
by JOHN BLOXAM
[MobilisingCom-
mittee organiser, in
Personalcapacity]
INSTEAD OF fighting the
Tories, the top union and
Labour leaders are cuddling
up to the bosses in the CBI
and trying to work out a new
Social Con-Trickfor the next
Labour Government.

On June 30, Sid Weighell,
the right-wing general secr-
etary of the railworkers’ un-
ion, rammed a resolution
through his union’s confer-
ence calling for an incomes
policy. ‘‘Considerable re-
straint will be required in the
wagesfield’’,he said.

Then on July 9 Weighell
was followed by Moss Evans
of the TGWU,whois suppos-
ed to be a left-winger of
sorts. He told TGWU-spons-
ored MPsthat he wanted a
new social contract. It would
include wage controls,though not ‘rigid, inflex-
ible’ control.

On July 5 the big-business
Magazine the Economist
could report:

“At a recent meeting with
union leaders Mr Denis
Healey and Mr Roy Hatters-
ley argued that the Labour
Party needed to arm itself
with an incomes policy. Mr
Murray, in effect, replied:
not yet — but we’ll come to
it later.

Imports
“So, despite the vigorous

opposition to such policies
expressed at the Wembley
special party conference last
month, Labour would prob-
ably be able to flaunt an
incomespolicy at the govern-
mentat a politicallyoppport-
une moment...” ’

The TUC and the Labour
shadowcabinetwill be meet-
ing on July 21 to draft a
statement on the economy,
and it may well include at
least strong hints at incomes
policy.

Meanwhile the TUC is
pressing hard to get a joint
campaign with the CBI on
import controls. Instead of afight against the bosses, the
TUC wants a joint workers/
bosses campaign against for-
eign goods — which means,

inevitably,
workers!

For months, the TUClead-
ers have been whining on ab-
out how reasonable they
would be if only the Tories
would talk to them more. But
since they have drawn a
blank on thebeer-and-sand-
wiches round at DowningStreet, they make do with
talkswith the CBI.

In the political philosophyof the TUC leaders, these
talks are the only way to getanywhere near ‘power’. The
power of working-classmassaction, mobilisedagainst the
Tories and the bosses, is
something they hardlyunderstandandtotallyfear.

Talks
The next stage could well

be the TUC talking to the
Tories about howto operate
under the Employment Bill
when it becomes law. In
spite of TUC commitmenton
paper to non-cooperation,
someright-wing unions have
already said they will take
Tory moneyfor ballots.

This behind-the-scenes
back-stabbingclearly shows
the link between the fightagainst the Tories and Lab-
our and trade union demo-
cacy.

Incomes policies under
capitalism have been re-
jected by Labour and TUC
conferences. But the bur-
eaucratic leaders manoeuvre
and manipulate to negateconferencepolicy.They push the line that
wages must be ‘restrained’
to save capitalist industry,They give no real support
to vital wages struggles+like
the steelworkers’ early this
year.

After the miners’ confer-
ence had voted to demand a
£100 minimum wage, Joe
Gormley made a speech re-
assuring the Tories. It wasjust a conference resolu-
tion, he said — it didn’t
mean Gormley was actuallygoing to fight theTories!

All this at a time when
wage rises are running waybehind inflation; at a time
when all-out working class
action is urgently needed to
beat the Tory bonfire of jobs
and public services.

Someleft-wingers get con-
fused by the argument that
an incomespolicy is all right
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if it goes together with divi-
dend, price, and investment
controls. Tony Benn, inter-
viewed on television on July
7, said he might favour an
incomes policy as part of
overall planning within a
new ‘classpartnership’.

Don’t be fooled! There can
be no class partnership be-
tween bosses and workers,
any more than there can be
peace and friendship be-
tween sharks and the fish
they eat. Any incomespolicy
undercapitalism is swindling

and robbery.
A government really re-

presenting the workers can-
not just try to nudge the
capitalists into being less
ruthless, or go in for shams
like the last Labour govern-ment’s price controls. It
must openly assault the
wealth and powerof the top5%, and fight for workers’
power.

The bureaucrats who want
to sabotage democracy in
the labour movement are
also sabotaging the fight

BACK
against the Tories. The rank
and file must call them to
account, andfightfor:

© An endto all collabora-
tion with the Tories and CBI.

° Preparation for solidar-
ity with all workers’ strugg-
les, and all-out strikes ag-ainst the EmploymentBill.

* Renovation and demo-
cracy in the labour move-
ment.

° A workers’ government,
controlled by and democra-
tically accountableto the lab-
our movement.
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couldn't take a to
ainst the Tories’ pSo why doesn’t Callaghan start £5 billion worth of Tridentwithhis best friend Bill? missiles. The most he couldAt the May special confer- say was ‘‘Many of us are

ence, the Labour Party agreed deeply sceptical about the
& programme on ‘Peace, Jobs decision’’
and dom’. Shortly after

‘h line ag-
to buy it held an anti-Cruise missiledemonstration. Rodgers lab-elled some of the marchers‘parasites’ and ‘infiltrators’becausetheywanted to gofur-

therthantheMaydecisions.Now this arch right-wingerhas penned a pamphlet sup-rting Cruise missiles inBritain
. The pamphlet is publ-ished by the Labour Commit-

tee for Transatlantic Under-
standing, which was spendexpo: as being a NA’front organisation.those connections, it
is not’ surprising that Rodgers

kk
CALLAGHAN

—
lookinglike a

rosperous butcher just backon Majorca — emerged from
aacar os into
the NEC meeting on July 16
and saw Reg Race MP amongthose lobbying.

‘*‘Who’s organised this then,Reg?’’, asked Caliaghan.
“The Rank and File Mobilis-

ing Committee’’, answered
eg.Fan, but why don’t you aim

for unity? Why don’t you mob-
ilise the whole of the Party?’’,grinned Callaghan.

“Don’t worry’’, came the

Labour democracy—

Keep up thepressure
WILLIAM RODGERS’ best
friend Jim wants Party unity. rm: ‘Wewill’’.

e grin disappeared.
xk

NEIL KINNOCKis increas-
ingly being referred to as: ‘a
marshmallow’ — that is, one
of the softies on the NEC (or is
it one of thosethatmelts in the
leader’s mouth?)

After a brisk talk to two
lobbyers on how the power of
the trade union block vote had
to be smashed, he heard Reg
Race call out, ‘‘No comprom-ise, Neil!'’

Kinnock flushed with angerand called Reg aside. ‘‘Don’t
say that to me, Reg, for thecake of comradeship. You
don’t need to lecture me ab-
out compromise’.

:Reg Race maybequick with
repartee, but there’s nothing
you can say to that.

 
I’m keen to get down to thegrass roots too...

Ivan
Wels

 

 



          MOBILILABOURDEMOCRACY  ee
DEFEND THE NEC @

must decide themanifitesto  
Tony Benn, Viadimir Derer. Rachel Lever

Kan Livingstone, Frances Morrell. Reg Race

Brian Sedgemore, Audrey Wise. Bob Wright

 Contacts,activities
BASINGSTOKE
Contact address: not yet fix-
ed, but phone Martin Tim-
mins, 59582. Rally: 7.30pm,
Tuesday 2 September, Chute
House, ChurchSt.

BIRMINGHAM
Contact: Simon Temple, 40
Landgate Rd, Handsworth,
(554 1503). Public meeting
planned for Wednesday 30
July, rally for beginning of
September.
BRISTOL
Contact: George Mickie-
wright, 10 Hanbury Rd,
Bristol BS8 (39249). Open
meeting 8pm, Tuesday 22
July, at Shepherds Hall,
Old Market. Rally planned
for September.
CARDIFF
Contact: Martin Barclay, 21
Dogo St, Canton; or phone
Marguerite Games, Rogers-
ton 4320. Rally: Liam, Satur-
day 26 July, Plant Science
Lecture Room, Main Build-
ing, University College
Cardiff.
CHELMSFORD
Contact: John Brownfield,
516 Linnett Drive, Chelms-
ford (81534).

COVENTRY
Contact: John Lowe, 124
KenilworthCourt (503480).
EDINBURGH
Contact: Joe Baxter, 4 Glen-
gyle Terrace (229 4591).
Public meeting: 2pm, Sun-
day 31 August,at the Trades
Council,Picardy Place.

GLASGOW
(No joint committee establ-
ished becauseLCC unwilling
to take part).
LEEDS
Contact: Barry Winter, c/o
49 Top MoorSide, Leeds 11.
Phone: 703664.

LEICESTER
Contact: 38 Portland - Rd
(700498). Public meeting:
7.30pm, Wednesday 30 July,
Secular Hall, Humberstone
Gate. Leicester West CLP
has backed the Mobilising
Committee.

LONDON
BRENT
Contact: Ron Anderson, 128
Dollis Hill Lane, NW2 (450
4509).

HACKNEY
Contact: Ann Cameron, 12
Painsthorpe Rd, N16 (229
7554). Hackney North CLP
has backed the Mobilising
Committee. It has agreed to
ask every Party member to
take one copy of the broad-
sheet for themselves and an-
other copy to sell at work or
in theirtrade union.
HARINGEY
Contact: Jeremy Corbyn,
28 Lausanne Rd, N8 (340
9069), or Hornsey Labour
Party,28 Middle Lane, N8.
ISLINGTON
Contact: Jenny Morris, 56b
Grosvenor Ave, N5 (226
7079).
LAMBETH
Contact: Graham Norwood,
25 Fawnbrake Ave, SE24
(274 0042).
NEWHAM
Contact address: not yet fix-
ed, but phone Mike Foley,
555 9957.
PADDINGTON
Paddington CLP has backed
the Mobilising Committee
and is planning a rally in
early Septemrber. Contact:
39 Chi Rd, W9
(286 960 :

TOWERHAMLETS
Contact: c/o 12 Tredegar
Square, E3.

MANCHESTER
Contact: Dave Gardner, 312
Robert

MERSEYSIDE
WIRRAL
Contact: John McCabe,
10 Heyes Drive, Wallasey
(639 2739).
LIVERPOOL
Contact: Andy Dixon, 30
Church Rd, Roby, Huyton
(489 4242).
NEWCASTLE
Contact: Martin Lightfoot,
Trade Union Studies Inform-
ation Unit, Southend, Fern-
wood Rd, Newcastle.

NORTHAMPTON
Contact: John Dickie, 2
Western View, Black Lion
Hill (22188), or, Steve Scho-
field, 24 Hallam Close, Moul-
ton (499543). Northampton
North and South CLPs have
beth backed the Mobilising
Committee.

NOTTINGHAM
Contact: Pete Radcliff, Flat
1, 8 Vickers St (625499).
Next planning meeting:
Thursday, 17 July. Rally
planned for September.
SHEFFIELD
Contact: John Cunningham,
c/o 10 Burns Rd, Sheffield
6 (686773).
7.30pm, Monday 28 July,
‘Prince of Wales’, Division
St. Rally planned for Sep-
tember.

STOKE
Contact: Arthur Bough, 23
Russell Rd, Sandyford. Publ-
ic meeting: Thursday 24
July, at WEA,
House, Broad St, Hanley.

Open meeting: ©

 
OTHER MEETINGS |

TUESDAY 22 JULY. Iranian
Women’s Solidarity Group re-
launches its public campaign
against recent attacks on wo-
men'srights in Iran: compuls-
ory veiling and sacking of wo-

men from government off-
ices. 8pm, ‘Roebuck’, Totten-
ham Court Rd, London.
WEDNESDAY23 JULY. South
London Right to Work Cam-
paign, with Stuart Holland and
John Deason. 7.30pm at Stock-
well Hall, Stockwell Park
Walk, London SW9.
THURSDAY 24 JULY. Man-
chester SCLV meeting, 8pm at
the ‘Packhorse’,off Deansgate
THURSDAY 24 JULY. Smash
the Prevention of Terrorism
Act, defend free speech on
Ireland. Speakers: Gerry Mac-
Lochlainn, Plaid ymru,
Troops Out. 7.30pm at the

 
WilliamIV pub, Newport.

SATURDAY 26 JULY -. SAT.
2 AUGUST. Labour Party
Young—Socialists summer
camp. Bracelands campsite,
near Coleford; Gloucester-
shire. Booking fee £4 (cheques
to ‘“LPYS Summer Cam
Fund’) to LPYS, 144 Wal-
worth Rd, London SE17.
Cost for full week £35.

a
 

Socialist Organiser
Conferenceon the

FIGHT FOR DEMOCRACY
IN THE TRADEUNIONS

Saturday 1 November
11-5.30, in Birmingham

Opento Labour Party
membersand to
trade unionists.

Inquiries to John Bloxam
c/o 5 Stamford Hill

London N16

 
 

  we stand
SOCIALIST ORGANISER is the paper of the
Socialist Campaign for a Labour Victory, an alliance
of Labour and trade union activists sponsored by
six Constituency Labour Parties, four Trades
Councils, and several trade union branches and
LPYSS: We aim to build a class-struggle left-wing
in the Labour Party and trade unions based on a

revolutionary socialist platform.
* Organise theleft to beatbacktheTories’ attacks!

Noto attackson union rights; defend thepicket-line;
noao interference in our unions!

o to any wage curbs. Labour must support all struggles
for betterlivingstandards and conditions’

Wagerises should at the veryleast keep up withprice
increases. The same should gofor state benefits,grants
and pensions.

* Start improvingthesocial services ratherthancutting
them.Stop cuttingjobs in the public sector.

% End unemployment. Cut hours not jobs — share the
work with noloss of pay. Start now witha 35-hour week and
and endto overtime.

* Alliirms threateningclosure should benationalised
under workers’ control.

;

* Makethebosses pay,not theworkingclass. Millions
for hospitals, not a pennyfor ‘defence’! Natlonalisethe
banks and financial institutions withoutcompensation.End
the interest burden on councilhousing and otherpublic
services.

* Freeze rents and rates.
x Scrapall immigrationcontrols. Race is not a problem;

racism is. The labour movement must mobllise to drive the
fascists off thestreets.

Purgeracistsfrom positions in thelabour movement.
Organisefull support for blackself-defence.

* The capitalist police are an enemyfor theworking
class. Support all demandsto weaken themas thebosses’
striking force: dissolutionof special squads (SPG, Special
Branch, MI5, etc.),public accountability,etc.

% Free abortion and contraceptionon demand. Women’s
equalright to work,and full equality for women.

* Against attackson gays by theState: abolish all laws
which discriminateagainst lesbiansand gay men;for the
right of the gay community to organise and to affirm their
stance publicly.

* The Irish people — as a whole — should have theright
to determine theirown future. Get theBritish troops out
now! Repeal thePreventionof TerrorismAct. Political
statusfor lrish Republican prisoners’as a matter of urgency.

% Theblackworkingpeople of SouthAfricaand of
Zimbabweshould getfull support from theBritish labour
movementfor theirstrikes, struggles, and armed combat
against the white supremacistregimes. SouthAfricangoods
and services should be blacked.

% Itis essential to achievethefullest democracy in the
labour movement. Automaticreselection of MPs during
each parliament,andtheelection by annual conferenceof
party leaders. Annual electionofall trade unionofficials,
who should bepaid the averagefor the trade.

* The chaos, waste, human suffering and misery of
capitalism now — in Britain and throughouttheworld —

show the urgentneed to establish rational, democratic,
humancontrol over theeconomy,to make thedecisive
sectors of industry social property, under workers’ control.

The strengthof thelabour movementlies in therank and
file.Our perspective must be workingclass actionto raze
thecapitalist system downto its foundations,and to put a

workingclass socialist system in Its place— ratherthan
hav:ng our representatives run the system and waiting for
the crumbs from thetable of thebankersand bosses.

  Gays u
byALEXIS CARRAS
IN AUGUST 1979, John
Saunders, a worker at 4

youth camp, was dismissed
by his employers, the
Scottish National Camps
Association. The reason?

“Informationwas received
that you indulge in homo-
sexuality. At a Camp accom-
odating large number of
school children and teen-

agersit is totally unsuitable
to employ a person with
such tendencies.”

John Saunders did not
deny that he was gay. There
had been no complaints
about his workat the camp.

In November 1979 he took
the case to an Industrial
Tribunal. The Tribunal up-
held the sacking. In April
1980 an Employment Appeal
Tribunal also upheld the
findings of the Industrial

Tribunal.
The EAT supported the

Tribunal because it main-
tained that the Scottish
National Camp’ Association,
as a ‘reasonable’ employer,
decided that the defendant's
sexual orientation constitut-
ed a ‘risk’ to young people
and a source of anxiety to
their parents

Psychiatrists
heterosexuals
great a ‘risk’ to young Came
ren as gays :

dismissed.

A)
The road is now clear.

Any ‘reasonable’ employer,
any ‘reasonable’ little
bourgeois can appeal to that
great amorphous body _of
‘reasonable’ public opinion
and uphold their totally
arbitrary sacking of employ-
ees, simply on the basis that

 

theyare gay.
No gay person, especially

if s/he has had the courage
to take a stand and openly
identify himself/herself as
such, is now safe in their
job.Although on the front-
line of attack, gays are not
the only ones whowill suffer

as a consequence of this
ruling. Anyone with diff-
erent views, attitudes and
lifestyleis also under threat.

Tofight the coming carni-
val of ‘reasonableness’
(read: bigotry, repression,
and institutional neurosis),
gay people have launched
the Employment Protection 

t thebigots
  

Appeal, an umbrella group-
ing of five gay organis-
ations with the main aim of
overturning the Tribunal’s
ruling at the appeal to the
Court of Session in Edin-
burgh in theautumn.

The appeal has received
support of several national
unions (GMWU, NALGO,
NUPE, SCPS), the Scottish
Trade Union Congress,
the Aberdeen and Edin-
burgh

=
Trades Councils,

several Constituency Lab-
our Parties, and some
MPs.

A)
[hey have organised

a picket of the TUC Gen-
eral Council in June, and
during the Gay Pride Week
March at the end of June,
they presented 2 pe
with thousands of sig
to the Prime Mimister

   

The appeal calls on all
groups and individuals to
help the campaign in several
ways:
* lobby for an amendmentto
the Employment Protection
Act so that gays are explicit-
ly protected;
*join or support your
union's gay caucus or group;
*write a letter to your
organisation’s journal
publicising the John Saun-
ders case and calling for
action;
* secure commitments from
local authorities and other
employers that they will
not discriminate against gays
in their employment;
*launch a boycott where
possible of school camps run
by the Scottish National
CampsAssociationLtd.

For further information
nd for fimancial contrib-

which the appeal
» needs, write to:
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  No unitywithoutdemocracy

by JON LANSMAN,
secretary of the
Mobilising
Committee

‘‘THEREIS a deep ground-
swell throughout our move-
mentto bring this continuing
debate to an end'’. So said
Jim Callaghan recently,
and thismay be the case. But
the. groundswell is driven
by a desire for the démo-
cratic changes to be made
this year, not by a loss of
concern. And Jim is not
just asking for the debate
to cease, but actually for a
reversal of the Party’s de-
cision on reselection and the
manifesto.

So it seems thathe was not
really talking about a feeling
amongst the rank and file
at all. Perhaps he wastalk-
ing about the storm that has
always blown in the upper
reaches of the Party hier-
archy, in the minds of people
whoseinterests would not be
served by an extension of
democracyandrankandfile
influence. Certainlyit is this
storm and not any ground-
swell that is in favour of
closing thedebate.

Afterall, on the Commiss-
ion of Enquiry, it is the
Parliamentary leadership

and the trade union leaders
in their personal capacities
whocould not agree and who

prevented the Enquiry from
reaching a gonclusion on
the democratic questions.
It is they who proposed the
Enquiry in the first place to
re-examine decisions that
had already been made, and
who are now proposing the
reintroduction of the three
year rule, which hasalready
prolonged the debate. But
there was a clear consensus
amongst the submissions to
the Enquiry, and amongst
the Party’s six represent-
atives on the Enquiry. It

may bethatthe rank andfile
are tired of the debate, but
they hardly want to return to
the position before the
debate began.

Michael Foot last week
compared the preoccupation
with ‘‘so-called constitution-
al issues’’ to the medieval
scholars arguing about how
many angels might dance on
the point of a needle, when
the Thatcherite barbarians
were at the gate. He forgets
that it was the last Labour
government's abandonment
of Party policies which
brought the Thatcherite
barbarians to the gate. It
is a pity that Labour's
Parliamentary leadership
should once again try to
avoid the future implement-
ation of Labour policies by
pretending that account-
abilityis irrelevant.

The rank and file are
determined to avoid a repeat
of the last Labour govern-
ment’s failures. The so-
called preoccupation of
Party members with constit-
utional issues is to prevent
a repetition by making Lab-
our’s elected representatives
more accountable to the
Party. It is this. democratic
principle which prompted the
formation of the Rank and
File Mobilising Committee
for Labour Democracy,
and which unites all its con-
stituent organisations. This

unprecedented unity lays
the foundations for the co-
operation that is essential
to overcome the formidable
obstacles on the road to
socialist policies.

The MobilisingCommittee
is not concerned with who
leads the Party. It is a rank
and file campaign and con-
cerned only with wider part-
icipation. There can be no
compromise on  account-
ability. If the issues are lost
this year, the fight will
continue. Jim will also not
compromise; no doubt he
will also ‘‘fight, fight and
fight again to save the Party
we love’’. But let it not be
said that the party is divided
in a struggle between Left
and Right. The conflict is
between the interests of
the rank and file and the
interests of the leadership.

We must unite and fightthe Tories, but true unity can
only be on the basis of a
democratic Party, and an
accountable leadership.
There will not be much en-
thusiasm for a campaign to
restore to power another
Labour government which
will ignore the wishes of the
Party, and impose the very
policies of deflation, wage
restraint and spending cuts
on which our opposition to
the Tories is based. Enough
is indeed enough.
  

 
 
 

  NO DEMOCRACY WITHOUT
A FIGHT TO THE FINISH

LABOUR’S Right Wing is
accusing the Left of tearing
the Party apart, quarrelling
over constitutional irrelev-
ancies, and diverting atten-
tion from the vital battles
withthe Tories.

Hypocrisy! How can ‘unity
against the Tories’ be an
excuse for the Right Wing
wanting to stop any fight
against the Tories on issues
like nucleararmsor Ireland?

The Right Wing deplores
and condemns the battles
over Party democracy —

and at the sametime, fights
those battles, ruthlessly,
aggressively, and going all
out to win.

They are right about the
importance of the battles in
thelr actions, not in their
hypocritical words. There is
no point wishing that the
conflict over Party demo-
cracy would go away. It
is theeand it has to be
fought out.

:Like every serious political
battle, It represents a clash
of class interests. The Right
Wing wants the Labour
Party to remain an alter-
native capitalist governing
team, loosely tled to a pass-
ive electoral machine.

It is led by the Parlia-
mentary chiefs, the right

 
most remote trom its working
class base. Its chief advan-
tage in the struggle is the
loud support of the capitalist
press. ;

The democratic reforms
fought for by the Left would
enable Labour ‘‘to mobilise
our full strength to change
society, as distinct from
sending some people into
government as Ministers’’

William Rodgers, tribuneof
the Right

(as Tony Benn puts it).
The driving force of the

Left has come from the rank
and file, who have continued
to press ahead even when the
National Executive Committ-
ee has compromised — and
when Benn himself was
silent after being ‘‘sent into
governmentas a Minister’’.

Jon Lansman, secretary of
the Rank and FileMobilisingCommittee, writes on this

with who leads the Party...

let it not be said that the
Party is divided in a struggle
betweenLeft and Right’’.

The MobilisingCommittee
unites activists with the most
diverse views on many
political questions for a joint
effort on the key immediate
issue of democracy. As such,
it cannot align itself with
one particular policy trend or
one particular candidate for
leader withinthe Party.

But the Party is divided
between Left and Right. The
conflict between rank and
file and leadership will be
resolved only by getting a
new leadership in tune with
the rank and file — and
striking out against capital-
ism — or by the leadership
stifling and taming the
rank and file. Either way,
the struggle has to be fought
to the end.

That’s why the stakes are
so high. That’s why the
pressure is so great. That’s
why there is a risk that the)
National Executive Committ-
ee will crumble and compre-
mise. And that’s why the
fight for Labour democracy
can be won only by mobil-
ising working class activists
for a struggle just as ruth-
less as the pro-capitalist
Right Wing’s.

MARTIN
THOMAS

  
|this view,

Organising
theleft

ONLY A FEW months ago,
most people seemed to
assume that conflict over
democracy and  account-
ability in the Labour Party
would besettled in favour of
the left. The gains of last
year’s Brighton conference
and the disorganisedstate of
the Labourright encouraged
many Labour Party left
wingers into a kind of creep-
ing complacency that all was
settled. The democratic
reforms would go through
andtheright wing leadership
swept from power.

|Now things are looking
rather different. The big
gunsofthetrade unions have
swung decisively behind
Callaghan and the outcome
of the Commission of En-
quiry has been a boost for
the right. And yet this is at
a time when the policies ad-
vocated bythe Parliamentary
leadership look more and
more like ‘wet’ Toryism,
and the rank andfileof the
Party are clamouring for a
change ofdirection. Howisit
that events seem to be slipp-
ing out oftheleft's control?

A key to this can be
found in the way theleft in
the Labour Party is organ-
ised. Since its inception there
has been a_ continuous
current of left wing opposit-
ion in the Party, based
mainly on the rank and file
with the support of a few
MPs. At times there has
been no formal organisation
— at other times there have
been organised bodies,
like the Socialist League of
the 1930s, or more recently
the Tribunegroups.

Whatever the style of
organisation, the main aim
of the left has been the
same — to changethepolic-
ies of the Labour Party, in
and out of power, and to
replace the right wing lead-
ership with its own candid-
ates.

Usually, Labour MPs have
been at the head and have
greatly influenced the tone
and methods of the left.
This has especially been the
case since the post-war Lab-
our government, when we've
had the Keep Left group
during the Attlee govern-
ment, the Bevanites during
the ‘SOs, and the Tribune
group,

Screams
All of these groups have

shared the same basic and
fatal weakness. The rank and
file of the Party are simply
not involved except as a
cast of walk-on extras
cheering the stars at big
conferences and rallies. This
is not surprising, since the
leaders have seen change in
the Party coming about
through the simple diffusion
of theirideas and policies.

All that was needed, in
was more pam-

extra meetings, and  audience —

would follow.
;

1 Fabianism of
5 & wimg leaders was

7

spice of poltical

frac«32 Comm a

real popular support for
socialist, ideas outside Parl-
iament”’ and increasing
“the responsiveness of theLabour Party leadership to"
the broad movement’

From the chorus of out-
raged screams from the
press and the Labour right,
you would have thought
that here was a left wing
movement in the Party that
was going ,to be radically
different from those of the
past. Not a bitofit.

After a spasm ofactivity,
the LCC seems to have
settled down into the old
comfortable style — broad-
sheets, rallies, meetings,
circulars — and makes al-
most no attempt to organise
local activity. For example,
in Manchester a local branch
of the LCC has been formed;
its main activity -in the
summerwill be... a meeting.
In the steel strike earlier
this year the LCC said
nothingand did nothing.

made to link up work in the
Party with struggles going on
outside. Both tendencies
sée the real world solely as
it relates to the Labour
Party, and consequently
shy away from struggles
like those of women and
black people, which do: not
slot neatly into the ‘‘tradit-
ions’’ of the labour move-
ment.

No wonder Callaghan
feels able to claim that the
rank and file of the Party
want to see an end to ‘‘con-
stitutional bickering’. It
is true that rank and file
activists will eventually get
cheesed off with continuous
rown over constitutional
issues — if that is all the
left can offer!

Wedo needto explain the
issues at stake as far as Party
democracy is concerned, we
do needto argue for support
for the campaign objectives
of the Rank and File Mobil-
ising Committee-— but we
also need to be able to in-
volve activists in meaningful
local activity. We have to
show that it’s not just a
matter of changing the rules
and someof the personnel,
but of changing the whole
basis of political activity in
the Party.

There are signs of some
steps in this_direction.

__| Recent weeks have seen a

Stafford Cripps andSidney
Webb: thesame approach
from the left wingerand the
Fabian?

Other tendencies in the
Labour Party also exhibit
the same symptoms of
passive propagandism,
The Militant tendency is
notorious for its  single-
minded devotion in pushing
its own policies forward...
and refusing to be involved
in anything else! Similarly
the ILP, which has recently
returned to the Labour
Party, sees political activity
as being little more than
preaching socialist ideas to
the rank and file.

Indeed, the ILP is so
committed to this view that
its principles declare ‘‘it is
a publications
ation’’ which
develop Socialist
analysis, perspectivepolicy within the

organis-
“seeks to

_

ideas,

 

 
 

flurry of anxious activity
by the LCC, and, much more
hopefully, the formation of
the Rank and File Mobilis-
ing Committee to coordinate

# the effcrts of the left in the
run-up to this year’s confer-
ence. This is mot shutting

.

the stable door after the
horse hasbolted.

Pulpit
Despite all the machinat-

ions of theright wing and the
clamorous campaign of the
Press, the left can still ‘win
the day at conference if a
vigorous campaign is laun-
ched to defend and extend
the gains of Brighton. But,
whatever the outcome, we
have to look further than
that. Time and time again in
the history of the Labour
Party the left has frittered
away its advantages through
its inability to organise the
rank and file. We must not
repeat the same mistakes
yet again.

Socialist Organiser, and
its local groups, aim to
involve Party members in
the widest possible activity
— not only campaigning for
socialist ideas and policies
within the Party, but also
linking up Party activity with
work in and around local
factories and communities.
That is the type of organis-
ation thatthe left needs.

The struggle for socialism
is inseparable from

-
the

actual day-to-day struggles
of working people. It cannot
be conducted from an ivory
academictower, nor frome a 

 
 

 

  



  
 
 CLEANING
OUT THE
eyaeee

attacks from The eVES

by KEN LIVING-
STONE, Camden
Council and GLC
THE NEC Organisational
Sub-Committee has propos-
ed changing the rules and
standing orders of Labour
Groups on Councils so that
policies are not determined
exclusively by the councill-
ors, but by theLP as a whole.
And this has produced the

anti-Party
Times,

Shirley Williamsand the rest
of the far right.

Given their track record
of support for Roy Jenkins
and Reg Prentice, the views
of the elitist wing of the
Partv are predictable. They

claim that only councillors
can decide policy; thatcoun-
cillors are answerable to all
the voters (including Tory
and NF supporters?); and
that only councillors are in a
position to know all the facts.

The Right also claims that
councillors have statutory
obligations and run the risk
of surcharge if theybreak the
law.

But all these protest-
ations overlook the fact that
no-one is forced to be a
councillor. At the moment,
London Labour Parties have
over 270 Party members
competing for 92 GLC nomin-
ations.

The truth is that a large
minority of our councillors
have nothingin commonwith
the Labour Party, have long
since forgotten why they

were first elected, and are
just hanging on to a comfort-
able position with food and
drink and chauffeur-driven
cars paidfor outof therates.

Some leading Labour
members on the local
authorityassociations spend
months each year on trips
abroad, discussing problems
of othercities and thenflying
homein timeto vote for cuts
in jobs and services in their
own. These characters have
been parasites on the Labour
Party for too long and now is
the time to clean out munic-
ipal stables.

Thefirst step in this task
is to give the Labour Party
control over the policies of
Councilsit has won. The only
reason Parties lack the infor-
mation necessary to make
policy is because many

Council Jeaderships with-
holdit.

Several councils have
already asked the NEC to
agree to those changes, and
also to have the Parties elect
thecouncil leaders and chair-
persons.If thesechanges are
agreed, rest assured that we
will see much more of our
Councillors and have all the
information we need to take
decisions.

Many Councils have won
respect from Labour voters in
their areas, but on some
Councils e Freemasons
have more influencethanthe
local Labour Party. The time
has come to bring Labour
Councils back into the
mainstream of the Party and
to use them fully in the
struggle to rid ourselves of
thepresent government.  ACCOUNTABLITY:ONCEIN 4YEARS

by JENNY
MORRIS,Islington
Councillor

PREDICTABLY; the press
has attackedtherecommend-
ations of the Organisation
Sub-Committee of the
Labour Party’s NEC to make
Labour Councillors more
accountable to their local
Labour Party. But it has
failed to point out that the
NECis in fact reacting to a
situation of an ever-widening
gap between a large number
of Labour Councillors and
the CLPs whoput them in the
Town Halls up and down the
country.

In most inner city areas,
where Council budgets have
been particularly tightly
squeezed by Government
cutbacks, the majority of
Labour Councillors have
failed to put up the kind of
fight for housing and local
services which their local
LabourParties wouldlike.

Accusations of Labour
Councillors ‘‘doing the Tor-
ies’ dirty work for them”’ are
common, and many local
Party members are under-
standably bitter that these
Councillors seem contempt-
uous of the work put in to
elect them to office.

At the same time, the
press has failed to give any
details of how the NEC
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accountabilitysees
Councillors working in
practice. Instead; it has
given prominence to the
fears of the leadership of
Manchester Council,©it-
self under attack from local
Party members, that CLPs
will not take account of the
fact that Councillors have
legal obligations and are
vulnerable to the possibility
of surcharging.

(No-one has pointed out

of

=

 
that in the majority of cases
where Councillors have been
surcharged, it is the Coun-
cillors who have given the
political lead with the full
backing of their CLPs and
usually without the backing
of the Labour Party estab-
lishment Poplar, St
Pancras, Clay Cross, etc.)

As things stand at the
moment, it is the District
or Borough Labour Party
which draws up the local

  
manitesto on which Council
elections are fought, But the
Labour Group elects the
Leader and chairpersons of
Committees and determines
the policy of the Council
between elections.

The Organisation Sub-
Committee proposes that in
future, the District or Bor-
ough Labour Party should
have the responsibility of
electing the Leader of the
Labour Group and the

Chairpersons of Committ-
ces. These elections take
place each year so there
would be far more account-
abilitythan now, with Coun-
cillors only subject to re-
selection every four years.

The difficulties experien-
ced now with making Coun-
cillors accountable_illust-
rates,in fact, that reselection
of MPs every 4 or 5 years is
not going to be a big enough
step in the direction of
Party democracy.

These proposals seem
particularly appropriate to
the situation within the
Islington Labour Party,
where the leadership of the
controlling Labour Group has
consistently flouted Labour
Party policy and recently
deliveredthe final insult of
selling off Council houses on
the open market.

A few weeks ago, two of
the three CLPsin Islington
called on the Borough Lab-
our Party (the Local Govern-
ment Committee) to “‘re-
form the Labour Group to
include only those Coun-
cillors willing to abide by
Labour Party policy on the
sale of Council houses’’.

As the constitution of the
Labour Party stands at the
moment, the LGC does not
in fact have the power to do
this. Yet even the General
Secretary of the GLRC,
George Page, has admitted
that ‘something must be
done"’.

Last week, he chaired a

SNOT ENOUGA
joint meeting between the
Executive of the LGC and
the leadership of the Labour
Group in an attempt to re-
solve the situation. So far,
no solution has been found.

The Labour Council shows
no sign of reversing its
policies of selling off Council
houses, closing down advice
centres and_playgroups,
reducing its housing pro-
gramme below the level
necessitated by Tory cut-
backs— and now locking out
workers in its own Building
Works Department.

Next May, party members
will be out on the streets in
Islington canvassing for GLC
Labour candidates on pol-
icies which are opposed to
most of those being carried
out by Islington Council.
And a year after that they
will be out on the door
knockeragain trying to get a
Labour Council elected in a
Borough whose electorate
is more and more of the
opinion that there is little
difference between_the
policies of Islington’s Labour
Council and the country’s
Tory Government.

Naturally, party members
are worried about the
damage that the leadership
of Islington’s Labour Group
is doing to the Labour
Party. The attempt by the
NEC to ‘make Labour Coun-
cillors more accountable is
therefore a welcome step on
the road to a more democrat-
ic party.    by GRAHAM

NORWOOD
WITH THE Labour Party
leadership still refusing to
pose’ an alternative to the
Tory government, the crisis
developing between local
authoritiesand the Thatcher
administration is moving to
the apex of the class struggle
in thecountry.

That confrontation has
been heightened by another
move by Michael Heseltine,
the Environment Secretary,
to curtail public expenditure
by local Labour councils.

A few weeks ago,a letter
entitled ‘Local Authority
Current Expenditure 1980-
81' cameto all councils from
the Government, saying that
on average, local authorities
were planning spending
5.6% more moneythan the
Thatcher government expec-
ted when it allocated the
Rate Support Grant in
Novemberoflast year.

Cheekily discussing the
‘voluntary relationship"’ be-
tween central and local
government, the document
— personally inspected
before release by Michael
Heseltine — emphasised the
need for more cuts, by say-
ing: ‘‘The government does
not believe that local author-
ities will be able to achieve
and sustain the reductions
in current expenditure im-
plied by its public expendit-

ure plans without more sub-
stantial: reductions in man-

power than have been ach-
ieved or planned sofar.””

And because local govern-
ment did not cut in line with
Heseltine’s wishes, the cir-
cular to councils insisted
that the government’s over-
all guidelines on public
spending would necessitate
a 2% cut in the 1980/81
spending by local authorit-
ies. The specific areas of
potential cuts outlined by
the circular were the fees
and charges, and manpower.

In reply to this, councils
have been expected to sub-
mit their plans to follow the
Heseltine line by August
Ist.

Behind all of this is the
shadow — as revealed a

few weeks ago in the Finan-
cial Times — that Thatcher
and Joseph are. hawking
Heseltine into a new,tighter
rein over local spenuing.
The Treasury,with thePrime
Minister's backing,has come

up with the threatof a mora-
torium on all new capital
expenditure by local govern-
ment in Britain, including
council housing, roads,
schools, and other essential
projects.

But there is one all-
important legal character-
istic to such a moratorium.
It is not legally binding on

councils. Needless to say,
the Department of the En-
vironment could refuse
loan sanction if some author-

CUTS
AND
RATES:
THECRUNCH
COMING

ities needed it, but ploncer-
ing councils held by Labour
could still ignore the mora-
torium.

However, while Tarzan
Heseltine is being beefed up
by Thatcher and the other
government huid-liners.

there seems equal pressure
mounting on’ some more
strident’ Labour councils to
put up a similar battle. A
growing voice — illustrated
in some strength at the
London Labour Briefing
‘Resist Heseltine’ conference
recently — is asking Labour
councillors not just to avoid
cuts by putting the bill for
increased costs at the foot of
the ratepayers, but instead
bytacklingthe Conservatives
head-on with a challenge.

Instead of avoiding reduc-
tions in services, or increases
in charges, by putting up the
rates — a cut by the back
door in effect — we need to
avoid rent rises, avoid rate
rises, and simply hold out
against the Tory govern-
ment, campaigning for mass
action to save Labour-held
local government services
from the Tories.

In the now-infamous ex-
ample of Lambeth, where
rates went up by 49.4%
last spring, at least some
councillors who endorsed
that rate rise are now openly
saying that rate rises of that
order are no longerviable as
a political strategy. Others,
less publicly, are saying that
they will not vote for cuts
(albeit even if that means
voting for further huge rate
rises), Yet there is some
unity in that feeling — and
that unity is revealed in the
common feeling that the
crunch is coming in Lambeth
and in those other Labour-

held councils.
Very soon, either in Nov-

emberor at the latest next
spring, the choice will have
to be made betweencuts, or
outright confrontation. No
longer will no-cut-but-mass-
ive-rate-rises be viable as an
alternative, simply because
the requisite rate increase
could be around 60% or 70%
or 80%.

In Lambeth, council
leader Ted Knight has re-
vealed his possible strategy
for the year. It starts with an
autumn conference, at which
comrades from Labour
groups, townhall unions and
CLPdelegateswillthrashout
a programmewhich could in-
yolve nationwide

_
strike

action by town hall employ-
ees.

But if the option for high
rate increasesIs still open —

and Ted Knighthas not ruled
such an option out for next
year — thenthereal fight for
working class rights still
exists. It is now up to us to
fight in the constituencies
and in the unions to push
still further the growing
acceptance that high rate
increases is only a euphem-
ism for cutting standards of
living for ordinary people.

And without such an acc-

eptance, no positive strat-
egy, of rallying round fight-
ing Labour councils which
challenge the Tories in
Westminster, can be under-
taken. Thefight is now up to
us. 

    



  
  Beating

by
LOL DUFFY
WALLASEY YS’s campaign
to organise the local unem-
loyed is getting under way.

e have leafletted the local
shopping precinct, and two

of the estates, as well as
holding a picket outside the
Job Centre, which gained
us some support for our
public meeting thatnight-

=
Unemployed YS members

are starting a local Unem-
ployed Workers’ Bulletin
called ‘Dole-drums’. And
another picket is planned:
outside the surgery of our
MP,who is Lynda Chalker,
Tory junior minister for
Health andSocial Security.

Wallasey YS also organis-
ed a demonstration when
the Duke of Edinburgh
visited an adventure play-
ground on the Leasowe
estate. We leafletted the
estate before his visit calling
for a protest against the way
moneyis thrown away on the
monarchy, and others,to do
their trips among the peas-
ants, while the health ser-
vice and basic facilities are
run down.

The demonstration
wentoff well, apart from the
usual harassment by police
andthearrest of one protest-
er.

But the local Labour
councillors who were+ with
the Duke didn’t like the leaf-
let that criticised them for
being with him. Wallasey
Constituency Labour Party

assed a motion that all
eaflets from the YS would in
future have to be approved

bytheofficers of the Party.
So eur campaign to win

support for the demo on
the 22nd June against
Cruise missilesran into some
obstruction. The draft leaf-
let by the LPYS was not
approved by the officers
of the CLP becauseit called
for unilateral nuclear dis-
armament, Britain out of
NATO, and millions for
hospitals, not a penny for
‘defence’.

A leaflet with those de-
ngands was put out just the
same — in the name of
Barricade! Most membersof
the YS support Barricade.

After giving out the leaf-
let in the shopping precinct
and thelocal estate, we took
a coachloadto London.

Wallasey YS is growing,=
and it’s growing because we
are taking up issues which
affect local youth, and we are
offering them some wayof
fighting back against the
system.

We have helped set up a
branch of the NUSS in a
local school, and hope to
spread the union to other
schools. We have also had
our own weekend camp,
which didn’t try to ram polit-
ics down everybody's throats
and bore them to death as
some camps do. Wetried to
give people a break and a
chance to get to know
each other.

YS rock nights are being
negotiatedwith local bands.

Weare attempting to turn
our YS out to the youth in
Wallasey, and to help them
get organised to fight back
against the system which
offers themno future.

Ontheright: partofthe
WallaseyLPYScontingent
on the June 22nd march
against Cruise missiles.

Below:Issue No.3ofBarri-
cade: 10p plus 10ppostage
from PO Box 135, London
N1 ODD.Issue No.4 out soon.
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Lobby,Sep.30
BARRICADE SUPPORTERS in the Labour Party Y.
Socialists are organising a lobby of the Labour Party -

erence in Blackpool on September 30th, on Youth Unem-

end to overtime. If there’s not enough work,
workshould beshared out.

closing down should be nationalised under
workers’ control, without any
thathave run them up till now. Dole money should be in-
creased.

The unions should organise the unemployed alongside
employed workers. The labour movement niust fight the

 
  
 
  
 
   

to the sharks

ed

must give a commitment toParty
restore and expandtheservices thattheTorieshavecut.

have been leaflettingdole queues,
and willbeorganising to get a blgcontingentof unemployed
youthto Blackpool for the lobby. Get your !ocal YS to send

  
JOHN O’MAHONY
examinestherolling

_

manifestoand finds
it wanting

THE FIRST instalment of a
Labour Party ‘rolling mani-
festo’, based largely on Labour
Party conference resolutions,
was published by the National
Executive Committee on July
10th — to great hostility from
the Parliamen' Labour
Party, which challenges the
right of the NEC to issue such
a document.

The official Labour Party
press conference to launch it

-was cancelled at the last
moment by general secretary
Ron Ha: , at thebehest of
theParliamentaryleaders.

In fact the NEC manifesto is
very much a mixed bag.

It proposes to:
® AbolishtheHouse of

Lords,
* Bring in a Freedom of

InformationBill,
® Reject Cruise missiles for

Britain,
® Restore school milk,meals

andtransport to 1978-9 levels,
® Massivelyincrease

nursery schools,
* Indexbenefitsand relate

unemploymentand sickness
schemesto earnings,

* Tax wealthannuallyby
1% to 5% on incomesover
£125,000,

* To take into public owner-
ship major companiesin
pharmaceuticals,medical
equipment, micro-electronics,
and construction andbuilding
materials,

® Abolishthe ‘Sus’ laws and
theSPG.

® Nationalisethewhole
powerplant and parts industry
_

© Re-nationaliseTory~<denat-
ionalisedindustry without
compensation.

of thesedeserve support.

Adud shot across
Callaghan’s bows

It also includes a numberof
half-measures, surrounded by
‘ifs’ and ‘buts’.

* ‘Movement’ towards a 35
hour weekoverthelifetimeof
theLabour government. That
is, if Labour wins in 1984 we
willhave the 35 hour week by
1989! Next yeartherewillbe
two millionunemployed,and
maybethreemillionin 1982.

e need actionnow to fight
for worksharingand theshort-
er week. We need a commit-
ment from theLabourParty to
bring in the 35 hour week,at
least, immediatelyon its
return.

° A significantpublic stake
in importantsectors of indust-
try. Why only a stake?

* ‘Progressive’ abolition of
NHS charges. By 19897

* Withdrawalof restrictions
on immigrationfor husbands
—a al humanegesture
whilekeeping the infamous
racistlegislationwe have now.

© No new British nuclear
weapons. Explicit rejection of
unilateralnuclear disarm-
ament.

© It will take powers for the
House of Commons to amend
or reject EEClegislation.
_.. muchbetterthanthefull
‘withdrawal’demanded by the
chauvinistleft. But not
enough. We need

a
policyto

unite withtheworkers ofthe
EECandfightfor an EEC-

wide system of democracy.
The manifesto includes a

number of commitments ob-
noxious to socialists. For ex-
ample, it supports NATO.

In addition, it includes pro-
posals for dealing with the
economic decline of Britain
which are no more thanunreal-
istic tinkeringwithcapitalism.oe

They are:
® Strict controls overinter-

nationalcapital movements,
® Control ofall prices and

powersto controlall price
increases.

* Planning agreements,
includingwithinternational
companies,using price policy
to ensure compliance.

These are either imposs-
ible or hopelessly inadequate,
while the international and
national capitalist market
remains the major economic
regulator.

Prices regulate profits, and
therefore affect investment,
movements of capital between
different sectors of the eco-

nomy — all the forces that are
the mainspring of the capital-
ist economic system. While
private ownership exists, such
controls would burk or stifle
the economy, interfering with

 
 

  
 

its ‘natural’ mechanisms,
preventing and

_
restricting

them from operating, but with-
out reple m with any
ahernat nechanism. It is

a certainty that nothing (with
the exception perhapsof a few
triflingcontrols like in 1974-5)
will come of such a commit-
ment.

This is a ‘left’ mirror image
of the economic quackery of
Thatcher and Joseph. They
superstitiously appeal for a
magical solution to Britain's
problemsto the once vigorous
and progressive marketmech-
anisms of capitalism’s youth
— though those mechanisms
became seriously atropied
with the coming of monopoly
capitalism almost a century
ago! The NEC appeals to an
imaginary future in which a
Labour government can ignore
the mechanismsof the decrep-
it and moribund economy and
magically make it operate
according to laws and regula-
tors otherthanits own.

The real socialist ro-

grammeis to replace capital-
ism. In any event, it cannot
be madeto operate other than
according to its existing mech-
anisms. The mechanisms must
be replaced, or capitalism
must be lived with.

Both the hard-nosed Right
and the Marxist Left, each in
theirown way, understand this
and make their choice accord-
ingly. But the political signifi-
cance of fantasy projects like
the NEC’s is that they sound
radical now, commit nobody to
anythingherc and now —

can only be jet
Labour forms a g'

If control «

     

strict there would be a capital
strike. In fact it could not be
strict.

While the capitalist mono-
polies continue to own and dis-

ose of the major wealth of
ritain, planning agreements

can only be an empty pretence.
The companies’ option of mov-
ing capital around will mean
that they can largely ignore
or suvert any such agree-
ment. Certainly it means that
any ‘demands’ a Government
would make would betailored
to fit the monopolies’ needs
and to meet their operational
requirements, on_profitabilit;
for example. Any

©
overa

plans would have to be shaped
to fight themtoo.

It would be like the circus
act where the trainer moves
his hands and the elephant
appears to move in compl-
iance, while really the trick is
that the elephant dances and
the man adaptshis gestures. It
would be pseudo-planning.

Theonly real socialist plann-
ing will be when a democratic-
ally controlled central govern-
ment interacts with the pro-
ducers in plants and indust-
ies owned by the producers

)  
 
 

with the socialist spring
workingclass needs regulati
a democratically planne:
and socially owned economy.

ut to provide such a new
dynamic and purpose for the
economyon whichall our live-
lihoods depend is the main
task of socialists.

The NEC’s appeal to a fant-
asy future is no more answerto
the situation the working class
is in now than the ancestor-sonst Thatcherites’
appeal to a dead past.

fficial Labour Party policy
— for example, on nationalis-
ing 25 top monopolies — is
actually much nearer to a ser-
ious answer. Why hastheleft
wing NEC abandoned it to
substitute feeble fantasy
projectsin its place?

he Manifesto lacks both a
coherent view of capitalism
andits crisis, and a vision of a
truly realistic working-class
socialist alternative.

Its essential focus on the
‘mixed economy’ (mixed
according to a more ‘left’
formula) sees the regenera-
tion of British industry as the
first priority — that is, the re-
generation of an economy that
will remain fundamentally
capitalist. The last two Labour
governments showed that this
is a recipe for pushing every-
thing else aside, even basic
working-classimmediate inter-
ests. And also... that it is
highly unlikely to lead to the
regenerationof industry. More
than tinkering with capitalism
is necessary.

The lett must do three
things about the NEC mani-
festo: ;

® Support the right of the
NECto issueit.

® Criticise the NEU for back-
sliding from Labour Party
policy in favour of nationalis-
ing the 25 leadingmonopolies.

® Step up the political fight
.

to educate and arm thetruly
realistic militants in the Party
with the politics necessary to

e accounts with the Tories

wo
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 by MARTIN

THOMAS
‘‘THERE’S nothing these
people like, but there are
a few thingstheygoddamned
well hate’, a Reagan official
said about his man’s supp-
orters. at the Republican
Convention in Detroit, open-
ing on July 14th.

Hundreds of well-fed
white businessmen and
womensat in the convention
hall, applauding every
speech that expressed their
hatred of social reform,
equality for women, abortion
rights, and everything else
they blame for gumming up
a system where the rich
get richer and the poor know
theirplace.

Decay
Outside, in the city of

Detroit, that system is de-
caying round about them.
Over 20% of adults are out
of work, and 62% of non-
white youths.

The car industry, a driving
force of America’s prosperity
for many decades, is now the
sharp point of its slump.
For the first time ever, all
the major car firms are
simultaneously running at a
loss. It was not thatbad even
at theworst of thedepression
in 1932.

Mid-June car sales were
27% down on 1979. One in
three car workers are out of
work. Chrysler, the no.3
firm, is so hard up that it
had to stop paying its
suppliers lastmonth.

Along with the car indus-
try, the rest of the US econ-
omy is slumping. US steel
production in the first 5
months of 1980 was 11.9%
down on 1979. Housing
starts in April 1980 were
43% down.

The downturn began last
summer, and lurched sharp-
ly into slump this spring.And now the whole world
capitalist economyis follow-
ing the US downwards.
Industrial production in the
advancedcapitalist countries
is falling, and expected to
continue to fall for at least
the rest of this year. Even in
West Germany, Italy and
Japan, which last year were
relatively prosperous, re-
cession has arrived.

Vital
Crude steel production is

down 2.4% over 1979 in
the first five months of this
year in the EEC,and expect-
ed to fall 2.8% year-on-year
for the advanced capitalist
countries as a whole. In

Italy, Fiat is planning to
reduce car uction
30% in the second half of
1980; in France, Peugeot
has had a 12% drop so far
thisyear.Unemployment in the
advancedcapitalist countries
is over 20 million — and wi

probably be over 11% this
year among youth.

Sectorslike the car indus-
try are strategically vital in
modern capitalism. By its
very nature, capital must
constantly seek new areas to
expand and make profits.
The car industry, developing
new needs and new markets,
helped draw the whole econ-
omyup withit.

But this capitalist expan-
sion is not based on any
rational planning, but on an

,

unstable balance between
investment, accumulation of
capital, production, and
market demand. As capital
expands, it strives to replace
living labour by machines.
So the surplus squeezed out

of the living labour event-
ually tends to fall in propor-
tion to thecapital employed.

The rate of profit falls —

but jerkily, not smoothly.
In their competitive rat
race, each striving to get a

bigger share of the booty,
the big capitalist firms
inevitably tend to over-
invest and  over-produce.
When the rate of profit
falls, and investment slows
down, workers are laid off,
consumer demand falls,
expansion suddenly halts,
and recession snowballs.

Dozens of secondary
factors influencethe timing,
extent and nature of the
downturn. The most imp-
ortant factor today is the
instabilityof the world mon-
etary and trade set-up,
arising from the weakness of
US dominance. US indust-
rial productivity has hardly
grown at all since 1973;
Japan has overtaken the US
as the world’s biggest car
producer, and West Germ-
any as the world’s biggest
exporter. So’ the dollar

.
no

longer rules — and yet the
capitalist world must. still
rely largely on the dollar for
internationaltrade.

But the root cause of the
crisis is the inbuilt  self-
destruct mechanism of cap-
italism: capitalism produces
on a scale and in a way which
demands large scale plann-
ing and cooperation; but the
profit of a wealthy few
remains the essential regul-
ator of production.

The world crisis hits
Britain specially_hard.
In fact, Britain never really
recovered from the last
world capitalist slump, in
1974-5.

Dwindle
Britain’s basic industries

are outdated and decaying.
Until the late 60s or early
70s, they“still grew, though
slowly and__inefficiently.
Then when worldcapitalist
prosperity broke down, and
competition sharpened, they
started dwindling.

Net rate of return in manufacturing
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Profits are plungingfast
 

Car production rose until
1972. This April it was only
just over half the 1972 level.
The proportion of British
car production which is for
export grew until 1969. Since
then it has fallen from 69%
to 35%. ;

Steel production in 1979
was 23% down onits 1970
high.

Orders received in con-
struction are now 18% below
their slump level of 1975.
Thetotal output of the engin-
eering industry has been
stagnant (this April, it was
3% below 1975’s level).

Employment in manu-
facturing industries overall
rose until 1966 — and since
then has dropped by 18%.

Unemployment has never
been under a million since
1975. So the sharp lurch
downwards of the last six
monthsor so (manufacturing
output has dropped about
6%) is only another episode
in a long-term,basic decline,
only partly masked by the
North Seaoilbonanza.

Wealthy
Profit levels in Britain are

specially low by international
standards. The pre-tax rate
of return on capital (exclud-
ing North Sea operations)
slowly declined in the 1960s,
reached 9% in 1973, slump-
ed to 5% in 1974-6, recover-
ed a bit in 1977 and '78, then
went down to 4% last year
and (so the Bank of England

 

 
HOSPITALSclose, schools are
run down, housi — worse
and worse — an e excuse
is, ‘‘the country can’t afford
ey

But capitalist Britain is
not short of hi accumulat-
ions of een 1967
and 1978, the total assets of
banks in Britain grew from
£8% billion to £219 billion.
Total assets of the building
societies have ed six-
teen fold to £40billion.Assets
of the life assurance and caelsion funds have risen
£7 billionto £69billion. ifThese funds are used in

many different ways — but

HHOOL-LEAVERS “THE GROWING UNEMPLOYMENT GAP

Employmenta+

enough. Its potential bene-
fits will become reality only
if the state and the mandiment of the economy is in the
hands of the worki
But it is a step in

ion.
And so... the Labour gov-

ernment set up a committee.

class.
e right

chaired by
has now

produced its report. Nation-
alisation? No need for it, it
says. The Stock Exchange?
It’s doing a good job.

The nearest the re
comes toa proposal for reform
is in a minority note signed

That committee,

very rarely in luctive or by Wilson and four trade
socially useful investment in union leaders. They want a

Britain. public investment agency —

ibour Conference to the tune of £1billionout of
has demanded the financ- their total £300 billion plus!
ial institutions should
nationalised.This could create
the basis for economic expan-
sion and planning — and also
life the cripping burden of
interest charges Om local
councilservices.

Nationausation is not

be in other words, a revampe
NationalEnterprise Board.

So ‘the country’ still won’t
be ‘able to afford it’. How
much lo can we afford
this capitalist chaos, and the
nehy politicians who pander
toi
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expects) 2% or 242% this
year.

There are still enormous
angdunts of money around in
the pockets of the wealthy.
Barclays Bank was the most
profitable bank in the world
last year, raking off $1.18
billion from the sweat and

‘toil of workers round the
world.

Blood
But the moneyis invested

whereit is most profitable —

and that means probably
abroad, perhaps in specul-
ative operations in Britain,
but almost certainly not in
productive industry in
Britain. As the Economist
putsit, ‘‘Britain’s big engin-
eering companies, for more

d than a century its lifeblood,
are surging abroad’’. For
GKN, .44% of its 1979 prof-
its came from overseas,
and 39%ofits capital spend-
ing went there; Dunlop
got 97% of its profits from

overseas and did 59%ofits
capital spending there; and
Babcock now uses only 30%
of its funds in British oper-
ations.

Stagnant
Investment is chronically

low, and has been stagnant
or declining since 1974. So
the prospects of a new in-
dustrial structure, which
would allow capitalist
growth in Britain on a new
basis, are remote, Long-term
misery,.stagnation, and
relative decline, punctuated
by painful crises, is the out-
look for capitalist Britain.

The 1964-70 Labour gov-
ernmentattempted a restruc-
turing. It succeeded in pro-
moting manycapitalist merg-
ers. But it did nothing to
come to grips with the roots
of the crisis. The National
Pian of 1965 soon became so
much waste paper.

Needs
The human and technical

resources are there to re-
organise British-industry.
But the scale of the task
demands common owner-
ship of the means of pro-
duction, coherent overall
planning, and a system of
democratic control which
links production rationally
to human needs — in other
words, working-class social-
ist measures.

The Tories represent
the capitalist alternative.
They hope the free working
of the capitalist law of the
jungle will devour the weak
and create a new,leaner and.
more competitive structure.
And they will supplement
the free market rat race with
state intervention — to ham-
string the unions and drive
down wages to the benefit
ofprofits.

Already the share of
wagesin output has dropped
about 13% since 1975. Now
real wages are falling, and
the Tories want and expect
them to fall faster and
further.

Wary
But even the Tories have

had to prop up British Steel.
They may let BL collapse,
but they are wary about
that. Businessmen like the
West Midlands regional
chairman of the CBI tell
them: ‘“‘The- Government
must look again at its strat-
egy. If at the end of the day
we have no industrial base,
where do we go? There is
a great deal of talk about the
phoenix rising from the
ashes. But what if we are
left withjust the ashes?”

Anguish
The Tories will respond,

though perhaps in a fum-
bling and hesitant way, to
the cries of anguish from
their own class. For the
working class they have
nothingto offer but more and
more efforts to increase the
rate of exploitation.

They offer the same sort
of politics as Reagan’s
convention: mean-spirited,
exasperated, lashing out at
scapegoats, seeing nothing
to like and everything to
hate. The answer to them
must be not outdated half-
measures —planning agree-
ments, National

~—
Enter-

prise Boards, investment
controls, and all the other
wishy-washy schemes for
soothingthe crisis — but an
all-out fight for socialism
and workers’ power.

?

  ie  by JO THWAITES
—

‘HOMES fit for Heroes’ —

well, that was the idea be-
hind the provision of council
housing after the war.
But the thousands wholived
in prefabs far longer than
the five years they were meant
to last might be forgiven
for thinking that trench
warfare was still going on.

In many areas where
housing was flung up (and
up...) in the sixties, replac-
ing the prefabs anything up
to twenty yearslater, people
had to put up with shoddy
buildings, put together with
the minimum of cost and
care, dampness, and iso-
lation from shops, commun-
ity centres, schools; pubs or

any basic social amenities.
The politicians of the

60s, from Macmillan to
Mellish, exhorted_local
authorities to build high,
fast and cheap. The number
of new starts in 1960 was
309,000. By 1964 it was
426,000, and then the num-
ber went down again. Now
the TUC reckons that less
than 30,000 new council

e
THE PRESS had a field day
in early July over the Appeal
Court's = that Hillingdon
council, the borough covering
Heathrow, should house
Sophia Streeting, under the

rovisions of the HousingTHomelensPersons) Act.
Sophia became homeless

when her husband, a British
citizen, died Hillingdon
council’s ar ment that she
was not a British citizen be-
cause her marriage was big-
amous, was dismissed by the
Appeal Court, as Sophia had
not known that her husband
was still married to another
woman.

Sophia Streeting’s case is
an exception rather than the
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nesolution: DE
THE ONE BEAUTYoflivingin Hulme V is that no-onewill expect you to buy your
own council house. In fact,
the council can’t give them
away.

It is a strange epitaph for
housing which the designer,Lewis Womersley, described
as ‘‘a solution to the prob-iems of 20th century “livingwhich would be the equival-
ent in quality of that reached
for the requirements of the
18th century in Bloomsburyand Bath’. Manchester
Council named four cres-
cents after the famous ggch-itects John Nash, ~ Charles
Barry, Robert Adam, and
William Kent.It looksalittle
stupid 15 years later.

HulmeVwasbuilt as partof a slum clearance scheme
in the mid-60s. 70% of the
first batch of tenants were
from clearanceareas. 30% of

these were on Supplement-
ary Benefit and 25% weresingle-parentfamilies.

Any family with enoughhousing points to move out
did so rapidly and a second
batch of tenants were
brought in — those in imm-
ediate desperate need of
housing. 44% of them were
on Supplementary Benefit
and 35% of them were sin-
gle-parentfamilies.

Ken Wilson, then head of
Direct- Works, wrote in
“Operation Clean-Up” as
early as 1973, ‘‘A numberof

ion people on council wait-
ing lists. Each year about70,000 homes become unfit
to live in. Improvement
grants for major conversion
work are being slashed,

‘and as a result tensof
thousands of homes are
likely to fall into complete
disrepair. In some areas of
London, 10% to 20% of
council houses and flats are
uninhabitable.

The Tories’ new Local
Government Bill could de-
stroy Direct Labour Organ-
isations — a large part of
whose work is repair and
maintenance of councilproperties, shoddily built
by private _contractors.
That’s the Tories’ present
to their backers among the
buildingindustry bosses.

The Tories are also
pressing ahead with the sale
of council houses. In the
words of the Right Honour-
able Michael Heseltine, MP,
Secretary of State for the
Environment, “Selling
council houses saves public
money’’. Actually, selling
council houses does not
save money. Most houses
are bought on a council

council won’t rehouse under
the Act because they have
left their husbands ‘voluntar-
ily’ and therefore have ‘made
themselves homeless intent-
ionally’.

OO
Recently, in Wandsworth,the council refused to house

a family who had left their
house when it was badlydamaged bya fire. According
to the council, this was anexample of makin, aleehomelessintentio :

As a result of the fracas,the zane ao: ~aeing changing the Act. The To:
leader of Hillingdon polite

.

reasons could be expoundedfor the conditions of almost
wanton human disregardthat pervades the whole of
the Hulme V environment,
but none so muchastheapp-
arent delay identifying the
physical problems in the
estate and thegeneralinabil-
ity of management to copewith the unusual and abys-
mal conditions in which theyfound themselves en-
meshed.”’

The most obvious problem
is the inadequate rubbish
disposal facilities, which
turn every stairway into an
opentip, but there is worse.

o¢
Original plans included a

gas central heating system,but in theaftermathof Ronan
Point this was found to be
too risky. So the council
installed (at an additional
cost of £313,000) an electric
powered fan warm-air
system — a system descri-
bed by one constructional
expert as “‘the quickest and
most expensive way td
thermaldiscomfort’.

Coupled with inadequate
ventilation and insulation,
this system causes condens-
ation, chest trouble amongst
tenants and large patches of
damp, green mould on out-
side walls.

Tenants also face massive
bills with this heating

system. Often they are
forced to turn to Calor Gas
or paraffin after being dis-
connected and then: the
condensation problems get
worse.

There are structural
faults: not only caused by the
flat roof design but also byinadequate jointing of ill-
fitting pre-fabricated pieces.

Penetrating damp getsin,
causing black patches of wet
mould on the walls. I have
seen flats with water running
downthewalls.

The original cost perdwelling, estimated by the
architects, was £288 per
annum. Today the costs
are around £900, according
to council estimates. £600 of
that is the cost of payingcrippling interest charges on
the buildingloans.

The likelihood is that
Hulme V will have fallen
down of its own accord
befere the loans have been
repaid. The dilemma this
poses to the council is less
acute that the tenants’
dilemma: how quickly can
theyget out?

Present Councilpolicy is to
(slowly)rehouse the families
above groundfloor level and
put in single people, mainly V
students.

So Hulmeis an area of low
incomes, high unemploy-
ment, nastyoverpriced shops
and non-existent_social
facilities. Every cosmetic

mortgage, so the- council
just receives mortgage
repayments instead ofrent.

But that is not the majorpoint. Most people living in
council houses could not
afford to buy them even at
thereduced rate the councils
are selling them at, and...
horror of horrors, manywouldn’t want to ownthem.

Aside from that, when
there is a council waiting
list of over a million, to sell
off council houses indicates
quite clearly that the right
to live in a decent house is
not oneoftherights that
are granted in Tory Britain.
As long as we have enough
money, we have the right
to buy a house, but other-
wise, too bad.

The idea that we should
be grateful for a council
place, and that we’re lucky
to have got something at
all, runs through housingdepartments administration.
Councils provide housing
‘out of the goodness of their
hearts’ and the tenants
shouldn’t forget it. Council
tenants are subjected to
all sorts of petty restrictions
and regulations over pets,

calls the Act ‘a scroungers’Charter’, as apparently the
suspicion and prejudice that
councils mete out to the home-
less are not sufficient.

Added to this, SophiaStreeting is black. What better
jieorar could the Tories
find for the shortage of hous-
ing in Britain?

ut as Nick Raynsford of
the London Housing Aid
Centre pointed out, ‘‘The
councilhes deliberatelychosen
to cut back on its house-
building ooo and is
activelyselling council houses.
People who are on the wait-
ing list need look no further
than those two reasons to seewhytheydo not have a home.”’

alterations, transfers and
decoration, and have no
choice about where they
live. -You’re expected to
take the first offer you get
and are regarded as some
sort of troublemaker if youcomplain about dampness
or leakingroofs.

Manycouncils have polic-
ies of segregating ‘problem
families’ off into estates
that are particularly run
down, along with other
‘social misfits’ like single
parentfamilies.

Working ~cla%s families
are forced to live in strictly
functional box-type houses
or flats on estates or schem-
es, placed away from des-
irable residential areas lest

 

MOLITION
improvement by the council
has been met by determined
vandalism from the youth
who are fed up with being
treated like guinea-pigs in
a cage.

On a more sinister note:
the design ofthecrescentsis
in line with US studies on the
best lay-out for the state tc
be able to squash anyrisingin the area easily.The crescent design
means that all movements
along the gangways. can be
watched. by one_police-
man —andthisis done regu-larly.

There is only one solution
for the crescents — immedi-
ate demolition and provision
of decent housing for every-
one — this would require a
socialist housing policy
unfettered by interest
charges and fly-by-night
contractors.

64
It meansthepeople plann-ing theirown areas,not arch-

itects who live in the Lake
District, like Womersley.

Liverpool demolished the
Piggeries. It’s time Manch-
ester did the same to Hulme

MICK WOODS
Manyofthe statistics and

ideas in this article were
provided by the CSEPolitical
Economy of Housing Work-
shop in Manchester.SL

they detract from the value
of private accommodation.

And council rents have
beengoing up steadily,much

‘faster than jn general.
The London boroughs of
Enfield, Hackney and
Redbridge are increasing
rents by 25% or over this
year, and Wandsworth has
an increase of 33%lined up
— that’s £3 2 week on aver-
age, with a maximum of
£4.50.

Rates increases also bump
up the cost of living in a
councilhouse.

What bugs the Tories
about council housing is
that, despite all its defects,
there is the embryo of the
idea that everyone should

 

A socialist
ro)Acol

reedate
HUNDREDSof thousands of

ople in Britain need a decent
ouse to live in. Thousands of

building workers are on the
dole. There is no shortage of
space and materials for build-
ing houses.

It is madnessnot to buildthe
housesthatare required.

‘Tenants living in the rotten
houses and flats that have
been flungtogether by private
contractors can see that.
Building workers on the dole,
or with their jobs threatened
by the Heseltine Bill, can see
it. So should local councils
who spend millions of pounds
repairing the shoddy work of
private contractors, and who
are crippled by the huge sums
of money paid out to the
finance houses in interest
charges.

In capitalist society the main
reason for building houses is
not to house homelessoobut to make profit from selling
or renting them. The private
contractor can then go on to
build more houses, to make

have the right to a decent
house. Council_estates
could be places which serv-
ed the needs of those that
live in them.

If local authorities were
genuinely accountable to
the people that elected them
and were responsible to
the tenants of their houses
instead of the|financial
institutions, and the private
contractors that built them,
then the whole idea of the
desirability of home owner-
ship and the ‘freedom’ to
buy your own house would
havelittlehold.

Council tenants can organ-
ise to fight a rent increase or
to take up a dampness camp-
aign much more readily

 
more money.What we need is a united
campaign to kick out the
unscrupulous profiteers and
bankers who live on our backs.

Weneed to nationalise the
building industry without
compensation and under
workers’ control, so building is
done properly and safe
standards are guaranteed.This would also ensure that
‘casual’employment, endemic
to the buidling industry. aslong as it is geared to profits,is eliminated.

The banks and finance
houses will have to be nation-
alised, to cut the burden of
interest repayments to the
moneylenders.

Committees of tenants,
building workers and the
local labour movement should
organise to draw up plans for
what is needed in each area
and where. If enough goodhousing can’t be built quickly
enough,thenthe plush offices
and the big houses of the rich
should betaken over. 

than private tenants, as the
basis of the organisation is
already there in the estate.
This ‘ organisation can be
combined with the strength
of the council employees’
unions NALGO and the
GMWU, who stand’to lose.
their jobs from the Tories’
cuts, and the Direct Works
union UCATT.

An effective joint cam-
paign could stop the Tories’
attacks on council housing
and begin to take up the
fight for councils to provide
facilities that the local
community actually wants,
rather than tenants being
told by the Tories and the
private contractors.what
they’regoing to get.

Hulme. Nowtheonlyansweris to knock it down.
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Reviewed by
MANDY
WILLIAMS
IN Athol Fugard's new film
about South Africa, ‘Mari-
golds in August’, the whites’
power is all the more evi-
dent because they hardly
appearin thefilm. They have
everything sewn up so as to
avoid all but the most mini-
mal contact with blacks.
For whites, blacks are almost
invisible.

Thefilm is shot in South
Africa, with very strong
acting. Tiny details and
gestures belie the whole way
in which whites and blacks
relate, and how blacks
relate among themselves.

At the beginning of, the
film, Daan, a black who dées
casual gardening jobs at
the white holiday resort of
Schoenmakerskop,is limping
the six miles to work whe he
is passed by a white - out
jogging for the pleasure of
it

The white is picked up in
a car when he has had
enough. Daan, who had
hoped for a momentthat the
car might be stopping for
him, continues on his
journey.

jiLater, he is paid by a
white hand reaching through
a window to him. And an-
other black, hat in hand and

    
bush. Paulus forces Daan to
face Melton’s needs, to
put himself in Melton’s
place and imagine what he
would do. Daan eventually
softens, and is prepared to
offer Melton his job for a
day.

But Melton has reached
“his limits of helplessness
and frustration. He has been
driven from the area where
he hasalwayslived, because
it is now a ‘white area’’.
Even the taps of the water
butts are locked — ‘'The
rain belongs to them’. He
has just -buried one of his
children, and the other is
very sick.

One day’s wages aren't
enough. He decides to raid
the shop on Daan’s patch,
and gains the support of
both Paulus and Daan, as
they realise that to fail to
do so meansstarvation.

When he breaks in, he
is at first wary and intimidat-
ed by his surroundings.
Gradually he gains confid-
ence — deliberately throw-
ing down a sweet paner in
a white man’s house — and
exploringall therooms.

His trance breaks when he
finds the family photos —

smiling, intact families;
lots of healthy children. He
sweeps them to the ground.
As if acting for all blacks,
his anger and despair be-

ee 
eyes downcast as he begs
for work from the whites, is
gestured away through a
closed glass door, or effort-
lessly ignored.

The central theme of the
film — how two poor blacks,
Daan and Melton, are set
against one anotherbytheir
common struggle to survive
the vicious system theylive
under — involves no whites.
But the repressionis there all
the time, and through ex-
ploring the personal implic-
ations of the system for the
characters in it, Fugard
points to some__political
generalisations.

Daan has been working
for nine years as a gardener
in the resort when Melton,
a younger black, comes
looking for work. Daan is
unfriendly, refusing to be
addressed as “‘buti’’ (broth-
er) and chasing him out of
the area.

He fears that Melton will
take his job — or that he will
attract police attention, when
Daan has not got the papers
permitting him to work in
that area. He repeatedly
cuts short Melton’s defence
with ‘‘I don’t want to hear
your troubles’’, and decides
to escort him back to his
home.

On the way they meet a
friend of Daan's, Paulus,
a Coloured wholives in the

EINVIS
come—uncontrollable:
destroys (the image of) his
oppressors, and takes from
them what he needs.

All the conflicts expressed
are rooted in apartheid,
in inequality and in starv-
ation. Daan appeals to
Paulus for judgement on
Melton being wrong to
compete for jobs, or to en-
danger his livelihood by
raiding the shop. But Paulus
dismissed the concepts of
right and wrong’ when
Melton’s survival, and his
wife's and child's, are his
paramount concern.

Daan desperately seeks to
control his life — but he
can't, any more than Melton
can. All of them have been
imprisoned and fearit again;
all have been drastically
affected by apparently arb-
itrary decisions (about
‘‘white areas'’; about Paulus
being Coloured, not white).
And there is little that
Melton can doto prevent the
starvation of his remaining
child.

Daan comparesthemall to
the marigolds he is ordered
to plant in August — they
won't and can't root and
growin that season, in that
ground.
Contemporary Films Re-
lease: showing at Paris
Pullman, Drayton Gardens,
London SW10 from July 10.
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   PATRICKKODIKARA

is a HackneyLabour
councillorand a militant
prominentin the Hack-
ney Asian Association.
His speech at the recent
AfroAsian Caribbean
Convention attackedthe

olice and called on
lacksto withdrawco-

operation with them.
Socialist Organiser

asked him abouttheeff-
orts blackpeople are
making to organise
themselvesand about
the project to set upa
national co-ordination of
all blackorganisations.

WHEN YOU TALK about
blacks, you have to differen-
tiate between the situation
here and that in the US.
There is no homogeneous
blackcommunity here. There
are many communities with
different historical experien-
ces.

What unites us all is our

sense of being oppressed.
The laws, the state, the
police, the immigration offic-
ials, the Home Office, the
education system, hous-
ing — we see that oppress-
ion everywhere. And these
are the things that matter to
ordinary people.

The Home Office was

probably behind the attempt
by CARD (Campaign against
Raciai Discrimination) to
create such an umbrella org:
anisation through some
hand-picked blacks. That
wasin thelate ‘60s.

The Gulbenkian Foundat-
ion sponsored a conference
in the early “70s, but that
ended in chaos over the fact
that the Indian Workers’
Association had not been
invited.

The Afro-Asian Caribbean
Organisation was set up out
of the conference, but it
never represented much and
has nowall but disappeared.

Weare not being financed
by any state organisation.
Our Afro-Asian Caribbean
Convention is a grass roots
initiative. It was started by
the Hackney Asian Organis- -

ation.
But while the Convention,

which had over 100 people

Fighters notvic

protests in East London.
attending, representing
about 60 organisations, was
organised byblackpeople for
black people, it is in no
sense isolationist. The press,
of course, is keen to present
it in isolationist and van-
guardist terms. ‘Are there
Maoists in it?’’, they ask.
‘*Communists? Black Power
advocates?”

No. We want to ally our-
selves with predominantly
white organisations on equal
terms. Not as the victims.
The Left has used the race
issue to project its own

image. The way the camp-
aigns were conducted left
the black person out in the
cold. The ANL is a case in
point.

That was clear at the time
of the Brockwell Park
Carnival. They made it clear
what their focus was by not
defending Brick Lane. They
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Aboveandbelowright: PatrickKodikaraleadingAsian

did their thing in the Park
while blacks were being
smashed up in the East
End. Thatreally opened our
eyes. ;

Of course, we shouldn't
have expected the Left to
deliver the goods without
our involvement.

That's what we're trying to
change: whites talked about
racism, but those who suffer
the effects were missing —

they have to be involved in
the struggle.

We haveseriously looked
at the question of whetherwe

are a civil rights group or
not. I think it goes further.
Our fight is in certain aspects
a liberationstruggle.

It is difficult to draw para-
lleis with the national liber-
ation struggle in Africa. But
Britain has long been a

great imperialist power and
mans whe come here, come

trom places where they or
their parents fought imper-
ialism.

We have not yet arrived at
a clear and united conception
of our tactics. Still, the state-
ment we made about the
police was an important
lesson, it was a warning.
Last month's conference
said, ‘This conference calls
on African, Asian and
Caribbean peopole living in
Britain to showtheiropposit-
ion to the racist police by
withdrawing all cooperation

| from police activities, espec-
ially by rejecting recruitment
into the force, by rejecting
participation in identity
parades, and by rejecting
any part in police liasion
schemes.”

That seems to have shaken
people. It is a challenge to
the state. The response was

scary. We had obviouslyhit
on one ofourtactics.

But a healthy sign is that
the organising committee is
not looking anxiously to the
left or right, looking over its ,

shoulder. We are doing what
we have to.

Weare in our infancy in
terms of organising and dev-
loping. policy and_ tactics.
The struggle in the States
depended on having bran-
ches, like NAACP(National
Association for the Advance-
ment of Coloured- People)
branches, everywhere. If
we attempted to do that, it
wouldn't succeed. We want
to work through existing org-
anisations, hoping that they
would become increasingly
politicised.

Uur next step is to organ-
ise a very ‘representative
convention of blacks. Time
and again groups claimed to
represent blacks without any
legitimacy.We want to avoid
that. We want to avoid a
situatiom where great claims
are made. but when if comes
to a demonstration there are
only enough people to hold +

each of the two bannerpoles
and no-one to march behind
at

Obviously the immigration
issue is going to be central as
well as the police. The recent
raids in Edmonton and Brent
are really worrying blacks.
At one timethe police would
go into Brick Lane and drag
some workers and some cust-
omers outof a cafe on suspic-
ion of being “‘illegal immig-
rants’'. Nowit's affecting
far more people, and it's
40 cops at a time with dogs.

The government's new
citizenship proposals—will
also be an important issue. A
lot of black people are going
to be disenfranchised.
Whitelaw, when asked on the
box the other night a specific
question as to whether he
would guarantee that blacks
who entered Britain before

someone doesnt apply in
time. they will lose their
rights.

Separated families is a
connected issue. In Britain
people watch television and
think it’s so terrible when
they see families on a South
African Bantustan where
the breadwinner is some
300 or 400 miles away. Here
it is often a case of bread-
winners being separated by
7 or 8000 miles. For instance,
you don’t get tax relief for
children overseas.

Employment is another
crucial issue — andit is diff-
ic to fight because there

single issue.
Black people are political

but to talk about working
or labour movement

s is meaningless to
hey see themselves

 

 
 
   
   

 
  

talked at our
bout allyingwith

2 class, verypolit-
were saying how

working class and
nion movementis.

People would say, they're all
racists in my bus garage, I
have to walk around with the
other black brothers. People
shout ‘‘Wog”TM and ‘‘Coon”’ at
us

the work
cal peop

 

It will be quite a time until
such people see that the
black cause has to be fought
in relation to the labour
movement.
  
 

1973 could have British
nationality, said that all
those who applied before
the White Paper could.
The implication is that if
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Reviewed by
JOHN O’MAHONY

*““AND WHATdoesthis en-
title me to?", asked the
newly-joined memberof the
union on being given his red
membership card — think-
ing, no doubt, of sick bene-
fits and thingslike that.

“Between two and_five
years in Sing Sing prison’’,
answered the union organis-
er, who tells the story in
Steward Bird and Deborah
Shaffer’s film The Wobblies.

The red card ‘entitled’
many of the militants who
carried it to deportation, jail,
shooting and hanging. The
union was .the Industrial
Workers of the World
(Iww), nicknamed the
Wobblies, founded in Chic-
ago in 1905.

Even the nickname and
the story IWW militants told
of how they got it says a
great deal about the Wobb-
lies. A Chinaman joined the
IWW but could only pro-
nounce himself to be a mem-
ber of the ‘Eye Wobble
Wobble’. So ‘the Wobblies’
theybecame.

There were many terr-
ibly exploited and oppressed
Chinese workers in America
then,but therewere no Chin-
ese in the ‘respectable’
American labour movement,
the elitist and craft-union
American Federation of
Labour. The AFL was a
racist ‘lilywhite job trust’,
with a very small member-
ship, opposed alike to Chin-
ese, to blacks, and to the
masses of thewhite ‘unskill-
ed’ workers, including of
course the women ‘factory
hands’.

The IWW setout to build
a union which would
embrace the whole working
class of all creeds and col-
ours, of both sexes; a move-
ment, moreover, which
would be animated with the
spirit of class solidarity and
whose members would dedi-
cate themselves to the class
war against capitalism un-
til it would be overthrown.

Every strike was seen and
foughtas a battle in the class
struggle. And almost every
strike in the USAat thattime
was,literally, a battle: strik-
ers and thosewillingto brave
the picket-line in their sup-
port, on one side, and on the
other the police, ‘company’
thugs, professional scab-
herders, and private detect-
ive agencies, all armed.
IWW members would con-
gregate to organise, mobi-
lise support, and help in the
picketlinebattles.

At its beginning the IWW
united both political social-
ists (who fought elections)
and militant trade unionists.
In 1905 Daniel De Leon, an
important Marxist theorist
and leader of the small and
select Socialist Labour Party,
stood on one platform in

 

IWWstrikers in Paterson, New Jersey, 1913
Chicago with Eugene V.
Debs,a revolutionary social-
ist of a less doctrinaire
stamp and presidential can-
didate of the loose Socialist
Party, and William D. Hay-
wood, leader of the Western
Federation of Miners, a
spokesman for direct action
industrial unionism.

They split in 1908 and,
rejecting ‘politics’ (elect-
jons), the Wobblies became
a purely industrial move-
ment — part of the inter-
national current of syndical-
ist workerswhorejected poli-
tics out of disgust with the
official labour movement.

At its peak (1917, the year
USA entered World War1),
the IWW had 100,000 mem-
bers, and then it declined.
Savagely persecuted during
the world war, its leaders
and members suffered jail-
ings and deportations, mass
trials and lynchings, and, in-
evitably,defections. 

But perhaps more import-
ant as a causeofits effective
disappearance was the Russ-
ian Revolution. Many of the
militants who had stood the
test of the war turned from
the IWW to learn the lessons
the Russian revolutionaries
could teach — away from one
sided syndicalism and to-
wards a newly reinvigorated
militant Marxist politics.
The same sort of thing hap-
pened wherever syndical-
ism had been a force. The
IW

W
ceased to be an import-

ant force in revolutionary
politics about 60 years ago.

How to bring the IWW
alive for an audiencein 1980?

Bird and Shaffer have found
a marvelous group of a dozen
veterans in whom the IWW
is still alive and who bring
it alive for us. We encounter
the spirit, the true tones and
accents, the stark simplicity
of the IWW's message, and
the attitudes, sympathies,
and aspirations which anim-
ated the Wobblies as they
were seven decadesago.

The film intercuts their
reminiscences with newsreel
film of strikes and of working
conditions in lumber camps,
docks, textile mills, of
police attacks on strikers,
and with the songs of the
Wobblies.

:

Theresult is a moving evo-
cation of that great move-
ment of the unskilled and
the migrant workers in early
20th century USA.
All the veterans must bein
their 80s at least — though
they don’t look or soundlike
it. (Roger Baldwin, the
narrator, is in his mid-90s!)
An old womanstands around
as her male companion
remembers, chewing gum
and wearing a badge pro-
claiming ‘Senior Power’. A
black docker recalls the
battle to organise the ports.

Someone looking like the
double of James P. Cannon,
the great American Trotsky-
ist (himself an old Wobbly),
recalls his battles as an IWW
hard man with the thugs and
predators the IWW had to
reckon ‘with. The IWW org-
anisers riding the freight
cars faced pickhandle-wield-
ing train crews demanding
passage money ‘and ‘hijack-
ers’ in gangs trying to rob
them. The IWW merciless-
ly beat some train crews and
carved ‘IWW’on a hijack-
er’s face, for a warning.

Heis proud ofit, reliving
it, his facehard.

With different emotion,
anotherrecalls a cold-blood-
ed massacre(of which he was
a survivor) of Wobbly org-

 
anisers on a ferry boat,
sitting ducks for the sheriff
and his ‘citizen’s com-
mittee’.

Asked what she thinks
now about the IWWideas,
a thin, spectacled old
woman, white hair swept
back and tied behind her
head, quavering-voiced and
terribly frail-seeming,
spits on her hands and rubs
them together, as if she is
aboutto take hold of a shovel
or a pick. Then she eloquent-
ly stretches them out to the
camera palms upward.

‘*Withoutthis'’, she says,
‘nothingmoves’’.

She figures on the credits
as ‘‘a miner's wife’’. If
the mere ‘wives’are like that
60 years later, no wonder
the Wobbly miners, lumber-
jacks, and textile workers
seared the US government
into panic repression!

aaWwW
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In fact women workers
played an important direct
part in the IWW.Someof the
most celebrated strike batt-
les involved women textile
workers. Elizabeth Gurley
Flynn — the ‘rebel girl’ of
Joe Hill’s song — was an
important strike organiser
and IWWagitator.

(“Do you want to have
soft hands and leisure like
the bosses’ wives and daugh-
ters?'’, she asked a meeting
of striking women. ‘‘Yes’’,
‘they answered. ‘‘Well, you
can't have them’’, she shout-
ed back).

The IWW message, popu-
larised in

.
characteristic

songs (often parodies of pop
songs) which expressed their

lies
beliefs or their scorn of the
society around them, was
extremely simple and eff-

' ective.
There were two classes in

society, and they had ‘no-
thingin common’. The whole
workingclass hadto organise
to take over. This could not
mean sectional, elitist, rac-
ist unions like those of the
then AFL, but ‘one big un-
ion’.

The irreplaceable weapon
in the daily struggle, the un-
ion wasalso buildinga scaff-
olding for the future socialist
commonwealth, here and
now. The union would paral-lel in its structures existing
industrial society; through
those structures the workers
could seize industry after
theyhad got rid of the bosses
and administerit in theirown
interest.

The IWW wastheOneBig
Union a-building.

“There is power,thereis
powerin a bandofworking
men,

Whentheystand handin
hand,

That's the power,that’s
the power,thatmustrule in
every land,

One industrial union
grand’.

This rock-basicmessage of
two classes with nothing in
common, and no possible
social peace until the work-
ing class was organised in
the one big union and could
take over, gave a tremendous
elan to the IWW.And,after
all, it is the irreducible cen-
tral idea of every great move-
ment of revolutionary work-
ers that has ever existed or
ever can exist.

It can be armedin its own
cause with science, know-
ledge of the lessons of hist-
ory, refinements of strategy
and tactics — all the extra
dimensions that it needs to
grow from a gut proletarian
revolt into a force that can
remake society. It can even
be encrusted with perverse
and anti-socialist ideas, as in
the Stalinist Parties when
theyrelied on would-be revo-
lutionary workers. But with-
out it no real revolutionary
movementis possible. 

Yet the IWW found it was
not enough. Their anti-
political organisation took
no official position on World
War 1. Some supported it,
some were lynched for op-
posing it. Frank Little —

‘half Indian, half whiteman,
all IWW' — was lynched
while in the uniform of the
US Army. The entire IWW
was repressed.

Then the Russian Revolu-
tion set the|Wobblies
discussing politics again. In
the film one old-timer recalls
a discussion in a lumber
camp. ‘'The Russkis have
beaten us to it’’. So, what
could the Bolsheviks teach
them! Many joined the Com-
munist International.

Those that did not were
soon marginalised, and then
the fierce repression contin-
ued until 1921 or 1922.

The worst weakness of
this excellent film is that it
does not establish a clear
enough nartative framework
for the newsreel and the
reminiscences. Too much
depends on allusions. It is
extremely vague about the
fate of the organisation and
its militants after 1917.

I also found myself itching
to know wherethedozen old
people had been for all these
years. Thefilmleaves you to
surmises and_accidental
clues (e.g. the hard man
makesa slip and half-refers
to the persecution of ‘Com-
munists’ instead of IWW...).

For the Wobblies did con-
tinue to play a part in the US
radical and labour move-
ment after the [WW had be-
comea withered rump. 

In the ’30s, the CIO in-
dustrial unions picked up the
Wobbly thread — weaving
it into the fabric of a differ-
ent, conservative, social
outlook, to be sure — and
created powerful industrial
unions. The class struggle
politics of the Wobblies, re-
woven into a multi-dimens-
ional Marxist political out-
look, were continued by the
American Trotskyists after
the Communist Party of the
USA became Stalinist. By
World War2 it was the Trot-
skyists who were repressed,
tried and jailed (though
treated much more gently
than the IWW in World War
Di

Their spokesman was a
one-time Wobbly, James P.
Cannon, whooften proclaim-
ed that he was continuing
the IWW tradition.

The Wobblies present an
account of a heroic period
in the history of our class,
and at the sametime puts us
in touch with an important
and still alive culture of
working class revolt and
struggle.

If it is not likely to be
shown where you live, it
can be hired. It should be:it
would do every reader of
Socialist Organiser a \ot of
goodto seeit!
 
 

  
 

  Reviewed by
KAREN BRODIE &
ISAAC JULIAN
IN THEIR PLAY ‘A Short,
Sharp Shock’, Howard Bren-
ton and Tony Howard att-
emptto show the viciousatt-
ack the Tory governmenthas
made (and is still making)
upon working-classpeople.

Tony Howard stated: ‘‘We
wrote the play to cheer up
those people who hate the
government, to provide a
celebration for that broad
spectrum of the left. And to
‘hurt’ thegovernment’’.

Although I’m sure the
group in this play try very
hard to do this, there is no

ossible way that they can,Recaose once you haveleft
the theatre after a good

A Short,
laughandtwohours of enter-
tainment you have to come
right backto reality.

It’s all very well sitting in
the theatre watching a piss-
take of the Tories, but when
you can’t even afford a pint
of lager after the play be-
cause the is so low
{and we might even have to
work for it soon) it’s not veryfunny!

The characters In the play
(the Tory government) are
performed brilliantly by
women. Margaret Thatcher
is played excellently by
GwenTaylor.But mostof the

credit must be given to Dar-
lene Johnson, who plays
Sir KeithJoseph.

She has to be a good act-
ress to play a madman! In
the play, Keith Joseph
replies to a young lad who
writes telling him that he
can’t afford to live.

“If you are finding things
difficult at the moment,
whenyou go to a supermark-
et tell the cashier that you
are fighting inflation for the
Government and I’m sure
they will let you have the
goods for half price. And if
you find the need to buy new

arp Shock
clothes, again just tell the
shop-ownerthatyou’re fight-
ing inflation and they too
will give you the clothes for
half price’.

Margaret Thatcheris por-
trayed as a kind of mother
figure of the Tory party. She
refers to the males in the
Tory cabinet as ‘her boys’,
while receiving kisses on the
cheek from them.She carries
round a snuff box which
contains “a little bit of
Airey'’, and she also keeps
hearing his voice saying
things like ‘Margaret!
Margaret! The dead are all

communists’’.
But the live ‘communists’

that appear in the play are
Old Man Yuke, who was an
‘old mad lefty’, his grand-
daughter Jean, who was
‘too political to join the Lab-
our Party’, and Milly Stack-
er and her husband Arthur.

Milly is a Labour Party
member and goes out can-
vassing for the Labour Party,
and Arthur is a Communist
Party member who ends up
an alcoholic.

So although Tony Howard
says that the play is a cele-
bration for the left, it Is al-

most a denigration for us.
The first time we saw the

play, it ended with cynical
bitching,showing the social-
ists in the play squabbling
and bickering among them-
selves, giving no positive
answers orsolution.

But on a second view
of the play, the ending
been changed to the social-
ists going off the stage argu-
ing but saying, ‘‘We’ll be
arguing until breakfast time
tomorrow, but we’ll have an
answer by then’’.Then Mar-
garet Thatcher comes on
stage and says, ending the
play:

‘*You know you'll have to
vote for me in the next elec-
tions, because if you vote
Labour you'll have to fight
for socialism, and you
daren’t do that,dare you?”’
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Gedling [Notts]
conferencedeleg-
ate GORDON
SKINNERspoketo
Pete Radcliff
MBA the cesssetGormley made a well-report-
ed attack on those fighting
for democracy. in the Labour
Party. He pushed the South
Wales emergency resolution
off the agenda. What do
NUM membersthink?
O10) What Gormley_said
wasthatwe,the trade union
leaders, hold the key to the
problem, and we want unity
and an endtothebitkering.

o¢
But thepolicy of the NUM,

as was passed at the 1978
conference at Torquay, re-
mains to support the Labour
Party leadership being
elected democratically by
the Party. J hold the view

that the“NUM should not
have changed the vote at the
1979 Labour conference.»
MB What can be done to
ensure that the NUM dele-— at this year's Labour

arty conference sticks to
its union policy?
O10 The union delegates
have just got to be prepared
to do something at the pre-
conference meeting on the
Sunday morning at Black-
pool, They’ve got to be pre-
paredto pushit.

Last time I went. I got the

35pc and
no closures-
let's stick
to that!

impression that the dele-
gates tend to leave every-thing to the NEC of the
union. One would hope that
this year there would be
some leadership from the
likes of Scargill and Mc-
Gahey.

MM The union passed a
motiong for a 35% increase
on minimum rates. What
were the issues raised in
thatdebate?
O10) Before the claim has
been presented for thosé at
the top of the scale, at the

coal face, but this time the
claim has been presentedfor those at the bottom of
the scale. The 35% is what
the lower-paid workers, at
the moment on £70 or so,would get.

The only argument at

the conference was whether
vhen £100 minimum had
been met, other workers
would receive the same
flat rate increase, or a per-
centagerise.

The £100 minimum is not
exorbitant, and the govern-
ment would have difficulty
in making miners accept
less. Furthermore, the com-
posite resolution planned
also «called for a_special
delegate conference should
the £100 minimum salary
not be met.

It means that rather than
diving into a ballot in in-
dustrial action, and facing a
barrage of attacks from the
tight wing press, there will
instead be the special dele-
gate conference. The dele-
gates will report back with
the recommendations from
the conference to the pit-
head, and the mimers will
make up their own minds.
It could have a verydifferent
effect on theballot.

What was, of course,
significant, was that the
day after we passed. this
resolution, Joe Gormley, in
a speech, told the govern-
ment not to worry too much.
He didn’t want to bring the
government down in a major
dispute.
@H@ What was the mood of
the conference about fight-
ing closure threats?

When I went to the
special conference in Feb-
ruary, I can remember
there were many long faces
over the fact that South
Wales had tried to do some-
thingabout closures on their

own. George Rees, of the
South Wales miners, told me
that the earlier oppositionhad collapsed because the
men had become ballot-
weary. :

The press had picked it
up, and were trying to fright-
en the men out of the conse-
quences of their actions.
They also felt premature,that perhaps the. closures
weren’t in factgoing to happ-
en.

_

No-one dwelt on theearlier
disastrous vote in South
Wales. There was instead aclear commitment from the
conference never again to
allow the pits and areas to
be picked off one by one.They intend to standunited
against closures.

o¢
7 McGaheysaid he would be
quite prepared to go over the
borders to help in Durham,
should they face closures,and the Durham delegate
said much the samething.

These are fine words at
conference— we will-haveto
see if this unity can be
maintained whenit comes to
the crunch. I wonder what
Ray Chadburn [the Notting-hamshire Area president] |

would say, for instance, if
Scargill were invited into
the Notts area to link up the
opposition to closures.

I believe there would be
problems, but at confer-
ence, at least, everyone was
happy with the unity so far
established.
    Dole

strikers
determined
towin

AS THE Brixton dole offite
strike goesinto its third week
of unofficial action, the
strikers are coming up
against many pressures.
The weight of the full time
officials and the right wing-
controlled National Execut-
ive Committe has been
swung againstthem.

The General Secretary has
sent out a circular to all
members which gives all
the management arguments
about the numbers of scabs
working, which deliberately
emphasises every point of
potential weakness in the
strike organisation, and
which condemnsthe unoffic-
ial levy now being organised
throughout CPSA and other
civil service unions.

And it ends with a call for
unity, not division!

The Brixton campaign has
put out a reply calling for:
Unity yes, but leadership,
not cowardice!

A lower level union
official has repeatedly tried
to undermine the strikers’
weeklymeetings byinsisting
on involving all the CPSA
scabs who have crossed the
picketlineevery day in them.
This is the only ‘‘assistance”’
this official has given the
Brixton strikers.

Meanwhile, the

—
police

have begun to step up their
presence on the picket
line.

Last week, one of the
sacked members, Richard
Cleverley,was charged with
criminal damage to a car,
in an incident in which he
had been violently attacked
by a scab, with no police
interference to stop the
assault. The magistrate
banned Cleverley from the
picket line and anywhere
within half a mile of Brixton’
untilmid-October!

Inside CPSA,the struggle
to support the unofficial
strikers is clearly dividing
the militants from the
pseudo-lefts. Already over
£2,500 has been collected
to finance the strike. For the
first time in the history of
the civil service trade
unions, an unofficial strike,
unconnected with pay, has
been organised and susiain-
ed by an unofficial network
of branch activists and mem-
bers.

A conference ‘will be held
later this week of workplace
delegates from all DHSS and
DE branches in the London
area to discuss the fight-
back, the fund raising and
possible blacking action to
give solidarity.

Again, the bureaucracy
will attempt every move to
block it, undermine the
left and give a boost to
employers.

The strike must be supp-
orted bytherest of the trade
union movement, and by
activists in theLabourParty.

Donations and messages
of support to Brixton Dole
Office Campaign, 16 Knowl-
ton House, Cowley Road,
London SW9.(01-582 1645)

STEPHEN CORBISHLEY

Bakers
fightback

BAKERS’ UNION members at
King Henry Meat Products,
Levenshulme, walked out on
strike at lpm on Monday
July 7th.This was theiranswer
to arbitrary dismissals, atroc-
ious safety standards and low
wages,

is dispute is being speed-ilymadeofficial and a 24 hour
picket has been put on the
plant. A mass picket is beingee for 6am on Thursday
17th.

It is doubly important that
this strike is won. Since the
national strike, baking bosses
in Manchester have system-
atically attempted to destro:
union organisation throug!redundancy: and victimisation
of militants, At King Henry
Meats, the boss, Holling,
ip-fanaticallyanti-tradeunion.

The Bakers’ Unionis calling
for support for the picket line
and support for the mass
pickets.

Messages of support and ~

donationsto:
Bakers Food and Allied
Workers’ Union, Room. 4,
George House, 30 DudleyRoad, Whalley Range, Man-
chester M16 8DE.

MICK WOODS

Stop the
containers!

TANDY Warehouse at Wed-
nesbury, West Midlands, have
been out on strike since Wed-
nesday May 21st for union
recognition.

The warehouse is a national
distribution centre for Tandy
Hi-Fi shops and has always
been non m. As a result
the regime was strict and the
wages lousy.

£1.20 an hour was consider-
ed a good rate, and one fork
truck driver was being paid as
little as 63p an hour. The wage
rises due to young workers ateach birthday were often paid
4-6 monthslate.

Determined to do some-
thing about this and to
improve their job security,
most of the workers joined the
TGWUearlier this year, but
when the full-time officials
went in to ask for union recog-
nition and discussions over
wages, the company refused
and a strikebegan.

The part-timers among the
strikers havebeen ‘‘made red-
undant’’ and scabs employed
in their place. But the biggest
problem they face is scab
eagle crossing the picket

e.
Tandy’s distribution is

done by a non-union
called Roden Transport and
theystillgoin and out. Worse,
before the strike they only
took goods from the ware-
house to the shops. Now they
are bringing in material as
well.

:But the key to winning the
strike is in stopping contain-
er traffic, as thegreat majority
of Tandy’s ucts

=
are

imported from the USAor the
Far East. No containers are
now beingdelivered direct but
it seems likely that they are
being diverted elsewhere and
transshipped.

A scab driving a Bedford
artic, registration number
JAW 214 N, has brought in
several loads since the strike
began and the strike comm-
ittee is trying to find out

where he is getting them.Theyurgently need any information
on the movement of goods to
the firm, who also use the

‘Micronta’.
: oe the strike is offic-
ial, the T&G’s £7 doesn’t go
very far these days, and dona-
tions are urgently required. All
information, lonations,
mes s of “en etc.
should be sent to the Tandy
Strikers, c/o J.Jones, Trans-
oe House, 32-33 Bury Street,

olverhampton, W.Midlands.
SIMON TEMPLE

Halfwin,
half lose

THE STRIKE of GEC elec-
tricians at Metro-Cammell inele“had” originallspar Ly
struck [on May 16th] for a
20% wage claim. GEC immed-
iately sackedall 150 of them.

On June 24th, eleven of the
strikers broke ranks and
returned to work. As a result,
the other strikers voted to go
backto workon GEC’s terms.

But then the company
refused to reinstate ten of
them. The strike continued
after that on the basis of
‘All batk or none back’.

One of the strikers told
SO: ‘‘It isn't a victory and it
isn’t a defeat. We were forced
to give up on our wage claim
after eleven blokes broke
ranks. Even though we
finallyforced GECto reinstate
everyone,ten of us have been
barred from holding union
office for three years, and
several of us have now been
sentoff to differentplants.

“The obvious danger is
that now we're split up, GEC
may to victimise some of
us in the future, but on the
other hand, we held out
against the odds for reinstate-
ment.

“GEC’s original list of the
ten blokes they wouldn’t
reinstate incli four whoer’ ne =—=en particularly prominen
the strike. Werealiecd at once
that what the company would
try and do next was to offer
to reinstate those four to make
it look as though they’d
compromised.

“GEC were banking on us
being forced to accept that
‘compromise’ because of the
E 'U’s refusal to make
thestrike official.

 

ON WEDNESDAY 2nd July,
about workers from
Cammell-Laird shipbuilders,
Birkenhead, part of British
Shipbuilders, went down to
London,su; dly to protest
at the lack of orders beingeo to the yard. Whatreallyppened is a differentstory.

After months of delay,
waiting for Frank Field,
Labour MP for Birkenhead, to
organise the lobby, all thatbrrw3 was at about
150 from the delegation went
into Parliament to lobby MPs
and got nothingout of them.

The rest of us, or at least
some of us, went off to Down-
ing Street to handin a petition.
The petition’s call for more
defence workwas not support-
ed by all Lairds workers.
Anyway, at Downing Street is
was very hard to tell the
workersfrom thetourists.

Due to the appeal by Frank
Field and the Confed leader-
ship in the yard, no union
banners or placards were
taken, and great stress was
laid on giving a — of
Liverpool’s workers while in
London.

In effect, this meant acting

 Giving agood image
from a position of weakness
ratherthanof strength.Rather
than a for work byLiverpool's workers, we asked
if the nice Tory government
would consider ing a
few orders our way.lesson must he learned
from this.

No MP, Labour or Tory,
can save our jobs. It’s been
tried in other areas and seen
to fail. The only people who
can stop thisattackon our j

are ourselves and our fe
trade unionists.

Workers in  shipbuildin;
need to realise that B:

builders won’t reduce the
workforce to the minimum
with the least degree of
trouble. Those who have
orders at present need to
support those yards threat-.
ened with more redundancy or
closure as it could be ir
turn next.

There must be joint action
nationally, and the stewards
in the yards and dependant
industries must build a nation:
al organisation. The Tories
are slowlycutting us down and
we need to call a halt to their
attacks. LOLDUFFY
 

“On Wednesday July 9th
the EETPU e ively voted
to put off making the strike
official for another ‘month —

that’s after we'd already been
out for nearly two months!

‘Tf it hadn’t been for the
support we’d received frommilitants round the country
and from left-wingers [part-
icularly members of the SWP
and supporters of Workers’
Action] we probably would
have had to return at that
point.

“But we were able to hold
on despite thetreachery of
theunion leaders.

‘‘Some of us involved in the
actionneopp-
onents 0} Chap; ja
in the EETPU.The rest of the
blokes, ha seen what a
bunch of and bosses’
men we've got in the leader-
ship of our union, are now
determined to get involved in
the fight to out Chapple
and his henchmen,”’

No comment
YOUR excellent magazine

comes to me each month with
the Parliamentary ‘House
Magazine’, and I am always
interested to read it. Your
April issue features a cover
photograph of some Lanca-
shire police at a clay pigeon
shoot.

Iam very pleased to see this
evidenceof police participation
in shooting sports, which are
rapidly growing in popu-larityall over thecountry.However, someone should
tell these officers that pieces
of cotton-wool stuffed into the
ears are totally inadequatera against muzzle
last. It is agimportant to

use proper lesigned ear
muffs or ear plugs, otherwise
cumulative and

_
irreversible

damage to the ears will inev-
itably result. Proper protection
may cost a bit more than
cotton wool, but it is surely
preferable to a hearing aid and
possible premature  retire-
ment,

I should know — I have been
over

I had started to protect my
ears sooner.It is too late now! ©

LORD SWANSEA
fromPolice, May 1980
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by BRUCE
ROBINSON

ON JULY 14th, the DailyMail
devoted its main front page
article and two centre pages
to an article ‘exposi the
Workers’Socialist League.

There were the usual fan-
tasies of red-baiting journal-
ists. For example, a general
strike ‘‘would bring down the
governmentand activists
~,,

would organise ‘soviets’ of
workers to run factories and
communities. Life in Britain
would then assume some of
thehorror of Cambodia.”’

The article also claims that
a darkroom at the WSL’s
headquarters is used to
develop pictures of callers to
thehouse!

But the articles have a more
serious side. Firstly, they aim
to paint a sinister picture of
the WSL at the centre of an
international grouping of
criminals andterrorists. They
express horror at the WSL’s
contacts in other countries,
and at a conference of Trot-

_ee thattheyhave organis-
ed.“‘Some’’,we are told, ‘‘face
arrest in theirhome countries’’
— not TSwhen those
include le and Turkey.
“Others are actively involved
in armed es’, the
Mail claims, offering na
evidence forthis,let alone the
absurd claim that the WSL

THE MAIL
TRIES
ANOTHER
WITCH
HUNT

is involvedin theIrish National
LiberationArmy — the armed
wing of the Irish Republican
Socialist Party, who killed
Airey Neave.

r these lunatic alleg-
ations, Tory MPs and Home
Office ministers are planning
to get police reports on the
summer school, and possibly
to refuse entry to delegates
from abroad when they try

to enter thecountry.
The Mail is also trying to

use its ‘Exclusive’ to stir up
another witchhunt in the
Labour Party. It claims that
Ted Heslin, who was recently
readmitted to the Labour
Party by its National Executive
Committee after being expell-
ed by Oxford Labour Party,
organised the ‘‘international
school for subversion’’.

for this claim, and no argu-
ment about why the school is
so evil, but uses it to attack
the whole of the left in the
Labour Party.
was ‘“‘As Benn welcomes the
left...’ (in small letters), foll-
owed byreds’’ (in very large type).
inviteds such great democrats
as Frank Chapple,
Sandelson and
(‘These links with foreign
organisations should be inves-
tigated”’
ionalist is Bro. Weighell) to
makecalls for a new witchhunt
and to: call for the NEC to
reverse its
TedHeslin.

ients for right wi

are there.Firstly,
of Trotskyists, who organise
openly for their views and
are
strikes; associate them wit.
‘*foreigners’’who ‘‘facearrest
in their
and with
their addresses in case anyone
feels sufficiently outraged to
throw a brick through their
windows; paint them as if
they were at the centre of a
massive world-wide subvers-
ive plot which includes under-
oethe our Party; attack Benn
for good measure; and
set off another witchhunt in
theLabourParty.

The Mail offers no evidence

The front page headline

‘*Row over school for

Ontheinside page, the Mail

Neville
id Weighell

— a internat-

decision about

All the necessary ingred-
hysteria

e a group

active in  supportin;

own countries’’,
“terrorists'’; give

the ‘moderates’ in

try to
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Outof sight
out of mind

THE MOSTrecent estimates
of the numbers of people in
and on the margins of poverty
are for 1977. The Tory Govern-
ment has stopped publishing

because they
about what the

figures would show.
By 1977 there were more

than 6 million people, in just
under4 millionfamilies, living
in poverty.wor +ae in poverty in
1977, nearly 32 million were
below retirement age. Nearly
14 millionwere children.
@ Between 1974 and 1977,

the numberof people living in
poverty increased by To
and thenumberof children by
more than40%.

eee
But there are even more

people who are not in poverty
ut whose incomes are so low

that they are hard pressed to
meettheirbasicnecessities.

@ In 1977 there were more
than 7% million such people
and more than two ion of
them were children.These are
increases ‘since 1974 of just
under 50% and just over 70%

f respectively.

 
 
 

A scab
THE TORIES have come up
with ‘‘new’’ ideas on how
to carry out more cuts in
public expenditure, and ways
in which to use the potential
pool of cheap labour — the
unemployed. But with a new
twist: theynow want to bring
about forced labour. Thatis,
to draw unemploymentbene-
fit, the unemployedwill have
to “‘earn”’ it by ‘“‘voluntary”’
workfor a few days a week!

Unemploymenthas always
had advantages for the
bosses, and is deliberately
increasedfor theirends.

By introducing a ruling
that to draw dole, people
must work a few days a week
“for free’’, bosses will gain
not only cheap labour,
but a body of potential
scab labour, undercutting
otherworkers.

army of
Take hospital workers,

for example, who could be
thrown out of work with
health cuts, and then forced
to return to work for nothing.
Whata saving in wages!

Threat
It also constitutes a threat

to people with jobs, who may
be under pressure to work for
less pay because of their
needto stay employed.

This idea of forced labour
is backed up by the Employ-
ment Bill. The Bill attempts
to outlaw any organised
straggle by workers: forced
labour attempts to use the
“big stick’’ to quell any
militancy before it develops
into organised struggle.

unemployed? NOWAY!
The Yories plan to use

unorganised, and toa large
extent demoralised, mem-
bers of the working class
to undermine the organisat-
ion and rights of those in
work.

Thatcher and Co have had
discussions with Community
Service Volunteers (who
play at working in hospitals
and homes).In the past, they
have always been seen as a

supplement to permanent
staff, though in practice
this is not always true and
has led to disputes with the
unions.

Alan Fisher of NUPEsaid
feebly that these measures
are no solution to unemp-
loyment.
believe that a solution to
unemployment is what the
Tories had in mind?

Does he really

Whattheyhave in mindis:
Divide and rule.

Prior told the Employment
Select Committee, ‘It seems
basically wrong to me that
wepay out large [sic] sumsin
unemployment and supple-
mentary benefits but get no
workfrom it’’!

Wealth
Well, James Prior, it

seems basically wrong to us
that you and the rest of your.
class live in such wealth
while the rest of us live in
poverty. It seems basically
wrong to us that you and
your class produce so much
misery and despair and from
it you grow fat and decadent.
It seems basically wrong to
us that those who don't

work themselves, but live
off the sweat of tiers,
should live in the lap of
luxury while we struggle
from one mealto thenext.

Workers must fight back
against these attempts to
undercut their jobs, and
theirwages.

As one worker said in
reaction to Prior’s bright
idea: ‘‘Work is work and
doie is dole, and no way are
the two to become confused.
If they want me to work,
then they must pay me. And
if they can't even give me
a job, not even that, then
it’s time we gotrid of the lot
of them."’

That, James Prior, is the
workers’ answer to you and
the rest of your class;
get out of the way.

FRAN BRODIE
    Wales:campaign
policeraids

“THIS IS THE first Welsh
Campaign for Civil and Polit-
ical Liberties march, but,

iven the attitudes of ple
 McNee and Anderson,

who define any and all demon-
strators and activists as polit-
ical subversives,it will not be
er50 peopl ttendeder e atten a
demo called by the WCCPL
last Saturday in Cardiff. The
Campaign was set up after
the police launched ‘Qperation
Fire’ in April, suppose to
round eet. involved in
the holiday cottage fires
campaign in Wales.

Some of those arrested
2a at a rally afterwards.

ey told how they weren't
questioned at all about the
arson campaign, but were
instead gri for days about
their views on Margaret

Gerry MaclLochlainn, the
Provisional Sinn Fein organ-
iser for Wales, told how he was

originally for suspic-
ion of arson. After 8 days in
detention, and withno contact
withtheoutside world, he was
told he was being charged
under the Prevention of Terr-
orism Act. He was, in fact,

eventually charged with con-
spiracy, but three months
later the police have failed to
produce any evidence.

The real motive for ‘Oper-
ation Fire’ was political. It
was an intelligence-gathering
operation on the left, and on

elsh nationalists. The Cam-
paign deserves labour
movement support when it
exposes this police operation
for whatit was.

Unfortunately, as the low
turnout shows, the WCCPL
seems to be more concerned
withdiscussing interpretations
of Judges’ Rules than with
building a campaign. Its first
meeting drew 1 people,
mainly students and academ-
ics, less than half of whom
turned up for thedemo.

The low turnout must be a
blow for those Nationalists
who believe that the arson
campaign is the way to rouse
the elsh working class
against the English capital-
ists. The only way the Cam-

paign will grow is to look for
bour movement support and

ta become more awere of the
role of the police as a repress-
ive arm ofthe state.

MARTIN BARCLAY

  by ANDREW
HORNUNG

THE POLISH government's
announcement of increased
meat and poultry prices from
the beginning of this month
sparked off strikes throughout
thecountry last week.

It had been announced that
meat was to go up by between
40% and 70%. So far thisyear
the cost of living has risen
5.4% at official prices (the
black market prices that
people are forced to pay for
goods in short supply have
gone up even more).

But the strikes sparked off
by the price rises focussed not
only on wage issues. In some,
plants like an aircraft factory
at Mielec struck for and got a
return to old productivity
normsand a wagerise of up to
15%, The FSO car works in
Warsaw went back after being
promised a similardeal.

At Zyrardow, two textile
plants have struck for wage
rises plus improvements in
working conditions and an
investigation into the wastage
of raw materials.

There is no official recog-
nition of the strikes. The
phrasecurrentlybeingused by
the authorities for the strikes
is ‘‘temporary weakening of
production dynamics’’. Simil-
arly,when shipyard workers in
Gdansk struck for a day to
take place in theannual comm-
emoration of the 1970 risi
there, the authoritiesdeclare:
they were closing the yard to
conserve energy.

Polish workersstrike
againstpricerises  
JacekKuron

In arecent document,social-
ist oppositionist Jacek Kuron
outlined some of the factors
behind the present mood of
the workers in Poland. ‘‘We
are threatenedwith an explos-
ion of popular anger on a

larger scale even than the
combined force of June-1956,

 December1970, June 1976 and
March1968...

‘A relative increase in real
wages at the start of the 1970s
sharpened appetites and
awakened hopes of prosper-
ity. Thus the current regress-
ion fin_ livin standards —

AH]is felt with so much more
pain. In recent years, starting
with June 1976, a radical dis-
crediting of authorityas auth-
ority has entered the popular
consciousness: people lack any
faith in the abilityof the auth-
orities to direct social life...

“The real factor differen-
tiating the current situation
from all previous crises is
the universal awareness within
society of organised activity
by opponents of the system...
An analagous function is ful-
filled by the unusual triumph
of the Church ee the
choice of a Polish Cardinal as
Pope...”

As Kuron emphasises, the
vital new elementis the exis-
tence of opposition groups like
KOR (the ial Self-Defence
Committee) and the Committ-
ees of the Free Trade Unions
which exist along the Baltic
seaboard and in the mining
areas of Silesia.

A FEW WEEKS ago,a careers
convention was held at a
school in Brent, NW London.
Without prior publicity, the
Army was present, on a re-
cruiting drive. During the
course of the evening, one of
the soldiers said to a 13 year
old boy, ‘‘Why don’t you join
up when you leave school an

o and shoot some Paddies in
orthern Ireland?”’
The boy's mother, who is

Irish, complained to the school
and theArmyrecruiting office.
She also wrote to the Irish
Post, in which an article
appeared on 22nd June.

e NUT representative at
ithe school, having seen the
article in the Irish Post, app-
roached the Headmaster to
find out what had been done
about the incident. The Head,
obviously surprised that the
mother had taken it to the
Press, would do no more than
apologise to her over the
phone. He had to be pressed
to write a letter of complaint
to theonHe bluffed his way around
this in a staff meeting by
saying that he had written to
the Army without—reply,
even though he had only
agreed to write a few hours
earlier!

At the staff meeting, some
teachers raised the issue of
whether the Army should
be invited into the school
at all. After attempts were
made to brush them off with
arguments that the soldier
had been “‘indiscreet’’ and
“‘tasteless’’,the Head stopped
further discussion when he
thought it was getting too
heated.

Meanwhile, at the ehomeeting of the local Nati
Union of Teachers branch, a
resolution of opposition to the
use of schools for Army re-
cruitment andLatery had
been discussed but talked out.
Despite being put way down
the agenda at the next meet-
ing, on July 8th, theresolution
was reached — and passed.

Alan Woods, whois also an
activist in the Troops Out
Movement, moved the motion,
basing his argument on the
conditions for school-leavers
joining the Army, the use of
the Army to break strikes,
and the role in running Brit-
ain’s concentration camps in
Northern Ireland.

The opponents of the reso-
lution (mainly the officers of
the ‘branch, including Comm-
unist Party eenbers} had no
real counter-arguments be-
yond saying that the motion
would be ignored, that it was
censoring information to
school students, and that
careers teachers would leave
theNUT if it were passed.

Nowthatopposition to Army
recruitment in schools is
branch policy, it is up to the
left to ensure that this policy
is put into effect. The union's
officers have madeit clear that
theywill do nothing.
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by ,ALEXIS CARRAS
IMAGINE4asituation where
1400 school leavers compete
for 8 jobs. Where unemploy-
ment is 14%, twice the
national average. Where
65 people chase each avail-
able vacancy. Could things
possibly get worse?

Yes, if the British Steel
Corporation has its way. To
compound the misery which
the working community of
Consett is already experien-
cing, along with all of the
depressed north-east of the
country, the BSC is planning
to shut down the Consett
steel plant, the major in-
dustrial works in thearea.

However, 1000 Consett
workers marched on Parlia-
ment on July 9thto show that
BSC’s decision was not going
to be taken lyingdown.

As one of the marchers
told Socialist Organiser:
“It comes hard having to
fight for your job. I’ve work-
ed in Consett for nineteen
years. I’ll be too old to get
another job; once this goes,
I’ve had it.

“But it’s the young ones
too. They won’s ever have
had a job. Whata future!

“It’s not just ourselves
we’re marching about, it’s
for the young ones’ jobstoo.
They’re not our jobs to give
away.”’

* Asked what they expected
Parliamentto do, the march-
ers’ answers varied from a
realistic ‘‘Nothing’’ to the
more forthright words of a
secretary at the hospital in
Consett — ‘‘We’re going to
see our MPs but that prob-
ably won’t make much diff-
erence. To tell the truth,
theonly person I'd like to see

Consett: DirectactioncanWin
in Parliament is Guy Faw-
kes.”’

Cleatly, the fight to save
Consett is not going to be
won on thestreets of London
nor just by lobbying of MPs.
Questions in Parliament are
not guing to stop theTories!

There is no substitute for
the solidarity and unity
which the Consett commun-
ity has managed to build up.
One of the most heartening
things about the march was
the numberof workers fromother industries and unions.
They see that the struggle is
not just for the steel workers
but for the entire town.
As Marjorie Laverton, one
of the women marchers,
said: ‘‘I work in a fish shop
— in fact, most of the women
in Consett do shop work;
there’s nothing but that and
the Company. If the Com-
pany closes the community
will break up. People will
start movingaway.’”

Thelocal labour movement
has joined in the fight. Of
course, activating the offic-
ial movement was initially
very difficult, since, as
another marcher put it,
“‘They’re not used to getting
off their arses and doing

CivilGaabetincs.that"
something. But that’s what
they’ve got to do, if they are
really to be a party of labourand not just a local Mafia."’

Derwentside local council
has given £6000 to the cam-
paign, and Durham councilis
also thinking of donating a
large sum. Thelocal Labour
Party branches have provid-
ed cars and PA systems to
tour andleafletthesurround-
ing estates.

But there has been one
black spot: the attitude of a
Labour Party councillor who
is also a foreman at the
plant, and along with the
management has played a
back-stabbingrole.

The managers ‘‘have
carried out BSC ‘policy’,

 theonlyway.

 
refusing to give the committ-
ee time off work and with-
drawing the duplicatingfacilities. They say the
campaign is not part of our
regular trade union duties.

“I thinkmanagementhave
been bought off, offered abig bonusif they get us shut
by the deadline without a
lot of fuss’’, stated a member
of .he Steel Committee at
Consett.

The role -of the unions
has also been crucial, but
not entirely as the workers
would have wished. The
union officials closer to the
rank andfilehave been veryresponsive but the ISTC
Executive has not appealed
to other steel plants to

black the orders the BSC has
been redirecting away from
Consett, in this case toScunthorpe.

“I think the EC should
have told them not to touch
the orders; after all, they
stopped the transfers in
Warrington. This morning
we tried to get an ISTC
full-timer, Ray Evans, to
call an EC meeting, but they
say they can’t meet because

} a say people are on holi-

“There’s a danger that
it might look like we’re try-ing to run down Scunthorpe.
We're not. We think all the
plants should bekept open.”’Although the Joint Union
Co-ordinating Committee
has broughtout a broadsheet
basing its argument on the
profitability and the irre-
placeably specialised nature
of the workat Consett, manyConsett workers do not see
the struggle in terms of the
narrow sectionalism of other
anti-closure campaigns.They reject the approach
which argues solely on the
basis of their profitability,
and whyoneplant should be
spared... at the expense of
others,

Anyway, the profitability
arguments, the reams of
Statistics and tables pro-duced by independent
marketanalysts,have not cut
much ice with the BSC and
the Tories.

“The audit which shows
Consett is profitable can’t
be refuted, but no-one has
listened, so perhaps we'll
have to behave ‘irrespons-ibly’. We are meeting steel-
workers from Lorraine
(France). We can learn a
lot from them.

“When the Tories and
BSC managementfind out
we are talking to French
steel workers, they will
need to be scared. We have
talked to people from Shotton
who know about BSC’s
tricks, and perhaps we can
avoid falling into the same
traps as theydid.”’

Asanotherof the marchers
put it: ‘‘Do what they’ve
done at Longwy in France.
Civil disobedience. That’s
the only way... if the works
wasn’t viable I still don’t see
why we should be thrownon
the scrap-heap..“*Thepointis‘thatindustryhas to be planned for the
people.”’

Only thisapproachhas anychance of ensuring that the
Consett campaign does not
follow the sorry road of so
many other steel fightback
struggles. Only this way will
demoralisation be avoided,
as well as the gradual coll-
apse of the campaign,
through workers one by one
acceptingredundancypay.

The Consett workers need
our support. Messages of
support, money and en-
quiries about the campaign
and speakers should be sent
to: John Lee, 24 Stockerley
Road, Delvesland,Consett.

 
   Fight

Class
AFTER Durham District
Labour Party’s meeting with
the Save Consett Steel
Campaign, Euro-MP Roland
Boyse talked to SO about the
campaign to save the works
and thetown.

O10 How do you see the
campaign developing?a Consett can be saved,
but not only by the efforts of
the plant workers. Although
they are the front line troops
who must lead the fight,
they need the support ‘of
trade union and Labour
Party workers. Principledoe for a short, hard
eee0 Asfaras f understand,the Economic Audit is a
major focal point in the
campaign.Is this so? DoataagreeEt thisemphasis?

_on The Economic Audit
shows that Consett is a
profitable works. This is a
source of tremendous supp-
ort for the community. The
fight is strengthened by
people knowing that they
are not trying to save a
‘larne duck’.

But implicit in the argu-
mentis that if Consett were
not profitable, then it would
be more reasonable to close
it. And following from this,
BSC management can easily
change their costing pro-
cedure, redirect orders and
so on which would make
Consett unprofitable, bysleight of hand, almost.

OM d
basis
A social audit is just as

important as the Economic
Audit. Closing the works
would mean 35% unemploy-
ment in Consett, and as the
rest of the region is also
under attack, there are no
otherjobs to goto.

The Economic Audit is
useful as an element of the
campaign. The social case
also needs to be emphasised.
(JO How significant do you
think Wednesday's march in
London willbe?
GB it’s vitally important
to take the battle to the
streets of London. Firstly
London is the centre of
decision-making; secondly it
will. alert the country to the
strength of feeling in Con-
sett — showing that the
workforce will not accept the
closure.

:Most importantly, the
fight will be brought to the
attention of the southern
working class. Consett is a
class fight.

At the moment, the north
is taking the brunt of Tory
attacks, but if they are
successful, the ‘prosperous
south’ will be next in line.
It’s a class, not a regional,
problem.

The Tories aim to smash
the trade union movement.
They will allow unemploy-
ment to rise. The demoral-
isation of fear caused by
rising unemployment, the
experienced labour activists
out of work, and a cheap

 
pool of labour for the capit-alists to turn to, will all help
the Tories carve up the trade
unions.
O10) You are reported to
have contact with the French
steel workers in Lorraine.
What do you think the
Consett campaign can learnon them?
WHI will meet the steel
workers next week,if necess-
ary, and if the Consett
Committee. wants it, I shall
arrange a meeting for them.

We must accept that if
all else fails, reasoned
argument, Economic and
Social Audits, peaceful
demonstration, it may be
necessary to take more
militant action.

In Lorraine, their tactics
brought 11,000 new jobs in
the area. They fought their
fight on a class basis: that’s
what we can learn from
them.

We must strengthen the
fight, put it on a class
basis. Keeping Consett
works open and the commun-
ity alive is a struggle thatthe
whole working class cannot
afford to lose.

If Consett goes, then the
Tories will have the confid-
ence to take on other groups
of workers, and we will see
more closures.

by Alexis.Carras
MANYOF THEConsett work-
ers look to the struggle in
France as a model. Workers
in LorraineaeFrance]and in the faced with
22,000 redundancies, repliedwith a fantastic show of
militancy. Roads were block-
ed, town halls attacked andburned, and on the 16th Feb-
ruary 19799 there was a oneGerea strike with every-thing from the supermarkets
to the Lille Philharmonic
Orchestra shut down!

What did the French steel
workers get out of this fight?
Practicallynot hing.Despite the anger, the
militancy, and the terrific
mobilisations of the workers,
no effective rank and file
organisations emerged and
no clear class policies were
fought for. Instead, the re-
formist ‘Communist’ Party
used the occasion to, demon-
strate their ‘left wing’ creden-
tials with spectacular actions
often directed against the
German steel workers. Cut
backon German steel imports,
was theirmajor cry!

They then negotiated with

the government. The sackings
are still going through, the
only sop beingvague promises
of new industries for the
steel areas, sometime in the
future!

The French experiencedemonstrates that militant
action is not enough. It can
actuallybe used by.the leader-
ship as a let-out from a deri s-
ive fight.

A decisive fight does not
mean burnin; down Town
Halls [although there is noth-
ing wrong in that], but link-
ing up with workers in other
steel towns on a rank and
file level, in a National Action
Committee. The campaign
must aim to defend the jobs
and payofall workers, instead
of fighting for ‘special cases’
or for import controls. And it
should draw in other
workers from the industries
which would be immediately
hit by the steel closures:
car workers, transport work-
ers, miners and dockers.

The policy should be: ag-
* Against Productivity deals.
* For sharing out the work
availablenationallyamong thedifferent plants, ier

ae
work-

ers’ control and with no loss

Break thecycle of defeats
of pay.
* For the entire nationalisation
of the steel industry, includin
all the profitable
the bosses have hived
themselves.
* International links with
other workers [in Germany
and France,for example].the tt workers
occupy their plant, that could
be a crucial first step to break
the cycle of defeats.

But they will have to beat
the bitter resistance of the
bosses, who will not tolerate
any questionin; of their
absolute control of their,
system.

For us, it is a matter
reorganising this crazybased system, in w we
makeall the ifices and get
noneof therewards. To do
we need a nt comm-
itted to our interests — just
as the bosses have the Tories
ruthlessly carrying out their
interests.

Weneed a workers’ govern-
ment based on the labour
movement and accountable
to the democratic control of
our class organisations, fight-
ing for our needs and our
future.

wi
off for.
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   If you want to work,speakout
ON SEPTEMBER Ist, ened. for Women’s Rights is
organising a Women’s Ri
alongside theRight to W

ork lobby of the TUC,lobby already organised.
Fightback secretary Rachel Lever told SO: “The TUC

doesn’t take women’s unemployment —— enow,
It still tends to re women’s earnings as

pepasoto the ly’s income,andIs oie silentabout
olicy of Sake womenfirst.’’aietback hopes that supporters from workplaces,

nurseries, etc, waljon the lobby on the Ist. We are plann-
ing to present the results of a questionnaire giving some
indicationof the numberof women who are unemployed —

who would like work,but who see little point In
as they are not eligible for benefit, and are

on
ely to be

offered work, or to beable to take up such an offer.
SFightback is appealing for donations towards the cost

of the lobby, in Brighton, and questionnaires are available
from Fightback,41 Ellington Street, LondonN7.”’

 
 

 
 


