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The
fight
in
ithe
T&G
by Jo Thwaites

HOW theT&GWU will cast
E_its 1% million votes in the

deputy leadership election
will not be finally decided
until the delegation meets
on September 27 — the

| start of Labour Party
conference.

But the Executive will
meet on the 21st and make
a recommendation. The
delegation is unlikely to go
against theExecutive.

It is expected that the
Executive will recommend
a vote for Silkinin the first
ballot. The second ballot is
not clear.

_

How the recommenda-
tion will compare with the
results of the ‘consultation’
with the Regions is any-
body’s guess.

No details of these ‘con-
sultations’ are being pub-
lished, but they seem very
unlikely to show a majority

;

But in some regions the
consultations haven’t got

+

as far as branch meetings.
They have only goneto the
District Committees or
tothe branch secretaries,
with no time for a branch
meeting to be consulted.
Region Fivecirculated Silk-
in’s election material, but
not Healey’s or Benn’s.

In Region 6, branches
have been consulted, but
branches never known to

before, particularly
in South Manchester, are
recording votes for Healey.
There is no doubt thatsome
full-timers have beenwork-
ing all-out to get in votes
for Healey.

The most democratic way
of making the decision on
the TGWU’s vote would
have been to vote on it at
the Biennial Delegate Con-
ference. But it was clear to
the leadership of the Union
thatthatwould have meant
a vote for Benn — so no
vote was taken.

All the machinations of
the TGWU’s leadership
show that they know that if
the rank and file had any-
thingto do withit, then the
T&G delegation would vote
for Bennonthefirst ballot.

The Executive meeting
that will take the decision
on how to recommend the
delegation to vote is on
Monday September 21st. A
lobbyof this EC meetingis
beingorganised. Come and

_
support it-— at 8.30am,
Transport House, Smith

|

Square, London SW1 feeer: :

- esttube, Westmin:
Ke  
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“WHATIS the Blackpool
TUC all about if the
people who voted for
policies thisweek are not
interested in whether or
not these policies are
carried out?”

These telling words from
Tony Benn in last week’s
Blackpool debate with
Healey and Silkkin sum up
the essential reason why he
should be suppor‘ed.

Benn alone ‘ot the three
stands for the

&zction and accountability
s* leadership in the labour
mxvement.

Benn alone has taken up
the fight for democratic con-
trol and broken down the
unspoken division -between
Labour Party politics and
the trade unions. In fighting
for party democracy he has
broken up the old cosy
‘unity’ between the tame
‘eft’ and the right wing, and
has been willing to trample
on the toes of the trade
union bureaucracy.

Aspirations
Benn’s decision to stand

against Healey, and his
appeal over the heads of the
union leaders to the rank
and file membership of the

|whole labour movement, has
fundamentally changed the
conditions in which socialists
argue against the right wing.

The platform of policies
on which .he stands is not a
perfect platform. But it
reflects the present aspira-
tions of wide layers of the
workers’ movement.

,

In the Blackpool debate
he stressed that the election
contest was about:

“_ . . getting rid of MrsThatcher; restoring

_
full

employment; restoring the
rights of trade unions;
advancing the rights of
women; and it is about.
getting a freedom of infor-
mation act; leaving the Com-
mon Market; having a non-
nuclear defence policy, and
getting rid of American
nuclear bases.” :

He went on to declare
himself firmly opposed to CENTREPAGES:

BACK PAGE:

the issues at stake
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WHY WE SAY
“VOTEBENN’  
 

, “AtBlackpooland Wembley,Benn wasthestandard-bearerof democratic reform

The charge-sheet against Healey
Activists say why they back Benn

The Bomb, wage‘control,cuts --

Now organise the Left!

the disastrous policies of the
last Labour government:

“We cannot go back to
1979, to the policiesof wage
restraint which not only
undermined the Labour
Governmentbut undermined
the role of the trade union
movement, because

-
trade

union officials — like the old
unions in Poland — were

agents of Governmentpolicy
rather than representatives
of the membership.” 

   
  
    

In stark contrast to this,
Healey nailed his colours
firmly to the mast of the
policies which brought the
1979 Election defeat.

Bluntly he argued that it
is not the right wing but
Benn and the left who have
betrayed the workingclass!:

“Those who have
betrayed the working class
of Britain are those who
have forced us for two whole
years to fight one another
when we should have been
fighting the Tories and who
through ideological narciss-
ism are helping to keep in
power the most brutal
government in living
memory, 2 government
which has committed itself
to destroy our trade union
movement.” :

Healey’s stubborn
defence of the anti-socialist

_

policies of previous Fabour
governments“was -combined:

 

with a firm commitment to
NATOand the EEC:

“We cannot hope to
avoid the disasters which
now threaten the whole
human race simply by ignor-
ing them or by retreating
into a neurotic isolationism
which treats every interna-
tional organisation set up to
tackle them simply as char-
acters in a cavalcade of
monsters...”

As the unanimous
favourite candidate of the
Tory press, Healey was of
course duty bound to dis-
count the power and
influence of the media and
attempt to turn the tables
and portray Benn and the
left as “elitists”.

But with Healey making
no bones of his opposition
to key fabour Party and
TUCCongress policies.

-
uni-

lateral disarmament. rejee-
tion-of wage controls, rena-

 

tionalisation without com-

pensation, and withdrawal
from the EEC — it was left
to John Silkin to make the
most dishonest presentation-
of the evening.

Sensing the predominant-
ly left-wing politics of the
1,000-strong audience, he
put forward

-
a

couched radical-sounding
statement which skilfully
concealed his opposition to
the democratic reforms
fought for by Benn.

His opposition
Wembley decision was

smuggled into a_ passage
welcoming the wider fran-
chise in leadership elections
as the way forward

..
.-*but

stressing that the “ground
rules” would have to beset
out in the future!

Silkin declared himself
against “guthoritarianism”

to the

- “but then revealed that by

carefully- -

‘claiming that

 
this he actually. means
accountability. Deliberately
confusing the Chartists’ call
for secret polling for all in
General Elections with the
left’s struggle to make
leaders accountable to the
membership for their
actions,he proclaimed:

“The Chartists demanded
secret ballots to end intimi-
dation: no recorded votes
for them!”

As a candidate who only
emerged late on asthestalk-
ing horse of a few bashful
tight wingers in the PLP and
trade union bureaucracy,
Silkin felt obliged to defend
the existing_—leadership
against the criticism of the
left:

“Some claim that the
Party is becomingdominated
by bureaucratic trade unions
and lacking vigorous leader-
ship.

“But the best leaders are
not’ always the dominant,
extrovert personalities, the
folk heroes.”

Sometimes, he implied, a
stodgy nonentity, a fake
left “‘conciliator” tike him-
self is an ideal choice —

offering occasional flurries
of left rhetoric combined
with consistent accomoda-
tion to the right wing in the
unions and the Labour
Party.

Clear
The debate spelled out

the choices facing workers.
The three candidates offer
either:

*A defender of wage
controls, NATO and_ the
IMF, and a staunch oppo-
nent of unilateral disarma-
ment, party democracy and
accountability.

*A slippery and evasive
opponent of party demo-
cracy and accountability,
who proclaims his support
for unilateralism but hedges
on the issue of a new social
contract “call it what you”
will”,

*Or the leading advocate
of party democracy and
accountability,

|
committed

to implement. Conference
policies, openly criticising
the discredited policies of
1979 .and even now pro-

there is no
solution through

—
simply

trying to reform capitalism,
We think that the choice

is clear for all to see. .

We need to drive forward
the democrattsation of the
Labour Party and the unions
as part of the fight for a

newleadership committed to
the struggle for socialism.

That's why we say ‘Vote’
Benn’!

CyvUtyetos

 



   NATO AND THE IMF
MAJOR Denis Winston
Healey is a dedicated, com-
mitted politician. Since his
first. involvement in the
Labour Party he has been
dedicated to the furtherance
of the politics of the right
wing and committed to
preserving the interests of
British imperialism.

He has never had — or

sought — any real links with
the rank and file of the
Labour Party or with the
trade union movement.

Having had his momen-,
tary “fling” at left wing
politics while still at Uni-
versity — he briefly joined
the British CP — Healey
took up a full time office
post at Labour Party head-
quarters in 1946 — serving
as secretary to Ernest Bevin,
Foreign Secretary in Attlee’s
government.

Greatest
Healey’s reference to

Bevin in last week’s debate
with Tony Benn as “the
greatest ever foreign secre-
tary” was no chance temark..
From the very outset Healey
was an eager supporter of
Bevin’s collaboration with
the US imperialist leaders to
consolidate capitalist rule in
post-war Europe, and his
efforts to maintain the
British Empire.

Healey was to/draft a

pamphlet extolling Bevin’s
policies, and remained at his
desk in. the Internationa
Departmentuntil 1952 when
he entered Parliament.

|

Healey’s impeccable right
wing credentials singled hi

out as a rising star for the
Labour leadership — and for
the “talent spotters” of US
imperialism.

In 1954 Healey became
the London correspondent
of an anticommunist maga-
zine, New Leader, produced
in New York and backed by
funds from the JM. Kaplan
Fund — a CIA front organ-
isation.

The magazine openly
advocated the infiltrationof
foreign socialist parties.

By the late 1950s he had
become a close crony of
Hugh Gaitskell, going with
both Gaitskell and Anthony
Crosland to attend functions
of the CIA-sponsored “Con-
gress for Cultural Freedom”.

Funding
Gaitskell and Healey also

went as guests of Prince
Bernhardt of the Nether-
lands, to attend sessions of
the “BilderbergGroup”..The
group was run by an influ-
ential American, J oseph
Reiginger, who also arranged
US Marshall Aid funding for
the European Movement.

Also prominent in these
CIA-infested circles was Dick
Taverne —. later to become
the

_
trailblazing Lincoln

renegade.Sponsorship

_
for the

European Movement came
from the nefarious “Americ-
an Committee for a United
Europe”, whose membersin-
cluded the former head of
the CIA’s forerunner (the
OSS), and CIA_men Allen
Dulles and Tom Braden.’

The CIA had not inves-
ted without hope of return.
In the wake of Labout’s
electoral defeat in 1959
Gaitskell, together with

Crosland and other right
wingers, took up a fight dear
to the hearts of the US
imperialists and British
capitalists — to delete Clause
IV — the call for nationalis-
ation — from the Labour
Party constitution.

In this struggle, and in
 

Small.wonder
Healey
defends

ATO -

whose
policies
he
helped —

draw up!
his determination to “fight,
fight arfd fight again”against
unilateral disarmament and
socialist policies following
his defeat at the 1960 party
conference, Gaitskell felt
certain he could count on

the support of Major Healey.
Healey was brought into

the Shadow Cabinet in 1959
and remained there — as

Shadow Foreign Secretary,
Shadow Secretary for
Colonial and Commonwealth
Affairs, and then Shadow
Defence Minister — until the
election victory of 1964.

Healey became Wilson’s
Secretary of State for

Defence for thewhole 1964-
70 period of Labour govern-
ment, And in that capacity
too he was able in his own

way to repay. the hospital-
ity of theCIA.

Trim
Whilebeing forced by the

growing economic crisis of
British imperialism reluctant-
ly to trim back global mili-
tary commitments, Healey
put “forward a substantial
new structure for forces pay,
providing them, with a

thumping 15% increase for
many grades, and offering a

system of ‘bonuses’ for less
pleasant duties —

Northern Ireland. The
scheme is described by
Wilson as ‘ginprecedentedly
generous’.

No such generosity was

applied by Healey to the
social services or. the forces

ing 4

such as”

struggling against imperial-
ism. In 1967, the economic
crisis. brought a cabinet
debate on spending cuts.
Healey adamantly refused to
contemplate cuts in the
defence budget.

Instead, he suggested,
money should be raised by
lifting the embargo on arms
sales to SouthAfrica,and by
making cuts in social service
spending. According to the
Crossman Diaries:

“Denis Healey and Tony
Crosland both observed in

that we must havepassing ust hi

_
sharper Party discipline.
Denis said thatsomeof these
fellows. who were tabling
motions against cuts in the
social services should be
thrownout...”

Healey took his respon-
sibilities seriously — becom-
i key member of
NATO’s Nuelear Planning
Group. Harold Wilson writes
of these early discussions of
what has now become the
infamous notion of “timited
Theatre Nuclear War”:

Warning
“Equally it provided the

most sophisticated account
so far published of the think-
ing behind NATO’s develop-
ing attitudes on the doc-
trine of the controlled
nuclear response to any out-
break of fighting in Europe.
This was again based mainly
on Denis Healey’ leadership
in NATOand providing,as it
did, a means of studied
restraint in escalation (I
was a warning to all concer-
ned to think again before a

 

possible outbreak of fighting
in Europe led to thermo-
nuclear exchanges and all-
out nuclearwar.”
(the Labour Government
1964-70, p.775).

Opponent
Small wonder therefore

that Healey today remains
a foremost opponent of
unilateral nuclear disarma-
ment and defender of the
NATOalliancewhose vicious
policies of escalation he
helped to formulate 13 years

‘of
The defeat of the Heath

government in February
1974 brought Wilson back to
office and Healey the post as

Chancellor of the
Exchequer.

:

Healey’s starting point
was the fight to hold wages
down, trading on the much
vaunted ‘“‘social contract”
with the TUC leadership.
Initially this was attempted
through’subsidies and a cut
ir, VAT.

| But at the same time
Healey’s first budget raised
electricity charges,rail fares,

- phone bills, postage, petrol
prices and the cost of
alcohol and cigarettes.

Healey was also busy
cutting taxes paid by big
industry — to the extent that
few big firms now pay cor

poration tax.
His second budget

declared the objective of
“improving profitabilityand
liquidity in the company

 
 

sector and shifting resources
from consumption into
investment and exports”.

By the spring of 1975 all
pretence of concern at
workers’ living standards was

jettisoned as Healey’sbudget
slashed food subsidies,
housing subsidies and
subsidies to the nationalised
industries.

Healey’s attitude was

spelled out in the wake of
the railway unions’ 30%
settlement in June 1975. He
threatened that if the social
contract pay limits were not
tightened he would use

“Tory policies” to cut living
standards.

TGWU leader Jack Jones
was quick to respond. He
steamrollered through the
union’s conference
acceptance of a £6 limit to

wage increases. Healey seized
the opportunity, and
announced a formal limit of
£6 — state control of wages.

He argued:
“We must accept a 10%

cut in the standard of living
and public expenditure. The
alternative [!] is to crawl to
the IMF and accept the
terms they impose upon us.”

Controls
In March 1976 as talks

began on phase 2 of wage
controls, Healey’s packageof
£3,000 million cuts promp-
ted a revolt by 37 Tribunite
MPs. But the same MPs
then trooped through the
lobbies to support a vote of
confidence in the govern- 

JOHN LISTER
reviews the
contenders

ment’s economic policies —

including the cuts.
Wilson’s resignation

brought a leadership election
within the PLP. Healey lost
out to Callaghan as right
wing candidate for the run-
off against Foot.

August 1976 brought
phase 2 of pay controls — a

savage 44% limit on pay
rises, following hard on yet
another package of £1,000
millioncuts. .

While no challenge was
mounted to these policiesby
the ‘Party conference,
November. 17 saw 80,000
trade unionists on the march
in protest against the cuts.

Unofficial strikes began
to break out against the
phase 2 limits — including
engineering workers, BL
toolroom workers, Port Tal-
bot electricians and Heath-
row airport.maintenance
staff. All were left isolated
by the TUC. Yet in the
midst of these strikes Healey
unveiled his phase 3 figure —

a 10% ceiling to rises.
It was this limit that was

to prompt the first major
official union opposition to
the pay laws — the 9 week
long firemen’s strike. Yet
the TUC again successfully
jsolated strike action to this
one union, ensuring that
only the firemen broke
throughHealey’s net.

By July 1978 Healey had
the gall to follow an
announcement of a 40%

. increase in police pay with a

revelation of the figure for
phase 4 — a miserable 5%.
It was this figure which was
to provoke the “winter of
discontent”, and trigger a

fight back within the labour
movement.

September 1978 saw the
TUC rebel against the 5%
figure and in October the
pay policy was heavily
defeated in the Labour Con-

~ ference.
Wave

The ensuing wave of pay
strikes included Ford
workers, bakers, journalists,
transport drivers and public
sector workers who staged a

second 80,000-strong
demonstration in January
1979.

As the Thatcher leader-
ship seized upon thedisarray

 
of the Labour government)
force it from office, Heal
joined withCallaghan to m
through an elect
manifesto based on #@
more cuts in real wages @
further measures. #
safeguard company prof
the result was a heavy def
in theMay General Electia

Massive rank and
resentment against Heale
record and that of @
Labour government.as
whole has since been §
major driving force in @
fight for democracy @
accountability -within
LabourParty. i

:

It is indeed ironic @
Healey’s actions in offi
from 1974-79 are a ma
reason why heis now fore
to contest in-an election f
the Labour Deputy: lead
ship against Tony Benn.

While Benn stands og
platform of criticising 4
performance of the,
Labour government +3
offering a left alterna!
Healey stands four-squaré
defence ofhis record and?
a reversal of the limitedgu
so far achieved by Labes
rank andfile. é

Heckled
Put on the defensivee

Benn’s direct attem
appeal to trade union
ists over the heads of @
bureaucratic leaders, Heal
has waged a “campaig
which hasconsisted of a tc
of right wing union
quarters, back-roomvotes
ing, an occasia
disastrous fringe meetings
which he has been rou
heckled by the left
openly supported by’
rank andfileworkers.

But Healey must ree
nise that in the longer te
his position can only gt
weaker. Even were he
scrape home and win.
deputy leadership 4

October, he cannot seriot
hope to roll back all of:
gains made by the Lab
left in thelast two years.

His old colleagues $
Jenkins, Shirley Willis
David Owen and Wilt
Rodgers have already 3
the writing on the wall.*

 
  

Major Healey join t
march into the L
sunset?

nsilkin’s€
candida

of

JOHN SILKIN’s candidacy
in the deputy leadership
contest rests not on his
record of having done any-
thing but on his supposed
ability to avoid annoying
people.

His active service under
* Wilson and Callaghan govern-

ments included three years
as Wilson’sChiefWhip.

Silkin’s election address
claims that this period came
to an end when he was:
«|, sacked as Chief

Whip for

—
opposing anti-

unionlegislation,Jn Place of
Strife, which was supported
by the other two present
candidates for the deputy
leadership.”

in fact as*Harold Wilson
points out the decision to

 
 
  
   
 

 

 

remove Silkin was vased
his failure to im
sufficient discipline on
in the votes on the
Budget. Silkin was
sacked from the g
ment: indeed as
writes:

“Very soon, as SO
happens, John Silkin
fully absorbed in one
most agreeable of
ministerial tasks —

Ministry of Works”.
Silkin went on to sé

the 1974-79 Labour g'
ment, and thus to

3

ponsibilityfor the actian
the Wilson/CallaghanIe
ship. |

Silkin has never ©

noted for anything -

alone as a_ left wi
J
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 7 The Ford workersrebelledagainst the5 per cent limit. Now Bennleads the rebellion

against such policies within theLabour Party.BENN:CRITIC
| OF LABOUR’S
BETRAYALS

"TONY BENN served as a
minister throughout both of
Labour’s last two periods of

In Wilson’s 1964-70
Benn held

office as Postmaster General,
then -as Minister of Tech-
nology and Minister of
Power.

During this period Benn
put forward no open critic-
ism of Wilson’s right wing
policies, and was a keen
supporter of Barbara Castle’s
anti-union White Paper /n
Place of Strife, which was
eventually abandoned after
heavy opposition from the
trade union movement.

His loyalty to Wilson
continued in the 1974
government, when Benn
took office as Industry
Secretary, acting as front
man for Wilson's strategy of,
handing huge cash subsidies
to privaté industry through
the National Enterprise
Board.

His Industry Bill included
attempts to draw shop stew-
ards into organised class
collaboration through
various forms of ‘workers’
participation’. A model of
this approach was Lord
Ryder’s plan for the reor-
‘ganisation of British Leyland
which successfully under-
mined the independence of
the shop stewards movement

ecoy
3

Ou
&

17

though the strident national-
ism contained within his
anti-EEC

.
stance has been a

consistent feature of his
politics as Minister of Agri-
culture and since Labour’s
1979 deteat.

He is at present a trusted
member of Foot’s teader-
ship, serving as Shadow
Leader of the House of
Commons.

Silkin’s candidacy would
seem little other than a sick
joke if it were not for the
desperate search of certain
union leaders and Labour
MPsfor a means of ensuring
the defeat of Tony Benn
while avoiding
embarrassment and aggro of
casting votes for Healey.

the:

—. creating ideal conditions
for Edwardes’ subsequent
attacks.

Removed from the
Industry post, Benn was
then allocated to the-Depart-
ment of Energy, where he
helped oversee the exploita-
tion of North Sea oil and gas
by private oil monopolies.

As a cabinet minister,
Benn shared responsibility
for the imposition of wage
controls and the other reac-
tionary policies ~ carried
through by the Wilson/
Callaghan government up to
the electoral defeat of 1979.

But since that point
Benn’s political energies have
been directed towards the
fight for democratic reforms
and accountability within
the leadership of the Labour
Party.

Openly criticising the
record of the governments
he was a part of, Benn has
begun consistently to argue
that the class collaboration-
ist strategies of Wilson and
the right wing cannot
succeed in reforming capital-
ism.

He has emerged as the
clear leader of the leftward
movement within the
Labour Party, and his
challenge to Denis Healey in
the election for the deputy
leadership has opened up an

unprecedented debate on
policies and the accounta-
bility of leaders to therank
and file. throughout the
labour movement.

His political stance
remains that of left wing
reformism:. the Alternative
Economic Strategy is little
more than a package of
measures to modify the pace
of the capitalist crisis. And
the nationalism implicit in
Benn’s calls for import con-
trols has now been extended
and rationalised into the
theory that imperialist
Britain has now become a
“colony” deprived - of
“national independence’’.

Left
Nevertheless as the stan-

dard-bearer of the left, and
leading advocate of much
needed democratic reforms
and accountability within
the Labour Party, Benn,
with his inadequate and
belated criticismsof previous
Labour policy is plainly
preferable as a candidate to
Healey — a dogged opponent
of such reforms and
supporter of the old policies.

It is for this reason that
we call for critical support to
Benn. as the candidate of the
left, the candidate for demo-
cracy within the Labour
Party. 

ea awe eens.

WHYT
BACK BENN
‘What's happening in the Labour
Party will spill into the unions’
  

Jake Ecclestonejoined theLa
Benn. movement

Healey
A brick
wall
DAVE COOK,Secretary
of the 45,000-strong
Division 3 of ASTMS was
one of thosewho suppor-
ted the successful fight
to pledge the union’s
votes to Benn:

“{ think the point is
that while Benn’s not
perfect he is the one
who best articulates the
policies wanted by the
rank andfile.

~ “f wouldn’t describe
him exactly as an open
door. But let’s say he’s
at least a door that’s ajar.

“So when there’s a
door ajar we’d be fools
to keep battering away at
a brick wall — like
Denis Healey — wouldn’t
we?”

Scotts
back
Benn

“THE best wishes of all
the Laurence Scott
workers go with Tony

- Benn in his contest with
Healey and Silkin. We
fully support the fight
for alternative socialist
rolicies in the Labour
irty.”

PETF ROWAN,
‘ nairperson, Joint Shop
Stewards’ Committee.

tw em eee ne

hourParty becauseof the
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Reg Race: Benn’s theonly candidate who standsfor

JAKE ECCLESTONE,newly
elected Deputy General
Secretary of the National
Union of Journalists was
among those who gave Benn
a standing ovation after last
week’s debate in Blackpool.

He told SOCIALIST
ORGANISER:

“t only joined the
Labour Party this summer,though I had held my own
views for some time. Until
now the Party always
seemed so corrupt — not
interested in socialism at all.

“What Benn — and others
as well — have done is to
try to get accountability.
The nub of it is that leaders
should not be in it for them-
selves, they are there to
represent other people. They
must be called to account
ior how they vote, speak
and behave. 7 Pe

“The NUJ is democratic

as

‘We must change
the Party’

REG RACEMPtold us:
“Tony Benn must be

s“ pported because he is the
vnly candidate who supports
the transformation of
society.

“He understands clearly
that the decay of capitalism
in. Britain means that con-
cessions, both political and
industrial, to the working
class, are not on the agenda
for the Tories or right wing
Labour.

“Higher real wages, full
employment, and expanded
social services, can only be
won by changing the Labour

Extend democracy
PETE WILLSMAN is the
candidate sponsored by the
Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy for the CLPs
section of the Labour Con-
ference Arrangements Com-
mittee:

“The last Labour govern-
ment took scant notice of
policies adopted overwhelm-
ingly by the Labour Party
conference and of great
importance to trade. union-

Party so that it is committed
to a socialist strategy.

“Tony Benn’s commit-
ment to democracy in the
LabourPartyis also crucially
important. He is the only
candidate who supports
mandatory re-selection, the
control of the Manifesto by
the NEC, and the Wembley
conference decision on the
electoral college.

“We must not allow the
next Labour government to
be sabotaged by MPs who
think more of their indepen-
dence than they do of the
political programme on
which they were elected.”

ists. Opposition to. public
expenditure cuts, low pay,
and wage restraint, are
examples.

“Only an extension of
democracy and accountabil-
ity within the labour move-

- ment can provide the con-
ditions for ensuring that this
sorry history is not repeated.

“Tony Benn is the only
candidate committed to the
democratic reforms.”

compared withother unions,
but it’s not perfect. I'd
like to see the regular
election of all officials —

only a few are elected at the
moment.

“What impresses me most
about Benn and what struck
me at the TUC last week was
the feeling of apprehension
among union leaders that
what has been started in the
Labour Party will spill over
irretrievably into the trade
union movement.

“People will say that
what’s good enough for MPs
is good enough for General
Secretaries. I’d like to see
that.

“After all why does the
General Secretary of the
TUC emerge unelected from
Congress House?

“| think Benn has an
appealing personality, and a
genuine concern for people.
I don’t know whether he’s
ambitious — it seems that
he’s not.

Chile
‘What slightly worries

me is the view he and others
put of socialism in Britain is
so far in advance of what the
LabourParty has been about
— at least in my lifetime. I
think if they try to put it
into practice there will be a
physical response.

“Has Benn thought
through how they could res-
pond if Labour began pass-
ing legislation which really
did begin to shift the balance
of power and were met by
resistance from the estab-
lishment?

“] don’t think this
country is all that different
from countries like Greece
or Chile. Statements by
some of these Chief Con-
stables in the last few years
show the attitude of these
people to the authorities
which are supposed to
control them.

“Some aspects of Benn’s
record bother me — he’s no
saint. And I wonder whether
he’s tough enough: some-
times he seems just too
nice. .

“But I think these are
- minor considerations com-

pared to the structural
changes he and others have
helped bring about in the
LabourParty.

Flabby
“Of course it could be

argued that if Benn had been
run down by a bus, these
changes would have
happened anyway. But Benn
is the leader of the Left and
leaders do have an important
role.

“T thinknow that if Benn
were knocked downby a bus
the movement would carry
on, The Labour Party will
never go back to the PLP
choosing the leader alone —

even if the balance of the
_

electoral college is not right
yet.

“| think it’s sad that
Michael Foot is so vicious,
but it’s a measure of how
flabby the Party has become.
As for Hattersley and Shore,
{ don’ thinkthey’re socialists
at all.”
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planfor
~Healeyites

‘IF, SAY, 60-80 Labour
MPswere prepared to. break
away and form their auto-
nomous parliamentary
grouping they could change
British politics.

“Such a group could
announce they were not
prepared to accept an elec-
tion manifesto imposed by
an unrepresentative national
executive committee of the
present Labour Party ...

and present themselves to
the electors under somelabel
designed to appeal to tradi-
tional Labour supporters, by
implication labelling their
official Labour Party oppon-
ents as left-wing extremists

ss.
,

It might eventually
prise away a_ substantial
chunk of the trade union
edifice...” ~

That’s what the editors
of the bosses’ magazine,The

* Economist ~ thinking
Tories, contemptuous of
Thatcher’s dogmas, ' and
strong admirers of Healey —

advise right wing Labour
MPsto do if Tony Benn wins
the deputy leadership.

Split
Whether the MPs will do

that, or try some other
splitting tactic, or join the
SDP, we don’t know. But
one thing is certain: the
Healey faction will not carry
out Labour policies on the
Bomb, the EEC, or incomes
policy. If they hold jeader-
ship positions, they will use

! GET
'ORGANISED!

those positions to thwart
and combat Labourpolicy.

The powerof the Healey
faction should not be under-
estimated. They have the
press, they have the dead
weight of bureaucracy, and
they have a_thousand
positions of influence. ~

To defeat them,and then
to win a majority for left
wing policies and implement
them against all the entren-
ched power of Toryism, we
need an active mass member-
ship in the Labour Party.

Broad
The Labour Left must

organise itself, on a broad
and-democratic basis, to
build a mass campaigning
party and win a leadership
accountable to that party.

Anywhere in the country
now, Tony Benn can draw
enthusiastic audiences of
hundreds of labour move-
ment people. Those
hundreds must be organised,
so that they are not just
audiencesbutactivist forces.

Socialist Organiser is
trying to organise the Left,
both in our local Socialist
Organiser groups and by
taking -the initiative for
broader Mobilising Commit-
tees and LabourLefts.

But what’s most needed
now is a call from Tony
Benn himself, as the leader
of the Left, for a. national
conference to organise a
left-wing movement in the
Labour Party and|the
unions.

SocialistOrganiser Alliance

help, becomea card-carry

Organiser supporter()

tors

a

vee cueetguaveteteaeeees
TU ceecscee:

SSSSASASSCLP oo eeeterereeee deseteees

To make Socialist Organiser a real campaigning paperthat
can organise the left in the movement,it needsits own

organised activist support — and money.
Local supporters’ groups have been established in most

big townsto build areal base
Supporters are asked to undertake to sell a minimum of

six papers an issue and to contribute at least £1 amonth
(20p for unwaged). So becominga supporterhelps build
our circulation and gives the paper a firmer financial base.

Ifyou like Socialist Organiser, thinkit’s doing a good
job, but realise that it can't possibly do enough unless you

ing supporter.
Fill in theform below andsendit to: Socialist Organiser,

c/o 28 Middle Lane, London N8.

for the paper.

} want more information(/Iwish to becomea Socialist
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June 1945: Healey speaks at Labour conference on

foreign policy: “Its crucial principle must be to help
the social revolution in Europe . ..

The upper classes
in every country are selfish, depraved, dissolute and
decadent.”
1946: Healey takes a job as secretary to cold-war
Foreign Secretary Ernest Bevin.
October 1980: Tory Party chairperson Lord Thorney-
croft tells the BBC: “Actually Denis Healey is my
candidate . . .

he is in fact much nearer to me and
Mrs Thatcher than he is to Wedgwood Benn

.
. .

ke
is a worthy leader of any party ...

There is enor-

mous common ground between Denis and the Tory
Party ...
"|:Now‘there’saman-after myheart.’
  
 

THEISSUES
 DENIS Healey’s 5% pay

limit of winter 1979-80,
imposed in defiance of TUC
and Labour Party conference
decisions, pitted the Labour
government against angry
workers fighting for decent
wages, and helped let the
Toriesin.

And Healey’s previousin-
comes policies forced a 14%
cut in average real take-
home pay between 1975 and
February 1977.

That’s why Labour and
TUC conferences have said:
no more incomespolicies.

But Healey told the
deputy leadership debate at
the TUC that incomes policy
“could be made to work
again’’.‘The tale they tell is that
a new incomespolicy could
be different — tied to price
controls, dividend controls,
and economic planning.

But price controls are
always a sham (short of a
war economy). Dividend
controls just mean the
money is stashed away to
give the shareholders more
gains later. And economic
planning will be a farce like
the last Labour government’s
planning agreement with
Chrysler unless the major
industries and banks are
taken info common owner-
ship.

Somesay incomes policy
will help the lower paid.
But the best thing to help
the lower-paid would be a
-decent. legal minimum wage
— the last thing these right
wingers support!

Ali value is created by
labour. But wages reflect
only the value of labour
power, ie. the amount
necessary to maintain the
working class at a minimal’
standard of living: In return
for limited wages, the
capitalists are able to
purchase the full creative
power of Labour. They live
and prosper on the unpaid
labour of theworking class.

   

 
LAST month, all five of
Labout’s front bench
defence spokespersons
signed a letter to the unions
opposing Labour defgnce
policy.

They called for no
nuclear disarmament and no
cuts in defence spending.

These are. the allies of
Healey,and of NATO.

NATO’s plans are now
geared to starting a nuclear
war — a ‘limited’ one, they
say, costing perhaps only
20 milliondead if it does not
spread too far. A_ single
nuclear bomb can. kill
millionsand cover huge areas
with deadly radiation. And

THE TUC and Labour Party
conferences want immediate
withdrawal from the EEC.
Denis Healey is 100% for
staying in.

He scarcely even bothers
with the “internationalist”
phrases which some EEC
supporters use. He is for the
EEC because the majority of
the capitalist class is for the
EEC, that’sall.

Heis for the EEC for the
same reason as most left-
wing activists are against it: -

because it represents, and
organises, multinational
capitalism.

Most people on the Left
believe thatwithdrawalfrom
the EEC would be a blow
struck against multinational
capitalism. ’

Some (including some
Socialist Organiser suppor-
ters) think that it would
counterpose nationalcapital-
ism against multinational
capitalism, and yield no
advantages for the working
class.

But that’s an issue to be
debated in the labour move-
ment. For now,thepolicy of
the labour movement is for
withdrawal. And the move-
ment has the right to

emand a leadership that
will carry out thatpolicy.

Cuts under
Labour ? 

EVERYONEknowsthatthe
Tory government is monet-
arist. Not so many people
know that Denis Healey
pioneered _monetarism in
Britain, and is still a monet-
arist.

He paved the way for the
Tory cuts, with a £2400
million package in 1976,-
introduced on the orders of
the IMF.

All he offers now is the
same policies.

The argumentis that “we
can’t afford” decent public
services any more. But there
is plenty of wealth in Britain

|

— in the pockets of the top
10% who own 60% of the
wealth, 90% of the company
shares, and 84% of the Jand.
The .banks are turning in
record profits.

And there could be a lot
more wealth. produced — if
only the chaos of capital-
ism had not. thrown. three
millionon.thedole.

 

 
  The Tory government

finds plenty of money for
Trident. Of each pound
spent by the State, about
10p goes on armsand rather
more on interest payments.
The NHSgets about 8p.

Policies, and the distri-
butionof wealth,are skewed
this way because British
society is organised round
the pursuit of profit. The
truth is that we can’t afford
the profit system any more.

As Tony Benn points out
~— Labour hastried to run
capitalism in the past, andit
doesn’t work any more, Now
is the time to transform
society.

We need collective
ownership and democratic
workers’ control of major’
industry and the banks,
massive expansion of public
services, and a system of
cutting hours with no loss of
pay to ensure a worthwhile
job for everyone.

    
 

 
 

Nuclear
Se 

there are thousandsof them
stockpiled.

As Tony Benn has
pointed out, it-would be no
help to the workers of
Poland in defending them-
selves now against
threatened Russian invasion
if Poland had nuclear bombs.

Likewise, nuclear bombs
— or any otherweapons — in
the hands of  Britain’s
generals. (hard-bitten Tories,
all of them) are a danger
rather than a defence for
British workers

. . .
and also

a danger to workers else-
where in theworld.

That’s whyit is vital that
Labour and TUCpolicy,for
the next Labour government
to get rid of Britain’s nuclear
arms and US nuclear armsin
Britain, is implemented with-
out fail.

And US nuclear arms m
the US or in continental
Europe are noless a risk to
the world than nuclear arms
in Britain. British Labour
should also give a lead to the
world-wide fight to disarm
and overthrow the war-

mongers, by withdrawing
A O .ait

House
ere
“YOU don’t set up another
Royal Commission, you
don’t set up another inter-
departmental committee.
you don’t have another
clutch of programmes on
Panorama about what shall
we do with the Lords.

..

you do it”. That’s Tony
Benn on_abolishing the
House of Lords.

Nothing has aroused
more scorn. Scrapping the
House of Lords overnight
won't solve all our problems.
the right wingers snort!

Feudal
Indeed it won't. But if

the Labour Party, after 80
years’ opposition to the
House of Lords, can’t
summon upthewill to scrap
it overnight, then how can
we hope to do anything
bigger?

Socialism without
abolishing the House of
Lords is an absurdity, like
workers’ control in a factory
-with the Workers tugging
their forelocks to. the man-

ager.
The. monarthy, another

remnant of feudalism, also
needs to be abolished.

And Tony Benn points
out that the civil service
bureaucrats have. more real
power than elected govern
ments. Through them, “‘most
teal power in Britain stil
resides outside Parliament,
with those who control
finance and industry.”

Dismantle
The Freedom of Infor-

mation Act proposed by
Tony Benn should bea start
in dismantling this undemo-
cratic power. The top civil
servants should be replaced
by elected and accountable
officials, and the. existing
armed forces, dominated by
class warriors like the notor-
ious General Frank Kitson,
should bedisbanded.

Tony Bennalso says: “It
is strange that we should
accept as normal that the
electorate can hire and fire a
Prime Minister. but that
workers can’t hire and fire
their management.” Nation-
alisation needs to be com-
bined with workers’. control,
through regularly. .

elected
and recallable delegates.

__
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