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Davy
Jones

DearFriends,
Since the loss of our son

David Gareth on. the picket
line at Ollerton Colliery our
lives have been filled. with
sadness and pain, and a deep
feeling of loss which will be
with us for the rest of our
lives and can neverbefilled.

We know, however, that
we must go on and carry on
the struggle for David’s sake
and for his friends and com-
rades in the mining industry.

We have attended some
rallies and visited some areas
to show our support and
solidarity with the miners,
and we shall carry ondoing
so. “ee: eee

With regards to yourarea
(Notts) and especially Oller-
ton,firstly may we thankyou
all for your kindnessat the
time of terrible loss. The
letters, cards and flowers
were of great comfort to us
all, «

:

We all appreciate the
terrible times you and your
-families are having with half
your area still working. But
don’t despair, you are not
alone in your struegle, The
whole mining community of
Great Britain is behind you

cand. sharing your terrible
times.

We all have nothing but
the highest respect and admir-
ation for youall.
* And when this strike is
over and we’ve won, you and
your families can walk tall
and proud, because you
fought against overwhelming
odds to ‘defend your union
and your industry when they
needed you most.

So, dear friends, carry on
the struggle with the know-
ledge that we are with you in
spirit and you are in our
thoughts and prayers. And
remember, your day will
come.

Sincerely yours in unity.
Mr and Mrs Jones
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- short
defeat. Continued from page 12

So far support from other
unions has been sporadic. There’s
been damn good support from
some lads, but they’ve got their
problems the same as everybody
else. I would hope that when the
TUC issues that call that there
will be a response. If the TUC
makesthecall I thinktherewould
be the same sort of response that
you got in Nottinghamshire when
the strike was declared official.

Up until that point there was
quite a few lads out, but onceit
was made official that touched
quite a few consciences and quite
a few lads, who had been going
through picket lines, said ‘now
it’s been madeofficial, I’m out’.

After 22 weeks the strike is
still rock solid. There’s no way
the governmentis going to get a
return-to-work movement, They
can pull every ‘Silver Birch’
tree out of the bloody wood.
There’s going to be no return to
work, They tried it in South
Wales with that woman — that
was a damp squib. This so-
called ‘Silver Birch’ is supposed
to have gone up to Yorkshire and
seen some people there — that’s
turned out to be a damp squib,

He’s supposed to have gone
to .Bilston Glen — that’s virtually
turned out to be a damp squib.
He can’t even organise his own
county!

There’s been no massive drift
back to work after the holiday
even in Nottingham, nor even at
his own pit. So it’s not on, it’s
another gimmick that’s just not
comeoff.

There’s no way you're going
to get the Welshmen back,there’s

 

 
 

    

  

Yorkshire lads back ~-nor Kent
and Scotland. Notts itself is down
to the hard-core, and I thinkthat
they’re that far committed now
that nothing will get them back

  

Paul Whetton
The hardcore that’s out are

mainly the key workers — either
face workers or craftsmen or

people like that. They have these
scabs working in Notts but they
can’t use them. They’re breaking
every rule in the book to try and
use them. — by-passing safety
laws, training laws, signing a man
out as trained and qualified when
he’s nowhere near — they’re doing
everything they can but theystill
can’t turn the coal out the same
as if Notts was working normally.

I know that the vast majority
of the rank andfileon strike in
Notts are saying they want to sev

something definite done about
the scabs. At least the leadership
has got to be disciplined. And not
after Christmas, but now.

Picketing the Notts Area ts

one of a series of levers, b P

a large one. We've got to
on. We must make it as

Notts strikers
need money

no way you're going to get_the—

of total victory or total
_eA &
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as possible for the Coal Board to
turn out coal or to move it.

We've got to tic up the police
as much as we can. We’ve also got
to keep picketing the power
stations. There’s been nothing
spectacular and nothing great
there so far, but occasionally the
lads come back and they've
turned a lorry-load of oxygen
back — it all counts.

Coal is going through, some
oil is going through — and the
Central Electricity Generating
Board is having to doall sorts of
funny things. They make false
piles of coal to make it look as
though the stocks are there.
They’ve got to keep trying these
tricks and all we’ve got to do is
keep trying to put pressure on,

Of course managementare try-
ing everything they can, they’ve
tried every little pressure. They

7

stopped coal to striking miners.
The rent — they paid it

straight to the lads, who were
then expected to pay the rent
with the cheque — now some of
them saw other priorities, like
buying some food, Now that’s
been knocked on the head and
the rent is paid’ direct. Another
little pressure. ‘Silver Birch’ is
just the latest gimmick.

The actions and attitudes of
the government, the media, the
NCB and everybody else more or
less proves that we can win.

-

They’re bending over backwards
to try and say that ‘everything’s
alright. The economy is OK,
there’s no problem,it’s just a bit
of trouble on the other side of
town. Don’t worry, everything
will be alright’. But it won’t be
alright!

The figures that the NCB and

General strike!
the government produce about
the cost of the strike — it’s a load
of rubbish. It’s 10 times more
than that when it’s all reckoned
in. Vast sums of moncy are being
spent to subsidise the strike in
burning oil, importing coal and all
the rest of it — if the true figures
were released, to pour those sums
of money into keeping a strike
going is absolute capitalist lunacy.
The sums of moneyare scarcely
believable. It would be enough to
keep the five pits they wanted to
close — and every other one —

open for the next ten years.
With moneylike thatwe could

make sure of jobs for miners and
their kids rather than throw
them on the dole. It’s economic
madness. In other words it is
capitalism. It is Mrs Thatcher's
idea of a ‘worthwhile invest-
ment”,
   

  

| OVER 500miners and their sup-

Ann Scargill in
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A delegation of British miners’ wives is in Ireland to raise funds for the NUM. £60,000 h
fe

raised in Irelandfor the miners. Photo: An Phoblacht/Republicen News. : neers
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porters marched through’
Treorchy in the Rhondda Valley
last Monday (August 6) protesting
‘at the seizure of £300,000 belong-
ing to the South Wales NUM by

_

court appointed sequestrators.
The money was held in bank
accounts for the purpose of pro-
viding food and clothing for
strikers’ families and not in the
union’s general accounts.

Heading the demonstration
were local mayor Kate Rees, and
Allan Rogers, Labour MP for
Rhondda, who announced that
they were setting up a hardship
fund for the miners to be admin-
istered with the help of the local
Labour council.

Other Welsh councilsare to be
approached in the next week or
so to try and secure joint action
in support of the miners.

A similar march attracted
about the same numbers in Aber-
dare the previous Saturday.

Police censured
KENNETH Oxford, the Chief
Constable of Merseyside, was cen-

sured *by the county's police
authority last Thursday (August
2) over his handling of the miners” 
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be ur council and the

<i trades council are protesting
> police action ofrefusing to

the 300-strong march to
in unless only CND banners

and placards were carried.
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AT the sametime that

identityof the ‘SilverBirch’
was being ‘revealed’, and the
media wasfull again of stories
of intimidation of scabs, a
not unusual incident took
place — in the samevillageof
Ollerton — against a striker.
Thomas Stone, who worksat
Thoresby pit, explained what
happened.

“] parked my car in the
garage at 1 p.m. on Saturday
afternoon, and only returned

oseviolence?
earlyMondaymorningto go.
outpicketing.When

I

opened —

thegarage door I noticed
white paint flakes on the
boot of the car and the back
window — from where they
broke in. I then found that
all four tyres had been
slashed, with cuts 1 to 1%
inches in each. I reported it
to the police, and have been
in touch with the union
about the possibilityof com-
pensation.”

‘NATIONAL WOMEN’Seck

  
ASSEMBLE

MARCH
GALA

GALA

HNO
JAVS
-S3HNSONDLud

dois

SALLINNWWO

DHSS WON'T STARVE US BACK

12 noon, TempleTube, London WC2
:

via TrafalgarSquare & DHSS Headquarters, Elephant & Castle

3pm. Burgess Park, Camoerwell Rid, SES
with stalls, refreshments, children’s entertainment

Further information: 0742 700325 usNAAR  Ob92 U987
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brokers’
i {within theCity, statedon 21 _

October 1971, months before
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By Pete Gilman

NIGEL Lawson's calling the
cost of the miners’ strike an
investment proves what we
already know. The Tory
government.have deliberately
engineeredthisstrike in order
to smash the miners once and
for all. :

From day one of being in
office, Thatcher has led a

government bent on confron-
tation with the unions, and the
appointmentof Ian MacGregor
wasa political act. He was not
chosen by the Coal Board to
run the industry but by That-
cherto lead the attack on the
miners, and when the time
was right he arbitrarily
decided to close pits and make
thousands of miners redun-
dant, thus provoking the strike
the governmentwanted.

Jane Ashworth’s article
(SO, 21 June) showed how the
tories planned the strike. Then
after, and only after inflicting
a crippling defeat on the NGA
and smashing the unions at
GCHQ the government deci-
ded the time wasright to take
on the miners. Significantly
the strike only began when the
government considered it was
in a position to take on the
miners and win.

It also began in March, a
time disadvantageous to the
miners (if they wanted the
strike it would have begun in

It began with
massivestockpilesof coal, and
it began only after the govern-
menthad successfully implem-
ented anti-trade union legis-
lation and successfully fined
unions,

iThe City Press, a stock-
tabloid circulating

the1972miners’strike:
‘MrDerek Ezra, chairman

of the National CoalBoard
will be told by John Davies”
(the then Minister for Indus-
try), that no price increases
will even be considered by the
government. So Ezra will have -

to refuse the coal miners’
demands for wage increases.
There willbe a coalstrike.

‘That is what the govern-
ment wants, and they antici-
pate thatif they import coal..

the miners will be beaten to
their knees."

In october 1983 the Daily
Mirror reported on the ‘‘Tory”
Plan to Crush Miners’’,
masterminded by Energy
Secretary peter Walker to
flood Britain with imported
coal,

The government's intention
nowis the same as in 1971.
Force the miners out on strike
with the MacGregor pit
closures; make the strike
ineffective with imported coal;
render picketing ineffectiye
with massive police operations

_

mounted from a central com-
mand network; use the press
and media to launch a feroc-
ious ‘and sustained hate cam-
paign against
denystrikers and their famil-
ies the welfare benefits to
which theyare entitled and for
which they have paid all their
working lives. All coordinated
and run by the government
like a militarycampaign.

The miners now face the
most fundamental challenge
in their history. The Tories
intend to destroy theNUM and
thus cow the entire working
class into submission. /

They were proven wrongin
1972, it is theduty of every one
of us throughout the Labour
and trade union movement to
prove themwrongagain.

the miners;
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| Birmingham:
_ |Resources Centre, 7 Frederick St.,
os

Mark Copsey and Tony
Serjeu:t spoketo miners in the
Easington area of County
Durham, hearing their latest
news and their views on the
strike.

SEVENTY Durham miners
were arrested on conspiracy
charges at Bilston Glen last
week, the week in which
George Younger, Tory Secre-
tary of State for Scotland,
called on Durham miners to
leave Scotland as they were
too violent and militant.

These events highlight a

newperiod of militancy among
the formerly moderate
Durham miners. Even in this
dispute the NCB havetried to
buy Durhamoffby promises of
markets for their coal and
investment programmes. This
dispute and the closure threat
of 60% of the Durham coal-
field has convinced the mem-
bership that fighting is their
only choice — moderacy got
them nowhere, losing over
100,000 jobs in the 1950s and
1960s, many under Labour
governments.

Young / miners then had
otherpits to go to, but nowthe
NCB has driven them to the
coast from which there is no

escape. With the closure of
Horden Colliery, eight Dur-

ham pits are in danger, due
to this being the major pump-
ing Station for all nine pits in
thearea, making the danger of
floodinga considerable threat.

However, this militancy
formerly moderate

‘arkers is not transfered into.
Labour

‘that guarantees them a job.
‘Whatdoes it matter if the
Tories remain in power, for

- Labour have given nothing to
these miners.
Among NUM officials at

Easington, however. there is a
little more optimism. They
are unsure about Labour’s

leadership. but realise that it
is only through this party that
the working class will get
representation in Parliament.

This means that, to them,
the task of miners, and the
working class in general, is to
work within the Labour move-

ment to ensure tht working
class policies are carried out.

For too long nowthe work-
ing class have accepted meas-

ures from a Labour govern-
ment that they would never do
under the Tories. This has to
change. The former weaknes-
ses of the Labour leadership
have been due to the lack of
working class participation
within the movement. The
leadership had better recog-
nise this, for the working class
are no longer prepared to
accept the crumbs off the
table.

The Durham
solidly behind
extending to

coalfield is
the strike,

the miners’
~ families and the local shop-

keepers. A major campaign in

i fot: c/o Room 219, Trans-
port House, 1 Cathedral Road.

c/o Trade Union

SouthLondon: c/o Joan Twelves,
1 Alverstone House, Kennington
Park Estate, SE11.
Manchester: c/o FTAT, 37 Anson
Road,Victoria Park, M14.

<

t.

Manyare fighting —

r a new plan forcoal  the Easington area was set up
before the strike began —

SEAM (Save Easington Area
Mines). This meant that an
organisationalready existed to
work through, once the strike
began.This has proved advan-
tageous and spells lessons for
the working class generally —

organise!
The local shops, all but one

At least £290,000 collected by theNUM tofee
to pay the £50,000 fine levied againstit for pic

in Easington, wholeheartedly
support the strike and are
financially and materially
supporting SEAM. They too
realise the disastrous effects
that any pit closures will have
in an area dependent on coal,
but where there has been no
recruitmentfor two years.

The striking miners are full
of praise for the part played in

Ollerton Miners’ Welfare, Nottinghamshire. JOHN HARRIS

Miners dragged throughcourts
HATRED of the police is very
strong now amongst miners and
their families. They have learned
that the bobby isn’t always
friendly or local. Throughout the
strike they have had to face large
masses of bussed-in blue unifor-
med thugs doing the dirty work
for the Tory government.

The local courts are also being
shown up. To them falls the job
of backing up the cops in the
front line against the miners. In
the last five months large num-
bers of miners have passed
through the courts.

Sue Carlyle, a Labour coun-
cillor from East London has been
to see what is happening in the
local courts in South Yorkshire
and Nottinghamshire and to
talk to miners who have been
charged.
If you visit the local courts the
amount of business taken up with
pickets and the manner in which
the courts deal with them is a

depressing sight. Usually, as in
Mansfield, local magistrates come
from the pit manager class or

local businessmen, The chief clerk
does most of the talking, giving
them directions. Picket after

|iSupport committees
Brent Miners’ Solidarity Com-
mittee, c/o Local Economy
Resource Unit, 389 Willesden
High Road, NW10. Ken Evans,
459 6221
Maesteg Trade Union and Labour
Party Suppert Group:  Idwal
Isaac, 10 Bridge St., Maesteg. I
(Tel: 738321).

ae——

picket is rushed through and
tined or bound overtill the strike
finishes. No doubt the courts
will soon be pursuing many
miners for their money.

In a Nottingham court the
morning I was there, 34 of an
original 38 pickets came from
Kiveton Park to have conditions
of bail lifted after four months.

hey had been arrested when
attempting to go into Notting-
ham to picket. On their way to
the court their bus had been
stopped three times! A police
car followed themall the way to
the court, even though they had
produced gourt papers as proofof

this strike by women. It was
repeated again and again that
without their support, the
Durham miners’ strike would
not be so solid. Many believe
that this strike will be won or
lost on the support of the
miners’ wives. If this is the
case, the Durham miners are
in for a majorvictory.

Easington lodge officials

where they were going.
They were ‘released from

restrictive bail conditions which
means that they can now‘legally’
picket. Pressure of protests and
court work is one reason these
conditions were lifted. The courts
can hardly deal with the vastly
increased workload.

In South Yorkshire,—the
Kiveton four whowerejailed for
13 days in Lincoln Jail are now

taking their case to the High
Court to contest local ma
trates’ decisions that the police
acted lawfully in turning pickets
back at roadblocks andin arrest-
ing miners for obstruction on the
grounds that a breach of the
peace might have becn committed

 
 

In court for leafleting
Five miners from Cwm

colliery in South Wales were

charged back in April for distrib-
uting leaflets through doors at
Blidworth in Nottinghamshire

Last week they were up in
court again, appealing against bail
conditions restricting them from

visiting any NUMarea, Le. restric-
ting their right to picket and
participate in the dispute

Socialist Organiser spoke to

them after conditions of bail were

finallylifted after four months.

What was the leaflet you were
distributing?

The one written Jack
London — definition of a scab.
You could say it’s a piece ol
literature. But someone made a

complaint and twolocal bobbies
came up and told us to stop it, or

we would be “stopped”.
We just walked up the road

 

and the next minute a squad car
drew up and they arrested all of
us. even though we were walking
along the road, some of us with
no leaflets or with them stuck in

our back pockets.
They were

officers entirely.
Why did you go to Notts?

ulso different

We went with the specific
intention to try to appeal to those
niners still working und putting
leaflets through doors was one

pertectly legal and peaceful way

ot doing so, We saw it as one

etfective wily showing our

olidarity. Also the strikers and
women in Blidworth were unable
to collec md needed

=
put

supportAlthough now allowed by the
courts to picket, the men hwe
an udjourned hearing and morc

truvelling foo wear om South
Wales

DURHAM IS SOLID

d thefamiliesofstrikingminers has been seized by thecourts.Th
keting has led to the indiscriminateseizure oftheunion’s funds.

had one message fr Willie
Hamilton. “There is a Durham
lad, MP for Fife, who should
know better. Someone ought
to tell him to shut his mouth
and stick to things that he is
better at — Royal-bashing. He
is a long wayout of touch with
the rank and file, he should
go downto thepicketlines and
talk to the miners.” 

  ae’s refusal
ove; scene at

if pickets had been allowed into
Notts.

Police action now follows the
bizarre pattern of stopping cars

leaving Notts after picketing ts

over and arresting pickets. If they
miss you. on the way. in, theyll
get you on the way back.

Two weeks ago, five pickets
were arrested at Creswel and they
are now remanded in Leicester
Jail. “

The following week others
were detained in a hired van and
two of them were accused of
unspecified offences which
supposedly occurred weeks
previously!

Police rule means that the
police make up their own

“laws” on the spur of the
moment at their convenience. In
Notts this has led them to deprive
striking miners of one of the basic
freedoms freedom of move-

ment.

Savor

DARTFORDTUNNEL-
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Back the
miners

Editorial

DefendNUM
THE startling thing about the
savage fine on the Wales NUM is
that the other unions. haven’t
come to their defence. The cry
for a general strike should have
rung throughout the labour move-
ment at every level. Instead we
have a numbsilence at the top.

Now, two scab miners are
appealing for a writ against the
NUM and the Yorkshire Area to
force them to call a national
ballot and to deny the union the
right to call its pickets official
until after a national ballot vote
for a strike. This is legalistic
guerrilla warfare against the
union,

More and more the law courts
and judges, armed with the savage
anti-union laws which the To ‘es
put on the statute book, re

brutally forcing their way into he
affairs of the labour movement.
The attempts to bring in the
courts are clearly being coordin-
ated.

Yet another attempt by Mac-
Gregor to create a back to work
movementhasflopped.

The miners will continue to
fight. But what is the oou going to de

PaROULA? svat dys
oe ae

Last weekthe mainleft trade
union leaders met to discuss what
to do but issued no statement
afterwards, despite media specula-
tion that they plan large scale
action for the miners in the
autumn, In fact the speculation
was started by Neil Kinnock’s
office in order to preempt such a

possibility.While Stan Ormeacts
as the good willed mediator
between the two sides, Kinnock
tries to use the press to blackjack
the left union leaders! The
Labour Party NEC should call
Kinnock to account.

Friday’s NUM Special Dele-
gate Conference has been called
to “lay plans for major escalation
of the dispute.” It should call on
left trade unions to take the lead
in calling a one-day general strike
before the TUC conference —

using the NUR conference resolu-
tion as a starting point and a

lever, It should call for maximum
support for the lobby of the TUC
on MondaySeptember 3.

The Delegate Conference
should also make clear the aims of
the strike because some confusion
has crept in. The other demands
spelt out in the resolution carried
at the Extraordinary Annual
Conference especially the four
day week and the consolidation
of the bonus incentive scheme
prior to its abolition — as well as
the 1983 pay Claim should be
clearly linked to the demand for
the complete withdrawal of the
closure list and no closures on

 
 ‘economic’ grounds.

“lamarrestingyou |
have

to believe
because I
reason
that vouintend giv-
ing birth to a son

whowillgrowup to
be a Kent miner
who will then pro-
ceed to go picketing
in the north of Eng-
land.”
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Tinker,tailor
Butcher

Scab!
Who is ‘Silver Birch’? (In
Yorkshire they call him
Dutch Elm). Socialist Organ-
iser spoke to Gordon Darling-
ton, Bevercotes NUM and
NorthNotts Rankand File
Strike Committee.

_

c

“He’s a man calledChris
Butcher and he’s a_black-
smith’slabourer at Bevercotes
pit. He’snot been there long,
and he never went to branch
meetingsuntil the dispute.

—Then every time he spoke
he was in favour ofa ballot,
If there had been a ballot, he
says, he would have voted for
a strike but I don’t believe
him for a minute. He’s the
sort of man who would
work 12 hours a day, seven
days a week, if he could. He
has said that he couldn’t
afford to live without over-
time.

Where’s his money coming
from? He’s admitted that he

travelled 4,000 miles in the
last fortnight, and that’s £250
worth ofpetrol.

He belongs to the Notts
Miners Against the Strike 84.
He is linked up with the
National Association of Free-
dom, and they are fronting
him up and down the
country. With little success.
I heard that in Scotland he
had an audience of one at a

meeting which was quite well
publicised. He hasn’t been
getting much support any-
where — not even in Notting-
hamshire,

But these people now have
changed from just being inter
ested in scabbing to actually
trying to defeat the striking
miners. I don’t thinkthey are
going to be successful.”

  eae
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 Police against the n111.?*°__—_—_a-

The Iron fist of the bosses’ state
 

Bob Fine reviews ‘TheIron
Fist: policingthecoalfields
in thesecond six weeks of
theminers’strike’,by
Martin Walkerand Susan
Miller.Available,£1.95
plus postage, from Paul
Holmes, Greenwich
NALGO,Staffside Office,
Basement, Borough Treas-
urer, WellingtonSt, Wool-
wich, London SE18 (854
8888 x 2771).
 

THIS second part of a projec-
ted three-part series on the
police and the miners’ strike
looks at the background in
more detail.

A national riot force has
been developed over the last
decade. The police are now
trained in the use of water
cannon, firearms, CS gas,
and plastic bullets, as well as
more standard techniqueslike
truncheons, shields, and
cavalry.

The organisational base for
this development waslaid with
the centralisation of the police
around a much_—smaller
number of Police Areas, the
building of closer links be-
tween the Home Office
bureaucracy and the police,
the coordination of different
forces through advanced
information technology, and
the building of units like the
Special Patrol Groups.

ACPO (the Association of
ChiefPolice Officers) has been
coordinating the police opera-
tion in this dispute: this
reveals

 iation can beturnof 
 y the

accountable to no democratic
body, officially responsible
for nothing but de facto the
power through which the
HomeOffice directs thepolice.

ACPO operates from the
National Reporting Centre at
Scotland Yard. The NRC was
first conceived at a meeting
of ACPO with senior govern-
mentofficials in 1972. Its aim
was specifically to prevent
miners repeating the victory
they had secured at Saltley
coke depot in 1972.

The NRC signifies not only
the growth of a national police
force through the back door
(i.e. without: legislation orf
public discussion),but also the
erosion of the democratic prin-
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Police and miners outside theHouse of CommonslastJune

ciple of the independence of
thepolicefromcentral govern-
mentand the accountabilityof

  

ocally,Walker and Miller
dment the longlistof illegal

police practicesinthestrike:
* the tightening of hand-

-cuffs until theydraw blood,
* random handing-out of

chargesin police stations with-
out any proper procedure;

* almost complete disregard
of Judges’ Rules (which give
suspects the right to make a
telephonecall, see a solicitor,
etc);

* the use of special courts
from which on occasions the
public have been barred;

® restrictive bail conditions
imposed without regard to the
individual circumstances of
the case;

gibot steelworks.

 

¢ roadblocks;
® police posing as solicitors;

 

_* police assault against
picketsand strikers. —

_ Theseactivitiesarecurrent-
 

and Criminal Evidence Bill —
becomeslaw.

Roadblocks will be legalis-
ed, legitimate use of force by
the police will be extended,
the principle of magistrates’
hearings without public pres-
ence will be institutionalised,
the power of the police to
detain, interrogate, and deny
access to a lawyer will be
extended.

This is the size of the prob-
lem that the labour movement
hasto get to grips with.

Walker and Miller illustrate
the human consequences of
thispolitical development with
story after story of police
terror aimed at striking miners
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lyillegal,but manywill be—
_ madelegal when the Police—

and their supporters.
Someof the worst incidents

have occurred in Nottingham-
for example, crossed the
county line to offer help to
fellow-strikers:

‘‘What happened that night
hasleft an irreparable mark on
his inind...”’

A groupof Yorkshire miners
left a club in Rainworth, and
were followed by policemen.

**When the menreachedthe
corner of the road... three
police support unit vansarriv-
ed. As the vans drew to a halt
across the road, uniformed
officers ran from them. ‘The
officers ran across the road, a
number of them holding trun-
cheons. They ran up in twos
and threes and set about us
individually’...’”
The miners were beaten and

knocked about: one was
thrown onto the ground and
jumped on repeatedly, others
were beaten with truncheons.

A young miner who had not
been in the club but in a near-
by pub came overto see what
was happening. This is his
account of what happened
after he was arrested:

**l was then dragged out of
the van and thrown to the
floor. I was circled by officers
who began kicking me on the
body and onekicked me in the
face.

‘‘My lip was cut... and my
left eye began swelling. I was
very frightened and I began
shouting at them to leave me
alone.

‘I was then picked up and
dropped onto a metal fence...
one officer was pushing down
on my neck and forcing me to
lift my feet off the ground.
This meant that all my weight
was on my stomach across the
fence andI couldn't breathe’.
The miners were later

charged with a variety of
_ offences,from breach ofthe‘peaceto assaultinga police

officer. : :

The strength of the police
during the miners’ strike has
been boosted by the support
they have won from a large
minority of non-striking

shire. One Yorkshire miner,

miners. Walker and Miller
trace the divisions which led
to this large-scale scabbing
and the ways in which the
police and right-wing forces
have organised this minority
andexploited the divisions.

Almost from the beginning
the police succeeded in pre-
venting any serious contact
between strikers and non-
strikers. The miners were not
able to outwit the combined
forces of the police in order to
reach — through pickets and
other means — their fellow-
workers whorefusedto strike.

It seems to me, though this
is not a question which Walk-
er and Millerdirectly address,
that the union must tackle not
only the tactical question of
how to break through police
lines and defend pickets ag-
ainst police violence — strik-
ing miners have shown extra-
ordinary determination and
courage in doing this — but
also the political problem of
neutralising the real threat
posed by the success of the
right wing in mobilising a sec-
tion of miners.

Miller and Walker give a lot
of detail on the growing
strength of the hard ideologi-
cal right wing in the Conserva-
tive Party, and highlight the

srspectives of people like
Moss and Brian

Crozier: ‘‘after a long and
bitter struggle paralleled with
destabilisation the govern-
ment will fall back on military
rule. Counter-insurgency
policing will be endemicto this
rule and the cleansing ofleft
elements will be ongoing”’.

But the growthof thekind of
policing that we have witness-
ed during the miners’ strike
is nottheresult of a right-wing
conspiracy alone. The ideas
and organisation of the right
winghave to beconfronted,
butthekey liesin thestrength
of the contendingclass forces
and the capacityof thelabou:
movement to organis
win. STN
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Weare not yet in a.police

state, and there is nothin;
inevitable about the dri
towardsit.
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Sheffield Police watch: 73, West Street, Sheffield S1 4EQ.
Kent

Nottingham
police monitoring group: Richard De Friend or fan

Co-ordinating Committee Against the Police
Presence: c/o ivan Wels, 11, Osborne St., Sherwood, Notting-
ham.
Ollerton
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Grieg Spall, 0227 66822.
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strike HQ is collecting statements about police be-
Mansfield 862790.
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Solidarityand Solidarnosc
“THE slave labour of the
Polish, miner serves to break
the resistance of the British
miner. British miners!

. . .
in

the prevailing conditions of
terror, the Polish workers’
movementis at present not in
a position to undertake pro-
test actions. But you may be
certain

.. .
that we are in

solidaritywithyou”’
These words are addressed

to striking British miners from
members of Solidarnosc, the
banned and outlawed under-
ground Polish trade union
movement. They come from
the inter-factory network of
the Mazowsze region, which

“includes Warsaw and_the
surrounding towns.

Silesian miners, some of
whose comrades were shot
down whentheystruck in pro-
test against the declaration of
martial law in December1981,
broadcast this greeting to
British miners over the under-
ground radio in UpperSilesia
on June 17:

“The Underground Provis-
ional Co-ordinating Committee
of Solidarnosc miners sends
you fraternal greetings and
our support and solidarity
for your struggle for the right
to work

. . . we will do every-
thing possible to support your

' struggle including in action.
The protest we have sent to
the Polish government and
parliamentis an initial meas-
ure taken in support of your
struggle.”

The Stalinist rulers of the
Polish police state send cheap
coal to help Thatcher and
MacGregor beat the miners
and starve themback to work.

_

The harassed and persecuted
_ Polish | workers’

; sends words Brcovasmimerent:
: »and,‘solidarity. y on

movement

 Theworkers
azowsze region send their

regrets that they can’t take
action to support the British
miners because they live
under police state terror. the
Silesian miners, who recently
faced the bullets of dictator
Jaruzelski’s soldiers, keep

By John O’Mahony
open the possibilityof solidar-ity action, despite the police
state terror.The voice of the under-
ground Polish labour move-
ment is clear and unequivo-
cal: solidarity with British
miners on strike and condem-
nation of the Polish govern-
mentfor helping Thatcher,

The NUM has placed apicket on the Polish embassyin protest against the sendingof strike-breakingPolish coal.

But the NUM has yet to
comeout loud andclearin sup-
port of Solidarnose against
General Jaruzelski's police

' state.
An NUM conference rose on

Mick McGahey’s suggestion
to observe two minutes’
silencefor miners shot down in
December1981.

But Arthur Scargill has at
best been equivocal about
Solidarnosc, and has often
seemedto take the side of the
Polish state against Solidar-
nosc, because he believes the
Polish state to be ‘socialist’.

Morerecently, however, he
was reported as saying in
sheffield that he ‘‘owes Lech
Walesaan apology’.

Arthur Scargill is far and
away the best trade union
leader in Britain. There has
been nobody like him for a
very long time. He deserves
the. respect and support of
every militant and socialist in
the labour movement.

Scargill’s basic error lies in
the belief — common in the

thatlabour movement
states like Poland and the —USSRare socialist.True,therearenocapitaliststhere.But they have been replacedbygreedy,grasping,parasitic,
anti-workingclass bureaucrats|who suck the workers blood
and run vicious political dic-
tatorships.

These ruling bureaucrats
can tolerate neither real
labour movements, nor the
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When they occupied the shipyard at Gdansk in August the 

  
workers organised their own defence guards, some of whom are seen carrying clubs,

liberties we in Britain have
wonovercenturies of struggle
with the ruling class and are
now defending against
Thatcher, nor any form of
democratic accountability.

In these states it is espec-
ially the workers whoare ruth-
lessly kept down. Sometimes,
as in Poland, some intellec-
tuals and priests can some-
times have a degree of free-
dom. But never theworkers.

In all the Stalinist states the
“unions"’ are rigidly control-
led state agencies for con-
trolling and regimenting the
workers and for preventing —

with the additional help of
police repression — workers

labour—organising a_ real

 

movement,
iTake the re :ofPol example.

~ Solidarnoscwas|Seatedina
great wave of strikes

| during —
the summer of 1980 which
culminated in a generalstrike.

Polish workers rejected the
official police state ‘‘unions’’.
In Britain, union leaders
frequently scab andrat on us:
in Poland in 1980 the leader of
the official police state

‘Only capitalists and dictators
act this way’

Resolution by underground
Solidarnosc in Upper Silesia,
THE Underground Provisional
Co-ordinating Committee of
Solidarnosc miners vigorously
protests against the present
policy of the Polish People’s
Republic on the management

Silesian miners

of ourmajor source of wealth
— coal. Selling it on foreign
markets at competitive prices
(i.e. at less than world market
prices)is first of all a violation
of the Jastrzbie Agreements
(August 1980) in which it was
clearly established that coal is 
 

a national resource which must
be used rationally.

Coal distribution
and trade is organised outside
of any social control. The
Polish government has no
right to behave like a mine-
owner and to dispose of the
national wealth as it pleases.
Only the damned capitalists
and dictators act in thisway.

The Polish govern-
ment’s policy in this field
affects the basic interests of
brother miners from other
countries who lose their jobs
as a result ofit.

To the striking miners of
Great Britain: The Under-
ground Provisional Coordinat-
ing Committee of Solidarity
miners sends you fraternal
greetings and our support and
solidarity for your struggle for
the right to work.We know
from our own experience what
it means to lose job. For this
reason we will do everything
possible to support your
struggle, including in action.
The protest we have sent to
the Polish government and
parliament is an initial
measure taken in support of
yourstruggle.

 
“‘union’’ threatened to have
his members shot down. It
was no idle threat. An un-
known number of workers
were shot down in the Gdansk
shipyards when they went on
strike in 1970.

But in1980therewere -too
many to shoot down. Poland
was paralysed. The working
class organised their own
““parliament’’, centred on
Gdansk.It was the most demo-
cratic parliament ever seen in
Poland, and a lot more repres-
entative and democratic than
what we havenowin Britain.
  
 
   
 
   

The Polish workers wanted
to overthrow the Stalinist dic-
tatorship, but not to replace
the bureaucraticparasites with
capitalist parasites — thatis a
lie spread bytheStalinists.

Why didn't they overthrow
it? Because of thethreat of a
Russian invasion like the inva-
sion of Hungary in 1956 and of
Czechoslovakia in 1968. For
Poland,like the other ‘‘social-
ist’’ states in East Europe, is
not really independent but a
Russian dependency. So they
compromised.

They scaled down the
great workers’

_
liberation

movement of mid-1980 and
tried to turn it into a trade
union. The scared and then
helpless Polish bureaucracy
signed ‘‘a solemn and bind-
ing’’ agreementto respect and
recognise the union — Soli-
darnosc.

Of course Solidarnosc was
always more than a union. In
a muted wayit played the role
of a workers’ political party
defending the interests of the
workingclass.

But the Polish bureaucrats
recovered their nerve, made
their preparations and struck
back. Martial law was declared
in December 1981 and Solid-
arnosc outlawed. Its leaders
and activists were rounded up
and interned. Solidarnosc
went underground.

As dictatorships go Poland
even now is a great deal less
airtight and less repressive
than, for example, the USSR.

Some opposition is still toler-
ated. But theyhavetried to do
to the Polish labour movement
what fascist regimes do to
labour movementsin capitalist
countries. For the Stalinist
bureaucrats the workers’
movementis the main enemy.

This is not socialism, nor
anything like it. Our people in
Poland are not the ‘‘socialist’’
bureaucratsbut the oppressed
workers whose organisation is
Solidarnosc.

Any differences we, as:
trade unionists or socialists,
might have with Solidarnose,
or parts of it, or with its
leaders, or with some of them,
are like differences within the
British labour — movement.

the labour movement
e rulingclass andvits

state, regardless of our
differences with that part of
the labour movement, so, too,
we should defend Solidarnosc
against the Stalinist police
state.

Solidarnose is the Polish
labour movement. Its right to
exist — and evenits right to
make what we might think
were mistakes override
every other consideration in
Poland.

In fact the stories that
Solidarnose wants to restore
capitalism are Stalinist lies.
Its leaders are tremendous
working class fighters. The
Polish strikes of 1980 are
amongst the most important
events in the history of the
working class of the world. A
man like Lech Walesa, in his
own way, is the Arthur Scar-
gill of Poland.

Miners owe a debt of
solidarity to the persecuted
Polish labour movement.

NUM militants must see to
it that the union throwsits full
support behind Solidarnosc
and against the bureaucratic
dictatorship. The NUM should
back the persecuted pioneers
of independent labour move-
ments in the USSR and other
Stalinist states, like the
late Vladimir Klebanov, who
recently died in captivity in the
USSR.

The message from Warsaw
states theTMprinciple involved
very well:

‘*We strongly oppose every
case where force «is used
against workers struggling for
their rights and interests"

The British labour move-
ment must support other
workers against police state
oppression whereverit occurs;
whether in Chile, South
Africa and El Salvador, or in
the USSR, Poland and Cuba.

Polish People’s
we would defendany |despite hypocritical condem- —

miners’   Solidarnosc
backs
the

miners
Resolution by underground
Solidarnosc in  Mazowsze
Region.
FOR four months the British
miners have been on strike
against a programme of mass
closures of mines for economic
reasons. The miners are
threatened with unemploy-
ment. The government has
rejected compromise solutions
and has resorted to severe
police methods against the
strikers. Thousands of miners
have been arrested; hundreds
have been hospitalised and
one hasbeenkilled.

The government of the
Republic,

‘nationsoftheactivities of the
British police in thecolumnsof
the regime press and by the
regime’s pseudo-trade union-
ists, is profiting from the
export of coal to Britain. It
sells dirt cheap coal which has
been mined in scandalously
neglected working conditions
and with reckless exploitation
of the labour force and the coal
field. The slave labour of the
Polish miner serves to break
the resistance of the British
miner.

British miners! The true
sentiments of Polish trade
unionists towards the author-
ities of the Polish People’s
Republic and their practices
was shownin the recent elec-
toral farce which was boy-
cotted by the workers. In the
prevailingconditions of terror,
the Polish workers’ move-
ment is at present not in a
position to undertake protest
actions. But you may be
certain that as you have sup-
ported and are supporting our
struggle, so we are in solidar-
ity with you.

We strongly oppose every
case where force is used
against workers struggling for
their rights and interests.

Long Live
Solidarity!

Warsaw, 26 June 1984

Trade Union 
“Lech Walesa signing Sotidar=:

 
agreement with the poverament
August 1980
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NHSdispute 1982

Unions
THE 1980 and 1982 Acts make
it is possible for unions to be
prosecuted for a large number
of reasons. It is individual
employers or individual scabs
who take the initiative to
prosecute, so shifting the tar-
get for opposition away from
the governmentitself.

The Acts. mean that indus-
trial actionis now legalonlyif:

*It is between workers and
their own employer.

*It relates wholly or mainly
to pay and conditions, dis-
missal, jobs, discipline, union
membershipora similarissue.

*It is to do with a dispute in
the UK.

In other words,
actionis illegalif:

*It is in support of other
workers.

*It is political.
*It is to do with a dispute

outside the UK (e.g. in solid-
arity with workers who are
employed by the same multi-
national company).

Solidarity action is under
almost all©circumstances
illegal. Picketing is severely
restricted. And it is up to the
‘discretion’ of the police to
enforce legal guidelines about

industrial

The steel strike 1980

outside
the size of any picket. ‘Secon-
dary’ picketing is, of course,
illegal.

The closed shop is also
severely weakened legally by
the laws. Anyone with a ‘deep-
ly held personal conviction’
against the closed shop is
legally protected and has the
‘right’ not to join the union.

SIYYVHNHOF

Tebbit: Tory axe-man
Anyone whofaces reprisals

(from unions or employers)
can sue theemployer, union or
namedindividuals.

To have any
status, a closed shop agree-

real legal

 
the law
ment has to have been
approved by 80% of the work-
ers covered by it, or 85% of
those voting.

And ‘union labour only’
clauses in commercial con-
tracts, or industrial action in
supportof them,areillegal.

The new lawintroduced last
month makesit illegal to strike
without secretballots.

The aims of all these laws
are to makestrike action itself
extremely difficult; and to
make effective strike action
impossbile. They are also
designed to isolate the mili-
tants by taking big decisions
out of mass meetings, and to
encourage the trade union
leaders to police their own
membership.

The 1982 Act reversed
British law since 1906 by
making unions liable for
damages. That meansfines of
up to £250,000 for big unions.
And if fines are not paid, all
union funds can be seized
(‘sequestered’). Apart from
the fact that this law could
mean bankruptcy for unions,
it also makes it unlikely that
timid union leaders will fight
the bosses or their courts for
fear of thecost.

 Clive Bradley describes

THE ruling class and the
Tories went into battle with
the miners well prepared. The
Tories now have, and even
before they came to office in
1979 already had, a fairly
worked out strategy for the
revival of British capitalism at
the expense of the working
class.

The Tories, and the ruling
class as a whole, may
have their own dissidents,
mavericks and_fainthearts.
But the Thatcherites have
been dominant and the ‘Iron
Lady’ and her_cohorts
have stuck pretty firmly to
their overall aims.

The core to their strategy is
to restore profitabilityby driv-
ing downtheliving standards
of the working class and to
reduce public expenditure. To
carty this through they have to
take on, weaken and defeat the
organisations of the labour
movement.

In part, they have been
helped bythe ‘natural effects’
of capitalist recession itself —

namely, by mass unemploy-
ment which serves to reduce
the willingness of sections of
workers to fight. But it is no
secret that the Tories have
deliberately made unemploy-
ment worse to intensify this
effect.

And mass unemployment
alone is not enough to beat
down and defeat well-organ-
ised resistance by the labour
movement. For that, a direct
assault on the trade unions
themselves is necessary.

And so, in a carefully
planned and_orchestrated
way, the Tories, in alliance

with sections of organised big
business, have set about
seriously undermining and
destroying the strength and
effectiveness of the labour
movement.

In 1977, Tory MP Nicholas
Ridley produced a report on
the nationalised industries
which outlined a_caretul
Tory strategy for-taking on the
unions. According to Ridley,
“‘in the first or second year
after the Tories’ election,
there might be a challenge
from a trade union... ina
vulnerable industry such as
coal, electricity or the docks’’.
The report goes on to argue
that ‘‘the eventual’ battle
should be on ground chosen by
the Tories in a field they
thinkthey could win (railways,
British Leyland, the civil
service or steel)’’.

In order to deal with a strike
in the coal industry, the report
advised the Tories to ‘a)
build up maximumcoalstocks,
particularly at the power sta-
tions; b) make contingency
plans for the import of coal;
c) encourage the recruitment
of non-union lorry drivers by
haulage companies to help
move coal when necessary;
d) introduce dual coal/oil
firing in all power stations as
quickly as possible . . .

There
should be a large mobilesquad
of police equipped and pre-
pared to uphold the law
againstpicketing.’”

That was 1977. Its foresight
is considerable (particularly
when you think that the ‘law
against picketing’ was yet to
be introduced). And it shows
that the Tory government has  

been planning for the situa-
tion that now exists for a very
long time.

They did choosetheirbattle-
ground. They managed to
defeat strikes in steel in 1980,
the civil service in 1981, in
British Rail and the NHS in
1982. On the other hand, in
February 1981, the Tories
backed down in the face of a
strike by 50,000 miners
against pit closures. They
weren't yet ready for the
miners.

Also, they were careful to
avoid long strikes in gas and
electricity and gave way to
the waterworkers’last year.

A key element in overall

Attac
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IN THE situation of economic
recession, a class conscious
Tory government, and weak
and vacilating labour move-
ment leadership, the bosses
have organised to break down
those areas of working class
control over the work process.

In fact this process began
underthelast Labour govern-
ment. Productivity bargaining
started in earnest in 1977.
Productivity has increased
faster than employment has
fallen, so keeping many com-
paniesprofitable.

In 1977-8, 1500 productivity
deals were signed. Many
included financial penalties for
strike action. Attacks on
‘indiscipline’ (i.e. a certain,
limited freedom in the work-
place) has been head-on at
BL, Ford, Peugeot-Talbot,
Vauxhalland manyothers.

In the nationalised ‘indus-
tries, the attack on shop floor
organisation has been
venomous.It has entailed, in
addition to the introduction of
schemes and plans to reduce

Unempl
MASS unemployment —

which in real terms now is
about four or five million —

has led to a decline in union
membership of the biggest
unions. Only NUPE has grown
in size since 1979: the rest
have shrunk.

Most unions have failed
even to try to organise the
unemployed — even their own
ex-members, never mind new
unemployed, especially youth.

Job loss has. bitten very
heavily, especially in the
private sector. Along with the
decline in manufacturing
industry, there has been a

growthin service sector union-
isation. But often this is very
weak, especially in the private
sector.

Nevertheless,
trade union

the British
movement
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Tory strategy has been to
weaken trade union strength
and effectively reorganise the
unions themselves in such a
way asto isolate the militant
sections of workers.

They have approached this
aim in a numberof ways. Most
obviously, they have intro-
duced stringent new  anti-
union laws. They learnta lot of
lessons from the struggles
over the last round of such
laws in the early 1970s. In
contrast, the leaders of the
labour movementlearntlittle
or nothing.

The new anti-union legisla-
tion — Prior’s 1980 Act, the
Employment Act of 1982, and

ing
floor

the workforce, control ‘indisci-
pline’ and increase output,
determined resistance to any
working class protest. The
defeat of BL workers over the
dismissalof Derek Robinson in
1979 is a good example.

There has also been a shift
to more centralised bargaining
in order to weaken the power
of shop stewards in the work-
place. The shop stewards’
movement has declined
rapidly in recent years. Andit
was the ‘Social Contract’
negotiated between the trade
union tops and the last Labour
government that gave partic-
ular impetus to this. As a
result, real rank and: file
organisation is relatively
weak.

And bosses in the US have
developed a whole ‘union-
bashing’ industry which is
starting up in Britain. They
run courses in anti-union man-
agement,take unions to court
and organise campaigns to
drive unions out of the work-
places.

 
e plans of =m

the recent laws on secret
ballots — are far more subtle
than the Industrial Relations
Act of 1971.

There is nothing compar-
able to the hated Industrial
Relations Court. And the
Tories were careful to intro-
duce the laws in phases and to
pick the occasion to go in for
the kill.

Serious action against them
was not prepared by the labour
movement. Even before the
Industrial Relations Act was
introducedtherewerebigpoli-
tical strikes in protest, and a
big campaign was organised.
Rankand file pressure on the
leaders led them to oppose the
government. In turn this
created a mass of general
support for the sort of actions
the leaders wouldn't take but
militant section of the rank and
file did, as in July 1972 when
300,000 workers walked out
when they heard that five
dockers had beenjailed.

But the union leaderslet the
new Tory laws through with-
out serious opposition. When
it came to the crunch over the
NGA last winter, the TUC
betrayed the NGA and the
labour movement,

But now,withthe attempt to
use these laws against the
miners, the bosses havebitten
off more than they can chew.
Wecan defeat them, and once

again make anti-working class
laws unusable, We can tear up
those laws as we did with
Edward Heath's anti-union
laws.

But what the labour move-
ment needs to do fundamen-
tally is to take on all the
aspects of the Tory govern-
ment’s strategy and begin to
imposea solution to the crisis
that is in its own interests
and at the bosses’ expense.
Victory in the miners strike
will cripple the government.
Thct’s why the miners’ strike
is the front line right now.

NHS dispute 1982

Much of the information in
these articles is based on a
new report issued by the
Counter Information Services.
CIS Report no. 34, Summer
1984, price 95p. CIS can be
contacted at 9 Poland St.,
London WI, tel 01-439 3764.

 yment and the remains extremely powerful (compared to only 18%in the
and well-organised. Over 50% USA for example), And many
of the workforce is unionised newrecruits are the most mili-

UNION MEMBERSHIP

Union Membership Membership
(end 1979) (end 1982)

TGWU 2,087,000 1,633,000
AUEW (Eng) 1,250,000 1,002,000
GMBATU
(GMWU) 967,000 825,000
NALGO 753,000 726,440
NUPE 691,700 702,000
USDAW 450,000 417,000

420,000 416,000
ASTMS 480,000 410,000
 

EETPU
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tant sections, especially
women, and especially in the
public sector like the NHS.

Various other factors in
addition to unemployment are
affecting the unions however.
Privatisation is a favoured
means to both reduce the size
of the workforce and to replace
it with non-union labour.

There is a growing trend for
the signing of no-strike agree-
ments, a trend being set in
particular by leaders of the
EETPU.

Also, low pay helps to
undermine the strength ofthe
unions — in particular the
employment of youth in YTS
schemes, who are generally
unorganised and difficult to
organise, the super-exploit-
ation of many women workers
and so on.

 *Build solidarity with the
miners. Organise for solidarity
action, and strike action nowto
win immediate demands.
Organise a general strike.

*Break the law. Massaction
in defiance of the anti-union
laws can make them unwork-
able. All sections of workers
should take action in defiance
of the laws. The leaders of the
labour movement must be
madeto stand firm, not give a

pennyof any legal penalties.
*Build and defend the

picket lines in defiance of the
law.

*Thelabour movement must
take steps to weaken the
police.

The police must be with-
drawn from’ the coalfields.
Labour councils should stand
on the line. No money should
be paid to finance the police
state operation.

*Defence ‘of picket lines
needs to be organised so that
the police can be defeated and
prevented fromhelping scabs.
The labour movement must
organise its own defence
squads so that the police can
he beaten.

*Fight all redundancies
with strike action. occupa-
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  How to fight back

tions. A determined fight can
stop pit closures and all other
closures.

*Shorten the working week
with no loss of pay. Share out
the work. The labour move-
ment should contro} employ-
ment.

*All wages must be linked
to inflation, and committees
should be set up to establish a
genuine costofliving index.
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*Link up all strike com-
mittees, trades councils,
Labour parties, tenants’
assocations to organise work-
ing class action.

*Recruit the unemployed
and super-exploited youth to
trade unions.

*Demandthatthe leaders of
ths Labour Party fight fqr
workers’interests.

March.agains!
iReagan

Latest issue 10p plus postage from Women’s Fight-
back, 8 Aubyn Square, London SWI5
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French workers in occupation during the earlier generalstrikeof 1936

IN 1967theliving standards of
French workers had been
seriously cut: social security
charges were raised by £250
million. Consumer prices had
in ten years risen by 45%.
Nationalwealth since 1958 had
risen nearly 50% but workers
had benefited little. One fifth
of the total industrial labour
force had a take-home pay of
about £50 a week in today’s
money.

Despite expansion,_the
French economywassick: the
only West European country in
which the share of employ-
ment in manufacture had
declined. With a decline in
industrial investment, France
was at the bottom of the
league for industrial expan-
sion. Stagnation in the build-
ing industry had led to the
most chronic housing short-
ages in Western Europe.

Unemployment was at its
highest level in 15 years. In
January 1968 it was half a
million,having increased in 12
months by 32% (51% in the
Paris region, and 59% in tne

down northern miningrun
areas).

Most indicative of a sick
economy and a sick system,
then as now, wasthat 23%of
the total unemployed were
youths — many of whom had
neverhad a job.

Thefirst spectacular explo-
sions was amongthestudents.
Not integrated into a bureau-
cratised, domesticated routine
of day-to-day struggle, and
sensitive to ideological move-
ments, they were the first to
respondto the growingcrisis.

The French labour move-
ment has a history of revolu-

©). cote pANIse?
Become a supporter of the Socialist
Organiser Alliance -- groups are astabli-
shed in mostlarge towns. We ask £1.50a4
month minimum (20p unwaged) contri-

ution from supporters.

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

tionary outbursts of class
action going right back to the
first workers’ state, the Paris
Communeof 1871, when the
Paris workers seized power for
two months.

Traditionally, the French
Communist Party was the
workers’ party, and got 25% of
the total vote. But despite its
name, the CP was a rather
tame party seeking small
reforms. It differed from an
ordinary social democratic
party only in its allegiance to
Moscow and its_rigidly
undemocraticinternal regime.

At that time the present day
‘Socialist’ Party of President
Francois Mitterrand did not
exist. The socialist left was
fragmented.

Not more than 30% of
French workers were union-
ised, split into three blocks:
Force Ouvriere (‘Socialist’),
with 600,000 members; CFDT
(Catholic), 750,000 members;
and the biggest and most
important, the CGT (‘Com-
munist’), 1,900,000. (It had
declined from 5 million at the
end of theWar).

Had the CP and the CGT
been revolutionary, with a
realistic perspective of mobil-
ising workersin class struggle,
then the discontent of the
French workers would have
developed openly in mass
struggles. But the antics of the
CGT in day-to-day industrial
issues have made them past
masters at repressing the
militancyof theworkers.

For example, the CGT
deliberately divided the
workers, factory from factory,
grade from grade, conducting
separate, isolated, limited

62.2:eeeom
Middle Lane, Longon N& 8P!

:

buesereseseeeseeeess-28

strikes. instead of serious
united struggles. Such demor-
alising tactics as half-hour
strikes in a single shop, token
one-day general strikes and
extreme timidity in demands
(with one-fifth of the workers
on less than £50 a week) led
to the catastrophic decline in
membership since the War
and contributed to the explo-
sive frustration within the
workingclass.

As unemployment grew, as
social shortages like housing
remained chronic and social
benefits and real wages were
cut, the meanderings of the
CGT only masked and dis-
guised the workers’ resent-
ment and thus prepared the
violent and sudden character
of the explosion that occurred
in May 1968.

Token strike
In the Autumn of 1967 they

called for a general strike
against the cuts, a token strike
like so manyothers. There was
little response. This must have
encouraged the union leaders
to explain their own behaviour
in terms of working class
apathy. But the working class
isn’t an orchestra to play to
order. It must develop confid-
ence in itself and in its leaders
before it will respond — and
there had been too manytoken
strikes in France.

The whole behaviour of the
CP and the CGTsince the end
of the War and earlier, and
particularly the industrial
antics of the ‘Communist’
union, the CGT, had been
designed to destroy the work-
ers’ confidence in their own
ability to win. They needed a

fighting lead, the prospect of a

struggle rather than a char-
ade, to rouse them with the
hopeofwinning.

This hope the student move-
ment, with its magnificent
struggle on the barricades
and in the streets — in the
great tradition of the Com-
muneitself — gave them.

The students, many of
whom were influenced by
revolutionary propaganda
(Trotskyist, Castroist, Maoist)
and by the demonstrations
against the US war in Vietnam
refused to let the police occupy
the Sorbonneuniversity. They
build barricades and defended
them using stones and petrol
bombs on the ‘Night of the
Barricades”’ (May 10).

Unemployed
When theystood up courag-

eouslyin protest against police
occupation of the Sorbonne,
they were joined on the
barricades by many unem-
ployed youth. These fought
most bitterly and, of the
30,000 on the barricades, were
the last to retreat.

The heroism of the students
and unemployed against the
brutal police riveted the atten-
tion of the workers, who loathe
the police. especially the strike
breaking CRS, a special force

 
During the monthsof the miners’ strike, militant workers have
again begun to discuss a general strike. Now that the Tories
have escalated the conflict by bringing their anti-union laws
and the law courts into play against the Wales NUM,more and
more workers are becoming convinced that the best working
class answer to the Tory offensiveis a general strike. Therefore
we must study the experience of past general strikes. In the
first of two articles, Jack Cleary tells the story of the greatest
general strike in history.

set up after World War Two
to beat striking miners back to
work. A wave of sympathy
swept through the working
class.

To head off moves for
serious solidarity action the
union leaders called a one-day
token general strike — one
more token strike. But the
response on May 13 was
anything but token. Ten
million workers, three times

and more the number organ-
ised in trade unions, struck.
Meanwhile, the students’
insurrection, and the very
threat. of a general strike,
had forced the government to
retreat: it capitulated — the
students had won.

And the workers, who had
earlier ignored the call for a
token strike, suddenly had
found a blueprint for their own
needs — they too would go out
to win. The single spark of
student action had landed on
dry tinder.

Meantbythe leaders as a
safety valve, May13 only con-
vinced the workers of their
own strength. Immediately an
aggressive mood built up. In
spite of the general return to
work ordered for May 14,
some strikes continued. From
May 16 they began to occupy
the factories. Workers seized
Sud-Aviation; the students
seized the universities. The

workers in the most militant
factory in the country, Renault
at Billancourt, took control.

By the weekend a million
workers throughout France
had seized the big plants. The
Red Flag was hoisted over the
means of production. The
strikers demanded wagerises,
shorter hours and ‘a real
policy_to deal with unemploy-
ment’’.

A great wave was rising,

=>Students fight backagainst tear-gas throwingcops — May 19
one which placea in question
the very foundations of the
capitalist system: its property
and political rule by the capit-
alists.

This was entirely spontan-
eous. The CGT and the other
unions had remained in the
background. Now the CGT
endorsed the strikes and take-
overs, moving quickly to catch
up with the workers. But it
made it plain that at that
stage, with only a million out,
jt was not calling a general
strike.

But .still the strikes contin-
ued to spread like a grassfire.
Desperately now the CGT
fought for control over the
workers' movement. In the
words of one British news-

paper correspondent.
“The behaviour of the

Communists has been fascin-
ating to watch. From the
beginning of the crisis they
have been more concerncd to
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crush the guerrilla challenge
of their left than to overthrow
M. Pompidou’s government’’.

First target
The students, who had

detonated the workers’ revolt,
werethefirst target in its cam-
paign to reassert its control. At
the beginning of the upsurge
L’Humanite (the CP’s daily
paper) had denounced them;
now it resorted to demagogy
about outsiders interfering in
the affairs of the workers. the
student leader Danny Cohn-
Bendit was consistently
referred to in their usually
chauvinist press as ‘‘the
German’”’.

Refused
Students were refused the

right to participate in workers’
demonstrations. 

Later, the only official CGT
posters at Renault were
numerous warnings against
7

sellers of ‘ultra-left’
literature! A student plan to
march on the Radio building
on the 18th to protest against
government newscontrol had
to be cancelled because the
CGT denounced it as a ‘provo-
cation’ and warned all workers
againsttaking part.

Yet despite all this, the CGT
and CP had to run very fast
just to keep up with the grow-
ing waveof workers’ action.

The newspaper correspon-
dent quoted above wrote:

“‘The paradox which under-
lies this controlled chaos is
that the Communist Union
and the Gaullist government
they appear to be challenging
are really on the same side of
the barricades

. . . only in this
way(i.e. by endorsing strikes)
can the apparatus which leads
the Communist unions retain



 

 
  
  

Workers
in
France
seized
the big
plants.
The
Red
Flag
was
hoisted
over the
means
of

|production.
its control and protect its base
from contamination. Economic
dislocation and incredible
inconvenience are the price
which French society is having
to payto head off an insurrec-
tionary movement which no

one saw comingand few have
yet understood.”

By mid-week, May 23, the
peak of the wave was reached
with 10 million workers in
possession of the factories up
and down the land: control
seemed to have slipped out of
thebourgeoisie’s hands.

Byits scope, toneand tem-—

  
per. the mass strike was

<i insu rectionary —
ers”aeswas clearly‘fora

totalreconstruction ofsociety.
It raised inescapably thebig-

question: which class is to
rule? A choice of two perspec-
tives faced the workers:
keep physical contro! and take
over entirely and go forward.
Or else, settle for big conces-
sions by way of ransom from
the powerless bourgeoisie,
which would — for the mom-
ent — gladlymake them.

To attain workers’ powerthe
necessary Steps were these:

1) To prepare organs of
workers powerby generalising
the factory committees
(alreadytaking manydecisions
not normally taken by workers)
into local, regional and finally
a national council of workers’
deputies — thus opposing an

embryonic workers’ state to
the bourgeoisstate.

2) Begin to actually run the
factories under contro! of the
workers’ councils.

3) Decisively smash and dis-
mantle the bosses’ state and
consolidate the neworder as a
workers’ state.

Was this physically
possible? What was the rela-
tionship offorces?

The workers had the fac-
tories. On May 23 the PoliceUnion declared itself in
sympathy with the strikers,
and unwilling to be used
against them. The unknown
quantity was the army:
because of military discipline
the only way to test the con-

script soldiers was to confront
them with a struggle which
forces them to choose — and
gives them an opportunity to

cross over.

As a Defence Correspondent
of the Timeswrote:

“In an extreme emergency

thework-onlyfirmly rely

Riot police during the fighting, Mi

the troops could be brought
into ope e-ton, but it is at
ciated that they could be used

only once, and then onlyfor a

short while, before the largely
conscript army was exposed to

a psychological battering in a

general campaign of subver-
sion which it would probably
not withstand.”

This would confirmall past
revolutionaryexperience.

The nominal armed strength
of the bourgeoisie was: 83,000
police including 13,500 CRS;
61.000 gendarmes: 261.000
soldiers in France andGer
many. Ina clash they coulfew.

Idiers|

 
 

  
 

 batallions of regula’
and presumablytheCRS.

But therewere 10,000,000
strikers and over 400,000
membersof the CP alone.

Yet the CPF and_ their
apologists say the workers
would have faced massive
defeat had they attempted
revolution. 
Presidént De Gaulle

In fact, it is clear that with a

minimum preparation, during
the massstrtike, the bourgeis
state could have been smashed
and dismantled. The strongest
element of ‘material’ force
that protected the bourgeoisie
was the reformist, social
democratic routine, the anti-
revolutionary legalist-pacifist
theory, and plain funk of the
CPF leadership.

A party aiming at leading
the working class to powerin
that situation would face the
following tasks:

1) To raise the slogan of a

workers’ and farmers’ govern-
ment as the immediate objec-
tive of the strike.

2) Popularise the idea of
workers’ councils of self-
administration to organise the
life of the country and begin
to elaborate a counter-state.
leading to dual power such as

that in Russia betweentherise
of the workers’ councils

  
 
  ‘leastled toa period of dual

(Sovietsi id their in Feeres  
 

begin to form
s. drawing in

militants om all the factories
— thus arming the workers to
disarm and suppress the
paralysed organs of bourgeois
power and establish the
workers’ stale.

workers’

A revolutionary party would
have propagated this long
before the upsurge. But even
in the middle of the strike.
such a programme of action,

d

t ae

_ power.
But thes Seevatationary

party’ chose a different
course: initially it did not even
dare pose the resignation of
De Gaulie and his government
us an objective ofthe strike!

Amidst the greatest work-
ers’ movement for decades,
and France's biggest ever

general strike. the CP/CGT
concentrated on getting .wage
concessions!

Running hard to keep con-
trol of the workers and to

isolate the students and revo-

lutionaries. the CGT and
CFDT from the start of the
upsurge demanded talks with
the government.

Even the recently Catholic
CFDT went further than the
‘Communist’ union in de-
manding structural reforms to
the system, as well as bread-
and-butter concessions: and
in fact they remained con-
eeAeSAoneeea| Two pamphlets
1 summing up the
| ideas of Socialist
1 Organiser.
1 ‘Where We Stand’j 20p plus 16p

postage. ‘Haw to
fight the Tories’

j - 10p plus 16p
{ postage. Or the
1 two together for
} 45p including
t postage. From
| Socialist Organ-

iser, 28 Middle

| Lane, London N8
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of thesistently to the left

CGT!
By the morning of May 27

they had got their big conces-
sions : 10%all round increase;
35% rise in minimum wage;
progress to a 40 hour week;

 

 

social security cuts rescinded,.
ete. (By way, of a tip, CGT
leader Georges Seguy was

promised that henceforth the
CGT too would be eligible for a

government subsidy for the
training ofits officials . - .).

The size of these conces-
sions is the measure of the

Y 2 desperate need to 
 to placatetheworke Ss.

The happy band of trade
union bureaucrats. smiling
and giving the thumbs-upsign
for the cameras, hurried to
Billancourt, symbol of Labour
Militant. to bring the glad
tidings — and call. off the
strike.

But the proletariat is an

ungrateful class! Seguy and
Franchon. the CGT bosses,
were shouted down, and their
‘big concessions’ scorned.

All over France the same

thing happened: the workers
refused to call off the strike.
They wanted more — in fact
they wanted everything. But
the CP and its union — built
over decades on talk of social-
ism  — stood  four-sqaure
across their path, diddering
and wriggling.

Instead of advance, there
was stalemate. And) now?
Whocould control the workers
and end the bosses” period in
limbo?

  the Tories
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Labour
summer
Class Fighter editor Jane
Ashworth reports on the
recent YS summer camp.

THE annual YS summer camp
was held last week in the
Forest of Dean. Coming asit
did at the same time as the
South Wales NUM were about
to be robbed, half way through
the week the camp changed
tack and fromthenon the most
regular discussions were about
the possibilities of a general
strike.

The morning after the fine
on the Wales NUM_ was
announced all workshops
were cancelled and the whole
camp mettolisten to speeches
from the YS national com-
mittee about the revolutionary
potential of a general strike
and how all YS_ branches
should start now collecting
duplicating paper ready for
their intervention should a

general strike happen.
But unfortunately, during

that rally not one word was

said about howto actually get
a generai strike. All the dis-
cussion was about what to do
if a general strike takes place,

Ireland and Labour Party
black sections were the other
two big debates.

From the platform SO sup-
porter Keyvan debated Bob
Lee from Militant on the
question of black sections.
Keyvan argued that
Militant correctly stress the
need for working class unity.

we shouldn't presume that it
already exists, because it
doesn’t and we have to fight
for it. Class unity is something
that has to be built. so rather
than blacksections dividing an
already united class, they
could help draw black workers
into the labour movement. We
must. he said, talk to them as
workers who face special dis-
crimination and call on themto
join the Labour Party to make
it fight for black workers’
demands.

Answering the Militant’s
point that the only people who
wil! benefit from black sections
are black carcerists. and the
Labour leaders who will use

them to ghettoise blacks.
Keyyan argued that it is the
role of the Marxists in the
movement to act as a chain.
linking the black sections to
the wider movement and
winning themtoclass politics.
Black sections should be used
as a tool to change the tradi-

our movement and
fundamentally shake-up the
passive attitudes towards
racism inthe Labour Party and
trade unions,

That is the decisive argu-
ment in support of

|
black

sections. Their possible use by
is @ potential future

tions oft

CUPCUTINES

“while

 
<——“——

Jane Ashworth
problem: racism in the labor
movement is a burning prot
lem now.

The Irish workshops and th
Class Fighter meeting o
Ireland, where the mai
speaker was Tony Dale. wer
tar less heated than in th
past. Class Fighter pointe
out tat socialists in Brita
have a duty to fight for t
withdrawal ofthe British arm
and support the Cathol
community in its fight fer
united Ireland and again
state repression, Milita
still believe that socialists |

ireland should ignore, «

dodge theissueofpartition.
The Scottish rep on the ¥

 

 

national committee made
typical Militant attack
Class Fighter — ignorant +

the issues, loud-mouthed ar
bigoted.

There was no room for o¥
position. in the YS 1!
concluded.The usual fare. Bi
some of thecomrades fro
Irish Militant disagreed «7
him: they insisted that o

position did have a rightto t
heard in the YS.

In the fringe events of th
camp Class Fighter teams @
very well. In the quiz our tea
— Richard Bailey and Mz
Morrison, York YS, Deb
Williams, Manchester Centr
and TonySerjeant of Durha
YS — was narrowly defeat
by two points in the quarte
final, having got down tot

last eight from aninitial ent

of over 70 teams.
In -the® five-a-side footb:

tournament. Class Fighter
as far as the semi-final, losis
on penaltiés to Merseysid
after extra-time. Our team

 

 
Dan Duncan,—Harrogat
Mark Cupsey. Durhar
Tim Anderson, Newham, Te
Rigby. Peckham, Geoff War
Derby. Chris Hickling (Not
NUM). Alan Johnss
(Manchester

©
Central) ai

AndyBarrett (Scllv Oak) we

through four rounds. defeat:
ene of the favourites. R
Clydeside, with Dan Dune
saving three penaltics.

Alan Johnson won wv
“Plaver of the Tournamen
award,
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SOCIALIST ORGANISER WEEKEND SCHOOL
August 25-27. in London

Plenary sessions on THE MINERS’ STRIKEand HE POLI

 
 

AND THE STATE. Workshops: workers, in South Af
workers tie Poland. general strikes France 1968, Brit:
199% debate on culternative defence’: forum on the Labe
heft today: the politics of Ken Livingstone: working ct

woniers movements in history and today: series on labe
history: series on basic Marxism: Middle East: Cuba; Ce
America: the Marxist theory of imperialisny and capitalism
the Third World. should boxing be banned; and more...
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=SCIENCE
Windscale

By Les Hearn
THEBlackReport on the pos-

sibility of increased cancer
rates in the area surrounding
Windscale (Sellafield) is a

curiousaffair.
The report acknowledged a

high level of childhoodcancer
in the area since 1950 (roughly
when nuclear operations
started). In particular, it noted
the approximately ten times
greater incidence of childhood
leukaemia in Seascale. Recog-
nising that leukaemia is
usually caused by exposureto
radiation, Black took British
Nuclear Fuels’ figures to cal-
culate how many extra cancers
would be expected and came
to the conclusion that the
excess radiation could only
explain one-fortieth of the
increase.

The conclusion of the report
then was that the extra
cancers seemed to have no
identifiablecause and mightin
fact be due entirely to a chance
“*cluster’’ of cases.

BNFL predictably claimed
the report to be a vindication
of their innocence.

But the report begs several
important questions.

Firstly, some nine cases (at
least) in 30 yearsis quite a big
‘cluster’ for a small area.
Other clusters usually consist
of two or three cases. Unfor-
tunately for the nuclear indus-
try, one suchcluster occurs in
the village of Leiston, near
Sizewell nuclear power
station.

Secondly, there may be
more cases sincechildrenborn
in the area ma: haye moved
away. Blackhadaccessto data
on thisbut did not lookatit.

Thirdly, Black accepted
BNFL figures for radiation
releases. But even supposing
BNFL actually know on how
many occasions radioactive
material escaped and that they
have truthfully reported this
knowledge, they still cannot
say exactlyhow much material
was released. A re-examina-
tion of the Windscale fire of
1957 recently showed that
some types of radioactive
material were not even meas-
ured, while other types may
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have been underestimated.
Fourthly, accepted figures

for how much leukaemia can
be caused by a given amount
of radiation may underesti-
mate how susceptible young
and unborn children are to
radiation.

* eK Ke

It has been known for
decades that radiation causes
cancer — in particular cancers
of the blood and bone.In fact,
it was 50 years ago last month
that Marie Curie died of leu-
kaemia, induced through her
pioneering work with radioac-
tivity and the science column
hopesto take a look at her life
and work in thenear future.

It would therefore seem
elementary that a firm like
BNFL would take the utmost
care to protect its workers
from radiation and at least
keep accurate records of
exposure so that any future
health problems might be
explained.

However, at the inquest,
recently, into the death from
bone cancer of Joe Corrie,
BNFL had to admit they had
no records for him in the
period covering the 1957
Windscale fire. Joe Corrie had
worked throughout the fall-
out and his clothing had been
contaminated.

This led the inquest jury to
record an open verdict (as
opposedto ‘natural causes’).
This was no doubt highly
embarrassing to BNFL, par-
ticularlysince it hasalso come
to light that their workforce
has suffered a significant
excess of cancer deaths over
the expected level. Their own
study had originally claimed
no excess deaths.

However, since BNFL in-
variably pays compensation
for such deaths without ad-
mitting liability, it was still
possible for the government
to make the ludicrous claim as

recently as May 14 that ‘‘there
have been no fatalities as a

result of exposure to radiation
arising out of accidents in the
nuclear industry since its

 
inception.”

 SATURDAY
London

to JubileeGardens

eee
AST
ae
Sc
AMA
YSee
ee

*

  

Organise the Marxists!
   
 sthroure4a PRESSETOXIQUE

4

Ae
ae ad

“All the newspapers are poisonous’
Strike of 1968.

By Martin Thomas
PEOPLEdon’t accept capital-
ism just because the media
tells themit is a good thing.
The fact that they live within
the systemitself is much more
important,

Such are capitalism's ways
working that — from the point
of view of anysingle individual
within the system — it appears
essentially free, fair and
equal.

Trade union struggles, so
long as they confine them-
selves to the idea of ‘a fair
day’s work for a fair day’s
wage’, do not challenge the
basic assumptions of capital-
ism, 

Karl Marx
Larger-scale

struggles, when they become
trade union

class confrontations rather
thanjust sectional disputes, do
tend to push workers towards
socialist conclusions. But that
tendency is often neutralised
or diverted by the bureau-
cracyof the labour movement.

So what is the answer? How
can militant socialist ideas win
a majority in the working
class?

Mostofthe time, they can't.
In normal conditions under
capitalism, militant socialists
will be a minority in the work-
ing class.

But capitalism also — and
inevitably — produces abnor-
mal conditions. And what
socialists do in the previous
years or decades of ‘normal’
conditions greatly affects what
we can do in those ‘abnormal’
times.

Take an example: May-June
1968 in France. Ten million
workersstruck, in what was by
far the greatest general strike
in ‘history. Eventually they
settled for wage rises. But
many workers knew thata lot
more than wage rises was at
stake.

At one shipyard workers
occupied — and when
managementcame to ask what
their demands were, they
refusedto give an answer. For
three days they refused. They
knew they wanted more than
better wages and conditions —

but they couldn't see howto
put their aspirations for a

better society in the formof a
routine demand to the
management!

fj
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’ Poster from the French General

Whenthe trade union lead-
ers of the no-longer-revolu-
tionary Communist Party
reported back on the wage
rises they had negotiated,
they were booed and jeered in
the great car factory of Renault
Billancourt, a CP stronghold.

The strike continued des-
pite the wage rises. But even-
tually it petered out. Why?

The revolutionary Marxist
groups in France in May-June
1968 made some mistakes.
But — as it happened — that
was not crucial. What was
crucial was that they were
simplytoo small.

In factories and  work-
places where revolutionaries
had some influence, there
were action committees,
workers’ councils, attempts to
make links with other work-
places. But there were very
fewsuchworkplaces.

For most workers, the
choice| ‘between the revolu-
tionariesand the established
trade union leaderships pre-
sented itself as a choice
between a few students of
whom they knewnothing and
the existing organisation of
theirclass. And theyknewthat
the strength of the working
class dependson organisation.

What was required for the
situation to develop towards a
revolution was not that the
revolutionaries should some-
howin the previous years have
developed an ‘alternative
leadership’, a rival machine to
the CP’s. It was that they
should have had a sufficient
foothold in the workplaces to
be able to get a hearing for

- their arguments about rank-
and-file strike committees,
workers’ councils, revolution
— to make those arguments
sufficiently convincing to give
the rank-and-file the  self-
confidence to develop forms of
organisation and demands
different from the CP's  

It was no special! fault of the
revolutionaries of 1968 that
they did not have that foot-
hold Their relatively small
numbers and their isolation
were the productof thedefeats
and disasters of many decades
past.

1968 itself changed the situ-
ation. Revolutionary ideas are
far better known in France
today than they were in 1968.
Another explosion today like
that of 1968 would develop
differently.

No books can of themselves
tell revolutionarieswhat to do
in a situation like May-June
1968. Yet books — and the
crystallisation of what can be
learned from them into an
organisation — are vital prep-
aration for such situations.

And not just books. More
limited struggles than those of
May-June 1968 can also push
limited numbers towards
socialist ideas. The hold of the
labour bureaucracy is not
leakproof. Only by involve-
ment in the actual labour
movement and its actual
struggles can a socialist
organisation learn and develop
into morethana literarysect.

A phrase from Friedrich
Engels sumsit up very well.
The class struggle, he said,
proceeds on three fronts —

economic, political and ideol-
ogical.

The economic struggle is a
more or less automaticproduct
of capitalism. A struggle over
political rights is also inbuilt
withincapitalism.

But the ideological struggle
dependson an active minority.

Andits result determines the
shape of the economic and

_. political struggles. In all capit-
alist countries a drive to form
trade unions will be found.
Whether they are ‘non-
political’, religious, social-
democratic, or Marxist
depends on the ideological

.
theoretical

struggle.
The irreplaceable job of a.

Marxist organisation is to
wage the ideological struggle
as part of an integrated whole
with participation in the
political and economic
struggles.

Some people on the Left
think that this whole notion is
“elitist’’. What arrogance,
they say, for a small group to
think they are the only ones
who knowwhat's what.

It is true, some would-be
Marxist groups are arrogant
and sectarian. But their arro-
gance and sectarianism comes
not from: too much attention to

self-clarification
but from too little. There is
nothing arrogant about the
idea that conscious study and a
collective effort to learn social-
ist theory is likely to produce
clearer ideas than no such
effort.

Nor does an attempt to be
clear and precise about our
own ideas prevent us learning ~

from others. On the contrary:
the notion that everyone has a
little bit of the truth and the
answer lies somewhere in the
middle allows no-one to learn
anythingfrom anyone.

The opponents of Marxist
organisation in fact end up
with a very manipulative sort
of politics. They avoid being .

what they call ‘‘sectarian”’
only by talking down to the
workingclass.

It’s easy enough to score
points at the expense of the
disputes among the Marxist
left. But it’s a very cheap
realism that ends up talking
only about common sense
‘bread andbutter’ issues.

“The struggle for the
‘maturing’ of the mass’’, as
Trotsky put it, ‘beginswith a
minority, with a ‘sect’,witha
vanguard. There is not and
cannot be any other road in
history”

The Tories’
millions |

POLITICAL donations to the
Conservative Party from
British industry rose to £4.9
million in election year, 1983.
That was an increase of 80%
over the previous year, accor-

ding to the latest edition of
Labour Research.

*124 companies, or over a
third of those listed by the
magazine, gave morethanhalf
as much again to the Conser-
vatives in 1983 as they did in
1982. Among these firms the
food giants Brooke Bond
gave £34,000; Rank Hovis
McDougail gave £30,000 and
the pharmaceutical producers
Beechamalso gave £30,000.

*Over 50 companies who
had not given to the Conserva-
tives since the 1979 election
‘produced large gifts in 1983.
Tube [nvestments (£25,000),
Marley tiles (£25,000) and
Debenhams (£25,000) are

among them.
Labour Research also dis-

covered nine companies mak-
ing donations of £31,750 to
the Liberal and SDP Alliance
parties. These included
insurance companies Commer-
cial Union, General Accident
and Norwich Union as well as
Tate and Lyle, the sugar firm.

Labour Research's surveyis
based on an examination of the

‘Research Department.

  (sjaanpy\'eyo
‘oroyd)

accounts of the top 3,000 Brit-
ish public companies. These
revealed donations to the
Conservative Party directly of
£2.7 million and to British
United Industrialists (BUI) of
£580,000. Conservative Cen-
tral Office claims to receive
80% of the money sent to
BUI. This gives a figure of
£3.2 million.
Lubour Research is the month-
ly publication of the Labour

It is
available price £1 [including
p&p| from 78 Blackfriar=
Road, London SEI 8HF.
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A fascist in Israel
ISRAELI politics is pretty
peculiar at the best of times.
But the current spectacle of
prolonged behind-the-scenes
deals between different
parties to form a new govern-
ment is messy even byIsraeli
political standards.

Shimon Peres, leader of the
LabourAlignment,is to form a

‘governmentof national unity’
with the Likud, who lost their
majority in the Knesset at the
recent elections. Peres is also
carrying out parallel negotia-
tions with smaller parties to
see if a different coalition is
possible.

Whatever the outcome in
the end, the prospect of a
coalition between Labour and
Likud puts the lie to Labour’s
posturing that it has any sig-
nificantdifferences.

A place in the Knesset was
won by Rubbi Meir Kahane of
the extreme right Kach move-
ment.

=Kahane openly calls and
campaigns for the expulsion of
all Arabs. But he has met with
much opposition. The Israeli
president broke with normal
custom by refusing to meet
with Kahane who now has the
status of ‘‘an elected party

 
Meir Kahane

leader’.
Far more encouragingly,

a mass demonstration against
Kahane in Umm al-Fahmlast
weekend united Jews and
Arabs in opposition to
Kahane’s Jewish
racism. The shock of having a
Jewish fascist elected to the
Knesset in ‘‘the only demo-
cracy in the Middle East’’ is
having a sobering effect on

many Jews. The©Jewish-
Arab unity should be built on

and developed. 
END turns outwards

From back page.
All of the papers presented

for this discussion recognised
the right of the Pajestine
Liberation Organistion to
exist. However, only one,
presented by the Anti-NATO
Commission of Madrid, sup-
ported the demands of the
PLO for a democratic secular
Palestinian State in place of
Israel. The rest supported a

Palestinian State and an
Israeli State.

Another statement said that
the struggle of the Kurds may
cause instabilityin the region.
The democratic principle of
self-determination was again
subordinated to a notion of
‘peace’ through general con-
ciliation.

Charter 77 makes a similar
point whenit criticises peace
activists going along with anti-
democratic speeches from
official Soviet bodies when
they slander unofficial activ-
ists as ‘hooligans’.

The main drawback of the
Convention was the difficulty
of sorting ot the principle
of democracy and self-deter-
mination from the ploys of
diplomaey.

The position of the Anti-
NATO Commission of Madrid
was however explicitly inter-
nationalist: ‘For bringing
togetherthestruggle for peace

Movement in Japan Today
reveals that there has been a

long tradition of autonomous
peace groups in that country.
They have been able to unite
the peace activists of the
Japanese Communist Party
and Japanese Socialist Party
around a declaration which
states ‘The peace we are

demanding is not merely the
absence of war. Peace implies
the creation of a world without
colonialism, racism, oppres-
sion, poverty and sexism’.

The force and potential of
such ideas were often sub-
merged byrhetoric at the Con-
vention.

Whether this rhetoric was

of the Stalinist variety — end-
less words about ‘peace’ and
‘progress of peoples’ — or of
the kind that assumedthatall
delegates were pacifists, the
result was the same — no

dialogue.
Set speeches cameoneafter

another without any attempt
being made to take up issues
or differences as they arose.

But the END Convention's
attempt to turn to world issues
— like nuclear free zones in
the Pacific and Latin America
— and to the struggles of
workingpeople like the miners
in Britain is a step forward.

Still there are questions.
What about: Ireland? What
about a moratorium on the
building of nuclear power

and the struggle against stations? What about Polish
imperialism’. Some of the coal scabbingon the miners?
unofficial East European Perhaps these questions
delegates had similar ideas. may be discussed at next

A paper on ‘The Peace year's END Convention. 
THORNTON VIEW — ONE YEARON

care

GCHQ: the fight g
WHEN the High Court declared
the Tory ban on unions at GCHQ
to be contrary to “natural
justice” it was a bad blowto Mrs
“Taw and Order” Thatcher. The
Labour Party and trade union
leaders were jubilant. ‘

But the judgementrested on a

very flimsy basis. it was “contrary
to natural justice” because the
unions hadn’t been consulted.

 

Now the Tories have won their
appeal against the judgement
This time the basis of the judge-
ment was that the issue Was one
of national security and on that
the government need consult only
itself. The government and only
the government knows what is
needed for national security,
ruled the Appeal Judge.

Now, the banned GCHQ

 
  
  

unions will ha
case in the How

It’s yet another
the way the courts can —

odd freakish exception — be
relied on to side with the govern-
ment and employers when it
matters.

The unions’ appeal to the Law
Lords may be heard on August
13, although some time in
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Rail workshops: action needed after Aug 10

AUGUST 10 is the day of a 24
hour strike by workers in British
Rail workshops. After the closure
just a year ago, of three rail
workshops,Shildon, in the north-
east, Horwich, near Manchester,
and Temple Mills in London, and
the lack of any effective fight to
prevent it, this action is a

welcome change.
It comesafter a month of non-

cooperation-with management,
consisting of overtime bans, work-
to-rules, and other forms of
action. =

This reflects the diversity the
workshops cover ranging from
the large wagon and coach build-
ing establishments such as at
Derby, to the small regional
workshops made up of joiners,
plumbers,etc.

The dayofstrike action will
be marked_by a demonstration in
Derby, now considered the weak
point in the union’s fight.

Five years ago BREL, (Brit-
ish Rail’s engineering subsidiary)
employed 35,000. But a policy
of rundown, closure and an

attempt to open it up to outside
competition aims to reduce that
by 13,000 in three years’ time

The latest move by BREL
which provided the push for this
action was the decision to split
the order for 50 x 2 car diesel
multiple units equally between
BREL and Metro-Cammell.

The original| plan had been
far a lengthy trial periodof each
company’s model and then a

decision on who to allocate the
whole contract to.

However, pressure from the
government with cash restrictions
and the demand that BR’s five-
year corporate plan of closures
and redundancies be completed in
three years, forced a decision
muchearlier.

The 50/50 allocation was

made despite the fact that the
“outside competition” bid from
Metro Cammell was 15% more

expensive.
The workshop action has

already scored a_ victory. After
arranging an audit of BREL’s
costs, no doubt in the hope of
finding something to increase the
price, BR has backed down and
placed the entire first order with
BREL.

As with the NUR/ASLEFpay
claim last May, BR are no doubt
under governmentinstructions to
make concessions while the
miners are on. strike, in an

attempt to undercut action and
so keep the NUMisolated.

This small victory iS an argu-
ment not for nowcalling off the
action, but for stepping it up.

The closure and rundown
threats still remain. The work-
shops are being prepared for
privatisation.

BR has overall cut 1,000 jobs
per monthfor thelast three years,
and plans 18,000 more by the end

Cowley
2,500 workers were laid off for
two dayslast week at BL’s Austin
Rover car plant in Cowley.

This followed a walk-out by

 

By Rob Dawber
of the decade, outside the work-
shops.

The NUR has no plans for
workshop action after August 10,
pointing to (probably correctly)

obstructiveness on the part of
Confed officials who represent
around 40% of workshop mem-
bers.

The members themselves can
see no reason to be obstructive.

Every pressure must now be
put on the national unions to

step up the action, drawing in
those railworkers in other grades
who are now to beginnon-cooper-
ation from September 10, along
with a strike in London on Sep-
tember 12 for 24 hours unless
BR back down on line closure
proposals.
 

Fighting the pirate privateers, the
its sixth month. Since the hospita
But whenthey were told to put ina te!
Crothallsannounced a projected cut of

 
  walk-outat London's Barking Hospital goes on, almost into

1 opened, Crothalls have monopolised the cleaning services.
nder again to compete against otherpossible contractors,
60 mainly women workers out of a workforce of 100.
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trike against rate-cap
OVER 10,000 workers employed
by the Merseyside County Coun-
cil staged a 24-hour strike this
week on Tuesday, August 7, in
protest at the government’s “‘rate-
capping” plans and proposed
abolition of the metropolitan
authorities.

The strike, called by the Mer-
seyside County Council»Joint
Trade Union Committee and
supported by Liverpool City
Council workers, closed road
tunnel and ferry operations and
seriously affected bus and local
rail services. 

 

This strike — the fifth day of
action on Merseyside this year
follows a 24-hour strike last

   
   

Thursday by more than 2,000
NALGO members employed by
Greater Manchester Council.
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Labour should say
NO TO NATO! 
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LABOUR’S latest statement on defence consists mostly of
confusion and flabby compro-
mise.

Theparty is to keep its com-
mitment to NATO at the same
time as ‘de-commissioning’
Polaris, arguing for a ‘‘no
first-use’’ of nuclear weapons
commitment from NATO and a
European nuclear-free zone.

These policies just do not
add up. NATOis an aggres-
sive military alliance, whose
policy is based on a nuclear
war fighting capability. It

By Tom Rigby
cannot be peacefully trans-
formed into something differ-
ent.

It is the absenceof a clear
commitment to pull out of
NATOthatis at the root ofthis
confusion.

Good,clear and firm unilat-
eralist resolutions like the one
from. the TGWU adopted at
last year’s party conference
will meanverylittle in practice
if they are not combinedwith a

campaign to get Britain out of
NATO.

It is the Party’s continued
commitment to NATO that
gives the right wing and soft
left the room to manoeuvre
and fudge on the basic unilat-
eralist policy supported by the
vast majority of Labour activ-
ists.

Vague statements about
‘appropriate action’ to get rid
of US nuclear bases from
Britain don’t mean much when_
they are mixed up with sup-
port for NATO membership.
 

ENDdiscuss strike against Cruise
THE MOSTimportant idea to
come out of the European
Nuclear Disarmament (END)
convention in Perugia, Italy,in
July, was a proposal for a 24

By John Douglas
for Employers’ Associations to
support the action should not

peace organisations East and
West, official and unofficial.
The Convention organisers
invited 59 supporters of END
from Eastern Europe.
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Birmingham anti-deportation

THIS Friday’s NUM delegate
conference will be a very im-
portant one forthestrike. We
need to say clearly which
direction we are goingin.

| think we should be talking
about going to -the rest of the

demonstration last Saturday, August 4.
aS weeGeneral

strike
By Paul Whetton, Notts
Rank and File Miners
Strike Committee, Bever-
cotes NUM.
to stop it going beyond a one-
 

it. Yes, the TUC should cali a
general strike. But if you get that
resolution through, the rank and
file militants can go round stick-
ing up picket lines everywhere.
The people who can get others
out then -- with the authorityof
the TUC, but not under its con-

hour generalstrikeagainst the stop us from raising the Manyoftheseactivistswere|trade union movementandraising bade eae aebe the rank andfile
installation of Cruise missiles demand! not granted visas by their|the issue of the general strike. We

w raefete the TUC ne the ‘ Th left trad ion leadwhich was raised at the Con- The Convention also governments, although three|must get it raised from the rank Ay, ing arene e leit trade union leaders

vention by Danish trade union-
ists.

Given the reasonable
success of five-minute strikes
in West Germany, Finland,
Belgium and-Denmart., they

_are calling for thisproposal to
be discussed in every trade
union throughout Furope. the
fact that they are also calling

attempted to explore new
‘areas of activity with new
allies and newtactics.

For example the banner of
West Yorkshire END, who
organised the bus I travelled
on, had the slogan ‘Coal not
Missiles’.

The Convention wanted to
develop. ‘dialogue’ between
 

‘Broaden the agenda’
Solidarnose, KOR, Charter|trade ete Pe clog :

Getting the TUC to pass a_ to lead, ’m leading, I'm telling77 and the Moscow Trust faeee see VeenaBa resolution saying that workers you to come out”Tony Benn spoke to John Group. than it was at the rare oF ie shouldn’t cross NUM picket lines Continued
:

2Douglas at theEuropean This action was brought to Pheeeeyeewerticd a.
is probably the best wayto start continued: on: page

Nuclear Disarmament an end after the Chair, Ken|tremendous effect in shaking up Ay A 2 4
sail

a Fa
Convention Coates, asked the protestors|the whole labour movement.Mili- dat pal

 
   

independent Hungarian activ-
ists were able to.attend.

Others didnot apply, either
becausethey wanted toavoid —conflict with. their govern-
ments, or because they were
protesting at the invitation

¢56 delegates from officia
peace groups to the C ‘onven-tion.

Some delegates protested
against the refusal to issue
visas to the unofficial activists
by mounting the platform and
draping banners on behalf of

 
  
 

 

and file to put pressure on union
Jeaders. Many union leaders may
well say: “Well, yes, we support
you, but

. .
.” The pressure has

got to come from the rank and
a

_. Theyshould say to the unionleaders “you bloody well support
them”.They must be put under
eal pressure so that the groundis‘prepared for the TUC conference

_ when Scargill will be making his
_appeal for full support from the
rest of the labour movement.

It’s not just money we want
but real support. That means
action. Right nowit means action
being promised by rank and file

to withdraw in order that|tants throughout industry who
What do you think has been ‘dialogue’ could continue. felt Pe = gupenms was

-
; . aten : close t sing on its

most important about this The Liaison Committee for|beaten and close to being on it
Ss

a2 C ae fficiall knees nowsce that it is possibledonference? the onvention_officially|44 fight back.condemned the_refusal ofFirstly, there are peace move-
ments here from Eastern Eur-
»pe

— countries have to make

  
    
   

its agenda and
civil liberties and the

of women and
le — be

 

 
governments toallow visas to
the unofficial activists and left   Tories 

  

On the other side the
can’t afford to budge. For

is a political stri
win. Chancello

 

 
 

 
 

strike in the belief.that if they
touch it they will sell it out.
That’s stilla real danger. The rank
and file must stop them selling us
out,

And if theycall a one-day
general strike it’s for sure the
TUC will be screaming — ‘Right,
you've had your day, now every-
body go back!’ But by then the

tank andfilemight well besaying
‘Well, no, we are going to back
theminers”’. rae

In the last five years the Tories
have built up a great reservoir of
bitterness in the working class.
The miners’ strike might well be
the detonator that makes the
dam explodein their faces.

met last week. The rank andfile”
should demand that they come
out with a firm commitment.

They can't play it close to
their chests. You elect leaders to
lead, and what they shouldbe
doing is giving a lead, Theyshouldn’t just be going into

SIYYWHNHOF
 

smoke filled rooms and saying
OK whenthetime comes we'llbe
there. They should be ‘there’
now.

eet Ae:They should bestandingup
and banging the table, doing
what they were elected to do —

lead, Not just weakly calling their
members out but — as far as they
can — demanding, instructing
their members: “you elected me

  

 

      
 

 
 

  
 

 

      
 

   

 

 
    
 

 

 


