contacts we’ve
made with other workers in
other areas. It’s the only way
you will beat Thatcher,
because if she can get away
with sending the miners back,
she will pick on somebody
else.

She’s not really after the
miners, she’s after all the big
unions: And god help them.

Myfirst husband died when
he was 27, because there was
no union. He was a miner in
Wales. I was left with- three
young children and I had
nothing. I had a baby of 13
weeks old.

I was given 17 shillings
every two weeks compensation
when my husband was ill. |
wsed to walk three miles there

Mrs Hood, from Keresley
near Coventry, spoke to
Jean Lane.

:

 

and back to fetch it. Then a
doctor appointed by the pit
owners pronouncedhim fit for
work. I knew he wasn’t fit for
work — but there was no more
compensation, and he had to
go to work.

He went for a month and
then he couldn’t any more —

he wastoo frightened to go.
Andthenhe died — a piece of
coal fell and hit him in his face
and the next fhiece knocked
him into a moving machine.

That’s what she wants
again. That’s te bitterness—

I’ve had it there always. I’m

having my bang out now,well
and truly. That’s what makes
youfight.
What do you think should be
done about thescabs?

I thinktheyshould all be put
on the dole. They are union-
breakers, aren’t they? They
thought these men would be
starved back. They wave their
pound notes at the bus win-
dows andthrowtheir pennies
out.

The police stand by and
laugh as well. They think it’s
a big joke.

Well, I’ve cometo this now,
there’s definitely a law for
them and a lawfor us. And the
law for us changes very, very
often.

But they know we’re
winning. Wedidn’t shout scab

last night, we shouted rule 51.
Oh, and theyhatedit.

Can you describeyour day?
I get up at 4. I make their

coffee and cut their sand-
wiches. And I go out of the
housefor 5.10. I run back here
at 6.30, get on the busfor 6.45
and go to work.

I come back and have our
meal — then out at 6pm to
picket. Then cut the sand-
wiches and go up at 9pm and
get home at 10.30. I'll be in
bed by about11.30.

My husbanddoesa lot and
I make the children get
involved because I think one
day they'llhave to be like us.
I’m putting enough into their
heads now to know they’ve
got to fight. Otherwise it’ll all
be lost.

 
mean you've got to pay for
all this, you know.

They stopped Jeff three
times. He wasonly taking his
car to the garage. They
wouldn’t let him back downtill
he’d proved where he lived.
It’s happening to everybody,
they just pick on people at
random now..

The social security bloke
said to me ‘‘We take £15 a
weekoff you for the strike payyou’re supposedly getting.
The government’s doing it to
make you want to go back to
work’’.

It’s getting really bad in the
village, with marriages break-
ing up and people committing
suicide.

Thora: The mediatell lies
about a lot of stuff, like the
intimidationby the police.

Blodwyn: But that picture
they put on the news of the
copperbeating hell out of the
miner at Orgreave — they
made a mistake showing that
one, didn’t they? :

Bonus scheme
that

bonus
The worst

happened was
scheme. It should
never have been brought
in. They should all get the
same wage.

Some pits will get about
£70 bonus and somewill only
get about £20. That’s caused a
lot of trouble in Notts.

Someone at Thorsby was
bringing home £180 to £200 a
week, and Jeff brings home
£87.

Thora: When you goto bed,
and your husband’s on night
shift, if you hear a knock atthe
door your heart goes into your
mouth.An accidentis thefirst

thing
that

thing that comes into your
head.

Blodwyn:They came for me
at 4 o’clock inthe morning. I
wouldn’t answer the door
because I was frightened and
they called ‘‘We’re from the
pit’’. They’d got Jeff in the
hospital withhis leg.

Thora: The shops nave been
gret round here. They’ve all
broughttheirprices down.

Bill, the fish man, comesall
the way from Grimsby and he
sells fish really cheap to help
us out. He won’t sell it to
scabs. He refuses them.

But he gets hassledfor help-
ing the strikers, and he’s
getting too scared to come
now.

America
Jean: Things would have been
even harderifMacGregor had
got away with shutting the
pits.

Thora: What right has he
got to meddle with our lives?
He should have retired long
ago. What is he, 70? They
make minersretire at 60.

And when he’s sorted all
these pits out Maggie will sa
“right, Ive finished with.
you, you can go back to Amer-
ica now’’. He’s just doing a
job for her.

Thora: He should be ou.
And she, she wants shooting.
WhenI was a young lass you
could go for a job and if you
didn’t like it you could leave it
and go for another one just
like that. But she’s changed all
that.

This dispute will last till
after Christmas. I’ve had some
heartachesthroughit. But I’d
never let my husband and sons
go back.I'll stick by themtill
the end. :



 
  ‘A wave of strikes’
 

PaulWhetton, secretary of
the Notts miners’
rankandfilestrike com-
mittee, was speaking last
Sunday,22nd,at theSocial-
ist Organiser meetingatOllerton, Notts.
 

THEactionof the dockers was
a tremendous boost to the
miners, and you could see by
the government’s efforts to
get the dockers’ strike solved
that they were quite per-
turbed.

That was one the media
could not ignore and keep
quiet.

Throughout docks,  ship-
yards and factories, there is a
wave of strikes taking place,
and-the upsetting thing about
it is that we are not coming
together.

We ought to be using the
umbrella of the TUC, but
everybodyis reluctant to go to
the TUC because of what has
happenedin thepast. So these
strikes are taking place in
isolation.

_I think it’s important that
rank and file workers in ship-yards, in docks, in pits, and in
factories come together. It
would beoneofthebestthings
that could happen if we could
organise a rank andfilemeet-
ing for people to realise that
now,if ever, is the time to go

“torward.
I spoke with Dennis Skinner

in theheart of Tory country, in
Basingstoke, and of course
everybody was clapping and
cheering everything Dennis
Skinnersaid.

Dennis Skinner made the
point thatwe were beggingnot
only for money and forfood,

Photo:
Martin

Shakeshaft(IFL)
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‘Dowds Wharf: Dockers and miners picket the unloadingof coal at thisprivate wharf where coalis loaded on lorries and driven to Llanwern.

but for solidarity action. He
said: there is nothing to stop

People were takenright upto the edge of it, and whenit
was put point-blank to them,
theyhesitated and drew back.

That’s a natural reluctance.
They fear the machineryof the
state, they fear the machinery
of the employers and all the
restofit.

But I think that it’s some-
thing we’ve got to take for-
ward. The shop stewards’
organisation has been

.

the
   

backboneof the people’s fight
in this country, and the
government recognised this.
So theygot rid of Derek Robin-
son — and, incidentally, it
wasn’t Michael Edwardes who
got rid of Derek Robinson [the
convenorat theBL Longbridge
car factory]. It was another
guyon theboard whosaid that
Derek Robinsonhad to go, and
his 1ame was tan MacGregor.

What happenedafter Robin-
son went was that manage-
ments throughout the country
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picked out certain individuals
and got rid of them. The gov-
ernment’s attempt to smash
the shop stewards has had a
good deal of success. The
workers have now got to
redressthat.

And the way that the work-
ers can redressthatis by pull-
ing together.

So when you go out — byall
means beg for food, and beg
for money. But tell people:
now is the time for them to
take action.

Weare,withouta doubt, go-
ing to win thisfight. I thinkthe
governmentis bluffing.

According to Central Elec-
tricity Generating Board, and
the figures of the government
itself, there is now less coal
on the ground than there was
in 1974 when they declared a
state of emergency.

Very shortly, power cuts are
going to take place, and troops
maybebroughtin to move the
few existing stocks of coal that
we’ve got.

Over these next two weeks,
a lot of pits will be on holiday,
and it may well be that the
Coal Board will make an
attempt to move thestocks. I
don’t know. Butit’s vital that
we picket the powerstations
andplaceslike that.

And remember this: when
we go to thepowerstations,
we’re notjust picketing to stop

NORWICH HELPS
Graham Morrey, secretary of
Norwich Trades Council,
spoketo Socialist Organiser.
We had various groups of
miners from Yorkshire and
Durham and Kent coming to
Norwich, and it was the Kent
lads who ran the strike centre
in the Labour Club.

But Kent were being looked
after well by London at the
time, so they said: why don’t
you go to Ollerton? They made
the contactfor us.

The support committee is
madeupof TradesCouncil and
Labour Party members. The ~*

first week we came uphere to
Notts, I did it all on my own —

I got some friends —— mostly Labour Part
and we came =
back. ey woo =

eta ten tat Sea ae

i ome 2 Se Swe =
Seems Estee Fata @

adopt Ollerton and Bever-
cotes. All the food comes up
here now.

 

coal, but also oil, oxygen, and
all the other bits and bobs
without which a powerstation
can’t run.Whenthis strike is over, I
would hope that things aren’t
going to go back down to their
original level. That what we do
then is to take the fight on —

because this is not going ,to
bring down capitalism. It may,
or it may not, mean a change
of government: butif so,all it
will mean is that you take the
first team out and you put the
second elevenin.

The fight has got to go on
after this dispute is over, and
it is vitally important that we
get ties between rankandfile
members,from thepits to the
docksto the railways and into
the factories, and organise so
nat we can come together to

the aid of one another.
ZThe Triple Alliance [be-

tween miners, rail and steel
unions]fell flat on its face be-
cause it had been organised
by and conducted by full-time
officials, and the rank andfile
did not get involved.

I would hope that after this
strike is over, we try to organ-
ise rank and file members in
the pits, docks and factories,
and take the arguments about
a workers’ government and
workers’ control and all that
sort ofthing forward, and not
let it rest again.

We’ve got donations
trade union branches, mile
Party branches, and’ levy.
Some Labourcouncillors have
given up a day’s attendance
money each month. We just
had a one-day strike at the
university, and the lecturers’

A collection of
articles on the
history and theory
of thegeneral
strike.
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Scotland

Police have been out in force
at Bilson Glen pit, in Scot-
land, to get a handful of scabs
through thepicket line.

But until the mobilisation
at Bilston Glen,thestrike was
being run at a low key. Stan
Crookereports.
“The meat-pie strike’’ is what
some Scottish miners are now
calling their strike — all that
they have to do is collect
money and go and ‘buya pie
with it.

~*Mick McGahey seemsto have
forgotten his promises thatthe
“necessary action’’ would be
taken to stop the coal and iron
ore getting into Ravenscraig.

There are token pickets at
Ravenscraig, token pickets at
Hunterston, token pickets at
the power stations, token
pickets at most open-cast
sites, except Blinkbonny.

Result: a. low level of
involvement by the NUM
membership.

Anotherproblem,at least in
certain parts of Scotland, is
the lack of meetings and/or
bulletins to keep members
informed.

Two other factors have
undermined the_strike’s
momentum. One is the atti-
tude that ‘‘the strike will be
won or lost in Nottingham-
shire, so there’s not much we
can do up here’’.

The other, more important
one, was the miners’ view that
it would only be a matter of
time before the dispute was
settled. In fact the talks
between the NUM and the
Coal Board havecollapsed.

Neither mass picketing nor
trade union boycotts nor solid-
arity strike action. can be
achieved at the drop of a hat.
They have to be campaigned
for. But the NUM Scottish
Executive is failing to cam-
paign.

Butfor a rapid and complete
victory the strike must become
more active.

NOTTS
pay wasn’t docked, so I got
some moneyoutof them.

Wehavea stall in the mark-
et every Saturday which raises
between £50 and £150. We've
had raffles and we’ve had 2
disco — anythingwe can think
of to raise money.
  



Steelworkers’protest in the hard-hit region ofLorraine

Troops in Chad and Lebanon
THELeft government came to
power committed not only to
cut unemployment but also
to reform France's political
system.

The current constitution —

the ‘Fifth Republic’ — was
introduced by De Gaulle after
he came to poweronthebasis
of a military coup in 1958. It
gives the president huge
powers, which De Gaulle used
to use by shutting down
parliament for several months
ata time.

Soon after its victory, the
Left government came up

| against the constitution,
when the ‘Councilof State’ —

2 body stacked with aged
Gaulist worthies — ruled its
mationalisation decree uncon-
stitutional, and hadto be plac-
ated by improving the com-
pensation terms.

But it has not changedthe,
constitution. Indeed, Mitter-

CE SONT LES
PRIX ?

 
 

   

referendum
‘Fifth

rand’s_ current
gambit is a_ classic
Republic’ move.

The government has,to its
credit, abolished the death
penalty. But the—schools
reform whichled to the current
government reshuffle was a
big retreat on what the Left
had promised in 1981.
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The government has con-
tinued France's nuclear
weapons programme — with
full support from both the
Socialist Party and the Com-
munist Party — and_sent
French troops to Chad and
Lebanon. And Mitterrand has
been a strong ally for Reagan
in Europe.
 Fascists gain
PARToftheprice paid for the
failure of the Mitterrand
regime has been the horrify-
ing rise of the far right in
France.

In the EEC elections on
June 17 the National Front
won 11% of the vote — as
much as the CommunistParty.

Not everyone, by a long
way, whovotes National Front

NON !
LES SONDAGES !

= Yat 
is a fascist, and the NF still
only has a small activist hard
core. But its programme and
its leaders are classically
fascist.

They have strong-arm
squads, they are virulently
anti-socialist and  anti-com-
munist, and they are anti-
semitic. The’ core of their
agitation is directed against
North African immigrant
workersin France.

The Communist Party and
the Socialist Party have not
fought this racism.On the con-
trary: they officially agree that
there are ‘‘too many’ North
Africanimmigrants in France.

In 1978 the CP launched a
campaign on the theme that
there were ‘‘too many” inmi-
grants in CP-run municipal-
ities, and one CP mayor even
led a gang which smashed up
an Africanworkers’ hostel.

The Left government has
offered money to encourage

wrasts to reters te Africa
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Steelworkersprotest atjob cuts: The ban
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ONE policy thatthenew Frenchgovernmentunder
LaurentFabiuswillcarry over from Pierre Mauroy’s
administrationis a plan for job cuts in thecoal industry
more ruthlessthanIan MacGregoreverdreamed of.

The supposedly socialist governmentannounced 4,000
job cuts in January thisyear. It plans to cut the 56,000jobs
in theFrenchcoal industry by halfby 1988, whilereducing
coal production from 18‘ milliontonnes in 1983 to about
11 millionin 1988.

It has similarplansfor steel. In Aprilthisyear president
Mitterrand announced 8,000 immediatejob cuts, with
between 12,000 and 19,000more to come.

Unemploymentnowstandsofficiallyat around2.2
million— 500,000 more thanin in 1981. The Socialist
Party had promised to increasecoal production by
30 milliontonnes by 1990, and the CP promised 45 million
tonnes.

In his earlydays in office, Mauroydeclared: ‘‘Every
morning when| arrive at theHotel Matignon [France’s
equivaleritof 10 Downing Street], I ask myself: What can
bedone to reduce unemployment?”Andagain: “‘I con-
sider myself as a war chiefin thestruggle against unem-
ployment.”’

On July 3 thisyear he said thatrising unemployment
was ‘‘theprice thathad to bepaid’’ for getting the
economystraight.

If therewas ever a chance to achievesocialismthrough
thesort of policyadvocated in Britain under thenameof
the ‘AlternativeEconomic Strategy’, thiswas it. In 1981
theleft-wingLabour Party paper Tribuneheadlinedits
report of theLeft electionvictory in France, ‘‘A chance to
makesocialismwork’’,and wrote:

‘Neverin Frenchhistory has theLeft beenmore
powerful . . . The SocialistParty and thePresidentwhich
carried it to office has a coherent Left-wingstrategy,a
solidparliamentarybase and a socialist programmeof
reforms ...”’
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ner says: ‘Mitterrand sold out to capital’

mao 
Formerright wing prime minis&
prime minister Mauroy'smess@

But the ‘Left-wingstratege
for socialismnor a sound me
The governmentran into diff
withcapitalism__

trade deff
againstthefranc. It has reac
workingclass pay thecost. G
socialist pretensions have ca

The blamecannotbeshruy
omic crisis. Only whencapits
likelyto get thechance to tra
thatwe mustfirst bringcris
health,thenproceed to socia
socialismindefinitely.

Thetruthis thattinkering
work. A Labour government
out the ‘AlternativeEconomi
samefateas the Frenchleft;

_

labour movementwitheffect
abstractquarrel about doctr
 

THREE YEARS OF RL
May 10 1981: Francois Mitter-
rand wins in the second round
of thepresidential elections.
June 14 and 21: Parliamen-
tary electionsgive the Socialist
Party (38% of the vote) and
the Communist Party (16%of
the vote) a clear majority of
the popular vote andin Parlia-
ment.
Initial measuresofthegovern-
ment: 10%rise in the mini-
mum wage; working week to
be reduced from 40 hours to
39 withoutloss of pay; 150,000
extra jobs to be created in the
public services; the banks and
11 big industrial corporations
to be nationalised; 23% rise in
governmentspendingbetween
1981 and 1982.
November29: Jacques Delors,
Socialist Party right-winger,
then minister of finance and
mow president of the EEC
commission, calls for a
“pause” im the government’s
reforming activity.
November30: Prime minister

Pierre Mauroy replies that
reforms will proceed in ‘“‘a
permanent and_ continous
manner’’.

January 1982: The 39 hour
week decree comesinto force,
and is followed by a wave of
strikes as workersresist claw-
backsbythebosses.
June 1982: The Left govern-
ment is in deep trouble. A
huge trade deficit is opening
up. Inflationis escalating. The
best that can be said about
unemploymentis that the rate
of increase is slowing down.

The government devalues
the franc, freezes wages for

4% months,cuts social spend-
ing and gives tax concessions
to business.

The Communist Party says
it opposesthewagefreeze, but
its ministers remain in the
government.
September 1982: Mitterrand
declares that another 18
months of ‘rigour’ (a word
coined by the government to
avoid speaking of ‘austerity’.
which theycondemned whenit
was implemented by the
previous right-wing govern-
ment) will be necessary.

In the same month, French
troopsarrive in the Lebanonas

5
This was thebest chanceeverto achiey
thesort of policy advocated under thea
native Economic Strategy’. Andit faile
thesystem does not work.  
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‘Work, trust, rigour, effort.was neithera programme
1 for running capitalism.
ulties as it tried to tinker
is, inflation,speculation

d by trying to make the
dually and painfullyits

ed off onto theworld econ-
ism is in crisis are socialists
sform thesystem.If we say

ackedcapitalismback to
im, thenweare postponing

‘ith thesystem does not
Britain which tried to carry

Strategy’ would suffer the
vernment. Rearming the

e socialistpolitics is not an

, but an urgentneed.

part of the imperialist ‘multi-
‘nationalpeacekeepingforce’.
March — 1983: The govern-
ment’s economic difficulties
are worse. 190,000 jobswill be
lost in 1983 — the worst year
fof job losses for decades.
The trade deficit reaches
record levels; France’s foreign
debt soars (by July 1984 it had
reached 466 billion francs, as
against 123 billion at the end
of 1980); speculation against
the franc goeswild.

The government devalues
the franc again and introduces
a more sweeping austerity
plan: social spending cuts, tax
increases.

 
socialismthrough

e of the ‘Alter-
.Tinkeringwith

 

 Right: Talbot Poissy — the
fight againstjob cuts. Immi-
grant workers have beenin the
forefront ofthestruggle.

   The Rt f-the
pomeunsst Party

IN THE EEC elections last
month the French CP got 11%
— its lowest share of the vote
since 1932.

From 1945 through to 1979,it
consistently got over 20% of the
vote.

Theexperience of the Mitter-
rand government hasbeena dis-
aster for the CP. Now,by with-
drawing from the government
and probably adopting a more
militant tone, it hopes to regain
ground. It is not certain that it
can do it.

The Communist Party has one
asset that the SP lacks — a core
of dedicated working class
activists, many of whom still
believe that the CP is a revolu-
tionary party.

Butit long ago lost the ability
and the will to develop that
asset. For decades its sights
have been fixed on piecemeal
gains withinthe present system.
Its militant base is used only as
a sabre to rattle in negotiations
or bargainingfor position.

TheCP’s actualpolitics today
are not very different from the
Socialist Party’s. It supports

The same month — elec-
tions in West Germany.
Mitterrand helps scupper the
Social Democrats — who had
been pushed into somesort of
opposition to Cruise and
Pershing missiles — by vocally
supporting the missiles on a
visit to Germany.
August 1983: As factionalcon-
flict escalates in the former
French African colony of
Chad, the government sends
in French troops — eventually
3,000, making it the biggest
French overseas military oper-
ation since the Algerian war.
December 1983: Workers at
the Talbot Poissy car plant
occupy the factory to fight
against 1905 redundancies
officially approved ,by the
government. The cer union
federation — dominated by
the Communist Party — takes
a cautious, non-militantline.
Early 1984: The government
begins a programmeofdras-
tic job cuts’ in ‘state-owned

 
French nuclear weapuns.has said it will accept NATO. it
preachesbit-by-bitreform of the
system.

Generally the CP has dis-
tinguished itself from the SP by
low-grade verbal sparring —

there was a big dispute in the
late ’70s about exactly how
many nationalisations the joint
programme of the Left should
promise — and, shamefully, by
a more strident nationalism.
‘No to a German Europe’ was a
CP poster a few years ago.

The other asset the CP used

to have and the SP lacked was
linkswiththe USSR — socialism
in practice, or so millions
thought. But that asset is now a
liability.Only 35% of CP voters,
according to a recent poll, have’
a positive opinion of the USSR.

‘Eurocommunism’ was an
attempt to escape from thatliab-
ility by distancing the CP from
the USSR. But it made the CP
appear as no more than a second
rate Socialist Party.

The CP’s current troubles are
not temporary, but part of a
long-term decline.

|
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The Socialist Party
THE French Socialist Party is
similar to the British Labour
Party on policies (except on
nuclear weapons, which it sup-ports), but not otherwise.

It has no stronglinks with the
unionsandit does not even have
a particularly strong concentra-
tion of voters in the working
class.

NNING CAPITALISM
heavy industry, particularly
coal andsteel.
April 1984: Steelworkers’
protest marchagainstjob cuts:
Communist Party leader
George Marchais joints. it but
the CP ministers remain in the
government.
May 1984: Occupation against
redundancies at the Citroen
Aulnaycar plant — energetic-
ally supported by the CGT.
June 17: EEC elections.
Heavydefeat for Left. SP gets
21% of vote, CP 11%.
June 24: Over a million people
join a demonstration against
the government’s— (very
limited) plans to cut back on
the privileged position of
private schools.
July 12: Mitterrand announces
plans for a referendum on the
schools reform.
July 17; After the resigniation
of prime minister Pierre
Mauroy, Mitterrand appoints
a new government under

‘teclnrocrat LaurentFabius.’

 There are a few pockets where
the SP hasa traditional working
class base, but for the most partthe membership is overwhelm-
inglymiddle glass (even more so
thantheLabourParty’s).

It has an apparently demo-
cratic structure, with institution.
alised semi-permanentfactions.
In fact the party is run by the
dominant Mitterrand faction
balancing and trimmingbetween the Rocard faction on
the right and the Chevenement
factionon theleft.

The make-up of the Socialist
Party is explainedbyits history.Thus it practically disap-
peared during World War 2,
while the CP played a leading
role in the Resistance. After a
brief growth in the 1940s, the
SP degenerated into a cabal of
careerists. By 1953 fully 70% of
its membership were municipal
councillors.

The low point was 1969, when
the SP candidate for president
got less than 5% of thevote.

The SP was refounded in
1971, by a fusion of the old SP
with a numberof small group-
ings. Many of those groupings
— and the new leader, Francois
Mitterrand, who came from one
of them — had neverpreviously
made much pretence to be
socialist.

During the ’70s the SP grew
massively in electoral support
and to a certain extent in mem-
bership. As the Gaullist regime
decayed, it had an appeal some-
thing like Harold Wilson’s
Labourleadership had in 1963-4:
bright, modern, technocratic,
radical withouttoo much taint of

« class politics.

 THE ‘Alternative Economic
Strategy’ (AES) is the British
equivalent to the sort of pro-
gramme which has guided the
Left governmentin France.

In various different versions,
it is the official policy of the
TUC, the Labour Party, and theCommunist Party.

Through planning  agree-
ments, through increased social
spending, and through new
nationalised. industry, invest-
ment will be jacked up, so the
argument runs. The increased
investmentwillboost demand in
the economyboth directly and
indirectly. It will thus pull the
whole economyout of slump into
expansion.

The import controls ensure
that the increased demand does
not just pull in more imports.
And the price controls make
sureit does notjust lead to infla-
tion. The other AES measures
makesure the expansion bene-
fits the workingclass.

Depending on the emphasis
and on which other measures
they add, versions of the AES
can range from mild reformism
to sweeping radicalism. But all
the versions share -some key
problems.

The policy of the capitalist
state spending its way out of a
crisis is at the heart of the AES.
It is not a particularly socialist
idea: it was first theorised by
the Liberal economist J. M.
Keynesin the 1930s.

It has been abandoned by the
leading sections of the capitalist
class becausein today’s condi-
tions it leads not to expansion
but to inflation, uncontrollable
state deficits, and balance-of-
payments problems. France con
firms thatjudgement.

Would tighter import controls
solve the trade deficit problem?
Yes — at a cost! Thecost can be

in countries like Brazil
which have cut right down on
imports in order to get trade
surpluses and pay off their
foreign debt — a huge slump in
industry and rise in unemploy-
ment.

Moreover, tighter_import
controls all round — and thatis
the way the capitalist world is
going today — meanslessinter-
national trade, more slump,
higher prices, and_stricter
barriers betweennations.

Capitalism today is so much
an international system that any
programmefor revived capital-
ism, let alone socialism, ‘in one
country’, is nonsense. There can
be no working-class economic
policy for France, or for Britain,
but only for an arena on the
scale of Europe.

When AES-type policies run
into economic difficulties, a
government has two options. It
can do as the French govern-
ment has done, and try to make
the working class pay thecost.

Alternatively, it is possible
that such a government could
try to makethe bosses pay. But
thenthereis anotherproblem.

How would a radical version -

of the AES be enforced? Would
the capitalists just grin and put
up with it? Or wouldn't the

LIBERTE] 

Astrategy
to win   

capitalists
follow the example of their
equivalents in Chile?

and army chiefs

Some versions of the AES
mention mass pressure and
mass involvement. Butit is very
vague: ‘keen trade union pres-
sure’, ‘the toughest possible
trade union lobby’, ‘the negoti-
ated and bargained support of
the trade union movement’ —

all suggesting tough talk across
the negotiating tables, rather
than any action on the picket
lines or on thestreets.

The AESis not only socialism,
or semi-socialism, ‘in one
country’; it is semi-socialism
from above..

But the strengthof the labour
movement lies in the rank and
file. The existing state machine
cannot be used as a neutral
technical instrument for trans-
forming theeconomy.

Whatis the alternative to the
AES? Workers should take over
their factories and offices and
run them through workers’
councils. Those workers’ coun-
cils should link up in each town
or district to run thearea.

Delegates to these councils
_should be subject to regular
re-election and recall at any
time: the councils can thus
create a democracy far broader,
moreflexible, and more acces-
sible than vote-every-five-years
parliamentarydemocracy.

The workers’ councils should
cometogether at national level
— to bring the bulk of industry
and finance under common
ownership. In conjunction with
the ‘workers of other countries,
theyshould formulate a socialist
economic plan, based on need
not profit.

The existing army and police
should be disbanded and
replaced by militias and patrols
directly based on the working
class communities.

A parliamentary government
can play a big role in implemen-
ting this alternative — by being
willing to attack the capitalists’
wealth and powerand to mobil-
ise the working class. But it is
an alternative which cannot
comesolely ‘from above’.
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Victims of theprofit drive
YOU’VE probably seen Frank
Bough, Sue Lawley and others
on TV appealing for our help for
thethousandsof people affected
by thedrovght and faminein the
Sahel in Africa. Film of dying
and severely undernourished
adults and children has been
very moving.

But the famine is not, as the
TV appeals would have us
believe, just an unfortunate
freak of nature.

In thefirst place, the EEC and
the US have food surpluses big
enough to meet Africa’s foodshortage many times over — if
only the governments would do
something to make reparations
for their pillage of Africa over
thecenturies, ratherthanhiving
the problem off to- individual
charity.

And the food shortage itself
is not just a factof nature.

The Sahel (which consists of
parts of Cape Verde, Mauri-
tania, Senegal, Gambia, Upper
Volta, Msii, Niger and Chad)
has had droughts before. in fact
its pre-capiialist economy, bas-
ed on wanderingpeople tending
cattle, was well adapted to cope
viththem.

:What has made droughts
cause serious famine is the

Problems
THE Iranian organisation
which has done most to
develop any degree of inter-
nationalsolidarity work is the
Mojahedin. They were first
off the mark in Britain in
building a solidarity move-
ment, by launching “Iran
Solidarity”(IS).

The Mojahedin were careful
not to force their politics uponit
— although they themselves
backed the National Council of
Resistance as the alternative to
the Khomeini regime, they did
not make support for this a con-
dition of involvement in the IS —

and IS was a relatively healthy
movement.

Through their work in IS, the

By NathanJones

developmentof capitalism. Food
production has been shifted to-
wards exports rather than
domestic consumption. And, as
an Oxfam pamphlet comments,
‘*Whilethenorth of Upper Volta
had almost no harvest in 1983

.

because of drought, in parts of
the South, barns were overflow-
ing with millet after a bumper
harvest: farmers were worried
about the low price they would
receive for theircrop’’.

Flour made available by the
state grain agencyat low prices
was bought up by private
traders to be sold at higher
prices. The poorin the area sim-
ply cannot afford to buy food at
thetraders’ prices.

It was the samestory in 1982:
soybean oil donated by Saudi
Arabiawas boughtup byprivate
traders andsold at high prices.

Also, as land cultivation has
developed, the poor peasants
have been forced onto the worst
land. To feed their families,
they have to exhaust the land:
drought wreaks havoc with their
livelihoods.

And governments in the Sahel

worsen the situation by restric-
ting the sale of subsidised food
to the towns: the badly affected
rural areas hardly benefitat all.

But Western governments
and financial institutions also
beara big responsibility.

The debt burden on countries
throughoutthe Third World and
in the Sahelis so great that new
loans are now only paying off
old ones. Since the world price
of food commoditiesis falling, it
means thatthe moneyto aid the
starving in the Sahel is simply
drying up.

‘And theUSandits allies have
cut theircontributions to the aid
provided by the International
Development Association.. In
1984 $16 billionwas needed to
keep IDA aid at its existing
levels. Only $9 billion was
provided.

And the 1983 programme of
the International Fund for Agri-
cultural Development was cut
backby almost 30%; actual pay-
ments from Western govern-
ments were consistently lower
thantheirpledges.

So the Sahel famine is not a
natural disaster. It is a result of
the irrational organisation of a
world economy based on the
thirstfor profit.

of fran solidarity
Stan Crooke concludeshis
article on theIranian Left.

Mojahedin gained access to
Labour Party and trade union
branches and leading figures. But
having gained such openings, the
Mojahedin then placed increasing
emphasis on winning support for
the National Council of Resis-
tance at the cost of general solid-
arity work. They allowed IS to
collapse but succeeded in winning
many contacts made through IS
to support for the National
Councilof Resistance.

This was reflected in the
agenda oflast year’s Labour Party
conference. The two resolutions
and most of the thirteen amend-
ments endorsed support for the
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National Council of Resistance —

and so did the composite resolu-
tion eventually adopted.

As IS declined in late 1982,
supporters of the Organisation of
Iranian People’s Fedaii Guerrillas(OIPFG) created the “Interna-
tional Solidarity Front for the
Defence of Democratic Rights in
Iran (ISF).

There wasscarcely any differ-
ence between the platforms of
ISF and IS, but a serious labour
movementorientation for the ISF
was precluded by the OIPFG
supporters’ ownsectarianism. The
existing labour movement in
Britain is reformist in outlook,
and therefore the OIPFG suppor-
ters refused to dirty their hands
withit.

As regards supporters abroad
of other Iranian leftist organisa-
tions, limited numbers and more
fundamentally, their ultra-sectar-
ianism hinder solidarity work.

Thus, the CommunistParty of
Iran has. established the ‘“‘Organ-
isation of the Supporters of the
CPI Abroad” (OSCPIA). Its task
is not to build a broad-based
solidarity movement but merely
to propagandise on behalf of the
CPI

In the labour movement the
field has been left open to sup-
porters of the Tudeh Party.
Throughtheir links with the Com-
munist Party and its co-thinkers,
especially those .in- the Labour
Party, they were able to build
the Committee for the Defence of
the Iranian Revolution (CDIR),
during the period of the Tudeh
Party’s support for the regime.

Now that the Tudeh Party has
fallen victim itself to the regime’s
repression, the CDIR campaigns
against that repression.

The situation is sad. Paralysed
by their own sectarianism. some
organisations, (like the Commun-
ist Party of Iran) refuse to
commit themselves to genuine
solidarity work, while others(like
OIPFG)are apparently incapable
ofiv.

Those organisations which
have achieved any degree of suc-
cess in solidarity work are either
far from radical (Mojahedin) or
downright reactionary (Tudeh
Party).

A major precondition for the
development ofIranian solidarity
work is thus an ideological re-
structuring’ of the Iranian Left
itself.

 By Clive Bradley
OURLabourParty has a long
history of support for the
existence and actions of the
Israeli state. Part of the reason
for this is the myth ofIsrael as
a socialist state, beleaguered
by Arab tyrannies.

Labour Zionism, in many
respects the dominant wing of
the Zionist movement, has
historicallyquite close connec-
tions with the Labour Party,
and often particularly with its
left.

The pamphlet, produced by
the Labour Movement Camp-
aign for Palestine,is a critique
of Labour Zionism, examining
its ideas and — more impor-
tantly — its history and
practice.

The early Labour Zionists
at the beginning of this
century believedthat the crea-
tion of a Jewish state would
redress the balance of the
‘inverted pyramid’ of Jewish
society in Europe. In a Jewish
state, a ‘real’ Jewish prolet-
ariat could be formed that
could then commenceits revo-
lutionary struggle against the
Jewish bourgeoisie. So Zion-
ism was necessary for social-
ism, theyargued.

Theory
What this theory over-

looked was the Arab popula-
tion in Palestine. The reality
behind the socialist claims of
the Labour Zionists was that
they were a colonising move-
ment which could only. estab-
lish its state by displacing the
original inhabitants.

The colonial logic behind
Labour Zionism — however
sincere as socialists its theor-
ists may have been — meant
that the Jews were pitted
against the Arabs. And des-
pite the ‘anti-colonial’ rhetoric
of someof the LabourZionists,
the needs of the embryonic
Zionist state in British-ruled
Palestine in 1920-48 led
Labour Zionists to look to
colonial-imperialist powers
(principally Britain) for sup-
port. Their ends could best be
served if they convinced the
imperialists that the Jewish
state could protect their
interests against Arab nation-
alist revolt.

The pamphlet demonstrates
clearly that the reactionary
core to Labour Zionism has
always predominated.A state-
ment from one Labour Zion-
ist leader gives some indica-
tion ofthis.

Rothschild
David Hacohen, former

Managing Director of Sollel
Boneh (the building company
of the trade union federation,
the Histadrut) commented on
the early colonial period:

‘*T hadto fight my friends.on
the issue of Jewish socialism
to defend the fact that I would
not accept Arabs in my trade

to defend the factunion...
that we stood guard at
orchards to prevent Arab
workers from getting jobs
there, to attack Jewish house-
wives in the markets and
smash Arab eggs they had
bought . . . to take Roths-
child, the incarnation of capit-
alism, as a socialist and to
name him the ‘benefactor’ —
to do all this was not easy.”
But neverthelessthey did it.

 

 
AS wegoto press,it is still unclearwho is going to form thenext
government in Israel, although some form of Labour-Likud
‘nationalunity’ governmentseemslikely.The latest figures give
Labour45 seats, and Likud 41, in the 120-seat parliament.

Labour has certainly not got the majority it had hoped for.
Manypeople internationally will be disappointed too. The US
quite openly favoured a Labour governmentthatwould be more
responsiveto its proposals.

Manypeopleontheleftalso felt thata Labour victory would be
in the interests of peace. The British Labour Party has always
had links with its Israeli ‘counterpart’ and Poale Zion, an ele-
mentin the Israeli Labour alignment, is affiliated to the British
LabourParty.

But the Israeli Labour Party is not a socialist or a working
class party. Clive Bradley reviews a pamphlet on the history of
LabourZionismthatshowsits real nature.

‘Labour Zionism:socialist or colonialist?’ — 35p plus postage
from the Labour Movement Campaign for Palestine, 28 Carlton
Mansions, Holmleigh Rd., London N16. 

Likud leader Yitzhak Shamir
During the warthatcreated

the Israeli state in 1948, the
Labour Zionists were not as
overt and brutal as Begin’s
right wing forces; but they
shared the essential strategy.
According to Harry Sacher, a
prominent British Labour
Zionist, ‘“‘For strategic pur-
poses the Jews began to blow
up the Arab villages which
they had occupied . . .

The
massacre of Deir Yassin by_
the Irgun (Begin’s group) was
a turning point. It became the
rule that, when the Jewish
forces advanced, the Arab
inhabitants

. . . fled; nor. was
the flight always without stim-
ulation and encouragement
from the Jews.”

The pamphlet shows how
two of the central myths of
post-1948 Labour Zionism are
false. The kibbutzim are in
reality both an effective form
for a colonisation process, and
are based upon the exploita-
tion of Arab labour. ‘‘Calling
the kibbutzim ‘socialist’

.
is like justifying a landlord

throwing his tenants into the
street because he says he
wants to rent the house to a
commune.”’

The trade union federation,
the Histadrut, with which the
LabourParty haslinks, is not,
the pamphlet shows quite
clearly,a genuine trade union:
it is ‘‘after the State itself, the
largest employerin Israel...

(And) working for a Histadrut
owned companyis no different
from working for a capitalist
enterprise.”

Finally, the pamphlet deals
withthehistory of the relation-
ship between Zionism and the
Labour Party. It shows for
example, how a 1945 Labour
Party policy argued that ‘‘the
Arabs should be encouraged
to moveout of Palestine as the
Jews move in’’.

And it traces the develop:
ment of this general policy
of supportfor theZionist state,
until the successful passing of
the pro-Palestinian motion at
the 1982 Party Conference.

This pamphlet will be very
usefulto activistscampaigning
in the labour movementfor the
rights of the Palestinians. It
is tightly argued, and provides
a coherent and logical critique
of Labour Zionism that avoids
the demonology of much that
is written on the subject.

I, have one criticism: it is
not the stated purpose of the
pamphlet, but I feel a more
extensive treatment of the
policies of Labour Zionist
governments up to 1977 would
have been useful — to show
that their hypocrisy did not
end with the creation of the
Israeli state.

That aside, this is an impor-
tant and informative pamphlet
which should have a wide
circrlation.



 
 
 

 

NOT A SPY
STORY

_

SPIES are in the news these
days.In fact one of the things
thatnever ceases to amaze me
is that despite the annual dis-
covery of yet another Soviet
agent in some _high-placed
position in the British state,
the fabric of our civilisation
resolutely fails to collapse.
Nevertheless, the psychology
behind the decision of a well-

_ placed upper-class English-
man to become a Russian spyis an interesting issue.

Another Country is osten-
sibly about such a background.
It opens with Guy ‘Bennett’
being interviewed in Moscow
about his youth, and his
decision to betrayhis class.

His youth was that of most
bourgeois/aristocratic boys in
the 1920s:in a public school.

Theactualplot of the film in
fact deals much more with

male sexuality in the school
_

than it does with espionage —

were it not for the prologue
and epilogue, this theme
would in factbe invisible.

Tension
The film deals with the

repression of sexuality — both
the internalised repression (it
is not until the end of the film
that Guy acknowledgesthatit
is more than a passing phase
for him), and the external
repression: the school hierar-
chy, and especially the ‘gods’
(the elite of the prefects)
take steps to repress and hide
the extent of homosexual
activityin the school, following

 SCIENCE
By Les Hearn

 

Edward Ellis reviewsthe
film, ‘AnotherCountry’,
which was inspired by the
story of thespy Guy
Burgess
 

the suicide of a boy found in
the act in a changing room.

There are grades and
nuances amongst the hierar-
chy, ranging from the con-
fused disillusionment of the
current head boy, Menzies, to
the sadism and proto-fascism
of his likelysuccessor, Fowler.

Rebellion
Andthereare twofigures of

rebellion: Judd, who spends
his days and nights reading
Das Kapital; and Guy Bennett
himself, who has nopolitical
commitment, but deals with
authority with a witty aristo-
cratic anarchism.

The relationship between
Judd and Bennett is one of the
mostinteresting themesof the
film. Judd is a stereotypical
Communist — talks of nothing
else, criticises ‘‘sentimen-
tality’’, is cold and hard. He
refuses to be a prefect so as
not to *‘participate in the insti-
tutions of repression’’.

One of the most powerful
moments in the film is
Bennett’s response to Judd’s
dismissal of his claim that ‘‘I
am never going to love
women’’. Bennet tells Judd
that despite his belief in revo-
lution and equality, he’s the

 
 

 
Green and red

LAST weekend, the Socialist
Environment and Resources
Association and Green CND
held their second joint con-
ference, this time with the
themeof linking up the envir-
onmental and trade union
movements.

Out of about 150 attending,
there were few trade unionists
whowerenot already involved
in the environmental move-
ment. Nevertheless, there
were somevery valuable work-
shop discussions on issues
wheretrade unions and envir-
onmentalists have cooperated
and on issues where they
should and willcooperate..

Examples include cam-
paigns against nuclear waste
transport and dumping,
against the sale of useless and
dangerous medicines in the
Third World, against multi-
nationals like RTZ, against
dampness in council housing
and for bans on development
in conservation areas.

Nuclearwaste
Pete Wilkinson, Director of

Greenpeace, addressed a
workshop on the campaign 

against sea-dumping of
nuclear waste.

Greenpeace started_by
carrying out research into
what actually happens to
radioactive substances in the
sea. Governmentpolicies were
based on calculationsliterally
made on the back of an envel-
ope. Greenpeace was able to
show thatfar from beingsafely
diluted in the vast volume of
sea water, radioactive ele-
ments were being concen-
trated on the sea bed, where
theycould enter food chains.

Then followed direct action
and propaganda. The direct
action (obstructing dumping
by sailing rubber dinghies up
to dumping ships) gained
much publicity. Information
directed at Spain (the nearest
country to the dumping site)
led Spain to oppose sea-dump-
ing at the London Dumping
Convention.

WhentheLDCvoted 19-6 to
cease dumping, the UK
government t®fused to abide
by thedecision.

Greenpeace had

_
been

speaking to seafarers union
branches and gaining support

same as the rest: ‘Youstill
believesome people are super-
ior to others just because of
the way theymakelove’’.

Judd, true to the stereo-
type (andit’s probably a valid
one) is about the only person
in the school who has never
‘indulged’.

Nevertheless, Judd is also a
powerful figure. We know that
most of what hesaysis true,
and contrasts sharply with the
idiocy, prejudice and sadism of
his peers. There is a tension
between his position — his
relative puritanism and_his
insistent heterosexuality,
which implies criticism of
homosexuality as an aspect of
the bourgeois degeneracyofit
all — and the lived exper-
ience of violence and oppres-
sion of Bennett. Bennett’s
predicament ultimately adds
to Judd’s critique, although
Juddis slowto realiseit.

Sexuality
The film is also extremely

funny, and at times verytouching. To persuade Judd
to becomea prefect (and thus
manoeuvre against the terri-
fying Fowler), Bennett delib-
erately attends a school mili-
tary presentation dressed very
badly, and so loses the compe-
tition for his school ‘house’. To
prevent the prefects birching
him, he threatens to tell the
headmaster exactly who he’s
had sex with...

And throughout, Bennett
developsa touchingloveaffair
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Rupert Everett as Guy Bennett and Colin Firth as TommyJudd

with a boy from another
‘house’. They meetat night on
a boat and just cuddle each-
other. In. the end, it’s his
refusal to betray his lover that
causes him to submit to the

 
Greenpeaceprotesters offSellafield

for their campaign, and were
therefore in a good position to
go over the heads of govern-
mentfor a union ban on dump-
ing, supported by the four
transport unions.

Greenpeaceis repeating the
process over the discharge of
radioactive waste from Sella-
field into the Irish Sea. They
have looked at the scientific
evidenceon effects of waste in
the Irish Sea, they have
carried out a highly publicised
and populardirect action cam-
paign and are also gaining
union interest and support.

The UK government have
been unable to oppose calls
for stopping discharge of
waste, but are doing their

best to get round them. They
have agreed to ‘‘minimise’’
discharges andsaythiswill be
achieved within ten years.
meanwhile some three deaths
per year at least are due to
this radioactive

_
pollution,

according to government
sources, and Pete Wilkinson
expects this to be the start of
an epidemic of cancers around
Sellafield.

Greenpeace is arguing that
discharges must be minim-
ised now, using the “‘best
availabletechnology’’, namely
the ‘‘totally closed circuit’’
being installed at Hanford in
the USA.

Waiting ten years to
**minimise’’ discharges would

violence of the prefects, con-
vinces him of his own sexual-
ity and — the connection with
his future as a spy — loses for
him the possibilityof fulfilling
his ambitions.

be a hollow gesture, since the
type of nuclear powerstation
causing the problems will be
obsolete in ten years. Pete
Wilkinson described the waste
problem as the Achiles Heel of
the nuclear power industry
and said he felt confident that
nuclear power was on the way
out. The recent spectacular
but largely irrelevant crash
test of a waste container was a

STOP THE CRIMINALISATION
AND

DEPORTATION OFBLACK YOUTH!

SPOTLIGH

It’s beautifullyfilmed,beau-
tifully scripted and convincing-
ly acted. Don’t take any notice
of the adverts — this is not a
spy film: it’s much moreinter-
esting thanthat.

 
desperate attempt to revive a
flaggingconfidence.

Miners
At a workshop on the

miners’strike, the majority of
participants felt that a victory
for the miners was essential
not only for the miners but also
for those campaigningfor safe
energy and. against nuclear
power.

  
STOP THE DEPORTATION OF
KARAMJIT SING

 PEP Campaign Avit
C/O Wg VILL Kosi.

NATIONAL
DEMONSTRATION!
SAT, AUG,4th,1984.
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Anti-semitism

I THINKClive Bradley (SO 188)
overdid his praise for Steve
Cohen’s book, ‘‘That’s funny,
you don’t look anti-semitic’’.

I agree with Cohen’s basic
point: thattheLeft tends to refer
to anti-semitismonly in order to
say (truly) that anti-Zionism
does not imply anti-semitism,
rather than considering anti-
semitism worthy of attention in
its own right.

But Cohen swathesthatthesis
in some dubious arguments.
Abram Leon’s Marxist classic,
‘The Jewish Question’ argued
thatthe Jewsretained a distinct
identity because they became a
‘people-class’, specialising in
tradingand money-lending.

Cohen objects on_ several
counts. In fact, he claims, Jews
were not economically special-
ised in thatway: on this I am not
competent to judge. But he also
seems to argue that any theory
which explains anti-semitism
from what Jews do or have done
is necessarilyblaming Jews for
anti-semitism.

Not so: and Cohen’s argument
‘eads him to a very mystical view
of anti-semitism. Polemicising
against ‘rigid determinism’, he
seems to end up opposing any
attemptto root an explanation of
anti-semitism in the social and
economic situation of Jews.
Anti-semitism becomes an
eternal fact.

Cohen also argues against
Leon thatno special argument at
all is needed to explain the per-
sistence of a Jewish identity out-
side Palestine. Other nations —

the Irish or the English, for
exampie — don’t merge into
their surroundings, and neither
do the Jews. Thatis all there is
to it.

Factuallythismust be wrong:
the Irish in England assimilate
pretty quickly, and so for cen-
turiés did theEnglish in Ireland.
Ideoiogicalily it seems to be
linked to Cohen’s sharp opposi-
tion of regarding assimilation
of Jewsinto non-Jewish national
majorities as progressive, as
Marxists traditionally have
done.

1 Get

 ! Become a supporter of the Socialist
‘ Organiser Alliance —- groups are establi-
shed in most large towns. We ask £1.50 a

month minimum (20p unwaged)contri-
ution from supporters.

aRGANIseD
| want to becomea Socialist Organ-

, iser supporter/ | want more inform-
"ation.

IUAING icococ ieeneees enee see

Address..........+-ee

| Send to Sociali
- Middle Lane, LondonN8 8PL.

Thelinkis not entirely logical:
if assimilation will not happen
anyway, then why worry about
it? But what is clear is that
Cohen resists any notion of
Jewish identity as being based
on specific material conditions
‘and therefore likely to fade if
thoseconditionsdisappear.

Now assimilation does not
mean forcible imposition of the
majority culture on Jews, as
Cohen seemsto assume.

Marxists
Nathan Weinstock puts it

well: :

“Marxists defend the right of
the Jewish masses to freely
develop theircultural life as long
as they wish to assert their
specificity. Not only is this the
only humane and democratic
policy; it is also the only
approach which will enable this

‘so frequently oppressed minor-
ity to give full expression to the
internationalist and_socialist
currents with which the best of
its children are deeply imbued

‘(But) only a reactionary in
the full sense of the word could
want to preserveartificially the
specific Jewish identity . . .

To
stand opposed to assimilation
which occurs naturally and
voluntarilythrough the destruc-
tion of nationai divisions and the
disappearance of distinctions
between peoples, even under
capitalism, is to be, in Lenin’s
words, ‘a supporterofall that is
outmoded and connected with
caste among the Jewish people’

(‘Zionism, false messiah’)
Cohen,i think,tends to make

his opposition to anti-semitism
into a sort of Jewish equivalent
of black cultural nationalism or
of radical feminism. He himself
draws cut the political conclu-
sions of his attitude in trying to
justify the Jewish-separatist
policy of the Bundas against the
Russian Marxists in the early
yearsof thiscentury.

MARTIN THOMAS
Islington
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-Kinnock-another
Harold Wilson?

I HAVEbeen reading with great
interest your articles on Neil
Kinnock and on the whole I agree
with your analysis, although I
think you err on the side of
charity.

Unquestionably Kinnock is
not a socialist, but I doubtif he is
even a radical. My own impression
is that he is little more than an
opportunist, whose only guiding
principle is an overwhelming
desire for office. He will say any-
thing, go anywhere, do anything
and make any compromise to get
himself into 10 DowningStreet.

He was created by andis the
creature of television. Can anyone

.

seriously believe that Kinnock
would be the leader of anything
but for his skill in presenting him-
self on TV?

Much is made of Kinnock’s
decisive victory in the leadership
contest, but surely that episodeis
one of the most discreditable in
the Labour Party’s often squalid
history.

At a time when the Party was
frightened and demoralised after
its defeat in the 1983 election, a
group of trade union barons,
headed by Clive Jenkins,
persuaded Michael Footto resign
the leadership when the Left’s
only credible candidate, Tony
Benn, wasoutof Parliament. With
little time to think and less to
organise, the Left allowed itself
to be bounced into supporting
Kinnockastheonly alternative toeg social democrat, Roy Hatters-
ley.

Eric Heffer’s gallant campaign
to give the Left a genuine choice
never got off the ground. The
right and the Labour establish-
ment supported Kinnock because
they knew his hunger for office
could be manipulated to their

own advantage.
Since his elevation Kinnock

has convinced himself, or been
convinced by others, that the
LabourParty’s oniy chance efvic-
tory in the next election is by
moving to the centre, hence his
  Get out of the EEC!

I. write in response to Martin
Thomas’ article in SO, dated May
31, 1984.

:While correctly seeing
that Bennite and Stalinist opposi-
tion to the EEC is characterised
by petit-bourgeois nationalism,
it refuses to acknowledge that the
EEC represents a more advanced
stage in the developmentofcapit
alism which should be opposed
because of its reai effects on the
working class.

To outline these effects would

Ban
SOCIALISTS shouid support the
British Medical Association’s call
for an end to boxing.

Firstly, boxing kills boxers.
Onthatthere’s no argument.

Secondly it is neither a ‘sport’
nor ‘fun’. Aside from the fatal-
ities there are the injuries and
brain damage.

Sugar Ray Leonard risks his
sight every time he goes into the
ring. Ali doesn’t ‘float like a
butterfly and sting like a bee’
anymore. He’s permanently
puddled and punchdrunk.

Boxing can’t be made safe.
When you get inside those ropes

your head is a target for self-
propelled missiles knownasfists,
and there is no way of making
that safe’.

Back in 1951 in America, six
boxers were killed in eight
months. They said then, ‘Boxing
can be madea safe sport’. They’ve
been saying it for 33 years.

But there’s another reason
whysocialists should be against
boxing. I’ve never read it better
expressed than by James P.
Cannon, the great American
socialist and workers’ leader.

Poisonous
“It’s a commentary on_ the

times and the social environment
out of which the boxing business
rises, like a poisonous flower from
a-dunghill, that nobody camefor-
ward with the simple demand to
outlaw prize fighting, as it was
outlawed in most oftheStates of
this countryuptillthe turn of the
century.

“Cock-fighting is illegal, it is
considered inhumane to put a

couple of roosters into the pit and
incite them to spur each other

be voluminous. I concentrate on
the following themes.

i) You quote Marx’s and
Engels’ response to the unifica-
tion of Germany in 1871. Marx
quite clearly was aware that there
were some favourable aspects to
the unification that could be
used by communists. He also per
ceived that in the actual state of
the class struggle internationally
in 1871, following the defeat of

ve Commune, it was impossible
to conceive of the class effec-

€

until one of them keels over.It is
also against the law to put bull-
dogs into the pit to fight for a
side bet.

“But our cilivisation
. . .

has
not yet advanced to the point
where law and public opinion for-
bid men whohave nothingagainst
each other. to fight for money
and the amusement of paying
spectators. Such speactacies are
part of our highly touted way of
life”

Pacifism
Many socialists equate a hostil-

ity to boxing fo class pacifism.
Gerry Hoffa’s article in Socialist
Organiser no. 159 did just this.
He appiauds the anti-Semite
Hyndman, ‘eader of the SDFin
his attack on “fabian lillies” who
opposed boxing. (it’s significant
that Gerry doesn’t stop to think
in what ideology the term “‘lillies”
is embedded —_ homophobia).

This is aii just so much
rubbish. What Gerry has to
explain is how tragic deaths like
that of Johnny Owen, the young
Welsh boxer, help us argue, as we
should, for organised workers’
defence in the miners’ strike

Gerry argues that boxing is a
‘noble ari’. He’d do well to rem-
ember what Joe Louis said when,
after renouncing his title to turn
promoter, he was asked which
he preferred, boxing of promot-
ing. His answer came. straight
away, “promotin’ ”.

The reporter scemd surprised,
“Why is that, can you explain
it?”. “Sure,” said’ Joe... “They
cant nit when youre
promotin’ ”

you
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 tively mounting a political oppos-
ition to. the creation of the
Empire in 1871.

But the situation in Britain is
completely distinct.

We have not suffered a major
defeat. On the contrary, on the
industrial front we see an enor-
mous advance on the situation
nine months ago. We can capital-
ise on the popular opposition to
the EEC which Thatcher is using
to bolster her own position. The
strength of working class opposi-
tion to the EEC is such that we
can mobilise significant sections
of the working class against capit-
alism. In 1871 Marx and Engels
were not in a comparable situa-
tion. To cite Marx and Engels in
1871 without positing the
citations against the realities of
the conjuncture of 1871 is to
betray the sort of formalism that
Leninists should always avoid.

2) To say with Martin Thomas
that “the Common Agricultural
Policy has been relatively success-
ful in Capitalist terms’ shows an
amazing ignorance of the facts.
Aithough it is true that iabour
productivity has increased,even if
not to the extent offivefold as
claimed by Thomas, it is clear
from all the bourgeois literature
and from any objective treatment
of CAP that it has actually been
a colossal failure

3) Martin points out that ‘no
amount of calls for ‘Britain out’
will turn the economic clock
back’ and ‘abolish the huge scale
of modern capitalist industry and
its interconnections. Quite
correct, comrade. But that misses
the point. None ofuscalling for
withdrawal believe that this
would mitigate or overturn the
tendencies within capitalism
which Martin points to, just as
opposing redundancies in the
coalfields will not of itself prevent
rationalisation and  unemploy-
ment in other sectors.

The problem is to ask. in
what ways will opposition to the
EEC develop the implantation ot
socialist consciousness amongst
advanced sections of the proiet-
ariat? How can afight against the
effects of the EEC on the working
class develop consciousness and
increase the level of class struggle
in the present conjuncture?

SYDNEY NICHOLSON {
(NATPHE, Feltham and |

Heston CEP) 1

 support for the witch-hunt. This
strategy has been thrown off
course by the sudden and unex-
pected re-emergence of a fighting
socialist spirit within the Labour
movement as evinced by the
Liverpool councillors
striking miners.

Kinnock’s reaction to both has
been worthy of Harold Wilson
himself. He avoided committing
himself as long as possible, only
coming out with tardy and luke-
warm support for the miners

| under strong pressure from Benn
and other socialists on the NEC,
while behind the scenes, | am
sure, he and his cohorts are work-
ing desperately for some cobbled
up compromise.

What should the Left do?
Your own view and that of many
sincere socialists seems to be that
little can be hoped for at the
moment other than to bring pres-
sure on Kinnock to break with
the Right by forcing his hand on
the miners and Liverpool. With
the greatest respect, I consider
this to be a “‘trimphof optimism
over experience’. -

Opportunist
Kinnock will temporise while

he considers it expedient to do so,
but as soon as he dares he will
resume his efforts to move the
Labour Party back to the centre.
Should the Left not start now to
plan a strategy to secure a change
in the leadership as soon as pos-
sible, so that we are not caught
napping a second time? Aboveall,
we must guard against falling into
the trap of replacing one oppor-
tunist with another, who seems,
temporarily at least, to be rather
more successful.

I refer, of course, to Ken
Livingstone, who is rumoured to
have his eye on Kinnock’s job. 1
know he is the blue-eyed boy at
the moment for embarrassing Mrs
Thatcher, but having watched him
in action at County Hall for the
last three years, | am convinced
that he has a commitment to
nothing except the greater glory
of Ken Livingstone. His record is
far too patchy to inspire confid-
ence.

It seems that increasingly the
hopes, aspirations and views of
the rank and file members of the
party, including myself, are artic-
ulated by Comrade Benn, whose
warm and unstinting support for
both the Liverpool councillors
and the miners has been in such
marked contrast to Kinnock’s
mean spirited performance.

Benn is being forced by cir-
cumstances to assume the de
facto leadership of the party in
order to fill the moral and intel-
lettual vacuum created by
Kinnock’s feebleness and want of
principle.

PAULA WATSON,
Westminster CLP.

and the
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The dispute began on 22
May when 3 TGWU mem-

bers were sacked for join-
ing the union. Fifteen more
came out, leaving only five
workers in the factory.They,
too, were sacked. Mostof the
sacked workers are Asian
women. Some of them were

Mersey
By John Riley

IN response to the Tories’ con-
tinuing attacks on the Metropoli-
tan Counties, shop stewards
representing office staff, firemen,
bus drivers, tunnel police and
traffic wardens employed by the
threatened Merseyside County
Council have formed a Joint Shop
Stewards Committee.

-- §o far the stewards from
NALGO, FBU, TGWU, GMBATU
and MATSAhave met twice on a

monthlybasis to plan joint action
in a determined bid to frustrate
the Tories’ arrogant anti-demo-
cratic plans to destroy Metro-
politan Counties such as Mersey-
side.

The Shop Stewards Commit-
tee are currently fighting these
abolition plans on three fronts:

me/ndustria
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earning as little as £30 for a
45-hour week, in appalling
conditions. On Tuesday 17
July their picket was joined
by 100 miners, from
Littleton and Leigh Hall colli-
eries in Staffordshire and St.
John’s colliery in South
Wales. Peter Clements from

stewards
general anti-abolition propaganda,
opposition to Tory plans to
achieve abolition via back door
methods like privatising the bus
services or even the fire brigade;
struggles against Rate Capping.

If Merseyside is on the govern-
ment’s hit list of so-called high
spending councils to be rate
capped, the Merseyside Shop
Stewards plan a virtually immed-
iate 24 hour protest strike.
NALGO members voted almost
unanimously for this at a recent
600-strong mass meeting at Liver-
poolStadium.

The 24 hour strike is seen by
the Joint Stewards as a warning to
the Governmentof further action
if they persist in pushing ahead
with their irrational and undemo-
cratic plans to destroy Merseyside
County Council.

NUPEno to climbdown
By Alan Johnson

NUPE workers at Newcastle
University are continuing
their action over pay despite
management threats and
stewards recommendations.

First, the management,
shaken by last week’s 300-
strong demonstration, offered
negotiations on condition
that the action wascalled off.

The workers offered to
suspend the action from Fri-

‘day morning while negotia-
tions took place, but man-
agement, miscalculating the
mood, said they would only
negotiate if action was called
off indefinitely.

On Monday morning a

mass meeting heard a recom-

.

mendation from the branch
secretary, chair and some
shop stewards,to call off the
action.

The recommendation was
thrown out overwhelmingly.

The workers, boosted by
the visit of Durham miners to
the picket line last week, are
determinedto hold out.

With promises from NUPE
of morestrike pay to allow
an escalation of the action,
and support from. Tyneside
Unemployed Workers Move-
ment on the picket line the
workers stand better placed
now than before. Delega-
tions to trade unions and
Labour Parties in the area
could build on this oppor-
tunity.

th, Birmingham.

 
 

St. John’s said: ‘‘We have
received so much support
from the Asian community
that the very least we can do
is repay some of that solidar-
ity by supporting these work-
ers fighting for basic rights.”

The sacked workers are
enduring continuai abuse on

Islington councilmeeting
" a
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with the local Labour Party. Photo: J.Harris.

ight
the picket line and welcome
support from any quarter,
especially the unemployed.

There is’ a mass picket
every Thursday. The strike
has been madeofficial by the
TGWU. The strikers can be
contacted c/o Shahida, tel.
021-236 8323.

 
Islington: action wins

By Nik Barstow

.ISLINGTON council has now
moved some way to settling
the long-running dispute with
its nursery workersoverstaff-
ing levels and pay. After three
months of strike action and
virtual refusal by the Council
to negotiate, they have now
climbed down andoffered an
extra 13 staff and a small
increasein pay.

The Labour council shifted
its position after coming under
mounting pressure from both
its workers and the Labour
Party.

Islington NALGO, after a
branch meeting on July 17 de-
clared its support for an all-
out branch strike, won immed-
iate backingfor a ballot totake
action from the union’s Nat-
ional Emergency Committee.

Islington South and Fins-
bury CLP has attacked the
councillors’ behaviour, saying
that it ‘‘makes a mockery of
attempts to establish...
accountabilityin local govern-
ment’’, and backed the nurs-
ery workers.

The London Labour Party
executive has also spoken out
againstthefactthat ‘‘the Lab-
our Group has ignored the
views of local CLPs and the
Local Government Commit-
tee’, and urged Islington
councillors ‘‘to work for a
speedy resolution of the
dispute by negotiation rather
than... insisting on ‘binding
arbitration’.”’

But it wasn’t Labour Party
pressure now,or overthelast
three months, that forced the |
council to climb down. Isling-
ton’s ‘new left’ Labour coun-
cillors have shown the same
contempt for the Party as the
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Pension staff strike

_By Stan Crooke-
AS strikers at the Crown
Agents Pensions Division in
East Kilbride, near Glasgow,
approach their fourth month
on the picket line, pressure
for an end to the dispute
from the leaderships of the
unions involvedis increasing.

The backgroundto the dispute
is complicated. The PensionsDivi-
sion is part of the Crown Agents
for Overseas Government and
Administration, which provides
investment and procurementser-
vices for British and overseas
governments. The Pensions
Division is responsible for pen-
sion payments to some 50,000
ex-colonial civil servants. 97% of
its work is carried out in conjunc-
tion with the Overseas Develop-
ment Administration(ODA).

In 1980, after a series of
financial blunders, the Crown
Agents for Overseas Governments
and Administrations were made
into a public corporation, with
the result that new recruits to the
Pensions Division no longer got
civil service status. They were not
part of the index-linked pensions
scheme, nor of the civil service
career structure.

Then,in February of thisyear,
the Tory Minister for Overseas
Development, Timothy Raison,
announcedplansfor privatisation.
This meant cutting costs in order
to create a moreattractivepropo-
sition for private “‘enterprise”’.

Workers in the Pensions
Division demanded: no privatisa-
tion; the Pensions Division to be
made part of the ODA;full civil
service status. 120 of the 150
members of the Pensions Division
struck on April 4 and have been
out ever since.

The offices are picketed ‘in
work hours in an attempt to keep
out the 20 or so scabs. Despite
two arrests to date, the pickets ~

-
have not allowed themselves to be
intimidated by the police.

_
A backlog of mail is nowpiled some four feet high in the

ODA post room.Thestrikers are
‘ receiving strike pay from the

three unions involved — CPSA,
SCPS, CSU — andcollectionshave
also been organised at a number
oflocal workplacesand the recent
CPSA and SCPS annual confer-
ences.

However, the strikers have a
number of problems. The London
offices where the bulk of the
Crown Agents workforce are
sited, are a lot less militant and
have not fought the privatisation
proposals, so the Pensions
Divisionis isolated.

Many trade unionists find it
difficult to relate to the dispute
because of the complex and
specialised issues.

The strike has disrupted pen-
sion payments, but the ex-colon-
ial civil servants have for some
reason failed to complain.

But the major problem
remains the lack of any real sup-
port, from the union leaderships,
particularly Alistair Graham of
the CPSA.

Officials are now piling on the
pressure for an end to the dispute
as soon as possible, claiming that
the strike pay is an excessive
burden and that no more can be
won.

“The leadership in the unions,
especially Graham,just want com-
promises and to avoid confronta-
tion. The lack of leadership is
disappdinting and disillusioning.
If you rely on headquarters, they
would have you back to work as
soon as they could manage it,”
commented oneofthestrikers.

Inspired in part by the
example set by the miners, the
strikers are determined to stay
out until they win their demands
in full, and reject Raison’s present
offer thathe will ‘‘reconsider” the
question at the close of 1985.

Donations .and messages of
support to: The Strike Commit-
tee, c/o The Queensway Motel,
Eaglesham Road, East Kilbride,
phoneEast Kilbride32435.

St. Leonard’s at risk
THE FIGHTto save St Leon-
ards Hospital in Hackney is
getting desperate.

Since the police and security
guards smashed up the occu-

,pation on Monday 16th, the
hospital administrators have
flung caution to the winds and
begun bundling elderly and
sick patients out of St Leon-
ards, even using minicabs.

The District Health Author-
ity meets on Monday July 30,
two days before the scheduled
closure date. There must be a
huge lobbyofit, beginning at
3pm at Barts Hospital, Queen
Mary’s Nursing Home. (The
DHAhave changed the venue,
presumably to be as far away
from St Leonardsas theycan).

A minority on the District
Health Authority will_be
opposing the closure. DHA
members Dinah Morley, Lucy
de Groot and Jo Thwaitesvisit-
ed the hospital on Monday
July 23, with Brian Sedge-
more, Labour MP for Hackney
South,and Shoreditch.

Duting the visit itself three
elderly patients were whisked
out by the back door-— at the
same time as, in a top-floor
ward, an angry nurse wastel-
ling the visitors that she had
been ordered to hide the

luggage of two patients
taken out through a side door
earlier thatafternoon.

A local resident, Jenny
Smith, said: ‘‘A small, old
ambulance,driven by a manin
ordinary clothes — he had no
uniform on — came out at
speed. It happenedso fast.

‘*A security guard rushed
to make sure the road was
clear, and the ambulance
speeded out with three elderly
patients in it wearing only
theirnight clothes.

“‘T rushed round to the pick-
ets at the main gate. Weall
came round to the back gate,
and the security guardsstart-
ed jeering from behind the
locked gates and banging the
doors’’.

The hospital administrator,
Mr Premdas, told the DHA
membersand the MPthathe
had been awayfor a week and
had received no complaints.

Very few patients know
when or where they are going
to be moved. None of them
wantto go.

Somestaff do not have jobs
to go to, and don’t know exact-
ly whentheywillstop working
at St Leonards. The DHA has
still not given any commit-
mentthatall the staff will get
jobs elsewherein theDistrict.

Cycling for socialism
Socialist Organiser supporter Les Hearn is cycling from Lands End to
John O’Groats, beginningat the end of thismonth,

Ollerton strike HQ is collecting statements aboutpolice be- :
‘H haviour: Mansfield 862790.

decision to authorise a ballot
on a totalstrike.

improved offer, also provoked
a reactionin theParty.

| i
° . I This move came after people they largely replaced | : ns a ;

!
,

:
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Support Lairdssit-in
We’re into the fourth week of
occupation at the yard now.It
started over the management
trying to take the two vessels
that remain in the yard — a
gas rig and a frigate.

They’re the only workwe’ve
got — there’s about six
months work left on the gasrig and a few months on the
frigate. If they take them out
of the yard, it will be shut —

there’sno doubt aboutthat. 
 Lairds. teward L iffy

Wevegotthe local tugboat
men and dockers to agree not
to handle anything to do with
thevessels.

At its peak Cammell Lairds
employed about 30,000 people
and had hundreds of appren-
tices every year. We’re now
down to about 1800. Another
400 redundancies went
throughthisweek.

Most of the people in the
yard have just accepted the
redundancies, apart from
those are sitting in — there’s
about100 of us at themoment.

We’ve gone down to no
apprentices being taken on
this year, and about 40 last
year. So they have noplans to
train any youth in the area in
any of theengineeringskills—

in fact, Cammell Lairds is ab-
out the last place left in the
area which does any sort of
heavyengineering.  

  CCCCCEE
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Join the LabourParty.
Write to: The Labour
Party, 150 Walworth
Road, London SE17
1JT.
Subscription is £7 per
year, £2 unwaged, 50p
OAPs.
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Lol Duffy, GMBU_ shop
steward at Cammell- Lairds,
told an audience of miners
at the Socialist Organiser
meeting in Ollerton, Notts,
last Sunday 22nd, about the
sit-in at the shipyard.

British Shipbuilders was
nationalised in 1977 by the
Labour government. Since
then — and. the Labour gov-
ernmentstarted this — there
have been 30,000 jobslost.

At thebeginningof this year
we were going to have a nat-
ional strike against redundan-
cies. We had a ballot, and it
was overwhelmingly in favour
of an all-out national strike. It
was dueto start on January 6.

The reason whythenational
officials called the ballot in the
first place is that they were
used to having ballots go the
right way for them, whichis
notto strike.

We cameback to work after
the Christmas holidays on the
3rd. Everybody was buzzing.
Everybody wanted to have a
go. Then on the Thursday they
sent the delegates back to the
yards, telling themthatthey’d
got a deal but they shouldn’t
say anything and shouldn’t
report back until the official
documents arrived a week
later. So effectively they called
the national strike off, just by
manoeuvres.

So the deal went through.It
included massive rationalisa-
tions which would get the
workforce down from 60,000
now to a total of three thou-
sand eventually in the nation-
alised shipyards.

You’ve heard about Scott
Lithgow. You know what they
say about the mines — they’re
unproductive, you’re can’t get
coal out of them. They said the
same about Scott Lithgow.
Theysaid you can’t build ships
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in a yard like Scott Lithgow —

it doesn’t have the facilities,
theworkforcearealllazy.

Scott Lithgow was sold off
to Trafalgar House. Trafalgar
House got a deal, when they
bought Scott Lithgow, that no
other yard in British Shipbuil-
ders would tender against
them for any oil-related work.
In other words, Cammell
Lairds was just wiped out by
the signing of that agreement
on Scott Lithgow.

In British Shipbuilders over
the last few years there have
been about four or five clos-
ures and sell-offs. One of them
was Robb Caledon in Dundee.
The Shipbuilding Negotiating
Committee called a series of
one-daystrikes overthat.

We were on strike every
Mondayfor four weeks. It was
great for getting over the
weekend,butit had noeffect.
Eventually the people at Robb
Caledon cavedin.

Then you had Henry Robbin
Leith. There were some people
there willing to fight. They
approached the Shipbuilding
Negotiuting Committee for
support, in line with its stated
policy.

The SNC said: you don’t
seem to have much support in
the yard. There’s only about
15 of you willing to fight, so
we can’t call action. We can’t
have all those people losing
moneyfor just 15 of you.

That’s the sort of thing that
has been going on — thesort
of betrayals we’ve had from
the SNC.

At Lairds there were only
two major sections ready to
fight — the stagers, and my
own department, the plant
maintenancedepartment.

We're getting massive sup-
port from outside Cammell
Lairds, though a lot of people
in the yard have accepted the
inevitabilityof jobs going.

They’ve been hammered
downso much, and let down so
muchbytheleadership.

We’ve decided in the occu-
pation that it doesn’t matter
what they throw at us —

whether they throw writs at
us, or send in the coppers, or
whatever — were_not
budging.If they do get a writ,
we'll have a masssit-in and
call on the people of the area
to join us.

Donations, messages or
requests for speakers should be
sent to Lol Duffy, Cammell
Lairds Occupation Committee, 3
St. James Court, Victoria Rd.,
Wallasey, Merseyside L45 9LD.
Or phone 051638 2310/051-
647 6122.
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Jeremy Corbyn MPis arrested with ten otherpeople for demonstrating outside SouthAfricaHouse, during a
24 hour picket organised by the City of London Anti-Apartheid Group, Saturday July 21> Photo: Paul
Mattsson.
 Reselection: an own goal
A dreadful own goal:just when
the Tories were coming under
real pressure from the miners’
strike and Labour-held lucal
authorities,the Parliamentary
Labour Party’s sudden re-
opening of the Mandatory
Reselection issue is proving a
wonderful diversion for the
hostilemedia.

From the Mail to Maxwell,
weare treated to the picture
of a hopelessly divided Labour
Party, with a beleaguered
group of honourable MPs
beinghoundedfrom office by a
bunchof unscrupulousbed-sit
Trots. Just like Reg Prentice
and Ben Ford before them.

But the PLP’s carefully
orchestrated campaign is

Kinnock’s
‘diversion
PaulWhetton, secretary of
the Notts miners’
rank andfilestrike commit-
tee, said thisto Socialist
Organiser about themoves
to changere-selection
procedure

 

The argument has been pres-
ented as a diversion, to take
the spotlight away from the
miners’ dispute.

Kinnockis using it to stamp
his authorityon the left, and
it’s time the left hit back.
Kinnock is aware of the criti-
cism of his handling of the
miners’ dispute, and wants to
appeal to the so-called silent
majority.

I don’t think he’ll succeed.
My guessisthathe’s going to
lose the argument.

  

On Wednesday 25th the Lab-
our Party National Executive
voted 15-12 to recommend a
rule change onreselection of
MPs. Francis Prideaux com-
ments.
——_—_———————eeenot just an appalling diversion
from the major struggles
which confront the move-
ment. By questioning the
whole delegate structure of
each CLP’s General Commit-
tee (and thereby fundamen-
tally weakening the incentive
for trade union branchesto get
involved) the MPsare deliber-
ately downgrading the only
body by which they can effec-
tively be held accountableon a
monthby monthbasis.

Labour Party members must

FUNDHelp us

nowbeveryclearthatourfirst
duty is not to shore wn the
careers of ageing Parliamen-
tarians but to select whichever
candidate we feel will fight
most effectively at Westmin-
ster for working people and
their families. The  Party’s
existing structure of accoun-
tabilitymust not be stopped.

To ensure a proper debate of
this vital issue at Conference,
supportive amendments are
urgently required to resolu-
tions 58-60. Deadline is
August 17. Drafts available
from: CLPD, 10 Park Drive,
London NW11(01-458 1501) or
Socialist Organiser, 28 Middle
Lane, London N8 (01-981
3289).

move in
Just short of the £1000 target this month: £65 this week
brings us up to £966.96.

Thanks to Neil Rigby. £10; Julia Garwolinska,£10; East
London readers, £15; Southwark SO, £30 from a jumble
sale.

But from August we are going to have to step up our
fund-raising a great deal.

Westill need the regular monthly fund, and we’re still
asking for £5 from every supporter (£1 unwaged) towards
that — to cover the costs of our work round the miners’
strike, petrol, fares, paper for leaflets,extra phonebills.

Ontop of that we need more.
We now have a chance to move into new premises. But

the new premises need rewiring, new plumbing work, a

range of minorrepairs, and re-decoration. To cover those
items, and moving costs, we are launching a special fund
appeal for £2000 by the end of September.

Please send a donation now; approachbetter-offreaders
in your area to ask them for a donation; and start now on

planning jumble sales and other fund-raising events for
September.

Send donations for the special fund, or the monthly
fund, to 214 Sickert Court, London N1 2SY.


