
 
 

by Ian Swindale

“WE APPEAL to the pol-
itical leaders, community
leaders, Church leaders,
andinparticular to theBrit-
ish labour movement...

“Northern Ireland_isBritain’s last colony. The
nationalist people- don’t
accept that the British gov-
ernment has any right to
divide their country and
maintain that division with
thousandsof troops, armed
police, and UDR’’.

Fermanagh and South
Tyrone’s Anti-H-Block/
Armagh MP Owen Carron
was speaking at a press
conferenceto launchavisit
to Britain by nearly one
hundred prisoners’ relat-
ives.

The aim of the visit was’
to step up pressure onpolit-
ical leaders and appeal to
the ordinary—working
people of Britain to reject
the media lies and _cring-ing subservience of Labour
and Trade union leaders on
the question of Ireland and
come out in support of the
hunger strikers and the
prisoners’ five demands.

Andit was a very i

story theyhad to tell.
Several parents told of

sons — serving long sent-
ences in Long Kesh —

being beaten up by .ward-
ers, several of them receiv-
ing broken bones and perf-
orated eardrums. And Mrs.
Livingstone told us of her
two sons in the H-Blocks
and her 14 year old daugh-
ter, Julie, murdered by aplastic bullet fired by the
“security forces.’’

Their simple, powerfulstories won over many evenhestile workers, confront-
ed with thebfutal reality of
British repression in North-
ern Ireland, at street meet-
ings round London.

And Owen Carron will
} be back next week to add-

tess a Labour Committee
on Ireland fringe meeting
at the Labour Party con-ference in Brighton.

E is now upto militants
|

withintheLabour Party and
the trade unionsto take upthe struggle of these relat-
ives for thejust demands ofthe H-Block prisoners.We must expose those
Labour and union leaders
who on the daytherelatives
flewback to Belfast were to
be seen on the annualChile demonstration, but,who, on Ireland, slavishly
support the Tory govern-
ment or, worse still, actu-ally implementthose samepolicies wheninoffice.

by Alan Thornett (TGWU
shop steward, BL Cowley
AssemblyPlant)
THE EXECUTIVE of the
TGWU should be fully
supported in its decision to
urge support for Tony Benn
in Sunday’s -vote for the
deputy leadership of the
LabourParty.

This decision, which puts
Benn within sighting dist-
ance of victory, was a major
defeat for actingTGWU gen-
eral secretary Alex Kitson,
who was opposed to Benn’s
nomination originally and
has fought against it ever
since.

‘Consensus’
He advised against the

executive’s 21-to-12 vote for
Benn, urging them to take
into account the ‘results’ of
a ‘consensus’ of branches,regional committees, and
district committees, which,he claimed, had gonein fav-
our of Healey.

The subsequent screams
of the mass media that the
executive had acted indefiance of a democratic ex-pression of the views of the
TGWU membership, issimply hot air.It is not diffi- 

cult to see that the ‘consens-
us’ had nothing to do withdemocracy.

Bound
Some executive _memb-

ers, quite rightly, questioned
the.validity of the ‘consens-
us’ result at Monday’s execu-
tive meeting, arguing that
they could not be. bound by
a decision taken under such
conditions. ‘

Kitson has already refus-
ed to provide any details at
all of the
unscrutinised exercise, ex-
cept to claim that eight of
the ten regions involved sup-ported Healey.

Every Region carried out
a different exercise, although
it is clear that in most
regions the appointed full-
time district and regional
officers, who are controlled
directly by Kitson, were
heavily influential in the
results.

lrony
To exert influencein this

way is not difficult in the
TGWU, where

a
great pro-portion of the union’s 8,000

Or so branches never meet.
Manyofthem arerun direct-

completely .

Kitson
ly from the district offices,
or by the officials or their
secretaries.

There are so many un-
answered questions. How
many branches actually re-
plied? Of those that did,how many had a branch
meeting to take a vote?
What are the branch mem-bership figures?

Many branches have com-plained that they have not
even had the chance to placetheir vote at all.

 

Alex Kitson says eight
regions out of ten voted
Healey. But the two regions
he accepts voted Benn —

London and Scotland —

contain over one third of
the union’s membership.The
North-West region, possibly
the most militant, was
recorded as voting for Heal-
ey. In that region there was
no real. attempt to consult
with the branches, the decis-
ion being left to the regional
committee.

Since the regional com-
mittee was held when a
number of the left-wing
members were on holiday,itproduced a freak result.

Although the executive
was quite right to disregard
such a farce, they have, how-
ever, little to be proud of.

Cinaos
Their decision, last June,

to recommend that the
T&G’s biennial delegate con-
ference should take no decis-
ion on the deputy leadershipissue, is at the root of
today’s chaos. ,

That decision gave Kitson
the authority he needed to
ensure that no vote was
taken. This determination
led T&G national chairman
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Labour Party Conferencefringe meeting

“Forum on Labour’s strategy”, with
Reg Race MP
HilaryWainwright (co-author,Workers’

:Report on Vickers’, Workers’ Inquiry into State Intervention
in Industry’, and ‘Popular Planning for Social Need’)

Dennis Barry (convenor, LaurenceScotts)
Rachel Lever (secretary,Women’s Fightback)
John O’Mahony (Socialist Organiser Editorial
Board).

Thursday October1, 7.30, at ‘The Hungry
‘Years’,8 Marine Parade (opposite Palace Pier)

Followed bysocial with Irish singer until
midnight.

FOR THEpast two years theLabourParty has beenin
turmoil, trying to transform itself.

It has taken steps to bring theparliamentaryelite
underthecontrol of the movement;it has movedleft
on major issues; it has called its biggestdemonstra-
tions ever; andit has recruited 80,000 new members
overthelast year.

Next week’s Labour conferencewillcontinue the
debates. Inside, a special five-page feature covers
some key issues: NATO andtheBomb,thecuts, the
AES,Ireland, organising theLeft, and thecontinuingfight for Labour democracy.

Socialist Organiser believesTony Benn’s campaign
for thedeputy leadershipis a vital part of thisfight.
Not becauseweagree withall of Benn’s policies — we
don’t — but becauseBenn’s campaign is a campaign
for Party policy and accountability.

Dennis Healey standsfor the‘right’ of the Parlia-
mentary leadershipto floutParty policy on issues like
wage cogtrols and the Bomb.If heis re-elected,it will
bea sign thatthe labour movementhas notyet geared
itself to using thenew democratic reforms andfight-ing for thenew policies.

ButifHealey‘doeswin,it willbe becauseof the
union block vote. And win orlose at Brighton,the
next step for theLeft mustbeto take thefight for
democracyinto the unions.

ThelastSocialist Organiser delegate meetingdecidedto start planning for a major conferenceon
democracyin the LabourParty and trade unions:to be
kept in touch withdetails as theyare arranged,
contactus at 28 Middle Lane, London N8.

Stan Pemberton into dis-
graceful scenes of manoeuvr-
ing which, although event-
ually leading to a challenge
to the chair, was effective in
stopping a vote.

Yet the BDC consists of
1400 elected delegates. It is
the highest body of the
union, and decides policy on
all other questions.

Who would doubt that
had the conference been
allowed to vote, it would
have voted for Benn? More-
over, the decision would
have been perfectly demo-
cratic and beyondchallenge.

The media are complete-ly. right when they point to
the irony that the union
which provided thevital vote
to enact: democratic reforms
inside the Labour Party
appears incapable of produc-ing a simple democratic deci-
sion within its own ranks.

But that does not mean
weshould support the fraud-
ulent ‘consensus’. It means
we should fight for demo-
cracy in the unionsas well as
the Labour Party, and the
media will give no help in
that.

Efforts are now being
made to overturn the demo-
cratic decision of the execu-

 
 

tive. It is already beingemphasised that the execut-
ive decision is not finallybinding on the union’s dele-
gation, although it would be
unprecedented for them to
ignoreit.

Factor
Alex Kitson, althoughde-

fending the executive decis-
ion in public, has not-chang-ed his convictions on the
matter. Already Moss Evans,back at work for two days
a week, hassaid it is simply‘another factor for the dele-
gation to take into account
on Sunday’. Brian Mathers,Midlands regional secretary,has said that he does not
regard the executive’s decis-
ion as binding.

The delegation. should,however, fully support the
executive decision, and castthe union’s 1% million votesfor Tony Benn. They mustcompletely. disregard the‘consensus’. There is not theslightest evidence that theT&G rank and file has sudd- ”

enly swung to the right andproduced a majority forHealey.
The policies passed at theT&G conference were basic-ally the policies supportedby Tony Benn. The gon-ference called for the return

of a “Labour governmentpledged to socialist policiesand it is quite certain thatDennis Healey is not goingto carry that one out.
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Thepicket lineis solid

ere

— but a new initiative is needed
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Glencroft: women
fight for union

by Stan Crooke

THE 15 women sacked
from the Glencroft Knit-
wear firm in Glasgow at
the beginning of August
are continuing to keep up
the pressure on the firm in
support of their demands
for reinstatementand uniori
recognition.

But Leon Newman, the
firm’s owner, still shows
no sign of giving in. De-
spite. the pickets, the non-
unionised employees are
working as usual, and a
considerable number of
TGWUdrivers are contin-
uing to make deliveries to
thefirm.

The worst offenders for
breaking the picket lines
are thedrivers for the Knoll
company in Saddleworth
near. Oldham, who have
made deliveries of yarn
both thisweek and the pre-
vious week.

Donations
Financially, things are

looking up.-a bit for the
pickets, although dona-
tions: are still desperately
needed. Apart from strike
pay from the unions, dona-
tions are now starting to
come in from factory coll-
ections, and union and Lab-
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Thenew issue of Women’s
Fightback is out soon. 15p-
plus postage from 41 Euingtor

blackingaction
our Party branches. Both-
well CLP alone managed
to raise over £40 for the
‘women.

And, surprisingly
enough, there have been
no problems with the
policelately.

Pressure
Support for the women

continues to grow. A mass
picket was organised for
the womenby the ‘Right to
Work’ campaign last Tues-
day lunchtime (15th), and
another one is being held
thiscoming Tuesday, 22nd.
A meeting to build support
for the women in Edin-
burgh has been organised
jointly for the following
day by Women’s Fightback
and the Edinburgh Unem-
ployed Workers’ Assoc-
iation.

However, there is as yet
nowhere near enough
pressure beingput on New-
man to defeat him. But the
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local National Union of
Hosiery and Knitwear
Workersreject criticisms in
last week’s Socialist Org-
aniserthat they have been
lackadaisacal. about stepp-
ing up thepressure.

According. to the local
officials, the main prob-
lem in getting Glencroft
products blacked at the
washingplant is that,while
union members there are
ready to carry out the
blacking,management has
intimidated themby threats
of sackingsandclosure.

But then shouldn’t the
union be doing something
to counter thethreats?

The local officials also
defend the full-timers who
came up from the NUHKW
head office in Leicester,
pointing out thattheycame
up specially to see the
women and prepare their
case for the next hearing
of the ACAStribunal.

But the tribunal, even if
it finds in the women’s

AFTERa one-day strike in
solidarity with striking
typists, Liverpool City
NALGO have decided on a

policy of non-cooperation.
They have also been

given permission by the
NALGO Executive to call
out 100 members. These
will probably be wages
staff — and as soon as
the wages are stopped,
other council workers are

likely to strike in support
of thetypists.

The
_

500 typists have
beenon strike for 12 weeks,
in a grading dispute.
Thanks to other NALGO
members blacking their

‘work,theiractionhas para-

ing and

favour, cannot force New-
man to reinstate them and
recognise the union. No
reliance can be placed on
ACAS. Indeed, Newman
has already made it clear
that he is not prepared to
have anything to do with
ACAS. ,

So, after almost two
months of picketing, the
situation shows no sign of
chance: despite the picket-

the growing
support for the women,
Newman seems able to
maintain normal levels of
production.

With the October round
of union and Labour Party
meetings coming up, it is
therefore essential that

- membersraise the question
of this dispute in their
branchesandbuildas much
support as possible for the
pickets.Information/collection
sheets from: Glencroft
Knitwear Dispute, c/o
NUHKW, 44 Kelvingrove
St, GlasgowG3 7RZ.

-Typists fight
for equal pay

lysed many City Council
functions. But Liberal City
Council leader Trevor
Jones has been determined
to sit it out.

Under a legal provision
dating back to World War
2, he has been running the
City through a six-person

“ emergency powers commit-
tee. He has also tried, un-
successfully, to send the
typists’ work to outside
agencies.

The strikers are also de-
manding that NALGO re-
call the national typists’
delegate meeting.

Messages/money to:
Liverpool typists, c/o
Duchy Chambers, 24 Sir
Thomas St, Liverpool 1.

 

Nursery workers
join lobby

against closure
by Susan Carlyle
On Monday 14th, 60 rain-
‘soaked and bedraggledpar-
ents, children, nursery
workers and supporters
lobbied the Social Services
Committee — wet, but
determined in their oppos-
ition to Tower Hamlets
Council’s attempts to close
two nurseries (with 85
places) and replace them
with a new ‘purpose-built
room’ -which at a pinch will
only take 25 children.

Scuttling
Other nurseries had org-

anised support for the two
threatened nurseries, and
also protested about the
delay in settling a long
overdue pay claim for
nursery.workers. Two
months of work-to-rule in
the nurseries have produ-
ced very little response and
nursery workers in NALGO
are planning their next
move to step up their
demands.

A room in the Town Hall
was laid on for the demon-

_

strators to meet Clir. Reg
Beer, who was flanked by
officers scuttling to give
him facts and figures as
‘parents put him on the
spot.

The children had been
given and large bag of toys
and played in the foyer
outside.

Why, even though par-
ents had bothered to send
 

him a ninepointletter, did
he not answer thequestions
it posed? His reply that it
was all the fault of Hesel-
tine and the Tory govern-
ment did not convince
parents why they should
walk an extra 1% miles
every morning if Queen
Mary is closed, or why
Shadwell should be an
‘option for closure’ whenit
is on the edge of new dock-
land housing development
schemes.

Beer also let it slip that
he hadn’t seen the new
building for Queen Mary’s
at Langdon Park — and
seemed unperturbed byits
smallness and unsuit-
ability.

Protect

On Monday morning,
before the lobby, a top-
level meeting with staff at
Queen Mary produced no
assurance on jobs, just
another meeting to foll-
ow — but Thorne (the
newly appointed head of
Social Services) did repri-
mand the management
staff responsible for closing
the waiting list and for
pressurising and harass-
ing individual parents to
changetheirnursery.

The campaign also has to
protect other nurseries.
Last July’s council meeting
implemented a 15% cut in
all services. :

How do you run a nurs-

Advertisement

Public taunching of the Workers
the WSL andthe f-CL. Saturday
DigbethCivic Hall, Digbeth,Birmingham.

Admission £1 (50p unwaged). Transport aval

details from WSL, PO. Box 135, London N1 ODD.
The proarammestarts with workshops from 10am to noon and from

ipm to 2.30: themes include fighti
Labour Left, organising in the unions,

ery with a 15% cut in staff
and food without reducing
thenumberofplaces?

Initiative
The campaign is now

looking into the idea of
a Saturday _ afternoon
meetingof parents, nursery
workers and_supporters
to discuss future activity
and to build support in the
labour movement. Contact
with childminders and
health visitors is seen as
important, and withthe aid
of baby-sitting, parents
have been able to take the
initiative in speaking at
Labour Party meetings and
petitioning in the street
markets, writing letters,
and producing the cam-
paign bulletin. .

With the council elect-
ions procedure now started,
Beer was challengedat a
Labour.Party selection
meeting the following
Thursday. Social Services
thay well now advise
caution,over nursery clo-
sures.

‘Win
But nobody should feel

confident about nursery
provision in Tower Ham-
lets. Even if the timescale
is lengthened, in the end
industrial action by other
council workers, in support
of actions taken by. parents
to defend their nurseries,
is the way -to- win.

’ Socialist League from the fusion of
October 10, from 10am to 4.30pm,at

ilable from most areas:

ng the four per cent limit, the
womenin the labour movement,

and a discussion on Ken Loach’sfilm “A Question of Leadership’. At
midday there'll be films anc per'
Displays and exhibitions

Speakers at the concl
Solidarnose representative,
Dennis Barry, and possibly O'

 
haps a theatre group — as well as food.

(and tea and coffee) will run through the day.
ludina rally session, at 2.30, will include a

a Trotskvist just returned from Poland,
wen Carron MP,as well as WSL sveakers.



THE TORIES and the bosses have bunched their
fists for a new assault. Thatcher demonstratively
followed up her hard-line Cabinet reshuffle with the
announcement of a 4% pay limit for public service
workers.

The CBI’s commentwasthatthe 4% figure might
make someprivate sector workers expect too much!

Whatever their differences on interest rates
or on the balance ofpublic spending,theTories and
the bosses are united in a drive to bring downreal
wages (and sometimes even money wages) in order
to restore profits.

- According to latest Bank of England figures, the
real rate of return oncapital is now running at 2% —.

as against 3% last year, 4% in 1979, and around 10%
in the 1960s.

This low rate of profit — lower even than the
dwindling profit rates in other major capitalist
countries — is not due to suddenly high labourcosts.
It is due to lack of demand (because of high
unemployment),lack of modern investment, and the
constant decline of living labour (by which alone
profits are created) in relation to total capital.

But the capitalists’ answer is to beat down
wages. With inflation currently at 11.5% per year,
the 4% figure means a cut in real wagesofatleast
TA% in one year. And if they achieve that, there’ll
be more to come.

Miners’ leaders have said that theywill smash the
4% norm.
- NUM vice-president Mick McGaheysaid: “I am

all for the miners acting on behalf of other unions.
We will smash through this policy.”

The miners have the power to do this. They
showed it in February, when the mere beginningsof
strike action in the coalfields forced the government
to back down onpit closures.

But the Tories and the bosses have pressed ahead
with cuts and closures double-speed in othersectors.
And they could do the same on pay — bend the
rules for the miners and then throw their full weight
against other sections of workers.

The labour movement needs to bunchits fists,
too, and not let theTories and the bosses take us on

section by section. .

_

There is a real chance now of uniting important
sections of workers in a single counter-offensive
against theTories.

Vauxhallworkers have already votedto strike on

their pay claim, due for settlement this month,
against a “4%-with-strings”offer.

     
 #
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Saltley 1972: solidarity beat the Tories then,and it can b
BL workers have just submitted their £20 wage

claim, dated from November1, and have been told
fairly clearly by the bosses that they'llbe lucky to
be offered four per cent.

Ford workers have a similar claim to BL, dated
from November23. Their employers, too, have made
it clear that the offer will be peanuts.

The miners’ claim for £100 minimum is due for
settlement from November 1. The Coal Board will be
responding within cash limits laid down by the
Tories. And over one million local government
manual workers — the first big group to be directly
covered by the 4% norm — come up for their yearly
wage review in November. So do 30,000 firemen.
The waterworkers follow in December: they'll
be submitting their claim on Wednesday 23
September. |

Forall these groups of workers, the policy must
be — bring forward the struggle, and strike alongside
‘the first group to come out. Once on strike, send out

Southend
You may have seen the wages and
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Organise for a generalstrike!
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eat them now

deputations and flying pickets, and organise joint
meetings, to spread the struggle. For every worker’s
wage settlement will depend on thevictory or defeat
of the first section to go into struggle — against the
4%, we will stand united orfall divided.

- In this way, the struggle against the 4% limit can

be developed into a generalstrike.
A general strike can break the 4% limit and go

forward to demand automaticmonthlyinflationpro-
tection for all wages, according to a working class
price index. It can clear out the Employment Act
and stop any new anti-trade union jaws. And it can

do more. It can make it impossible for the vandal
Tories to govern, and drive this Tory government
from office. And the level of mobilisationneeded
by the working class to defeat this entrenched
government would open up tremendouspossibilities
beyond the limited objectives of defeating Tory
policies or even of bringing down the Tory
government.

conditions

 
A general strike poses implicitly — and, as

develops, more and more explicitly — the questio
of which class is master in the country.

If the Tories retain power after a general strik
they will-quicklycounter-attack. So indeed would
Labour government led by -the present Foo
Healey-Shore team. But that is the round after th
‘one. The task now’ is to mobilise the full forc:
of the Jabour movement to win this round — 1
defeat the 4% limit and theTory government.pocialists must start organising for a gener
strike.

1. We must spread the idea and explain thepow
of workers’ unity.

2. Where possitle, and as soon as possible, joi
meetings of workers coming up for confiontati
with the 4% limit should be organised. Local trac
councils and Labour Parties can give a lead in t!
activity, and organise local action committees
coordinate the struggle.

3. We must press the demand for the leaders
the labour movement — TUC, Labour MPs, Labc
councils — to break collaboration with the Tor
and prepare a fightback. The TUC should organis
general strike.

4. A general strike will be won through 1
network of workers’ committees and organisatic
developed in struggle — shop stewards’ committe
combine committees, trades councils, Labc
Parties. We must fight to gear these bodies to 1

urgency of preparing for a head-on clash with 1
Tories, to strengthen the links between them, and
equip them with a fighting political perspect
against the Tories — the perspective of a worke
government, a governmentbased on and accountal
to the workers’ movement, taking decisive measu
against capitalist power and privilege. .

5. A general strike can only develop if those
the front-line give a lead. It can never develop
each group of workers, faced with an immedi
struggle, ducks the fight and waits for a gene
strike. Every time we duck a fight, the Tories
stronger. That’s why waiting for the next gen
election is no answer — and also why waiting fo
general strike is no answer. In the wages fight, <

in the fight for jobs, socialists must argue for m

mum mobilisationby the workers in the front
— and then for a drive to draw other workers i
struggle.  

Whetherit’s due to over-

exposure to Royal Wedding
fever, or too much Corona-
tion Street, I know not, but
Shirley Williams seems to
have goneinto thebusiness
of matrimonialcounselling.

She has come up with
this gem — ‘‘a marriage
followed bya tiff is usually
followed by a great many
babies’’ — especially if you
share Shirl’s opposition to
abortion, even for’ off-
spring, as in this case,
that are likely to be sev-
erely brain-damaged.

Thetiff in question is the
decision of the Liberal
Assembly to call for the
banning of Cruise and Tri-
dent and for Britain to take
a lead in making Europe a

nuclear-free zone. Her
comrade-in-arms Bill
Rodgers does not entirely
share her optimism, he
says he’d find it difficult to
be Defence spokesman for
the Alliance if it was sadd-
led withthispolicy. 

Poor Bill, he’s having a
hard time of it. Fancy leav-
ing the Labour Party
becauseit lookslikethwart-
ing your dreams of blowing
up the world, only to find
you’re marrying into a clan
of ravingpeaceniks

Fear not though Bill, for
yonderstands the blushing
bridegroom David Steel
with that tried and tested
remedy for ailing marri-
ages, the ‘‘I won't take a
blind bit of notice of Con-
ference policy’’ formula.
Phew! It’s not really like
theLabour Partyafterall!

Do as
A. stride forward for

multinational trade union-
ism was how the T&G
Record welcomed a meet-
ing of General Motors
union representatives from
2U countries. The General
Motors-World Auto Council
met in Michigan and drew
up a tenpoint list of world
bargaining objectives. The
need for solidarity was
stressed and strong argu-
ments were put against
workers in ‘one country
accepting low wages
because of the bosses’
pleas about competition

full page ad the other day
singing the praises of
Southend Council for the
courageous step of putting
out their street cleaning
services to private profit-
eers, and inviting other
councils to follow in South-
end’s pioneeringfootsteps.

It may not have impress-
ed you, but one council
looking at taking up the
idea is Wandsworth. No
doubt they were drawn by
the lure of saving thou-
sands of pounds of rate-
payers’ money. Or maybe
they were affected by the
short sharp treatment
meted out to the greedy
trade unionists previously ©

employed to do the job —

they were all sacked and
some of them were taken
back on by the private
contractor under new

I say...
and lower labour costs in
othercountries.

Good fighting stuff and
a welcome break from the
short-sighted nationalism
that infects the British
trade union movement.

So, will we be seeing
the T&G spearheading a

fight against any attemptto
tell British car workers that
their interests lie with
British bosses against the
workers of other countries?
Well.... turn to the back
page of the Record for a

reminderof the T&G lobby
of Parliamentcalling for a
halt to car imports.

(where else do you expect
themto make savings?).

Blacked
So Wandsworthhas been

advertising in the trade
journal inviting tenders for
their one million pound
cleaning contract. Unfort-
unately for them, Wands-
worth NALGO have also
taken space in the same
journal pointing out that
any firm thatdoes submit a

tender will be blacked nat-
ionally. The unions have

-already succeeded in at
least temporarily blocking
plans by the council to
sell off the mechanical
workshops which maintain
their fleet of vehicles,
ambulances, meals on

wheels, dustcarts etc.
And the blacking threat

has already dissuaded one

potential contractor from
tendering.

Deteriorate
Now Wandsworthcouncil

is taking NALGO to court
to get an injunctionto force
them to lift the blacking
threat. As the NALGO
branch point out, if they
win the court case being
brought against them the
ratepayer foots the bill.
And if the council wins,
some private firm will
pocket £1 million of rate-
payers’ money and, if
Southend is anything to go
by, the service will deter-
iorate.

Wandsworth NALGO
have called a day’s strike
for the day of the court
hearing. GERRY BYRNE

 
“UNTIL now disgruntled
Tories have had nowhere
plausible to go. They have
been able only to relieve
their disquiets by casting a

protest vote for the Liber-
als. But at the next elect-
ion theymaybeable to vote
for a genuine alternative,
a coalition that could hold
real politicalpower’’.

That was the Sunday
Timesat the end of a week
which had seen the press
taking the Liberal Party
conferenceseriously for the
first time in livingmemory.

It was forced to — if only
because it could find little
consolation in the Thatcher
reshuffle.

After a flurry of enthus-
iastic puns of the ‘Wets
Dried Out’ variety, and
some satisfaction that at
last trade union members
would be slapped in proper
handcuffs by the new un-

employment minister,
Tebbit, inflation figures
showed an unmistakable
upward trend.

Even thetruest blue Tory
rag began to have fester-
ing doubts as to whether
Thatcher would still be
crackingthe whip after the
next election.

Derek Brown in the
Guardian invoked the nost-   

algia of ‘‘thebrave old days
before themould was brok-
en’’ at Liberalconference.

“Now the last man to
‘have spelled David Steel
with a final E has gone to
the great telephone box in
the sky. And the sight of
an entire smearof reporters
fast asleep on theassembly
press benchis no more than
a folkmemory’’.

Did we not know it!
Pictures of Shirley and Dav-
id, David and Shirley.
Jokes about living together.
and modern marriages.
Jokes about Mrs Steel
not using the Downing
Street paper (a little close
to the knuckle; the gang of
four do not see Steel as the
man in number 10 even
after thesecond coming).

The Liberal leaders wore
their heavyweight. cloaks
like children dressing up
in parents’ clothes. After
years of being treated as
sandal-clad _irrelevancies,
they are suddenly states-
men (a notable absence of
stateswomen in this future
cabinet).

It is of course a common-
place thatthe SDP is being
groomedasa reliable alter-
native to the Tories. But it
is one thing to recognise.
that

|

abstractly and quite  

another to watch it be
putinto action.

Indeed, even while
Liberals were being bo
ed bythepress, it was dl
thattheyare forever des
ed to play second fiddk
the SDP.

The lion’s share of pu
city went to the SDP k
ers, just for turning up,
vultures landing on
throatsof theirvictims.

Steel clearly though!
was the new Mess
but in fact he was. cas
Fleet Street as John
Baptist, whose main vi

was being on good te
with those who were
come.

The real contempt
which the Tory press
holds the Liberals
most clearly shown ¥

the conference

.
votec

oppose Cruise and Tri
missiles.

The only relevance
resolution had to the :

ent political situation
whether it would c
embarrassment to Ste
his dealings with Rod;
Williams,and therest.

Still, it was by over
ing little difficulties
inconvenient confer
votes thatthe SDP trot
becamethesuperstars
are today.



 
 
 

|
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Bolivia, September8.
ON FRIDAY September 4,
La Paz suffered a snow-
storm the like of which the
city hadn’t seen for 40
years. At the same time
Bolivia acquired its fifth
president in a month: thegruff and palpably unintell-
igent General Celso
Torrelio. :

In the event, the urban
masses paid a good deal
more attention to the clim-
atic conditions, reflecting
the virtually universal
recognition that the ‘elec-
tion’ of one general by
himself and.two others (the
previous junta) heralded
nothing new: the dictator-
ship continues.

The designation of
Torrelio rather than one
of the others rests almost
exclusively upon the fact
that he is not publicly
knownto be a ‘narcotrafic-
ante’ (cocaine smuggler)as
is General Bernal, head of
the airforce (US$10,000 a
month for not interfering
with illegal flights), or a
smuggler of rotten rice to
Pakistan, as is Admiral
Pammo.

Apart from his perman-
ent inability to drop his
voice below a_ shout,
Torrelio’s only distinguish-
ing feature for the masses
— (who are by no meansalways progressive in such
matters) — is his reputa-
tion as. a ‘‘K’aspa Chola’”’
fone dispdsed to adorm
himself in female garb).

Yetthenomination of the
new president did not pro-
ceed without another major
crisis inside the military,
since Torrelio, promoted
from Lieutenant Colonel
to Divisional General in a
year, was the most obvious
candidate of ‘continuismo’,
of the continuation of the
Garcia Mezadictatorship.

This led to the opposition
of that fractionof the army
which rebelled againstMitterrand’
AT THE beginning of the
year the capitalist press
blamed theLibyan regime of
Colonel Gadaffi for the rapid
development of mass
struggle in West Africa.

Skillfully using the media
created antHLibyan hy steriz.
the imperialist nations and
ther agents have been inter-
venine forcefully against
those growing layers of
workers and peasants who
have continued in their life
and death struggle against
capitalist oppression.

The “socialist” Mitterand
=sxernment has played a
crucial role in this aggressive
2eproach in West Africa.

Last month, Mitterand’s
Minister for Co-operation,
M. Jean-Pierre Cot said in
Nigeria:

“As long as we have
Cuban troops in Angola and
Libyan troops in Chad and
while the Americans and
Russians are selling high
technology weapons’ to
African countries, we can
hardly refuse to answer the
demandsof our friends who
are afraid for their security.”

But who are

__
these

“friends” of the Stalinists
and reformists in the Mitter-
and government?Vor the Gambian

Kers and peasants now
under the jackboot of

ined and French-
necalese army of

 

 

   
 

. Kolinga

New dictator Torrelio

Garcia. early in August,
headed by Generals Anez
and Natusch, backed by ex-
dictator Banzer and direct-
ed by the Pentagon, whose
strategists are increasingly
anxious to put an end to
the games of the Bolivian
armedforces.

In theevent this bunch
of ‘rebels’ — responsible
for the massacres of Nov-
ember 1979 and yet shame-
lessly supported by the
Communist Party and the
petty bourgeois MIR —

decided not to. stand and
fight.

One reason was the
threat of yet another coup
by Col, Luis Arce Gomez,
theprime moverof the July
1980 uprising. Arce was

Mitterand
occupation!

Not the mass oppressed
of the Central African
Republic who now live

- under the martial law of the
French-paid, trained and
supplied soldiers of General

(ex-henchman ofEmperor Bokassa)!
Not the 250,000 mem-

bers of the Sierra Leone
Labour Congress who staged
a general strike against the
appalling living conditions
and 200% inflation of the
Stevens regime; a regime that
survives with the backing of
the imperialists and of its
neighbouring and fellow neo-
colonial regimes.

The 14,000 French
troops stationed in Africa
are there today, as they were

 

 

Garcia’s Minister of the
Interior, responsible for
hundredsof deaths, and is
a leading ‘narcotraficante’.

Arce’s bloody. :schemes
are now oflittle use either
to theweaklingnativebour-
geoisie or to the imperial-
ists, for whom it is hard to
square drug-dealing with
‘freedom’ (even of an
imperialist variety).

Significantly, it is
Arce’s cocaine connection
ratherthan his massacre of
workers that gives rise to
this ‘moral’ objection.

Even though they are

ng
Played upon the ‘bodies

“* of workers assassinated
each week, these man-
oeuvres may appear as
mere games. These they

SANTIAGO FORTIN
reports on the grow-ing disarray of. the
Bolivian military.

Poafi
A 

are not.
They are the reflection

of the deep-seated de-
composition of.the Bolivian
military,which after a year
in power has taken on all
the structural deficiencies
of the nationalist capitalist
class, and is riddled with
corruption.

Rigged election

For the last month the
armed forces have been
searching desperately for
the means to pull them-
selves together.

The only’ difference
between Anez and Torrelio
is. that the former sees
salvation in a ‘democratic
opening’ and preparing the

s African
- By Jim Farnham

in Giscard’s. yesterday, to
prop up the agents of imper-
jalism who rule Africa’sneo-
colonial states.

Theyare there to protect
a system of profits that
tramples on the needsofthe
workers and peasants, throw-
ing- millions into starvation
znd disease when there is

aeaith in the world 
  rights or provide eno
people to eat.

The resuli is that ev
partial struggles for oth
improvement of the livin
standard of the workers and
peasants, immediately
challenge capitalist profit-
abilityand the entire system
of imperialist control in the
region.

The threat to the liveli-
hood of West Africa’s mass
oppressed is posed by the
continued existence of the
capitalist system — and no
French soldier can ever heip
them against that threat
until such time that there
exists a Red Armyofa revo-
lutionary workers’ govern-
ment in France!

For all Mitterand’s
hollow “ocialist” rhetoric at
home and his strong words
against, the South African
imvasion of Angola, he was
stil able to agree with

Thatcher on the need for
pumping in moneyas well as
guns, as part of a new ‘Aid’
package with which to prop
up the client governments of
neo-colonialA frica.

When Mitterand argues
that increased ‘aid’ will
create “new cutlets, new
partners and new worlds to
work with’, he is not talk-
ing about helping the mass
oppressed to build workers
and peasants governments —

talking to Thatcher
and Reagan about how to
Re ois

mobilise 22ain it

imperialist polictes in We
Africa.

With the organisations of

 
the international working
class they must help to build
the class mobilisation of
their brothers and sisters in
West Africa.

 

 

Old dictator Banzer
way for a rigged election to
place Banzer in©office,
while the latter lacks the
imagination ‘and__political
sense to grasp the straw
offered by Reagan, the CP,
the banks,- and_social
democracy.

Within a matter of weeks
Torrelio will be forced to
devalue the peso by around
80% if his governmentis to
receive the ‘support’ of the
IMF. If he survives this
measure,it will only be by
yet anotherdirect offensive
against the workers and

|

peasants.
The last devaluation. —

in December 1979 — was
met with a general strike
and blockade of roads by
the campesinos, who are

 

  
now mobilising after the
measured retreat of July.
1980.

The clearest sign of this
is in the repudiation by the
miners of Siglo XX-Catavi
of. their ‘relacionadores’
(yellow, officially-appoint-
ed, union leaders)- who be-
long to theCP and MRR.

The 9,000 members of
this same complex have
shown theirclass independ-
ence by striking for five
days to protest the killing
of a ‘relacionador’ by the
army, while at the same
time repudiating the role
of the ‘relacionadores’.

This movement is now
beingspread to othermines
and the factories of La
Paz and. Cochabamba,

. beenunableto imposethei

 

and represents the growingstrength of the Trotskyists
in the clandestine trade
unions.
_

The Friday of Torrelio’s
inauguration also saw the
(clandestine) publication of
‘The Heroic Resistance of

-.. the Bolivian Miners’ by
the Human Rights Ass-
embly.This short book is com-
pletely bereft of any poli-
tical perspective bar the
bankrupt belief that elec-
tions will provide the Boliv-
ian masses with a way out
of their crippling economic
and social plight.

Yet,nevertheless, ‘it is
a tragic and impressive
testimony “tosthe heroism
of the vanguard of the prol-
etariat in its resistance of
Garcia’s coup.

The bookdetails thedaily
battles, for over three
weeks, against the mili-
tary’s offensive on themin-
ing zones, and contains a
vivid series of colour photo-
graphsof the final capture
of Siglo XX, when a group
of militants are captured by
the Rangers, beaten up,
robbed, taken to a distant
hillside, stripped to avoid
future: identification, and
executed. |Suchis the nature oftl
Bolivian. working class that.

 

  
‘ despute such massacresthe
Bolivian generals
ambition of a _Pinoc!

tion, which hasat its core/a
deep repudiation of the
electoral adventures of
reformists and the lack-
lustre arguments of t!
Stalinists for class -

iances, is the surest. guar-
antee that these comrades,
who are our comrades,
havenotfallenin vain.
  
SUDAN ARRESTS

ONE OF Reagan’s favourite
puppets in Africa, President
Numeiry of Sudan, last week
sent his police force to arrest
thousands of homeless
unemployed people in the
capital Khartoum.

They were thenexpelled
to the totally impoverished
rural areas. Numeiry’s
vicious regime described
these people as ‘‘vagrants,
tramps and criminals’ — the
favourite words of dictators
who are waging a campaign
of repression against the
oppressed.

in June this year, when
Sudan’s more than 40,000
railway workers went on a
three week strike for higher
wages, Numeiry arrested
union leaders and militants,
and threatened to execute
them for their ‘‘criminal”
actions.

For the working people
of Sudan, struggling against
terrible poverty and repres-

.

sion, the rea/ criminals are
Numeiry and the imperal-
ists behind him.

For the sake of the
profits of imperialist bankers
and their Sudanese lackeys,
the working people face even

worse living standards and
an even sharper battle to get
thebasic needs of daily tife. Numeiry
:

As the
 —_—

militant
railworkers have shown, the
working masses are fighting
back, determined to win the
basic right. of all working
people — -a decent standard
of living and politicalcontrol
over their daily lives.

Numeiry’s regime faces a
growing crisis over how to
break this fighting militancy
and defend the rule and the
Profits of capitalism. Reagan
has been quick to give large
amounts of military and
other aid to help Numeiry
in his bloody task. 

FSLN
in

crisis
ON September 9th, Nicar-
agua’s Sandinista govern-
ment: declared a state of
emergency.

Strikes will be banned,
and public spending is cut’
by five per cent. This state
of emergency will continue
for one year.

The background to the
Sandinistas’ decision is the
devastation caused by the
civil war against the dict-
ator they overthrew,
Anastasio Somoza, the
flight of capital since then,
and Reagan’s decision to
block $75 millionUSaid.

The Sandinistas have
earned the hostility of the
Nicaraguan bourgeoisie
and of the US, while at the
same time failing to move
decisively against the con-
tinued private ownership of
over half the economy or to
aim for a link-up with revo-
lutionary movements in
othercountries.

Balance
So for two years they

have been trying to keep a
delicate balance. But the
growing crisis, and the
Sandinistas’ latest move
against the working class,
must increase thedanger of
counter-revolution.

 



 
 

»=Worldnews

Russian tanks mounta threaton the borders, while inside

The stunned silence
greeting the salvoes from
Solidarnosc’s Congress
was shattered within days
as Albin Siwak — a mem-
ber of the PUWP (Polish
Communist Party) ruling
Politbureau announced
that ‘‘Solidarnosc must be
delegalised. For this we
have enough men in the
security forces and the
army’’. Siwak, an old trade
union boss, is known and
ridiculed throughout
Poland and its free trade
union press as the man set
up to make (whenever
necessary) the appro-
priately chaotic and vio-
lent outbursts against
theunion.

But this buffoonery
could. only be allowed
officially as there was a
substantial amount of
agreement within the
Politbureau itself for a
course of open confront-
ation. .

Otherblows followed in
quick succession. In
Wroclaw, Kornel Mora-
wiecki,a delegate to Solid-
arnosc’s national congress
and leading light on the
union’s local monthly
journal (The Lower
Silesian Bulletin) was
arrested and charged with
activity detrimental to
“the allies of the Polish
Republic”’.

Menacing
He was accusedof dist-

ributing two appeals to
Russian soldiers in Poland
written and signed by
Russian exiled trade uni-
onists, calling on the
troops to understand the
real nature of events in
the country and support
Solidarnosc.

The following day, the
PUWPdeclared that the
Gdansk agreement — the
concordat signed between
the workers’ and the
bureaucracy last summ-
er — had beenunilaterally
ripped up by Solidarnosc’s
‘provocative’ Congress.

The union, accordingto
the PUWP Politbureau,
“has opted for a pro-
gramme of political opp-
osition...... an orientation
towards a menacing and
perhaps bloody confront-

i

‘continued
from back page

ation.”
Throughout the Eastern

bloc these obligatory
meetings expressing
“‘Workers’”’ horror at
what the Poles are doing,
are held with monotoffous
regularity. Photos of
unhappy Russian workers
(as distinct from the
laughing, carefree kind
waving red roses about)
in front of protest placards

Poland the b
a

having as “its main
objective to vilify and
calumniatethefirst social-
ist state in the world and
the very idea of socialism
itself, and to encourage
hostility and hate amongst
the Poles with respect to
the Soviet Union and the
Soviet people. To cut the
ties of friendship and to
liquidate socialism in
Poland.”’ :

And the PUWP,whatis
it doing about all this?,
demands the note in a
hurtful tone. Nothing.

“On the contrary, they
allow them (i.e. Solidar-
nosc) to use local offices 

are splashed throughout
theworld.

On Thursday 17th the
Russians, following up
their denunciation five
days earlier of Solidar-
nosc’s congress as an
“‘anti-socialist. and anti-
Soviet bacchanalia’’,
delivered theirmost omin-
ous note yet to the Polish
government.

The message, conveyed
personally by Aristov,
the Soviet ambassador in
Warsaw, denounced the
workers’ movement as

: Polish workers demand
more food

 

 
to organise their meet-
ings, theyare given access
to the mass media and
have technical equipment
put at their disposal. We
don’t hide thefact thatall
this arouses the deep
indignation of the Soviet
people’’.

Is this message a final
warning — crack down or
we invade — or has the
Kremlin already lost con-
fidence in the Polish
stalinists? They put on a
war-like, militant face to,
please the Russians and
a compromising one to
contain the workers, in
theendsatisfying no-one.

As Solidarnosc moves
towards the second sess-
ion of its national Con-
gress, due to start on

September 25th, it is
caught in a very real
dilemma.

Caste
It seeks not to tread on

thebureaucracy’stoes and
not to offer a directly
political challenge to the
privileged caste. Never-
thelessreality impinges on
this schema — all the best
laid plans for ‘‘historic
compromise”’ Eastern

ureaucrats menace the workers

THREAT HANGS
~ OVER POLAND

|

 
  

 
European-style are laid to
waste, as Walesa himself
admits:

-

“I would like Solidarity
to be a trade union move-
ment. But life introduces
corrections. If suddenly
the problem of political
prisoners appears, or food
queues get longer and
longer and people are dis-
satisfied, I can’t stay in
an enterprise, limit
myself to the enterprise
and forget about these
problems...... As a union
I can wait, as a Pole I
would die’.

Spectre
The union, in reply to

the Politbureau’s vicious
attack, stated that it
‘“‘would not enter into the
scenario of provocation”
prepared by the bureau-
cracy, the rising war of
words and tempers.

As far as Solidarnosc
was concerned ‘‘ the real
reason for the clash over
the last few weeks has
been our union’s activities
in the face of the ruin of
theeconomy.

“It’s a matter of push-
ing back the spectre of
hunger and creating the
conditions which would
guarantee that the sacri-
fices and extra work
agreed to by society as a
whole are not wasted and
squandered again” —

not squandered and
wasted by bureaucratic
misrule and mismanage-
ment.

But this can only be
done by the workers
throwing out the bureau-
crats. effectively seizing
power. and running the
economythemselves.
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INT ERNATION4, _ ACTION

Dogan Tarkan
KEEPUP THE
PRESSURE!
DOGAN TARKANis a
Turkish socialist and
former trade union
official whom_the
Home Office are
threateningto deport.
If they send him back
to Turkey, he will
certainly be jailed and
tortured by the
military regime there.

This week Dogan

OVER 250,000 workers
took part last Saturday in
the biggest US protest march
since the Vietnam war.

The demonstration had
been called in Washington by
leaders of the AFL-CIO
trade union confederation,
under pressure to show some
opposition to the vicious
domestic policies of the
Reagan administration.

The protest was termed
‘Solidarity Day’ after the
Polish trade union, and was
the first national action
called by the AFL-CIOsince
the Ford government.

But it does not reflect
any turn by the AFL-CIO
bureaucracy towards 2 break
from the twin capitalist poli-
tical parties in the US.

.

Alienated by Reagan, the
union chiefs have turned not
to the building of a Labour

Iran in
AS THE war between
Iran and Iraq moves into
its second year, the
internal chaos in Iran
mounts and the regime
growsever more savage.

The sound of gunfire
erupts through the
streets of Tehran, as.

groupsofleftists, mainly
membersof the Mojahed-
een, battle with Khom-
eini’s Revolutionary
Guards.

Every day small street
battles claim the lives of
dozens of teftists. After
such battles the revolut-
ionary guards round up
dozens of people whom

spoke to Socialist
Organiser about the
campaign against his
deportation.

ASAresult of the success-
ful campaigning of the
Turkey Solidarity Cam-
paign in my defence, and
the growing support for me
inside the British labour
movement, the Home Off-.
ice invited me for an inter-

Party , but towards strength-
ening links with the Demo-
cratic Party, whose present
leaders are equally comm-
itted as Reagan to attacking
the working class at home
and abroad,

Socialist Organiser will
carry a full one-page on-the-
spot report on the march
next week, ~

chaos
they claim supported the
leftists: most of these

 
‘never appear again.

At the same time gun-
fire echoes through the
prisons of Iran, particul-
arly Tehran’s notorious
Evin prison, as_ firing
squads execute hundreds
every week.

In two dayslast week,
over 180 leftists were
shot there.

in Kurdistan fighting
continues, with the gov-
ernmenttroops unable to
suppress the struggle
there.

ANDREW HORNUNG

viewon September15.
They asked questions

about my involvement in
political struggles sinced
1965 — which suggests an
ongoinginvestigationabout
me by the Home Office —

and about my organisation
(Kurtulus). There was
nothingnew in these ques-
tions, since they asked me

‘ similar questions when I
entered Britain.

However, in my view,for
the Home Office to ask me

to thisnew interview was a
development in a positive
direction.

So far we have around
2,500 signatures on mypet-
ition, including a number
of trade union leaders such
as Arthur Scargill (NUM),
Lawrence Daly (NUM),
Terry Marsland (Tobacco
Workers), .Tom Jackson
(UCW), and Bill Deal
(Fire Brigades Union); 16
Labour MPs; five Danish
MPs; and several Labour
Party constituencies, Trad-
es Councils, and Labour
Party and trade union
branches.

HomeOffice
Someorganisations have

taken up my case directly
withthe Home Office, suct
as the TUC, the Indiar
Workers’ Association, anc
the. Society of Socialis
Lawyers.

In brief, I am delightec
to see the international sol
idarity of the British labour
movement which has beer
expressed in defence o
me as a Turkish socialis
and my right to remain ir
Britain until such time as |
can return to my country
freely.

:But we should keep uf
the pressure on the Home
Office. We must pass fur:
ther resolutions in trade
union branches and Labow
Parties, collect more signa:
tures, send protest letter:
to the Home Office, anc
hold furthermeetings.

Tinousands
It is not only me whoi

a victim of military dicta
torship in. Turkey. There
are thousands of workin;
class militants, revolution
aries, and socialists killed
put in jail, or under torture
andall workingclass organ
isations (trade unions, poli.
tical parties) have beer
banned.

So it’s crucial that the
British labour movement
exerts its solidarity in de-
fence of the labour move-
mentin Turkey,and active-
ly supports and parti.
cipates in the TurkeySolid
arity Campaign.
Contact: Friends of Dogar
Tarkan, c/o Box BM 5965
London WCIN 3XX;Turke;
Solidarity Campaign, sam:
iddress.



personal capacity ] —

.
romantic

NIGEL WILLIAMSON
— a memberof the
Benn Campaign Com-
mittee [writing in a

opens a discussion on—
organising theLeft.

CAN LEFT unity ever
genuinely be more than

notions, good
intentions, and constant
bickeringand division?

The precedents may not
be encouraging, but there
are several signs which can
legitimately give rise to
optimism.

Firstly, ‘broad left’ and
similar groupings, stretch-
ing across a far wider poli-
tical spectrum than the,
Labour Left, have operated
very successfully in a large/
numberof unions. J

Secondly, the Rank afd
File MobilisingCommittee
has united up to ten differ-’
ent groups on the left of
the Party in a common
aim over the last eighteen
months.

Blocks
Both of these examples

must be qualified, how-
ever. In many unions, such
Broad Left groups often
operate solelyto get resolu-

i and
build up electoral blocks
in support of those resolu-
tions and left candidates.
This is a legitimate exer-
cise in itself, but it is also a
source of equally legiti-
mate criticism levelled at
theLabour left by theultra-
left — that it is merely
interested in building up
electoral blocks, controlling
the bureaucratic super-
structure, while ignoring
grass-rootsactivity.

In addition, the Rank and
FileMobilising Committee
may havecreated a certain
unity on the left (although
that was not without its
traumas), but it must be
conceded that such unity
was on a very limited basis
— namely the need for
democratic reform of the
Party constitution.

Activity
Nevertheless, it should

certainly be possible in the
light of these experiences
to avoid in future some of
the shortcomings of these
two approaches.

A broadleft grouping in
the Labour Party would
certainly have a role in
buildingelectoral blocks in
support of resolutions. But
it shquid not be an organis-

.

ation which swings into
operation only at the time
of conferences and Party
elections. It would need to
involve itself in rank and

ft should also be possible
to build upon a wider basis
of unity than solely consti-
tutional reform. Whatever
differences the Left may
have over import controls

_andotherspecific elements
of the alternative strategy,
there is more that funda-
mentally unites us than

mitmentto ClauseIV Part 4
of the Labour Party constit-
ution, and to that ‘‘funda-
mental and_irreversible
shift in the balance of
wealthand power in favour
of workingpeople and their
families’ unites us. Our
belief that our society is
still divided by class and
privilege, and thatthe Lab-
our Party must seek to
overthrowcapitalism rather
than merely seek to man-

age it better than the
Tories, unites us and fund-
amentally differentiates
left and right when all the
rhetoric has been stripped
away.

There is a fundamental
basis for unity.

Roy Hattersley has -rec-

ently criticised the Left of
the Party for indulging in
‘street politics’. The Left
would, of course, consider
this to be one of the most
encouragingdevelopments,
epitomised at a national
levelby the People’s March
and the huge unemploy-
ment demonstrations
officially organised by the

ive.
Hattersley’s comments

are clearly typical of the
“Jeave it all to the Parlia-
mentarians’’ approach.
This is shared by not a few

of the Tribune Group,
who believe that socialism
can be legislated into exist-
ence by three hundred

“Labour MPs.
We would obviously

reject that, and one of the
essential tasks of any tent-
ative new basis ofleft unity
would be to coordinate the
left forces in Parliament
(those on the left of the
Tribune Group) and the
whole spectrum of left
activity outside Parlia-
ment.

Rights
The Labour Party’s role

has always been to repres-
ent the interests of working
people. The origins of the
Party itself lie in the cam-
paign for Labour Repres-
entation in the Commons.
To secure this, the Labour
Representation Committee
was founded in 1900,
and launched with these
words, ‘‘It is the workers’
reply to the aggressive
action of Federated Mast-
ers and Trusts’’.

Today workers are still
suffering from

.

the
“aggressive action’’ of the
same market and from @

reactionary Tory govern-
ment which is seeking to
turn the clock back eighty
years. on basic trade union
rights.

The difference now is
that the working class has
both the strength and the
poones democratically
acnvec we by the TTC and

Conference Ww combat
successfully thejoint attack
upon workers’living stand-
ards andtheirbasic rights.

What remains the same
is the need for Labour Re-
presentation in the Com-
mons; that is to say, elect-
ed representatives of the
Party who will represent
the cause of Labour in
Parliament.

The recent letter signed
by Labour’s _five-strong
front bench defence
team repudiating Party
policy on disarmament
illustrates just how far
away we remain from this
simple and fundamental
requirement. -

One of the fundamental
aims of any new basis for
left unity must be, then, to
coordinate the activities of
left Labour MPs and activ-
ists, and to secure the re-

presentationof thecause of
the labour movement in
Parliament,in a way that it
clearlyis not represented at
present. .

The following could form
the basis for discussion to-
wards establishing prin-
ciples on which to ground
the Labour Representation
Committee. Methods of
effecting such basic prin-
ciples would, of course, be
far more controversial, but
point 10 would go some way
towards coveringthis.

1. To consolidate the
gains already made for
democracy in the Party and
to extend the principle of
accountability to other
areas of the Party’s oper-.
ation.

2.To ensure that Lab-
our’s manifesto at the next
election contains clear
commitments to carry out
those policies which will
have been decided by

carrying out of confer-
ence policies.

4. To defend the federal
the Labour

Party and thecentral role of
the trade unions within it,
while nece!
accepting existing levels of
democracy within trade
unions.

5. To strengthenthe fight
against the Tories and the
Social Democrats by ensur-
ing that Labour’s repres-
entatives cannot deliver us

into their hands by pursu-
ing policies against the
interests of workingpeople.

6. To promote the full
implementation of Clause
IV Part 4 of the Party’s
constitution.

7. To ensure thatthenext
Labour government is com-
mitted to a full frontal
attack upon capitalism,
rather than merely seeking
to manageit better than the
Tories. :

8. To develop a strategy
which will not only dis-
mantle theeconomic power
of the City and the multi- ;

nationals, but which can

overcome the problem of
themassive coercive appar-
atus of the State obstruct-
ing a Labour government
intent on implement-
ing its manifestopolicies.

9. To encourage greater
awareness in the Labour
party of the specific prob-
lems faced by women in
capitalist society and the
problems faced by gays,

  blacksand otherminorities. -

10. To promote discuss-.
ion of the most effective
methods of bringing about_
an irreversible shift in
balance of power
wealthin favour of working
people and their families,
in a frank but tolerant
fashion.

11. To coordinate the
activities of left-wing Lab-.
our MPs and left activists
in the unions, constituen-.
cies, and other Labour
Party groups. ~

impetus
{it should be stressed

again that sucn a list is far
from comprehensive(it was
the product of half an hour
one rainy afternoon); it
is merely meant to serve as
a basis for discussion and
an example-of the sort of
platform around which the“Jeft ought to be able to
unite.

‘Tony Benn’s candidature
has electrified British pol-
itics and generated unpre-
cedented interest in left
alternative policies; the
momentum and impetus
it has given the whole of
theLeft cannot afford to be

necessary now is the most
wide-ranging discussion on

‘the precise basis upon
which left unity should
proceed. . 

THIS YEAR’S Labour
Party annual conference
will provide the first
opportunity for rank and
file representation of the

- influential Conference
Arrangements Committee,
which decides which reso-

and ments

by the party as & whole
have been mysteriously
reversed at the start of
conference.

Unaware
‘This year, however, dele-

gates will automatically

DenisLAST Saturday,
Healey got loudly heckled
and booed by exasperated
workers on the Labour
Party jobs demonstration.

Seizing the chance to
present himself. as a
martyr, he set about de-
nouncing the crewd and
reusing further uproar.
And he followed that up by
naming Jon Lansmap,
secretary of the Rank and
Fite Mobilising Committee
for Labour Democracy as
‘leading’ and  ‘erches-
trating’ thebooing.

Healey spared no detail.
Lansman had been just to
the right of the platform,
raising his arms as 8 signal.
And he had done the same
thing at the Labour Party’s
eariier Cardiff rallyfrom
immediatelybelowtheplat-
fofm.

At last, after all the
dozens of anonymous,
uncheckable accusations
from the Healey camp
about ‘bully-boys’ and
‘intimidation’ by the left,
the right wing was naming
names!

And it rebounded in
Healey’s face. Straight
away Jon Lansman was
able to prove that he was
not even gresent in Birm-
ingham or Cardiff,let alone
‘orchestrating’ anything.

Healey had to a
though he still blustered
thatthis ‘does not alter the
importantfacts. There was
an organised attempt at

have the chance to elect
one delegate from the
constituencies section. But

Mandated
In fact, there willbe two

ballots in thiselection. The
first will be for the five

which go. to. both
constituency and trade
union nominees. But it is
highly unlikely that any of.
those nominated by the
constituencies willbe elect-.
ed among these five. We
can expect thattheseplaces
will go to trade unionists
for whom delegates from
the trade unions are mand-
ated to vote.

pologise,

 
  
 
  
  
 
  
 
  

both rallies to prevent me
from being heard. It was
carried out by supporters
of Mr. Benn.”

But this is back to the
usual style__

no names,nc
detaiis, no possibility of
checking. What evidence
does Healeyhave of the
booing being ‘organised’ oO
aimed to silence him?

More likely, the booing
was ‘organised’, or rathe
provoked, by just on
person _

Denis Heale
himself, first by his contir
ued Insults, over the years
to the labour movemen
and secord by his caleu
lated attempt to taunt th
crowd.

Jon Lansman tol
Socialist Organiser:

“Healey has not eve
properly retracted his ac
usation against me. Mo
important, he is trying
submerge the limited r
traction he has mat
beneath renewed gener
accusations of organis
disruption. tn short, he
still using smeartactics.

“sit Is utterly hypoeritic
for him te pose as an inj
ed claimantfor free speec
when he has the. enti
Flest Street press pushi
his case and denouncl
Tony Benn.

“He Is trying to div
fention from the mi

es __
which are pa

policy and the impleme
ion of thatpolicy.
  
 
 

Heather Gaeble
contributes our regu
ar column from. th
Campaign for Labot
Party Democracy th
week.

There will thenbe a
ond ballot, and thiselec
concerns only the deleg
nominated by the con
uencies.

Delegates may make
choice only,but.in our |

it is desirable that t

lelegate who in our
as considerable k

ledge of Labour Party |
edure and has been|
“mated by a numbe
constituencies. We t
fore utge delegates to
for Pete Willsman or!

second ballot, regardle
the resultof thefirst b:

 
 



   

FOR THE first time this
year there has been really
widespread opposition in the
Labour Party to the bipar-
tisan policy on Ireland.

The grotesque spectacle
of: official Labour spokes-
person Don Concannon
crowing over Bobby Sands’
deathbed brought home the
reality of it very vividly.

. It has been clear for some
months that the bipartisan
policy could not survive in
its old form.

But the response from
theLabour Party NEC Work-
ing Party — set up-early last
year to present a new policy
for Labour — has. been to
wrap up the policy of sup-
port for the British:presence,
for repression and for the
status quo in tafk about
support for a united Ireland
and an end to partition .. .

not now ...
not under the

next Labour government...
but some timein the future.

 
sharing government in the
six counties and a continu-
ation of direct tule. It comes
downin favourofall three!

The report states that
“These should not be seen
as separate .

alternatives.
Instead they should be seen
as an integral part of a

mine the rate of progress
towards Labour’s ultimate.
goal.

It states thats“.
. .

the
people of Northern Ireland
willnot be expelled from the
UK against their wishes. It
does not mean a veto on
political progress in the
hands of the Unionist
leaders” — thoughgiventhat
the Northern Ireland
majority support the Union-
ists it is difficult to see what
else it does mean — “...
Before any constitution:
change is made.

..
we would

therefore: seek to obtain the
consent of the people of
Northern Ireland.

To get there the report
calls for discussions between
the British and Southern
Irish governments and for
the setting up of a power-
sharing government. Yet the
Protestant majority has
made it clear — not least
throuzh the 1974 UWC

“themedium-termgoal” — is
not immediately practical,
“it is inevitable that direct
tule from Westminster will
have to continue for the
time being.”

The whole ofthe rest of
the document — all the
immediate and practicalpro-
posals —is cast in the frame-
work of this acceptance of
direct rule as the status quo.
By this long route the report
end$}up back with the bi-
partisan policy with a pink
tinge.

Reformed
The existing state should

be reformed, abuses of the
law — such as the Preven-
tion of Terrorism Act or
oecasional lapses by mem-
bers of the army “who have
a difficult job in very trying
circumstances” — removed.
But “under direct rule both
Labour and Conservative 

 
Taken on its own and practical political strike — that they will not governments have generally

unconditionally, the|Programme’’. tolerate this. acted to defend the rights of
commitment to a united Ire- So for now we stay The report concludes all sections of the cornmun-

land would be a major step|Where weate! that as power-sharing —-ity in Northern Ireland.”
forward for the

.

Labour
Party but it is so hedged Veto
about with qualifications as
to become meaningless — no To get to a united Ire-
more than sugar onthe same land, according to the
old pill. -

:

report, consent is needed
The working» party within the existing Norffern

looked. seriously at three Ireland state — thus the
alternatives — a united report explicitly gives the

‘Treland, a devolved power- Unionists the right to deter-
peesaes

> 
  
  
  

 
Goretti McDonnell — wife of.four others were in. a car

dead hunger strike Joe Me- & where a handgun was found
Donnell — and Nora Me= i@ it. Six men got 14 years
Elwee and Theresa McCreesh 2h for one handgun.
whose brothers Tom and If they had been
Raymond have also died for criminals they would have

political status, spoke to conformed and put on a

Gerry Byrne and Anne-Marie “timinal uniform, done 5

Sweeney years out of the seven and
been out in two years.

“WE'VE come over here,”
Bobby Sands and my
husbandgavetheultimate.”

said. Nora McElwee, “to
make
a big appeal to, English
people to realise that people
in Northern Ireland are not
extraordinary. They’re just
normal people and the men
in Long Kesh are not crim-
inals.

My brother Thomas
would never have seen the
inside of a jail except for
British repression — in
Northern Ireland. And we

just want to ‘makeit clear to
- English people that we are

going to keep coming back
to remind people here that
the struggle is still going on
in Northern Ireland.”

Teresa McC€reesh: “My
brother didn’t die in vain
because those men are going
to gain their five demands
eventually, no matter how
long it takes.

But it’s typical of the
British media to play down
everything because they
want to put over in Britain
that there’s nothing happen-
ing in NorthernIreland.

The only mention the
hunger strikers get is when
they go on hunger strike or
when they die, but the
people in Northern Ireland
don’t only hear that.

Goretti McDonnell: “There’s They know what’s
a war going on. The happening. We know every
Thatcher government says day what’s happening.
the prisoners are of no It’s brought the people
importance yet they had

_
together. It’s absolutely fan-
tastic, the support of thespecial interrogation centres

‘people in thefor our men and women, nationalist
and they had special Diplock North.”Courts. P Goretti McDonnell: “The

They have very special press have been getting at us

sentences. a lot about the other men

coming off the hungerIn one instance, Bobby

__
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economicLabour’s
policy is trotted out as a
solution to Northern. Ire-
land’s economic problems —

as if no change in the rela-
tionship between British
‘governments and the six
counties was desirable or
likely.

Every policy that repres-
ents a rejection of the
existing state is rejected for
one reason or another.

Support for the early
withdrawal of troops “was
teflected in the.evidence
received from constituency
parties and branches” but,
on the basis of evidence
from ‘the Northern Ireland
unions, this is rejected in
favour of the gradual
replacementof troops by the
RUC:— the policy of ‘ulster-
isation’ that, until the
hunger-strike blew it sky-
high,-was one of the main-
stays of the policy of both
Mason andAtkins.

It adds ‘we would urge
all sections of the commun-
ity to assist the work of the

THE women’s message to
Labour Party conference
delegates came from
Nora McElwee:

“4 would like them to
come out in support.
They have opposed
Maggie Thatcher in
everything else that’s
going on, but when the
Northern lreland
question is brought up -

they go silent; they’ve
nointerestin it.

“1 would like the
Party to come out and
do what they can for the
hunger strikers because it
will just go on and onif
nothingcan be done.”

familiesbacked them.
Well, we backed our men

100% right to the end.
There’s no way in thisworld
you can order a manto die.
It was their decision to go on
hunger. strike and it will be
their decision if they ever
want
would have the support of
everyone.

People think that we are
better than the other
relatives who took their sons
and husbandsoff the hunger
strike.

Well, we ourselves know
for a fact we are not better.
We are very much behind
them. Only we know how
hard it is to watch someone

_you love give every minute
of their life for their

to come off. They .

Pcee
Ireland: reject this

_

A new LabourParty
NECdiscussion docu-
ment playslip service
to a united Ireland —-

and manyotherideas
— but ends up in
practice proposing no
real change in the
bipartisan policy.
Bruce Robinson
reports.

police in Northern treland
. in their struggle to establish

law and order”, failing to
nStice. that the RUC is
notorious for its sectarian
harassment of Catholic
“sections of the commun-
ity”.

Rejected
Similarly,the demands of

‘the H Block. prisoners are
rejected for much the same
reasons one can read in any
British newspaper. Political
status is rejected out of
hand, the=prisoners are
accused of asking for privil-
eges over other prisoners and
the only concessions sugges-
ted are a general improve-
ment in prison conditions
in Northern Ireland and
Great Britain..as a whole,

country.
For 63. days | watched

my husband die. I could
never have made any other
decision than the one I took.
For a fact I know that if I
had intervened with medica-
tion he would have gone on
hunger strike again and I
would just have been
prolonging his agony.

So when people think
that our men are ordered on

the hunger strike, I would
just say that they should
think again and put your-
self in our places.

We are just ordinary
people like you, trying to
bring up a family but
because of repression we
can’t do it.”
Teresa McCreesh: Until the
men went on hungerstrike,
we'd always been fighting
for the H Block’situation to
be ended but we’d never
actuallymet.

Since the hunger strikes
the families have had
constant meetings so we’re
one dig family. If anybody
tries to break us they'll
never succeed, because we

just can’t bebroken.”

Teresa ‘McCreesh
explained that the women
also feel close to many
struggles throughout the
world.

“We were at a meeting
last night and representatives
from the Basque country,
Malaysia, Namibia and Spain

 
  

falling well short of the five
demandsoftheprisoners.

At the sametimeasrejec-
ting any policies 6pposéd to
Britain remaining in Ireland
for the forseeable future, the
report makesa gesture in the
direction of “‘classpolitics”.

This consists of a nod in
the direction of Militant’s
panacea of calling a trade
union and labour movement
conference in Northern
Ireland to set up a Labour
Party. The report ignores the
reality of working class
politics in the six counties
~ that. organisations of
Catholic and Protestant
workers have remained
united by; agreeing to
disagree on’ partition and
thus opting out of the main
political struggles of theday.
Evasion on the question of
partition has withered ali the
brief flowerings of the now-
moribund Northern Ireland
LabourParty.

The report does not
begin to’ spell out a distinc-
tive socialist policy,let alone
one that makes it clear that
the Labour Party supports
the oppressed minority in
their fight against ‘ous own’
state.

.

We should reject this
document atConferenceand
insist that the Labour Party
adopts policies for with-
drawal of troops, an end to
the Unionist veto on a
united Ireland and support
for the prisoners.
 Hungerstrikefamiliesseek

werethere.They told us that
the struggle they had gone
through was very similar to
ours. If they were out onthe
streets they’d get shot down
for no reason whatsoever.

There wasan Iranian girl
there as well. It just came
across to me. that the same
thing was happening there as
was happening to us —

people being shot down,
harassed and putin prison.

People over here realise
the repression going on in
those countries. Because
those countries are so far
away, Labour leaders can

-call these people freedom
fighters. But they don’t
recognise that in Northern
Ireland the same thing is
going on. They just don’t
acceptit.“Tf they’d only open thei
eyes and realise what’
happening, they could do
something.” :

  

_

Sands and my husband and

_
strikes and how much their ase- E 4 Td | AR



 BRIGHTON ‘SI 
NATO’s hirelings attack _

unilateralistpolicy
AS support grows within
the trade union rank’ and
file for the policy of unilat-
eral nuclear disarmament, a
handful of top union bureau-
crats have ganged up with.
James Callaghan and Labour
right wingers in a bid to stem
the tide.-

Their initiativeis funded
by NATO.It takes the form
of a 4,000-word pamphletpublished by the so-called
“Labour Committee for
Transatlantic|Understand-
ing” — which admits to
being totally funded by
NATO.

The Committee’s trade
union supporters includeits
treasurer Frank Chapple,Terry. Duffy and NUR leader

_

Sid Weighell. The newstate-
ment is also supported by
Roy Grantham of APEX and
steel union leaders Bill Sirs
and Hector Smith.

Support
_

But the Committee has
,been forced to scrape the
“barrel in search of sponsors
from the Parliamentary
LabourParty.

Callaghan had to be
wheeled out of semi-tetire-
ment, along with faded has-beens Lord Stewart, Sir
Harold Wilson and Lord
Peart.

Significantly neither
Foot nor Denis Healey —

NATO’s candidate _—for
Deputy Leader — could be
enticed into an_ initiative
which offers no prospect of
securing popular support. ~

Callaghan was obviously

joking when he told a press‘conference on Mondaythat
he hoped the—statement
would be “on sale” at the
Party conference:’ with
Labour’s leading Cold
Warriors having already

_

defected in numbers to the
SDP,sales are scarcely likely
to be brisk. -

Holocaust
Against unilateralism,the

NATOstatement argues that
it would increase anxiety in
Europe; that it would add to
US_—disillusionment~with
European defence; and that
it would encourage individ-
ual countries’ to make separ-
ate deals withMoscow.

But amongst working
class people, most anxiety in
Europe revolves around the ©

fact that NATO’s strategy
against the Soviet Union
involves transforming the
European continent into a
“theatre” of nuclear holo-
caust.

Any’ steps through dis-
armament towards minim-
ising that risk can only ease
the worries of the working
class.

But of course such steps
would also weaken themilit-
ary threat which the US
administration wishes to
level at the deformed and
degenerated workers’ states
of Eastern Europe and the
USSR.

Pentagon e

In this sense it would
certainly “add to the dis-

illusionment” of the Reagan
warmongers.

But that can only be a
positive advance for man-
kind, under conditions
where even without encour-
agement, the Pentagon chiefs
are foisting cruise missiles
and neutron bombs onto
their European “‘allies”’.

In fact the real concerns

NATO: C
 
“It is no good shadow boxing with disarma-
ment, and it is no good dealing with the
symptoms of a disease without dealing with
its cause . . .

It was NATOthatdecided last
year that Britain would have Cruise missiles
. . .

It is consistently NATO, through opera-
tions such as Operation Crusade and Square
Leg, which adopts a Cold War posture and
threatens world peace. It is NATO we must
get rid of comrades; NATOis truly the cancer
of Europe.”

James McAllister, Basingstoke CLP
Blackpool 1980

THE NATOalliance in April
1949 was an attempt by
British and American‘imper-
jalist leaders to regroup the
capitalist countries in
Europe in an anti-Soviet
bloc.

World War 2 had crushed
Churchill’s early hopes of a
British-Nazi alliance against
the Soviet Union, and left
imperialism weakened, with
two major powers —

Germany and Japan — milit-
arilydefeated.

On the other hand, the
Red Army — carrying the
brunt of the war against
Hitler in Europe — had 

“One can say that NATO could never have

John Lister examines the
right wing’s arguments for
NATO and the Bomb

been established without the support of. the
organised labour movements . . Without
this early labour support, which existed in
spite of tremendous efforts of the Commun-
ists to block it, there might never have been a
successful Marshall Plan, EEC or-a NATO

"alliance
.

‘NATO —

of the statement’s American
sponsors emerge in the final
argument: that a neutralised
Britain would encourage
individual countries to make
separate deals with Moscow.

Neither Reagan nor
Thatcher wants the countries
of Western Europe to move
towards separate deals. They
want to retain NATO as a

moved into Eastern Europe
supported by popular
struggles against vicious pro-
fascist regimes — struggles
which they were quick to
repress.

Stalin and the Kremlin
bureaucracy had learned
bitter lessons from_their
near-defeat at the hands of
the Nazis.

Militancy
They resolved to defend‘the borders of the USSR not

by revolutionary,but by old
fashioned bureaucratic-
military means — by main-
taining a ring of - ‘buffer’
states against attack from
Western Europe.

Though Moscow at first
attempted to establish only
capitalist coalition govern-
ments in Eastern Europe,
using the Red Army to
protect such regimes from
the militancy of the working
class, the imperialist leaders
werenotsatisfied.

Conscious of the acute
economic weakness and dis-

~ array_of European ‘eapitalism>
aridthe post ‘war inifitancy
of the European working
class, they feared furthet set-backsto their power.

Aid
With this in view the

American imperialist leaders
recognised the need for the
USA — which had emerged
economically unscathed and
ina dominant position
among.‘ the- ~.>capitalist -
countries ~- to- embarkuporr-

Irving Brown,writing in
The Next Thirty Years’

 

solid, anti-communist,
aggressive military bloc,
firmly tied to Reagan’s arms’
race and his sabre-rattling
foreign policies.

Asif it were the final nail
in the coffin of the unilater-
alist policy, Callaghan and
his cronies argue that the
rejection of nuclear weaponsby Britain would make it

 
  
 
    

   
impossible to remain in the
NATOalliance.

The argument is of
course inconsistent: the
NATOalliance comprises 12
European countries, of
which Britain is the only
one to have its own stock-
pilesof nuclear weapons.

But the whole concept is
also absurd and barbaric.

 
 
  

Riis

NATOis paraded by. its.
supporters as a pact for.
mutual ‘‘defence”. Yet at:
the same time these suppor-
ters tell workers in Britain:
and Europe that a precon-
dition for such “defence”
is a prior agreement to
participate, in the case of.
war, in an orgy of thermo-nuclear slaughter, bringing
inevitable self-destruction!

There is another question
to be raised in this context,
of course. Just. what is sup-
posedly being ‘‘defended”at
such enormous cost and-
tisk?

The fact is that NATO is
an alliance to defend capit-
alist governments against the
working class of Europe and
against the historic gains
embodied in the overturn of
capitalist property relations:
in the Soviet Union and in
Eastern Europe after World:
War 2. ‘

Renouncing British
nuclear weapons is not
enough: to defend itself
against the barbaric plans of
the imperialists, the British
workers’ movement must
demand immediate’ with-
drawal from NATO: and
must fight jointly with the’
working class of Europefor |

the overthrow of capitalist |
governments whose
existence demands themain-
tenance of armies and arma-'
ments, and whose crisiscontinually raises the threat
of violence and war.

E OFCOLD
a two-pronged programmeto
reconstruct capitalist
Europe.

On the one hand there
were moves to secure milit-
ary alliances against the
Soviet Union. The keynote
for such alliances was struck
by US President Truman,
pronouncing the ‘Truman
Doctrine” in March 1947.

“It must be the policy of
the United States of America
to support free people who
are

__
resisting attemptedsubjugation by armed minor-ities orby outside pressure.”

This doctrine was the
prelude to the sending of a
massive

.
$400 million in

military. aid. to combat
Stalinist-led partisan struggle
in Greece and bolster the
Turkishgovernment.

Marshall
The second prong of the

US strategy was the econ-
omic reconstruction of capit-
alism.

General
Marshall’s

“European“announced” in Jiine “ 1947:
With this combination of
carrot and stick together
with increasingly hysterical
Cold War propaganda the
European working class was

George Cc.
Programme for

to be ushered into a
strengthened capitalist strait-
jacket.

But it was not only capit-
alist politicians who led the
way. Labour’s Foreign Secre-
tary Ernest Bevin was a

-prime,..mover in Stepstpwards=NAFO}~
:
 

Recovery: was

+ “Treaty.”be

 
“This Conference believes that the next
Labour Government should withdrawfrom
the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation. It:

‘considers that alliances of thistype are not
for the defence of democracyand are a threat
to world peace, and it is inconsistent for a
Labour Government, carrying out socialist
policies and campaigning for disarmament, tofaintain theCold War and spend ever-increas-
ing amounts on nuclear and other weaponsof
mass destruction

.
.

In January 1948 he
proposed a “Western Union”
anti-ccommunist alliance. In
March 1948 Bevin put his
signature to the Brussels
Treaty, comprising capitalist
governments of Belgium,
France, Luxemburg, the
Netherlandsand Britain.

And Bevin was the first
to applaud the suggestion
three_ months later that the

«expanded. to

Royal TunbridgeWells CLP. .

include Canada and

_
the

_USA. By April 1949 after
necessary legislation in the
USA NATO wasestablished
— pledged to defend the“way of life” of the capital-
ist class in Europe and
America.

In response to these
moves to consolidate a bloc
against the Soviet Union,
Stalin moved to assert firm-*
control ‘overs the ‘buffer’e

 



  
war 

   
 

eight miles away. 
    
 of a city thus attacked.  
 
  
   

TM

radiation. 
 
 

 

 
 

WAR CAPITALIS
states of

.
Eastern Europe.Capitalist participation in

the coalition governments
was eliminated; remaining
privately owned industries
were taken over; Communist
Parties were purged and
expanded, moreorless forci-
bly incorporating the Social
Democratic parties; and the
state machinery .was placedfirmly in their hands under
the watchful eyes of the Red
Army.

;The Marshall Pian was
met by the formation of theCominform — designed totbind together

—
Stalinist

leaders in East and WestEurope.
Buildup

; And later the expansion
of NATO in 1955 to include
West Germany was folloveed
immediately by the forma-
tion of theWarsaw Pact.

Indeed at each stage it
has been theinitiativeof theimperialists to build up the
aggressive potential of
NATO that has prompted a
mew escalation,
the Korean war, NATO
leaders met and “agreed a

rogrammefor a substantial
nnilitary build-up. Its “for-

ard

=
strategy” Piaid down

that:
“Any aggression must be

resisted as far to the East as
in order to erfsure

defence of all the
U) membercountries.

ch a strategy however
janded forces far exceed-those available toNATO.

 
The reality
of nuclear

A ten-megaton bombcould produce a crater 240
feet deep (deeper than London’s undergroundrail-
way) and perhaps half to one mile across, with a

huge rim of piled-upwreckage for up to twice that
distance. The blast wave would travel along the

im

tunnels of any underground system andso kill people
TM sheltering in them ten or twenty miles away. People

out in theopen up to twenty-two miles away would
be burned fatally;fires would be started up to twenty

Everythingwithinthree and a half miles would
.

be totally smashed and there would be major damage
to houses and streets up to fifteen miles away. People
sheltering in basements or ground-floor roomsat this
distance would be in danger from their homes
collapsing. So theinitial effects of blast and fire alone
would be capable of killingover half the population

Following this there would be further fire damage.
The enormous numberoffires that would be started
over hundreds of square miles would not remain
isolated. A ‘firestorm’ would be produced ona scale
bigger than the bigfire raids of the Second World

ig War at Hamburg, Tokyo, Dresden and othercities.
Thefire storm might well destroy everything

i
withintwenty miles. People who survived the heat

i@ and blast would still have to face the third destroyer:

thenuclear stockpilesin
existence’ can ‘annihilate

theentire population’

John Cox, ‘Overkill’.

John Cox’s book (published
thismonthby Penguin at
+£1.75) describesin sober

detailjust how ‘a fractionof

Checklist of resolutio
LABOURParty conference

start on Saturday
26th, with the compositing
really
meetings.

Afterthosemeetings,the’
Conference Arrangements
Committee publishes a
final agenda on the Sunday
morning.

‘Each year, several issues
get pushedout. Poland and
gay rights are among those
likelyto suffer thisyear.

But this year again there
are many resolutions on
LABOUR DEMOCRACY..
Constitutional amendments
seek to outlaw ‘shortlists of
one’ in selection of MPs
(Paddington CLP, agenda,
p.21) and to establish NEC
control of the manifesto
(Tottenham, Wallasey, and
Honiton CLPS;p.18).

Norma! procedure is for
constitutional amendments
to be delayed one year, so
there are special motions
calling for these to be
debated this year. A con-
stitutional amendment on
Labour local government
democracy (Hammersmith
N. CLP, p.22) is bound to
be delayed, as there is no
such special motionforit.

Last year’s conference
instructed the NECto pre-

. pare an amendmentbring-
ing back the ‘three year
rule’ (no re-raising of any
issue for three years after a
conference debate) for con-
stitutional questions. But
the,NEC is also suggesting
a proviso for waiving this
rule when enough CLPs

“It is a treaty of alliance within the frame-
workof the UN Charter for the defence of a
wayoflife...”

NATOpublication “Facts and Figures”

at the time .. . Military
strength would have to be
built up and defence plans
revised...”

(NATO:Factsand Figures)
Under. such US prompt-

ing and with US subsidies
and. loans, European govern-
ments were persuaded

.
to.

agree to an_ integrated
defence force, the establish-
ment of a Supreme Head-
quarters in Europe and the
appointment of Eisenhower
as Supreme Allied Comman-
der.

The build-up of troops
was dramatic:. from 14
divisions in Europe in 1950
to 50 divisions by the end
of 1952.

’ “Cuba, it is true,

4

 
NATO’s commitment to

such a build-up was under-
lined when in 1955 the USA,
France and Britain rejected
Soviet proposals for limita-
tions on conventional forces
and the abolition of 75% of
the stocks of nuclear
weapons.

By the late 1950s, US
attention had shifted to the
question of establishing
nuclear bases in Europe.
NATOwasthestalkinghorse
for this quest — which was
couched in the  blandest
possible terms.

Thus NATO reports that
in 1957:

“The Soviet leaders had
launched a campaign aimed

‘In 1950 in themidst af.

is outside the NATO area,but the events which took place on the island
confirmed the fact that through the commit-
ments of its members, the Alliance is inevit-
ably involved in the consequences of political
events occurring outside its territory.’’ :

NATOpublication ‘Factsand Figures’’

JOHN BLOXAMgives
a checklist on the
issues at Brighton.

-and unions submit resol-
utions. This should be
supported.

21 CLPs-have submitted
resolutions or amend-
ments on changing the
ParliamentaryLabour Party
procedures so as to make
the PLP more account-
able. There are also eight
(rather stronger) constitu-
tional _amendments left
over from last year — but
the NEC has decided to
oppose them (NEC report.
pp.20-1). It will be: import-
ant. to get a debate on
these.

However, the NEC, in
a move that
support, is proposing to
change the rules so that
YSs and women’s sections
can be set up without the
approval of the constit-
uency GC (NEC report,
p.15).

Defiance
Disarmament and Ire-

land, perhaps also the
police, will also be big
issues. And there are also
strong resolutions on the
cuts.

Norwood CLP, amending
resolution no.435, proposés

at inducing public opinion in
various membercountries to
oppose the modernisationih of Western defence
lorces ...

“The Council agreed that
one object of this Campaign
was to ensure for Soviet
forces a monopoly of
nuclear weapons on the
European continent...

“No power, it stated,
could claim the right to deny
the Alliance the modern
arms {[!] needed for its
defence.”

In December 1957 it was
agreed that:

“It was frecessary to
establish stocks of nuclear
warheads readily available
for the defence of the
Alliance in case of need

...

it was also decided that
intermediate range ballistic ©

missiles should be put at the
disposal of the Supreme
Allied Commander Europe.”

From this point‘onwards
the US ‘hadits nuclear bases
in Europe. And NATO was
successfully mobilised
behind American

_
sabre-

rattling in the Cuban missile
crisis and other actions in
the 1960s.

Portugal used NATO
hardwarefor itswars against
its Africancolonies.

And in the summer of
1975, as Portugal simmered
with revolution, there were
NATO manoeuvresin Portu-
guese territorial

=
water,NATO and US troop move.

ments on Portugal’s frontiers
and a USintelligence centreaboard: a. ship: anchored off“Setubal.

©
- :

deserves-

~ failing. that, *

a labour movement confer-
ence to plan a campaign of
publicity, parliamentary
disruption, defiance by
councils, and_industrial
action. This should defin-
itely be preferred to West
Stirlingshire CLP’s amend-
ment (also to no.435),
which suggests Labour
Councilsresigning.

Confrontation
Five CLPs also come out

against rate rises.
The cuts debate, howev-

er, will bring us right back
to thecrucial issue of demo-
cracy. Last year’s confer-
ence, too, passed a good

‘resolution .on the cuts:
“‘Conference instructs
the NEC to coordinate a
united fight of Labour coun-
cils and trade unions on a
firm no cuts position... In
such a confrontation, the
Labour Movement must be
prepared to use its full
strength, including indust-
rial action...”’

Whenthecrunch camein
Lothian, the NEC was no-
whereto be seen. Andin its
report this year (p.62), the
only activity the NEC can
mention on this resolution
is two circulars to Labour
councils!

The NEC should be
roughly called to account —

for all the left-wing resolu-
tions in the world are no
use unless we get a leader-
ship that will carry them
out.

Last year, Turkey’s
army — one of NATO’s
mainstays — carried through
a coup to repress Turkey’s
militant working class. A
NATO commander commen-ted: “The prospect of
worsening strife had us
worried. Something had. to
be done.”

After 1967 new techno-
logy in weaponry was com-
bined.with the particular
tactical thinking of Denis
Healey -— British Defence
Minister — to produce the
first review of NATO’8strategy since 1956.

Healey’s brainchild was
the “‘tactical’’use ofnuclear

“weapons in what is laughing-
ly described as “limited”
nuclear war.

This is now firmly estab-
lished as NATO policy and a>
bedrock of Reagan’s strategyfor the use of Europe as a
launch-padfor war.

NATO remains
what
cynical attempt by US
imperialism to buttress Euro-
pean capitalism

_
against

proletarian revolution — or,

today

European continent _to
smithereens, on the age-old
Cold War hypothesis —

Better Dead than Red.
For socialists who reject

such a view,the answer must
be a struggle to smash the
NATO alliance, combined
with the preparation of the
necessary mass action and
revolutionary leadership to
overthrow the capitalist
system -~. in Britain - and“Europe. «~~

i

it was in 1949: a,

 

 

 

Kinnock
comes out  

 RACHEL LEVER, a
member of the Benn
Campaign Committee
(writing in a personal
capacity] analyses
Neil Kinnock’s appeal
to the Left not to vote
for Benn.

| NEIL Kinnock takes a pageand a half of last week’s
Tribune to explain his
‘complicated’ reasons for
not voting for Benn — and
to give courage to other
MPswitha left reputation
whoare forming a block of
abstainers that could give
Healey the victory by turn-
ing around up to five per
centof the electoral college
in his favour.

Among the complicated
reasons he s (after
repeating all the rubbish
about heckling at demon-
strations) is Arthur Scar-
gill’s statement at the
Scottish Miners’ Gala that
thosewho aren’t withBenn
are helping Healey. No-
thing could better. proveScargill’s' case than Kinn-
ock’s present actions.

Other than saying he
-won’t vote for Healey be-
cause ‘‘he is on the Right,
Tam on theLeft’’, he hasn’t
a word to say against the
smear tactics, the lies, and
the blatantly undemocratic
practices of the Healey
camp — the stitch-ups in
the right-dominated unions

 
  
 
  
  
   
 
  
 
 
  
  
  
  
   
 
   
 
 
 form to allow a vote at

several union conferences; 
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and the refusaloftheplat- -

incidents like that in one -

       

 
 

    

   
constituency, where a pro-Healeyverdict-was announ-
ced after two officers had
counted the results of a
postal ballot .and then
burned all the ballot
papers; and the massive
backing that: Healey has
had from thebosses’ press.

Indeed, Kinnock clearly
doesn’t think a Healey
victory would be ‘ahy great
setback — ‘I do not be-
lieve that the accumulated
policies of theparty should
be consjdered to be defeat-
ed or relegated if Denis
winstheelection’’

The rest of the ‘compli-
cated reasons’ come down
to Neil Kinnock’s anti-pathy to the kind of
accountability that Benn
has cometo standfor.

In the main,he says, the
PLP can be trusted to carry
out Party policies. :

Waffle
MPs,says Kinnock, have

perhaps over-reacted to
response to the ‘‘implied
assumptions of.untrust-
worthiness’’.The history of
theLabour Party hasn’t, he
is sure his readers wilagree, been a history
betrayals.What we neadiA
a consensus for our pol-
icies: ‘‘it has to be done
with arguments, for it will
not be done simply by

_constitutional. - machinery
or regtiiated-demiocracy or
implied threats of indivi-

|

dual doom’’.
Little wonder thaton the

NEC this year Kinnock
voted to allow shortlists of
one even where other
candidates had been nom-
inated. Removethe. threat
of ‘individual doom’ (re-
selection) for your MP, -

argue with him/her until
.-.you’re-bluein the face, and

eee

 
 
 

live -“patiently’ with the
threat of doom over yourjob and your world!

And how about the
simple reasons for Kinn--
ock’s stab in the back for
the left? Isn’t he being
tipped as a future ‘‘accept-
able left’’ candidate, whose
chances won’t at all be
helped by a Benn victory?

Forget the page and a
half nd elegant waffle.+"Kinnoek

:

ison

|
the«other

side.
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WHEN Michael Foot was
speaking to a demonstra-

against unemploy-
ment in Cardiff a few
monthsago,he spokeof the
need to fight for the alter- -

native economic policy. He
then went on to outline an
economic programme that
could mean nothing other
than throwingourselves on

‘the murderous mercies of
the International Monetary
Fund.

The morerigidly Thatch-
er devotes the government
to Milton Friedman’s
monetarism the easier
it is to present any kind
of warmed-up Keynesian-
ism as ‘thealternative’.

Lessons
Even if we disregard the

interpretation of ‘alter-
native’ that would classify
the last Labour govern-
ment’s economic policy as
‘alternative’, and focus on
the more left-wing versions
of the Alternative Economic
Strategy (AES), that still
leaves enough varieties to
bewilderHenry Heinz.

A year ago, four trades
councils (Liverpool, N.
Tyneside, Newcastle, and
Coventry) produced a
detailed report on the last
Le our government’s
“State Intervention in
Industry’’. Now the same
group of trades councils
(plus Burnley) have collab-
orated with several shop
stewards’ combine com-
mittees to produce a follow-
up as ‘‘a contribution to
the TUC/Labour Party
plans for an Aiternative

GET
‘ORGANISED!

+ @ ie e \e i *Socia ( ga ser always taken a tough linelist nt Alliance against cuts, against rent

To makeSocialist Organisera real campaigning paperthat
can organisetheteft in the movement,it needsits own

organised activistsupport — and money.
Local supporters’ groups

big towns to build a real base for the paper.
Supporters are askedto undertaketo sell a minimum af

six papers an issue and to contribute at least £1 a month
(20p for unwaged). So becoming-asupporter helps build
our circulation and gives the papera firmer financial base.

If you like Socialist Organiser, thinkit’s doing a good ©

job, but realise that it can't possibly do enough unless you
help, becomeacard-carrying supporter.

Fill in the form below andsendit to: Socialist Organiser, -

c/o 28°Middle Lane, London N8.

 
Organiser supporter —

 
orkers and sailors in Petrograd, 1917

EconomicStrategy’’.
This report lacks he

close detail, the case
studies, and the inside
stories of the earlier
report. It tries, however, to
draw out.some of the
lessonsimplicitin it.

.

In fact, it is both a
polemic against the TUC/
Labour Party plans for an
AES andachallenge to
them. It says that the AES
plans are nationalistic, and

have been established in most

{| want more informationC/Iwish to. become

a
Socialist

7 POYTa

| and other interested

je and if so, what

do not see things from a
class standpoint. And a

working-class policy must
be more than a_ blue-
print for some future Lab-
our government,it must be
“for now’’.

Both these criticisms, I
think, are absolutely  
 

nomic

 

 
A new declaration from several trades councils
and combinecommitteescriticises the AES.
Andrew Hornungreports.

correct. The TUC/Labour
Party version of the AES
stands on the very same
ideological ground as our
Tory enemies.

It assumesthatthere are
‘national needs’ and ‘nat-
jonal interests’ to be served
rather thanclass needs and

CT|
 
A MEETINGorganised by
Socialist Organiser for pro-
spective Labour councill-

activists looked at local
government ‘strategy’ last
Sunday,20th. :

Socialist Organiser has

rise and againstrate rises,
and this stand was con-
firmed at themeeting.

But could SO supporters
stand in a ward where the
manifesto drawn up by
theborough or city organis-
ation does not contain this

about accountability?
To answer ‘no’, under

present circumstances,
would virtually rule us out
from standing as Labour
councillors — and give a

free run to the cutters and
rate-raisers. After a thor-
ough discussion, we agreed
that SO supporters should
wherever possible be pre-
pared to stand. while fight-
ing for our politics through-

cc ecceee evan eset ence nessa enee ee geese eee e estes ee i out the selection process,
particularly on these issues
of cuts andrate rises.i Principles

If -possible,, we should

aeSAAeven issue separate liter-

 
ature making our policies
clearto theelectorate.

If elected, on many
occasions we may have to
break the whip, but we

must stick to the basic pol-
itical line.

What about
;ability? We must make

absolutely clear at selec-
tion conferences that we
will stick to our principles,
even if it means breaking
the whip, and that we will
be ready to resign if the
branch that selects us de-
mandsthat.

Issues
The ability of a council

to deliver the goods — any
goods at all! — depends
entirely on its ability to

fight the government. ‘That
must be said in the mani-
festo. Manifestos can con-

tain an outline of the needs
in our areas, but they

point out that the
only way to satisfy these
needs is to organise a war

againsttheTories.
.

No-one at the meeting
thought that all the prob-
lems facing us had been
covered, but we all agreed
that the discussion had
raised and clarified many
important issues. A further
meeting will be held.

account- -

 

élass interests. It assumes
that any alternative would
simply be the plan of an
alternative government
thatthe workerscould vote
for, rather than a_ policy
workers could fight for and
enforce through our own.
workers’ government.

Searching
The report argues for a

conception of social need,
saying that we must fight
for this to become‘‘part of
theeconomic commonsense
of our age’.

The basic weakness of
the report, I feel, is in the
programme for fighting
back here and now.It has
little to say other than that
trade unions should in-
volved the rank and file in
drawing up workers’ plans
of production and that the
building of combine com-
mittees is essential. It does
not map out a policy for re-

placingthe present capital-
ist state machine with real
workers’ power — though
that, surely, is vital if we

are to enforce an ‘econom-
ics of social need’, against
the power of the profit
system.

The authorsare trying to
develop a policy.for practic-
al intervention in the
struggle now that goes
beyond reflex-action mili-
tancy and points to a diff-
erent social order. But —

it seems to me — they are
still searching.

.

In a series of articles
throughout the 1930s, Leon
Trotsky tried to popularise
the approachthatthe Third
(Communist) International
had been in the process of
working out when Lenin
died.

Confiscation
Trotsky argued for a

‘slidingscale of wages’, for
instance, as a way of pro-
tecting the purchasing

‘ power of workers’ wages.
But he also argued for a

struggle to develop com-
mittees to monitor shifts in
the working-class cost of
living — committees that
would unite rank-and-file

. workers with women stuck
at home. The idea was that
these committees’ watch-
dog functions should deve-
lop to the point where they
would be able to force the
opening of the books of -

firms that were over-
pricing, and then demand
new prices or confiscation.

This was no pipe-dream.
Detailed legislation along
these lines had been drawn
up, for instance, in Ger-
manyin 1923.

The key to the whole
process was class power —

developing the fight for
workers’. control into the
fight for workers’ power.

Starting from that basic
idea, thecommunists of the
early 1920s, and, later,
‘Trotsky and his comrades,
summarised and codified
the key demands of a

‘Transitional Programme’
for mobilisingmass action
against capitalist power.
That programme, I think,
shows the direction in
which the ideas in this
report could be developed
into a real policy for
struggle.
Copies of the declaration:
20p plus postage from Cov-
entry Trades Council, Flat
2, 6 Norfolk St, Coventry. 

 
RICHARD LEE, se-
cretary of the Metal
Box Combine Com-
mittee, explained to
Barry Turnerwhat the
authors hope to see
come from the ‘Pop-
ular Planning’ docu-
ment.

4 ‘Popular planning for
social need’ came out
of the work on state’

intervention in industry
carried out by a number of
Trades Councils, and att-,
empts to product alterna-.
tive production plans by
various combine com-.
mittees.

It was clear thatan alter-.
native to monetarism was
needed but there was dis-.
satisfactionwith the TUC’s
Alternative Economic
. rategy.

,

We think that the rank
and file should have some
say in producing the alter-
native strategy, and our

report is an attempt to
open up a debate in the
labour movement. We wish
that debate to produce a

strategy that the grass-.
roots understand and have
participated in producing.

The failure of the last
Labour government proves
the need for such a strat-
egy. We have no control
over the multinationals and
the trade union officials
have led no discussion on
how to deal withthem.

Wedo not wishto-repeat
the failingsofthe National
Enterprise Board and the
abuses of public money
carried out by private
firms.

The report was drawn up
by a wide range of workers,
many with differing
approachesto the strategy
needed, but all agreed on
the need for a wide-rang-
ing debate to create. that
strategy which would, |
think,form thefirst steps in
a plan for socialist pro-
duction.

As I emphasise, ow
declaration is meant tc
open a debate, not answe!
all the questions. For my
part in thatdebate, I woulc

_

point to the need for nat
ionalisation as a pre
condition for public mone;
being channelled

_
int

firms.
We launched the declar

. ation at the TUC confer
ence, and willbe inter-
veningwithat theLab- J
Party conference.

30p plus postage from
Socialist Organiser, 28

Middle Lane, London N8.
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Adam falls short FARCEOF FOOD
PRICESCBS record promoters must

be putting their heads
. together in despair and

wondering how on earth
they could have made such
an enormousballs-up. With
advanced recordsales of over

Easy on
Cliff and
Bruce!

 
  
 
 A WARMwelcometo Social-

ist Organiser’s new column
on rock music and youth
culture. We need a breath
of fresh air.

Personally I’m getting
a little pissed off going to
Militant Discos where that
funny old DJ, what’s his
name? — Ted Grant keeps
playing all these Guy
Mitchell, Johnny Ray and
Frankie Laine records, and
handing out the razor blades
with theFortisan.

However, such columns
have their dangers. It was

only this January that Jean
McKenzie, writing in Social-
ist Challenge criticised the
Clash for only including one
song about Nicaragua on
their last (and excellent) LP!
“What could have been a
celebration and popularisa-
tion of the Nicaraguan revo-
lution is a missed oppor-
tunity”, moaned Jean.

Perhaps the Clash have
got things a little more in
perspective than Socialist
Challenge over the Nicarag-
uan and indeed the Iranian
“revolutions”.

But Andrew had better
watchhis step, too.

The Cliff Richard LP is
indeed a strange compila-
tion, but among the dross
lie a couple of jewels. “When
Two Worlds Fall Apart” is-
one of the best love songs of
the 1970s, and Miss You
Nightsis not half bad.

(It is- rumoured by the
way thatCliff is TedGrant’s
ideal LPYS recruit — over

40, looks 18, and is ‘Wired
for Sound’).

_
More serious is Andrew’s

writing off of Bruce Spring-
steen’s The River — one of
last year’s best LPs. Cuts
like Hungry Heart and
Sherry Darling and Cadillac
Ranch make.a fantastic noise
in the best traditions of
American rock and roll.

Over twenty tracks the
. record presents a sustained
‘evocation .of New York
young working class_life
now.Springsteen is no Dylan,
still less a socialist, and this
is not a great LP. It doesn’t
point a way forward, it
doesn’t hint at more genuine
ways of escape, and it cer-

tainly doesn’t talk about
Nicaragua or the 200 mono-

 
     
 
   
  
  
 
 
   
  
 
  
   
  
      
  
    

  
  
  
  
  
    
    
  
  

  
    
  
    

   
  
  
  
  
   polies.

But it can tell us a lot
about ourselves and our

problems in the kind of
society welive in. It does at
least deserve some serious
consideration.CAROL HOBBS

 
 

by Andrew MacDonald

% million and a blaze of
predictable media publicity
Adam and the Ants new
single ‘Prince Charming’ only
managed to enter the BBC
charts at a feeble number
2 position. I can hear them
gritting their teeth and snarl-
ing ‘What went wrong?, what
went wrong?’.

It looked like a sewn up
guaranteed success and
should have gonestraight in
at number 1, no less, with-
out a hitch where it would
have dutifully stayed for
week after charming week,
whilst gullible fools spend
their hard-earned pound
notes on a record which is
going to be played every 10
minutes on Radio One any-
way.

I wouldn’t have bothered
writing about Adam and the
Ants at all, he’s just another
up and coming multi-million-
ed musical bore, except that
he is a punk charlatan par
excellence.

One time art student
turned new wave rebel he
participated in the strange
1977 punk film Jubileeand
produced a few mildly
interesting songs in his early
days with a faintly novel
tribal influence.

Now look at him; a

tamed, limp, media-made
puppet object.

He’s the punk turned
super-good, the weirdo rock
star who your parents can
really like, the sexual poser
who’s all heterosexual good,
clean fun. The type of stuff
lovy-dovy, teeny-bop
magazines like Jackie are
madeof.

And indeed Jackie
readers are told “Punk
suddently seems too harsh
and all thatblack leatherand
safety pins is boring. The
pirate look is romantic...”

But the romance doesn’t
come cheaply. It cost a
staggering £45,000 to make
a 3-minute video for Top
of the Pops in which our
super poser makes a series
of super poses but no doubt
a wise capital investment. 

BARNEY RUSSEL reviews
“CAN'T PAY? WON’T
PAY!’’, a farce by Dario
Fo, at the Criterion The-
atre, London.

A CLENCHEDfist holding
a bunch of carrots is an
unusual advertisement to
choose for a play. It cert-
ainly made me wonder
whatto expect.

Can’t Pay? Won't Pay!is
the creation of satirist Dario
Fo, one of the wittiest
commentators on the con-
temporary italian scene,
who constantly attacks the
absurdities of his country’s
government, Roman Cath-
olic Church, and Commun-
ist Party.

The play, which is wildly
funny and moves at splend-
id pace, is set in Italy in
1974. At thattime the capit-
alist crisis had pushed up
the price of basic food-
stuffs by an incredible 50
per cent, and this culmin-
ated in women raiding a
Milan supermarket to
protest against inflation —

which is where the title
comesin.

Maggie Steed (Antonia)
and Karen Drury (Mar-
gherita) play two determin-
ed working-class house-
wives fighting the system

 
with inarvellous elan. To-
gether they provide the
Mainstay of the whole play.

Margherita is one of the
supermarket raiders, but
her action is bitterlyoppos-
ed by her stubborn Stalin-
ist husband (a Fiat car-
worker) because she dared
to act without the prior
approval of the Party! In
exploiting this_ironical
situation, Dario Fo uses
every opportunity to attack
both Church and Party.

Robert Walker, the dir-

ector, gets magnificent
results from his small cast
of five players, who handle
the dialogue with tremend-
ous vigour and assurance.
The total effect, | can hon-
estly say, had me crying
and laughing, sometimes
simultaneously. Watch. out
for the trigger-happy police
inspector, a refreshing
comic creation,  beauti-
fully played by Sylvester
McCoy.

With seats from a reas-
onable £2.90, this play is
splendid value.

o return to Brixton

IN JULY this year residents
and traders in the Rushcroft
Road/ColdharbourLanearea
of Brixton received details of
Lambeth Council’s latest
development plan for the
town centre.

The planners have come

up with three ‘options’ for
the area — options which do
not significantly differ from
each other. ,

All involve the destruc-
tion of the south side of
Coldharbour Lane and_ the
entirety of Rushcroft Road
to make way for a massive
supermarket development
with several stories of car
parking and some housing
units above.

Lost will be a street of
potentially good housing,
cafés, a pub, late night
shops, specialist Greek and
West Indian grocers, and, in
one option, the

.
Ritzy

Cinemaand Atlantic pub.

Rundown
involve the

compulsory purchase of
properties not already
owned by the council (30%
of the area affected) and
road alterations — both of
which, quite apart from the
plan itself, will inyolve
lengthy and costly public
inquiries. Such formalities
take many, many months,
even years, to complete and,
in the meantime, Brixton
will become even more run
down. :

Planning blight is some-
thing that the people of
Brixton have lived with for a

long time. It is worth
remembering that in 1969
the Council drew up tremen-
dously ambitious develup-
ment plans in which Brixton
was to become a Croydon-
type ‘Strategic Shopping
Centre’ designed to attract
the middle class to the area

The plans

and bring commercial pros-
perity to Brixton. :

Ravenseft, the property
company responsible for the’
developmentof the horrible
Elephant and Castle
complex, expressed interest
in the scheme, but later
withdrew in the changed
economic climate of the
mid-1970s.

‘Barrier block’
Tarmac, the road-build-

ing firm, was given permis-
sion to build an office block
on condition it helped to
fund a new leisure centre
(which is still unfinished
today).|Lambeth’s chief
planner (who himself lives
in William Morris’s historic
‘Red House’ in deepest
Kent) designed the
monstrous (and still
unfinished) ‘barrier block’
sited alongside Coldharbour
Lane, which was to have
been a six-lane highway as

part of the ring road system
planned by the GLC_ for
Londonandlater dropped.

Streets of terrace housing
made way for developments
like the Stockwell Park
Estate —.

which rapidly
turned into a ‘sink’ estate,
suffering from problems of
dampness and vandalism.

Confronted with these
remnants of the now-dis-
credited planners’ megalo-
mania of the 1960s, the
present Council, on its elec-
tion in 1978, decided against
any monolithic plans for
Brixton and hoped instead
that developments would
take place in a piecemeal
manner by existing major
retailers.

So why has the Council
come up with the latest set
of proposals which differ
only in scale from the dis-
credited 1969 plan?

The Council say that the

plan is necessary because of
the failure of the major
retailers to develop their
sites as the Council hoped.
Finding their present sites
too small to function econ-
omically,a number of major
retail chains have closed
down their Brixton
branches.

The Council believesthat
the market traders rely for
their prosperity on the prox-
imity of large retail chains
to attract custom to the
area. This is certainly argu-
able if you compare similar

planning blight!
Council’s plans. We wat tne
streets involved rehabilitated -

so as to preserve not only
the character of the area and
the potentially sound hous-
ing, but also to foster the
growing community involve-
ment which has attracted
many young people to the
area and spawned activities
such as the Community Arts
Centre (responsible for the

* recent Brixton Festival),and

street markets in other parts
_

of London.
However, the real reason

behind the latest plan is that
the Council are in a state of
panic. With elections in May
the Council are desperate to
have a plan on the booksto
show that they are doing
something about the prob-
lems of the area.

In addition, the Council
loses rate revenue when large
retailers move out of the
town centre and a super-
market development offers
the prospect of increased
revenue.

Misconceived
Howeve: this is a purely

speculative venture in which
the Council must interest a

developer: Ravenseft (again)
and Wimpeys have expressed
interest, and apparently
several supermarket chains
have said they might be
interested when the site is
developed.

Quite apart from the fact
that we believe the plan to
be misconceived, the uncer-
tainties and delays associated
with ventures of this kind,
are bound to increase the
problemsofthearea.

The

|
Rushcroft

|
Road

Action Group (RAG) has
been formed to fight the

the Vining Street Commun-
ity Gardens.

Above all we want the
years of blight and neglect
ended,
fear that the Council may
attempt
outcome of
inquiry by
empiying and demolition of
blocksin the street.

not extended. We

to preempt the
any public

the piecemeal

Therefore, while we

intend to make representa-
tions detailing our objections
and giving our proposals for
the area to the Planning
Committee when it meets on

October 19, we will also be
making a series of interim
1

by the Rushcroft
Road Action Group

aemanas.These are:
a) that the Council

should rehouse those who
wish to move;

b) that there should be
no evictions, either of
tenants or squatters;

c) that there should be
no gutfing of emptyflats;

d) that empty flats
should be made available
either to squatters or to
short-life groups;

e) that basic maintenance
and improvements to the
properties should be con-
tinued.

We urge local readers to
support both our tong and
short-term aims to preserve
these streets by raising the
matter at Labour Party ward
meetings, trying to get your
councillors to support us and
by attending the Planning
Committee meeting on 19
October.

*Jhe Rushcroft
Action Group can be
contacted, care of 2 Here-
ford House, Rushcroft Road,
London SW2.

 
 
  
  
 
   
 
 
 
 
 
   

 

 

‘After theriots, the rebuild?

 
Public meetings

to launch
theweekly Socialist

Organiser
LAMBETH

FridaySeptember25
LambethTown Hall

7.30 pm
OXFORD

Monday 28 September
8.00 pm

next to East Oxford
Community Centre
Princes St., Oxford

COVENTRY
Monday September28,

.7.30pm at theWheatsheaf
pub,City Centre.

Basingstoke
‘After conference,which

way forward for the
LabourLeft?

Thursday October 3,
7.30 at the Jackson

Room, Chute House.

Campaign for Labour
Party Democracy

Pre-conferencerallyand
fringe meeting

Sunday September27,
1.30pm at theMetropole

Hotel, Kings Road.

Socialist Organiser
North-Westday school

Sunday October4, from
11am at UMISTstudent
union, SackvilleStreet,

Manchester.
Agendaincludes: the

Tory offensive; Ireland;
women’s liberation;the
AES;thecuts fight: and
organising theleft in the

LabourParty.
Registration £1 (50p

unwaged).
Moredetails: D.Lunts,
78 High St, Atherton.

BIRMINGHAMSO
Classes

Oct. 4 at 7.30
The American working

class.
Contact 021-429 4166

for venue

Coventry North-East
LPYS

Public meeting
‘The Bradford 12 frame-up

Thursday September24
7.30 at Edgewick

Community Centre

Right to Work
march from Liverpool
to Tory party confer-

ence in Blackpool:
October 8 to 16.

Details: c/o 265 Sever
Sisters Rd, London N4

Anti-Apartheid
Movement

Conference: Sunday
November1, 10 to 5.3

at Westminster Cathedr
Conference Centre, Mo

peth Terrace,SW1.
Open to all AAM

members: details, AAN
89 Charlotte St, Wi.

Soldiers’ Charter ’81
Founding Conference:
Saturday October3, a!

Response, Old Brompt¢
Rd, London SWS.

Contact: John McMulle
1 Nevern Rd, London

SWs.
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=aLetters

Open the
Writeback to

Socialist Organiser
28 Middle Lane

London N8

books at
Scotts!

JOHN McILROY and Noel
Hibbert (Socialist Organ-
iser no.51] are correct to
call for a labour move-
ment inquiry into the

‘affairs of Laurence Scott
andits allied companies.

Such an inquiry could be
a useful meansof bringing:
clearly before the whole
working class the precise
detailed way in which the
workings of the capitalist
system take no account
whatsoever of their inter-
ests andlivelihood.

Among the questions
such an inquiry might ask
are:

@ Why is a merchant
bank like Hambros prepar-
ed to finance projects it
knew almost certainly
wereillegal?

¢ Whyand how do ‘dawn
raids’ on rival companies’
shares operate?

© Whydoes a nationalis-
ed utility. like the NCB
farm out important con-
tracts to firms like Scotts
with no control by the
NUM?

¢ How can suppliers to
nationalised industries be
brought under_social
control and ownership?

© And whyare capitalists
able. to apply for Tempor-
ary Employment subsidies
whentheysimply intend to
use it as a tactic to weaken
workers resistance to final
closure?

However, it is important
that such an inquiry should
be run by elected rank and
file committees, backed up
by theirown advisers.

An inquiry under the
aegis of Boyd and Duffy
is unlikely to carry the
struggle forward.

Secondly, such an in-
quiry should be seen as an
addition and a stimulus to
a firm fight for support
actionby otherworkers,not
as a substitute forit.

The interview with the
AUEW officials was also
interesting.

It shows that there are
splits among the _full-
timers in termsof politics,
function, and level in the
apparatus. Full time offic-
ials are epen not merely to
pressures, material and
ideological, from the state
and employers, but also
from the workers that they
are supposedto serve.

Someofficials are far to
the left of some shop stew-
ards. Elected officials may .

bemore amenableto press-
ures from below than those
appointed by the Exec-
utive.

District officials are
obviously closer to the
workers than general
secretaries.

We must taken these
differences into account in
our analysis.They are often
tacticallyimportant.

We must avoid the idea
that the rank andfile are
homogeneous red-hot revo-
lutionaries,straining at the
leash to get at the capital-
ists, held back only by a
totally reactionary, homo-
geneous apparatus.

The samekind of press-
ures that affect full-timers
affect the ordinary stew-
ard to a lesser degree. The
difference is that the stew-
ard workers with his/her
members, has the ‘same
materialinterests as them,
and is recallableby them.

Workers like those at
LSE, slow off the mark as
they might be, will in the
endfight harder thantheir
left-wing full time offic-
ials — who in the end will
put the survival of their
own function in the organ-
-isation first.

The categories ‘rank and
file’ and ‘bureaucracy’ are
still important, but Socialist
Organiser needs to think
more about their inter-
relationship.

How about somearticles.
on this?

CAROL HOBBS,
Bolton.

Violence no
I @ sECT to the manner
in hich Wendy Frankland
describes the image of
Shelley as given by the
educational system.

Whilst the description is
probably an accurate
portrayal ofthe kindofatti- 
 

tudes we are encouraged to
develop in schools it is
blatantly sexist.

Wendy does nothing to
counter the view that being
“a beautiful but ineffectual
angel” is an extremely derog-
atory way of describing
personal qualities generally
attributed to artists, women
and gay men.

Without gentleness, sensi-
tivity, warmth and encour-

agement we cannot build
either a socialist revolution
or a socialist society. Violent
revolution and the use of
violence in the build up to
such a situation are

necessary because of the
balance of class forces not
because aggression and
destruction are useful in
themselves.

If we are going to build
a socialist revolution, the

 

lranian workersneed
independent organisation
FIRST OF all, apart from
any ideological andpolitical
differences that probablythere are between us and
your organisation, we
would like to express our
full support to Socialist
Organiser in its struggle
against WRP(which in our
opinion stands for ‘Worth-
less RenegadeParty’).

It is a shame for WRP to
use the bourgeois courts
against a socialist organ-
isation.

As probably you know,
due to the happenings in
Iran we are under tremen-
dous financial pressure{e.g. a lot of communist
literature from Iran which

 
THE TUC’s move to a
harder line on withdrawal
from the EEC has been
reported in all the press as a
shift.to the Left. But why?
The TUC was not counter-
posing a Socialist Europe to
the EEC, but a capitalist
Britain. And what’sleft-wing
about that?

Liebknecht — the main enemy
enemy is at home.

virtue
revolutionary ieft has got to
open its ranks to women.
In doing so it might be
useful to look at encourag-
ing male revolutionaries to
develop someof the personal
attributes women are
brought up with in the same
way that women have to
develop the attributes of
aggression, dynamism etc.,
in order to become revolu-
tionaries.

But at very least it is
important to encourage
women to feel worthy
because of the contribution
we can make and not go
along with the destructive
attitudes of capitalist
society.

Yoursfraternally,
CHRISTINA GOODWIN

Léicester

 

 
Bani-Sadr

has been translated into
English lies on our desks
because there is no money
to publishit). But we would

For some people on the
Left, withdrawal from the
EEC makes sense becauseit
is linked to a plan for siege-
economy import controls,
which they see as the key-
stone of a left-wing econ-
omic policy. Yet many on
the Left reject the import
control policy as nationalist
— and still support with-
drawal from the EEC! Why?

Ian McCalman (Socialist
Organiser 51) has come up
with one of the most con-
trived arguments yet: we
should - support withdrawal
because the EEC Commis-
sion would prevent a Left
Labour government subsidis-
ing the steel industry, or

nationalising other indust-
ries.

Not hostile’
The short answer to :an

is that the EECis not hostile
to industrial subsidies — it
organises them on a huge
scale. The EEC has presen-
ted no obstacle to the new
French government’s nation-
alisation programme, which
is bigger than anything
suggested by the leaders of
our Labour Left. And in any
case the EEC Commission
has practically no powers to
impose its will on EEC mem-
ber governments.

But that is all beside the
main point. There is no
reason at all to suppose
that capitalist rationalisation
of the steel industry in an
isolated Britain would beless
devastating than in the EEC
framework.

Our answer to the EEC
plans for the steel industry
should be an international
struggle for a workers’ plan,
not a nationalist programme
of getting Britain out of the
EEC and leaving

_
steel-

workers in other EEC
countries to find their own
answers (presumably by
demanding subsidies and
protectionist policies from
their respective govern-

like to send £2 as a sym-bolic financial support for
Socialist Organiser in its
fight against theWRP.

_

Secondly, we read and
discussed yourarticleabout
Tran in Socialist Organiser
no.511 (3 Sep.).

You are right to say that,
“So the working class...
needs to organise indepen-dently to join the struggle
against IRP tyranny but
also to fight for its own
solution for the crisis’’.
This is what we can rarely
find in the British Left
literature.

Most of the analysis we
have seen so far has taken
a side withone of the bour-

ments).
And,in line withMarxist

principle, “The main enemy
is in our own country”, we
should focus our fire on the
British Steel bosses and the
Tories — not allow them to
divert blame to the bogey-
men in Brussels.

Real anti-capitalist
measures by a_ workers’
governmentin Britain would
of course be opposed by the
EEC Commission, and byall
the ruling classes it repres-
ents — not because of Clause
so-and-so of the Treaty of
Rome, but because of class
interest. But the serious
enemies of such measures
would be found in the House
of Lords, the monarchy, the
top ranksofthecivil service,
the army, the police, NATO,
etc. The EEC Commission

 
JOHN O’MAHONY sets
out (Socialist Organiser no.
52) to assess the ‘debate on
the left’ concerning rate
and rent increases and the
cuts. But the concluding
part of this article is both
confused and confusing.

During the course of the
article he appears to
suggest that the correct
position is one of complete
opposition to all rate and
rent increases, and to all
the cuts. Certainly, this is
theonly position which any-
one whostarts off from the
interests of the working
class could possiblyhold.

But at the end of the
article, comrade O’Mahony
moves away from. this
position. He suggests unity
with London Labour Brief-
ing on, amongotherthings,
the policy that:

“Labour Local Govern-
ment Committees must
coordinate a mass refusal
by Labour councils to

  

  
  
  

geois and petty-bourgeois.
blocks, i.e. Khomeini, IRP,TudehParty and the major-
ity group on the one hand,
and Bani-Sadr; the Moja-hedeen, and the army on
the other, implicitly or
explicitly calling upon the

.working class in Iran to
rally behind its present or
futureoppressors.While forces like the CP
and WRP are flagrantly
supported their Imam
Khomeini and_ shedding
tears for the. assassinated
top dogs of the IRP, organ-
isations like IMG and RCG
seek the liberators of the
working class in the Bani-
Sadr/Mojahedeenblock.

_EEC vote—movetoleft?
and the. Treaty of Rome
would not figure in anyone’s
mind as important props of
capitalism.

And the task of a
workers’ government would
not be to cut Britain loose,
but to link up with the
workers’ movements in
Europe and extend the
struggle for its anti-capitalist
policies internationally.

In the elections for the
EEC Parliament,.French
revolutionary socialists ran
an exemplary campaign
under the slogan, ‘“‘Long live
Workers’ Europe — without
fatherlands or frontiers”’.
That should be our answer
to the EEC — not “Britain
out!” :

COLIN FOSTER
London

Wesay noincreases!
either increase rates and
rents unreasonably or
slash services”’.

Perhaps this actually
means opposition to every
single reduction of serv-
ices, rather than just to
theirbeing‘slashed’.

But more importantly
than what may. just be
clumsy formulation, the
position which O’Mahony
accepts as a basis for unity
is entirely different to one
of total opposition to any
rate or rent increase.

No increase

With living standards
beingattackedand lowered
each day, the only ‘reason-
able’ rent or rate increase
for the working class is no
increase at all. That is the
reality.

if O’Mahony disagrees
with it, he should say so. If
he agr.2s with it, then

 
  
  
  
  
  
  
  

   
  
    
  
  

     
  

‘Chris Mullin.

What was absentin yourarticle was the practical
implication of. your own
stgnd — i.e. you have.
ignored thepetty-bourgeois
nature of the Mojahedeen
and havenot exposed their
political alliance with Bani
Sadr, whose natural and
obvious alliance with the
American-trained atmy.:of
Iran has been rightly singl-
ed outin your article.

_

Furthermore, you have
given the impression that
by promotingterrorism,the
Mojahedeen aim to facil-
itate a popular uprising. In
thisrespect you are right to
say thatthewayto fight the
present regime is by mobil-
ising a popular resistance
rather than resorting to:
terrorism.

But the point is that the
Mojahedeen do not want a
mass uprising to topple this
regime, and prefer to sub-
stitute Khomeini and IRP
with a block of Bani-Sadr
and themselves, using the
opportunity of.present
conditions, which are char-
acterised by the lack of a’
leading united working-
class party.

Otherwise they would
have sought alliance with
the existing revolutionary
Marxist forces like ‘Ko--
mala’, ‘Peykar’, and ‘Unity
of Communist Militants’.

Indeed, the vacillating
social forces — i.e. petty
bourgeoisie — must make a
choice one day, between
the revolution and the
working class on one side
and the bourgeoisie and
liberalism on the other. It
is clear thattoday the Moja-
hedeen have made their

- choice — Bani Sadr is their
president!

Longlive Revolution!
Longlive Socialism!
Student supporters of the
Unity of Communist Mili-

tants in England.

 

Khomeini

again, why did he not say
so?

JIM FARNHAM
EDITORS’ NOTE:Socialist
Organiser is against rent
and rate rises. The formula
quoted at the end of John
O’Mahony’sarticle is from

Mullin must be referring
to the view sometimes held
in the Jabour movement
that Labour councils should
be willingto raise rates, for
example, by an amount
proportion as wage rises.
He certainly isn’t referring
to ‘balancing the books’,
becausehis whole article is
a polemic against that
idea!

We didn’t argue with
Mullin’s formula because
both the political gist of it
[the working class should
refuse to pay for the
bosses’ crisis] .and_ the
practical conclusion [con-
frontation with the Tories]
are the same as ours.
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MORE THAN six monthe
ago journalists at Robert
Maxwell’s Pergamon Press
headquarters in Oxford
walked out on what they
hoped would be a short
strike over wages and.
conditions.

This Monday_they
returned to work for the
first time since March 4.
They were in new offices.
four miles down the roac
and almost none of their
original demands had been
met.

Yet the nine NUJ mem-
bers who returned to the
unfamiliar task of editing
journals this week have
won an outstanding victory.
The full might of the Max-
well empire, bent on
removing them from the.
company, has been pushed
back.

Against almost  over-
whelming. odds, a small
group of workers has
beaten off a determined
attempt to wipe out. the
onlyactiveunion at the hub
of what has now become a
giant multi-nationalweb of
publishingcompanies.

The strike which began
on March4 1981 cameafter
18 monthsof fruitless att-
empts to. negotiate a new
house agreement.

Wages at Pergamon
were (and are) at the
bottom of the list of

. publishingwages and other
agreements were being
changed for. the worse
day by day. For example
therewas (andis) no proper

,

Sick pay agreement.
Nodecisions

Although Maxwell was
in the middle of -negot-
iating to buy the British
Printing. Corporation,.he
insisted that nodedisions ©

’ could be taken by anyone
but him. :

This style of manage-
ment is now being felt in
BPCitself; where directors

findthat theyhave become
errand boys for Maxwell’s

At Blackpoolto lobby the TUC
every whim.In the case of
Pergamon it meant that
most of themeetings which
had been set up were
cancelled at the last
minute.

But there was more than
that to Maxwell’s obstruc-
tion. He was determined
to confront and break the,
union. Within the past two
years there have been two
short strikes by the editor-
ial staff at Pergamon,
bothover dismissals.

In both cases the sacked
members were reinstated

after strikes which had
lasted three days and one
day. .

:The Oxford NUJ branch
had. meanwhile written
both to-ASTMSandto the
Labour Party, asking how it
was possible for Maxwell
to claim he was a member
of the labour movement).

‘(He was recruited to

Patrick Spilling
reports on thevictory
of a long and hard
struggle

well’s hired hands to over-
turn the chapel leadership.

~1. At one point Maxwell’s 
ASTMSpersonallyby Clive
Jenkins and he is a member
of the GC of Oxford City
LabourParty GC).

Maxwell regarded those
- actions as ‘ ‘interference’.

He launched fierce attacks
on the NUJ chapel, de-
manding that it dissociate
itself. from the Oxford
branch, and blaming the
chapel officers, Jim Bou-
melha and Simon Collings,
for attacks which threaten-
ed his convenient divide
betweenpublic and ‘ pers-
onal’life.

,

.
This distinctionwas later‘also to be made by the

ASTMS. National Execu-
tive, which said that Max-
well could not be disci-
plined, because he had not
been acting in his capacity
as a trade unionist when he
sackedtheNUJ members!

Several attempts had
been sponsored by Max-

son became a member of
the NUJ chapel. All such
efforts had failed. But by
running down thestaffing
on the journals department
and by threatening junior
managers that they must
choose between future pro-
motion of the union, Max-..
well managed to reduce
numbersin thechapel.

Sacked
Within two days of the

strike starting Maxwell
had sacked all nine NUJ
members. Although the
chapel continued to
demand reinstatement and
the meeting of the house
agreementclaim, from this
point thenumber oneissue
at stake became whether
thechapel would survive.

The NUJ is not the only
union at Headington Hill
Hall, in Oxford. APEX has
a branch there, which has
been used in the past by
Maxwell to claim that the
NUJ could not recruit in
certain areas.

But out of a huge potent-
ial membership APEX has
been reduced to a couple of
dozen members,only half
a dozen of whom areatall
active. It proved virtually
impossible throughout the
strike even to get. APEX to

~ meet; only on one day did
one of their officers refuse
to crossthepicketline.

The NGA also has a
chapel at Pergamon .—

althoughnot.a closed shop.
The NUJ chapel had held

_Standing onyour own
two feet!

 
 

LAST article on evolution
this week — if your’e
bored with it, hard luck!
Following the revelation
last week that, civilisation
notwithstanding, we are
the equal of any ape, I
continue with my summary
of the ideas of Jeremy
Cherfas and John Gribbin
in New Scientist on how we
(and the other apes) got to
where weare.

About 20 million years
ago(MYA), ,

the. ancestor
of all modern apes evolved.

_

Scientists call it Dryopith-
\ecusof ‘tree-ape’, thoughit
lived on theground.

Over the next 10 million
year, the climate of the
earth was warm and there
was a lush carpet of forest
over much of Europe,
Africa,the Middle East and
Asia. Dryopithecus and its
descendants must have
found plenty of opport- and 412 mya. with no trees to swing —_——

unity to make a living and
evolved into several new
species of ape which could
exploit such favourable
habitats.

One group developed the
bodily adaptations which ©

enabled themto live in the
trees. These were the
brachiators (from the
Ancient Greek for ‘arm’)
and they evolved in the
forests of Asia. Gibbons
split from this line some
10 mya and orangutans
some 8 mya, but both
groupsstill live in the for-
ests of Asia.

The next split probably
took place in Africa about
4% mya,the results being
chimps, gorillas and our-
selves {or rather our direct
ancestors). This means that
our brachiating ancestors
must have travelled from
Asia to Africa between 8

Darwin’s first public def-
ender, ThomasHuxley.

By this time the earth’s
climate was getting colder
and theforests were dwind- -

ling, being replaced by
grassland.

Culture
How did the arm-swing-

ing tree-dwellers travel the
8,000 kilometres to Africa

 from? By walking, of
course, probably using the
semi-upright knuckle-
walking that modern
chimps andgorillasuse.

—Incidentally, the bodily
adaptations necessary for
brachiation also fit an
animal well for walking
more or less upright. Once
in Africa, the walking
brachiators would have
found forests to swing
about in, but these were
still shrinking in the colder
climate and there would
have been a considerable
advantage to a brachiator
who could also walk upright
on two legs. They would be
able to wander about out-
side of the forests, looking
for extra sourcesof food.

If they had also develop-
ed a food-sharing culture
then we can imagine the
beginnings of the line
which we would call
human. Theearliest fossil
example of this upright-
walking line is a female ‘of
the species Australopith-

- helped .to or;

Pergamon NUJchapellives
fight another day!

Picket ofHeadington Hall offices by Pergamonstrikers
several discussions with
NGAbeforethestrikestart-
ed and were convinced that
they would get swift
support.

Many of the problems
being faced by the NUJ
were also being faced by
NGA -members, who were
also crippled by«having
among their leadership
Ken Hall, a_ long-time
collaborator with Maxwell.
During the strike Hall was
elected :as_ Oxford branch

_

president.
But. hopes of.support

were dashed,if slowly. For
some time the NGA chapel
maintained it was waiting
for instructions from head

-

office in Bedford.
/Officials at national level

claimed that the chapel
didn’t want to support —

and there was one of those
long drawn out shuttles
between the members on
theground and the Nation-
al- Council of the NGA in
which that union seems to
specialise.

Support
The NUJ chapel, the

Oxford NUJ branch, and
the Oxford Trades Council,
had set up a local. support
committee. which built for
a number of. demonstra-
tions on thegate.and which

.

‘ganise picket-
ing and -lobbies of key
nationalmeetings.

Both the NUJ chapel
and the support committee
were consistently in favour
of placingdemands on -the

print union leadership to
oppose Maxwell. There was
a double importance of this.

Maxwell’s ‘survival plan’
for BPC involved thousands
of redundancies in SOGAT
and the NGA. One print
plant after another was
closed down with the work-
ers. complaining bitterly
thata deal had been signed
overtheirheads.

_Although the struggle at
Pergamon was not over
redundancies, it was
important that the print
unions be forced to saywhere they stood when a
fight did break out.

When a strike against
Maxwell did take place —

at ParkRoyal — the chapel
quickly made contact and

‘tried to show the cgmmon
threadrunning through the
disputes.

Gradually the chapel
built contacts inside the
new Maxwell empire and

_began to press for national
action to win the dispute.
The emergency committee
of the NUJ was pressed to
call for nationalblacking.

Chapel memberswenton
tour around the country
drumming up_support.
Everywhere theywent they
4ound: a widespread hatred.
to Maxwell. A Scottish tour
raised several thousand
pounds. Mass -demonstra-
tions outside the gates won

.the support of trade union
branches not seen in public
foryears. =

.
Maxwell’s own ASTMS

branch condemned_his
action and asked for an  

by Les Hearn

ecus Africanus (African
southern ape) named
Lucy by her discoverer.
Lucy is 3% million years
old. .

Now, round about 4 mya,
theclimate began to get
better and the forests got

_larger and lusher and there
was lots more fruit to eat.
Cherfas and Gribbin now
start to get a bit more wild
in theirspeculations.
~The popular misconcept- ©

ion about evolution is that
humans are descended
from apes. Cherfas and
Gribbinsay it was theother
way round. oe

Some early humans were
attracted by the easy living
in the forests and, so to
speak, went back to the
trees. Even now, chimps_

and gorillas only. need to
spend a short party of the
day looking for their food
and spend the rest of the
timeplaying. :

Our direct ancestors,
however, were not to be
seduced by easy living
and instead stuck te the
difficult task of developing
language, agriculture,
industry, slavery, feudal-
ism, capitalism, nuclear
weapons and

—
possibly

even socialism.

Competition: A new logo
for SO science. lst prize
“‘Kinstein for beginners’,
last prize ‘‘Healey’s Eye’”’.
Hurry your entries in now!
Judgement will be by an
impartial panel of labour
movementactivists.

  
inquiry. .

But the emergency com-
mittee began hedging over
action. National blackingwould mean stopping major
publications,like thecolour
magazines of the Observer
and theSunday Times.

‘Deportation’
Out of the blue, talks

were set up with Maxwell.
He offered six members
their jobs back — and ‘de-
portation’ for the.other
three, to jobs in France,
Scotland, and Australia.
These were for the two
chapel officers plus Carol
.Russell, who had become
MOCof thegroup chapel.

This deal was recom-
mendedbytheunionpresi-
dent,. Harry Conroy, but
rejected unanimously by
thechapel.

During the TUC, the-
chapel sent a delegation to
Blackpoolto lobby the NUJ
delegation.They in turn set
up a meeting withthe NGA
and eventually the NGA
agreed that if Maxwell
did not agree to goto ACAS
they would call. out their
membersat Oxford. -

The final set of negotia-
‘tions. — with a- repentant

Conroy now really fighting
for the jobs — lasted until
theearlyhours ofthemorn-
ing. Maxwell. eventually
conceded all the jobs back
at Wheatley, where he is
moving part of his journals
production; and the chapel
accepted. Talks are now
taking place on the house
agreement.

Determination
The significance for the

labour movement is that
even a small number of
union memberswith deter-
mination and a consistent
orientation towards forcing
the union leadership to act
can defenditself.

It is not a victory in terms
of wages and conditions.
But despite the odds, the
chapelis still there. It can
rebuild its forces. It can.
fight again on wages and
conditions. 
Maxwell
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BOB BARTY, Robb
Caledon yard conven-
or, JACK McHARDY,
chairperson of the
local Confed, and
CHARLES ROYLE,
Boilermakers’ stew-
ard, told Matthew
Jones and John Mac-
Donald why Robb
Caledon workers are
occupyingtheiryard.
   BB: 149 manual work-
ers and ten foremen have
joinedthesit-in. The Exec-
utive of the Combine Com-
mittee asked for a commit-
ment from the whole work-
force not to accept volunt-
ary redundancies.

Previously British Ship-
builders had run our yard
down from a few thousand
to the present numbers by
voluntary redundancy and
natural wastage. We've
seen yards closed through
voluntary redundancies
alone, so we held a meeting
and everyone agreed not to

  
 

accept voluntary redund- -

ancy.
We attended a Confed

meeting in Blackpool on
the 9h, and it decided to
fully support us.

The whole industry real-
ises that unless something
is done now the cancer of
closures will spread. If
we left this yard unattend-
ed it would be tantamount
to compulsory redund-
ancies.

CR: a national over-
time ban is being organised
from 4.30 on the 18th, and
a one-day national strike
every. Monday beginning
on the 28th.

North
Sea

     
 

Deaths
‘IN THE past week three
more men have lost their
lives in the North Sea. Two
were welders whose basket
broke and flung them into
the treacherouswaters.

The safety record on the
rigs in the North Sea is
notoriously bad. and union
organisation is non-existent.

Prompted by theBristow
shelicopter disasters, Moray
Trades Council has adopted
a resolution calling on the
Scottish TUC to set up a

trade union enquiry to
i are sacets

«6
m~—sthe

Somdssc ant    

be nothing more than 4

whitewash.
The sums of money

involved in North Seaoil are

so huge, the companies, BP,
Mobil,Total, etc., so power-
ful, equipped with suchslick
public relations set-ups, that
any public inquiry involving
them would finally be a-

farce — even if the Labour
movement could use it as a
platform.

The resolution was

passed on August 17. It
remains to be seen if the
STUC will act — as they
have signally failed to since
the oil ‘boom’ started over

a decade ago.
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 (0 BB:In the past they
withdrewa threatof closure
after an overtime ban. The
overtime ban has a more
far-reaching effect than
most people realise. Robb
Caledon sent a telegram
congratulating the Ship-
building Negotiating Com-
mittee [of the Confed] on
their decision on an over-
time ban.

British Shipbuilder8”put
an advert in the papers to-
day, and this is an admiss-
ion that they're really
frightened.

They’re saying thatthere
is no work. Since the Polish

  
 

More shipyard jobs under the hammer
§

order, they’ve not got us
one single worthwhile job,
though they sent a task-
force round the world
ookingfor orders. .

(1 JM: They’re also say-
ing thatwe've been offered
permanent transfers to
Leith. That’s 60 miles away
from our homes and fam-
ilies.

There’s no travelling
expenses in permanent
transfers, and there’s no
housingthereeither.
CIO BB: And wecan’t get
access to the press to say
what is really happening.
Whentheyannouncedclos-

    
 

 

 “This yeard has a greatreputation for specialist
ships. They have a skilled
workforce, and given the
opportunity can even enter
a higher field of tech-
nology’. KEN GRIFFIN,
deputy chairman, British
Shipbuilders, 27.10.79.

ure, they said that Dundee
hadlost £11 million.

We got the figures our-

selves, with help from
colleagues in the manage-
ment union, and what did
we find? — the losses that
they said were for Dundee
were for the Robb Caledon
group as a whole. The
losses for Dundee were a
fractionof thetotal.

The chairman has
admitted this to us, but
they're still claiming
publicly that we’ve made a
loss of £11 million since
nationalisation.

‘Mistake’
They said we were

bottom of the league for
productivity. But now
we've investigated, they
say they made a mistake,
and we’re middle of: the
league.

They’re saying we’re not
competitive, but we’ve not
hadthechance.

We were also told we’d
be notified of any inquiries
for jobs, and we were told
thattherehad beennone.

When we got hold of the
list of job inquiries, dated
September 3, 1980, we
discovered that there had
been inquiries for 119
vessels from January to
August. Every one of them
wasrefused.

The fire-fighting boat
was ‘too small’; a floating
crane, a large cutter, and a
wet fish trawler, were ‘too
large’.

Moneyto burn!
THEcrazy logic of Thatcher-.
ite economics is exemplified
by the decision of the
Cabinet not to invest public
money in the projected
North Seagaspipeline.

Even Tory spokesmen
and industrialists are
horrified at the prospect of
£50 billion worth of gas
being flared off above the
waters of the North Sea for
wantof
apipeline to bring it

ashore. The expression
“money to burn” has
certainiy been given a new
meaning by the Tories in
office.

The refusal of the
government to back the£2.7
billion gas gathering project
has sealed its fate. Tory
hopes of its being totally
financed by the oil com-
panies has already collapsed

af a clear negative 
J.

mail mp imtc

lowering the level of petro-
leum revenue tax and raising
the price they would get for
the gas. They may still hope
to exact that concession in
return for some agreement
on investmentin the pipeline
but the immediate situation
is one of total collapse of
the scheme.

Even Tory spokesmen in
Scotland are aghast at the
implications of the Cabinet
decision which wipes out the
prospects of thousands of
new jobs in steel and con-
struction. A spokesperson
for the CBI in Scotland

 
Thatcher

bemoaned the loss of “not

just the pipeline project
itself but all the spin-offs fo-
the construction’ and steel
industries and the suppliers
of the necessary
ment.”

;

It has been estimated
that an extra 11,000 jobs are equip-.

involved. The cancellation of

the project can only mean
more insistent demands by
McGregor for a further
3,000 redundancies in the
steel industry.

Since the decision of the
Cabinet, obviously under
strong pressure from
Chancellor Howe and the
Treasury, there have been
tentative moves by some of
the oil companies towards
building other smaller pipe-
lines to supplement those
from the Frigg and Brent
oilfieldsalready in use.

It is possible that some
such weaker option will be
the conclusion of the affair
but it cannot disguise the
facet that the reckless squan-
dering of vital resources is
the hailmark of Tory econ-
omic strategy.

IAN McCALMAN

from Socialist Organiser,
28 Middle Lane, N8&

 
“Men left this yard
because we were being
conned. British Shipbuitd-
ers are not people of integr-
ity. They are confidence-
tricksters’’.

BF B BARTY,
convenor Robb valedon.

The chemical waste dis-
posal ship was refused be-
cause design staff were on
other projects, although
we'd been told that jobs
for our yard were the
absolute priority.

There’s no way they
wantedto find us jobs. Men
left this yard because we
were beingconned, and we
couldn’t persuade them to
stay on.

British Shipbuilders are
not people ofintegrity,they
are confidencetricksters..

J have a tape at home
with a statement from Ken
Griffin [deputy chairman
of British Shipbuilders]that
“This yard has a great
reputation for
ships. They havea skilled
workforce, and given the
opportunity can even enter
a higher field of tech-
nology’’.

Messages of support to:
Robb Caledon shipyard,
Dundee. [Phone Dundee
459066]. ‘

specialist
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ECacc
nay

by Lol Duffy (Boilermakers’
shop steward, Cammell
Laird, Birkenhead)
AS FROMFridaySeptember
18, the 31,000 workers
employed by British Ship-
builders are on a national
overtime ban. And as from
September 28, we will stagt
a series of one-day stop-
pages.

The reason for theaction
is BS’s push to close down
the Robb Caledon yard in
Dundee:The call for nation-
al industrial actionwas unan-
imously supported by lay
delegates from every yard in
the country.

BS has responded with
letters to every employee,
adverts in the papers, and
notices around the yards
claiming that industrial
action could mean a loss of
jobs. But about 20,000 jobs
have beenlost since national-
isation in July 1977, and all
that without industrial
action! :

Other yards are threaten
ed with the loss of more jobs
jobs. Vickers in Barrow will
have a surplus of 400 work-
ers by December, according
to BS. Assets have been sold
off at Scotts Paulin in Scot-
land, Plans are being made to
sell off a small engineering
factory in London. Cutbacks
are also planned at Vosper
Thorneycroft.

An engineering works in
Hartlepool is due to close in
December this year. Cam-
mell Lairds, in Birkenhead,
has only enough work for
about a third of its present
workforce, and that will

 
only last two years.The_.SNC_(Shipbuildi
Negotiating Committee of
the Confed) has had to call
some’ action, despite. its
attempt to find a comprom-
ise. For years the SNC has
allowed jobs to be lost with-
out a fight, but now the
crunch is coming. Those left
in the yards are the ones
who couldnot be pressurised
into selling theirjobs...

AstheSocialist Organiser
* Lairds bulletin of September

17 says, “The SNC hasatt-
empted to divert the fight
against enforced redundan-
cies by becoming the go-
between for Kestrel Marine,
a private offshore platform
production company, and
BS, in an attempt to sell off
Robb Caledon.

“This is totally-against
the interests of Robb Cale-
don workers, whoalso see it
as a diversion from the fight
to keep the yard open as

part of a nationalised ship-
building industry. It is also
totally against union policy”

Now is the time for all
BS workers to stand and be
counted.

The tactic of one-day
strikes is being criticised,
with an amountof rank and
file feeling for an all-out
strike until the yard is re-
opened. The civil servants’
lesson has not goneastray.

Shop stewards’ meeting tc
organise support for the
Robb Caledon occupation —

Tuesday September 29
10.30am at Marryat Hall
Dundee.

 Manchestersit-in
against closure

ANOTHER occupation
against closure has been
started at Barnes Flexible
Packaging in Cheetham,
Manchester. The 236
workers at the food packag-
ing printers, voted unanim-
ously to fight for their jobs,
with the full support of
three of the unionsinvolved,
the NGA, SOGAT and
EETPU (the AUEW has yet 
SOGAT leader Keys

New Townclosure
* will need not only the st

port of our own commun
UNIGATE has declared its
intention to close its factory,
Scot Meats of Bletchley on
12 December.

If we allow this closure
it will immediately meanthe
loss of over 1,500 jobs in
the Milton Keynes area. The
Joint Shop Stewards Com-
mittee have stated that it
will oppose any attempt by
the Company to enforce
closure.

We realise that it is not
only our members’ jobs that
are at stake but the future of
the community.

Milton Keynes is por-

to meet to discuss the
occupation).

Although originally the
workers were only demand-
ing parity on redundancy
payments with other
workers who have been laid
off by the owning Smurfit
Group, once they had occu-
pied the factory,they exten-
ded their demandsto include
the re-opening of the
factory.

Dot Bradshaw, the
SOGAT MoC for shop floor
workers, told me that the
management had offered a
“revival package” in Febru-
ary, Which was basically 40
redundancies, which were
reluctantly accepted. Two
months later a “survival
package” was tabled, involv-
ing mainly demanning —

again the unions reluctantly
agreed. Four months after
this, the company closed ~

down the factory.

trayed by the media as a

boom area but thereality is
different.

Support
Already we have 6,000

unemployed in our area.

Any new factories opened
are capital intensive with a

low demand for labour.
Manyof the firms moving to
Milton Keynes are closing

factories in other parts of
the country thereby increas-
ing overall national unem-
ployment.

To successfully win the

Already support has bee
forthcoming — the executiv
of the NGA hasinstructe
its membersin all 27 Smurf
factories in Britain and Ir
land, to carry out an ove
time ban, a work-to-rulean
to black work from th
Cheetham factory. Pressur
are being put on the SOGA
leadership to do the same.

The workers at Barn
Flexible Packaging have als
found the strikers fro
Laurence Scott Electr
motors very helpful, —

giving them advice for fun
raising and for avoiding tl
early pitfalls of an occup
tion. Bob Litherland, t
MP for Central Manchest
has also shown support f
the occupation.

Messages of support a1
donations to: Len Hughe
163, Argyl St., Heywoo
Lancs.

but the strength of 1
labour movement. At |
moment we need financ
support to build our fight
fund and pledges of y¢
support for our struggle.

Donations and messa
of support to Scot Me
Joint Shop Stewards Cc
mittee, c/o John Owe
23 Lancaster Gi
Bletchley, Milton Key!
MK36.



Industrial News
Ford:stick
to £20!   FACED with Ford bosses’

plans to slash over 16,000
jobs between now and 1984,
to achieve ‘Japanese’ levels
of exploitation, a well-atten-
ded national conference of-
Ford shop stewards met in
Coventry on Sunday 20th.

It endorsed the claim
prepared by the full-time
officials, for £20 increase, a
35 hour week, improved
pensions, and earlier retire-
ment, and laid plans for a
campaign among rank and
fileFord workers.

by Clifford Peters and Keith
Tuckman.

“TRADE UNIONS must
develop the political dimen-
sion in their activities and
work to support each other

- in job struggles.”
So spoke Tony Benn to a

rally of Scotts workers on
,

Wednesday 16 September.
He went on to say:

“What is happening here
affects you and yourfamilies
but the reason thatLaurence
Scott has become known
throughout the labour move-
ment is that the same thing
is happening elsewhere in
this country.” This point
was emphasised by a speaker
from the sit-in at Barnes
Flexible Packaging, who are
following Scotts example by
occupying against 200 job
losses.

Pilloried
Tony Benn also address-

ed an 1,800-strong rally at
the Free TradeHall the same
evening where he pilloried
the Press Godfathers for
their slavish support for
capitalist interests.

Scotts convenor Dennis
Barry slammed the official
union leaderships:. “We'llbe
sticking so close to Boyd and
Duffy in our fight for rein-
statement — we’ll be like the
first Siamese twins to be
joined after birth.

“They’ve participated in
getting us sacked at Scotts,
and an industrial tribunal has
just found’against them for
sacking research workers in
the Londonoffice.

“No way are we going to
let this one die quietly. We
are going to hound them to
their graves.

““Tast week the press
complained that Ken Cure
(AUEW EC member) had
been drenched in bad eggs
by Scotts workers. “It’s dis-
graceful”, the Mirror said .

“This is no wayto conduct 

_
or otherofficials say that the

But the union negotiators
are still indicatingwillingness
to talk on the Ford bosses’
new plans for manning
levels. And when Ron Todd

35 hour claim can be phased
in over three years (presum-
ably at the same time as
Ford management want to
phase out more than 16,000
jobs), that is a green light to
Ford thathoursis not an im-
portant part of the claim.

Every factory needs to
organise mass meetings to
win support for the whole
claim. The stewards need to
meet nationally again, both
to monitor progress on the
campaign, and to ensure that
the full-time officials do not
back down.

The claim is formally
submitted on October 9, and
is dated from November 23.
But Ford workers should be
looking towards a link-up
with other workers in the
pay front-line, with slightly
different settlement dates.

The next national meet-
ing of stewards should invite
delegations from other
groups of workers now
coming up against the pay
policy of the Tories and the
bosses.

STEPHEN CORBISHLEY

 
Gormley
negotiations and  discus-
sions.”

“What they don’t realise
is our lads cculdn’t have
afforded to buy the eggs —

they were donated by local
corner shops.

“t's easy for editorsand
SDP leaders to talk about
the “proper way to conduct
discussions”. Most of them
were born with a canteen of
cutlery in their gobs, never
minda silver spoon.

“T’ve had to fight all my
life for what I’ve got — and
here I am at 57, still fight-
ing.

Mass picket
The situation now is that

300 of the original 650
workforce are still on the
roster — yet the number of
activists involved on a day-
to-day basis is about a tenth
of this number.

The key tactic for bring-
ing victory at Scotts must
still be the imposition of a

mass picket at the Mining
Supplies factory at Doncas-
ter — but the stewards feel
they don’t have enough
strength both’to picket the
Scotts factory in Manchester
and launch offensive opera-
tions on Doncaster. .

  

  

    
 

 
 

 
  
  
  
  
  

  

  
  
  
  
     

  
    

‘No’ to Hoover:
wage

by Ian McLeish

IN THE PAST seven years,
unemployment in Cambus-
lang has risen 500 percent.

In that time the work-
force at the Hoover factory
has dropped from 5,400 to
just over 2,000. Those two
thousand are now having to
fight to keep theirjobs.

Oppose
At a mass meeting on

Thursday 17th, there was an
unanimousdecision to reject
plans which include redund-
ancies and a ten per cent
wage cut. It was also unani-
mous that if the company
closed the factory,the work-
ers. would take whatever
action necessary to oppose
that,including occupation.

Convenors from Hoover’s
three British factories will
discuss the situation with
AUEWofficials at a meeting
on September29.

Workers at Cambuslang
willbe fighting for:

* No compulsory redund-
ancies,

* A guarantee that the
factory will remain open,
before agreeing to any

An important initiative
in linking up the isolated
struggles in Manchester,
however, would be the
jaunching of an inter-site
coordinating committee that
could centralise tactics and
experience in the jobs fight-
back, and this is under
review by Scotts stewards
at the moment.

If, for example, only a

couple of stewards from
each major plant in Man-
chester came forward there
would be sufficient
comrades to launch a picket
at Doncaster

Also important 1s forging
links with the workers at
Scotts Norwich factory,
already facing redundancies.

Unlike other papers on

the left, Socialist Organiser
does not believe in gilding
the lily. If a new initiative
is not launched soon then
defeat for the Scotts workers
is inevitable.

The demandfor a labour
movement inquiry into the
affairs of Scotts and the
enterprises it supplies is also
growing.

In the past few days,
snformation has emerged
whichcasts a sinister light on

the involvement of Joe
Gormley of the NUM and

   
  
  

  
  
  

  

cuts
changes.

* No reduction in wages.
Ali future increases must be
in line with the increase in
retail prices.

* The company must
increase its products range at
Cambuslang.

* Stop the rundown of
UKproduction.

Convenor Eddie McAvoy
told Socialist Organiser:

“Everyone is determined
to fight this time. Over the
last five years the company
has given us ten survival
plans. We have accepted all
of them,and they all failed.

“We recognise the prob-
lems of the company... But
the company has to realise
that the workers have finan-
cial difficulties. With short-
time working our wages have
been cut by 20 per cent.
Overall our pay is 24% less
than we think it should be,
while the directors’ wages
have gone up by 115.9% in
the last three years’’.

Foolish
“The philosophy behind

wage cuts is the company
taking advantage of the high
 

arve-up!
Derek Ezra of the Coal
Board in a conspiracy to
sabotage Scotts.

On Tuesday 31 June Joe
Gormley, acting on a request
from the CSEU, contacted
Ezra for discussion on
Scotts. The ostensible reason
was to discuss whether the
NCB would switch its tender
for machinery from Mining
Supplies to othersources.

The real dialogue how-
ever wasratherdifferent.

.

In fact, Gormley remin-
ded Ezra-that a year before,
the’ NCB Pension. Fund
initiated a project that
resulted in the financial
destruction of Scotts and the
eventual laying open of the
company for takeover by
Arthur Snipe.

Moreover, a court case is
now beginning in which the
NCB Pension Fund (Deputy
Chairman, Joe Gormley} is
likely to be named aspart of
the conspiracy to destroy
Scotts.

The gist of the court case
is this. Last year two direc-
tors of a LaurenceScott sub-
sidiary, PPD Engineering,
collaborated with Hambros
Merchant Bank to take over
Harland Simon Ltd., a com-

petitor of PPD which they
managed.

The wheeler dealings of
Roy Ashman and Henry
Lally, the two directors, left
Scotts with a deficit of
£900,000 in 1981 instead of
an expected profit of
£500,000.

Thereal irony of the situ-
ation of course is that Snipe
based his case for closure on

false figures and that Duffy
and Boyd also accepted this
falsity as the basis for with-
drawing official status. :

They argued that “if
there’s no redundancies at
Scotts — then all five fac-
tories will have to close.”

Messages/money: G.Fryer,
20 Round Croft, Romilly,
Cheshire.ens
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Countdown
to crunch
at St Mary's.

unemployment level, using
people’s fear. There were
two recent examples of
workers in this area accept-
ing 10% cuts. They’ve all
lost theirjobs.”

“If people are ’ foolish
enough to believe that the
savings made by a 10% wage
cut is enough to make the
company viable, then they’re
kidding themselves. Any
money the company saves
by wage cuts will end upbeing paid out in redundan-
cies.

“Anyone accepting wage
cuts is financing their own
redundancy.”

Losses
There are also rumours

that there will be massive
redundancies at the end of
October. The company, in
its half-yearly report to
shareholders, stated that it
had made losses of £6.1
million, a lot of which was
redundancy payments. It
expects losses to be even
higher at the end oftheyear,
and intends taking ‘necessary
measures’, that is, more
redundancies.

However early in July it
was revealed to the courts
that Ashman, Lally and
Hambros had plotted to
undermine PPD’s position,in
order to reduce the share
price and force Scottsto sell
PPD to them.

It was also revealed that
Hambros asked the NCB to
jointly finance the project.
At first Ezra. and Gormley
refused — but the NCB’s
subsidiary Coal Industry
Nominees Industrial Invest-
ments (CINII), backed Lally
and Ashman and bought
33% of the shares in Scotts’
rival company — Harland
Simon. .

Documents
In an attempt, to extri-

cate itself at the court hear-
ing — the CINII offered to
hand over incriminating
documents to both sides in
exchange for a guarantee
that the prosecution ignore
CINI’s role in the affair
and that the three
defendants do not

.
sue

CINII.
The offer was rejected.

Needless to say,

.
both

Gormley and Ezra must have
been heavily involved in
their own subsidiary’s chic-
anery.

As far as the interests of
Scotts workers are concer- |

ned, all this dirty washing
needs to be dragged out into
the open. A labour move-
ment inquiry should be
initiated to expose. these
“Poulsonite” dealings.

Indeed, socialists in the
NUMshould seize the oppor-
tunity of the forthcoming
Presidential elections to
demand of Scargill that he
institutes a labour movement
inquiry into these shady
dealings. .

From Scargill’s profile at
the moment, you’d think he
was standing for election as
the Abbot of a Trappist
monastery.

Come on, Arthur, let’s
behavingyou!
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IT. IS now only a matter of
weeks before the proposed
implementation of. the
goyernment’s latest attacks
on St Mary’s Hospital,
Harrow Road.

From the first week in
October, some consultants

‘are to be moved to St Mary’s
in Praed Street or St Charles,
and the run down of the
wards due for the chop is to
begin.

The plan is to close
Ward 2 by October
which ‘is also the date given
to stop the normal ambul-
ance service to the hospital.
From then it it is meant to
be an intermittent service
with the emphasis on “‘walk-
ing wounded”’.

Howevertheresistance to
these plans is growing. Staff
on Ward 2, backed up by the
other workers, have pledged
themselves to resist the run-
down and closure, and the
London ambulance service
convenors have repeated
their decision to continue
bringing patients while the
medical cover is there.

The fight back was
greatly strengthened by a
motion passed by_the
stewards in the North-West
London District of the Area
Health Authority on
September 14.

Strike action

The stewards decided to
call urgent membership
meetings and propose:

*Support for the day of
actionon 3 October; ©

*The biacking of any
equipment_moved
Harrow Road;

*Refusal to work with
any staff moved from St.
Mary’s Harrow Road;

*The pledge to call
immediate supporting strike
action if management takes
any steps to attack the
occupation. by.forcefully
moving equipment or

patients, while full services
are still being provided by
the staff;

*Refusal to work with
new staff. employed on

short-term contracts — full
contract staff to be
employedinstead;

aSubscribe
a
Special offer for the new

weekly: £3.50 for three
months, £6 for six
months,£11 for a year.

Name........sccccseeneeedevevase

AddreS......csecreeseeessresees

Send: to Socialist Organ-
28 Middle Lane,

London N8.

Sorry. An

|
overflow of

industrial reports and Lab-
our Party conference cover-
age meansthatwe've again
had to postpone the contin-
uation of John O’Mahony’s
serialised article analysing
Tony Benn’s ideas on ‘Brit-
ain as acolony’.

Apologies: also to other
contributors who have
found their articles
squeezed out for lack of
space.
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*All branches to call on
their natignal executive com-
mittees to give full official
backingto thisaction.

Meanwhile, the attacks
on the unions in W9,partic-
ularly centring on the ancill-
ary staff, have been. shown
to be a general rule in this
AHA (Kensington, Chelsea
and Westminster).

Strike action has now
spread throughout hospitals
in the south district as a
result of managementvictim-
isation of a porter.

When he lodged a com-
plaint after being -assaulted
by thehospital administrator
at St Stephen’s Hospital,
Fulham Road, fe received a
final written warning after
15years’ service!

St Stephen’s workers
came out and have been
maintaining effective picket
lines.

St Mary Abbots and now
Westminster Hospital are
also out on supporting strike
action.

Stroke
The ancillary workers in

W9are itching to take action
. against their very determined

management.
Rita’ Maxim, who has

borne the brunt of the
harassment because of her
unswerving stand in defence
of manninglevels, is now off
work with high blood
pressure and appears to have
some symptomsofa stroke.

This has been caused
entirely by the actionsof the
domestics management.

The intimidationof other
domestics is continuing in a
cold, calculating manner.
There is no doubt that
further actionwill have to be
taken to remove the author-
ity from those who are doing
thisdirty work.

In this context the Day
of Action on October 3
takes on huge importance,It
is perfectly timed to bring
together the opposition to
these attacks,.

.After assembling at 11
am, outside the main
entrance on Harrow Road,
the demonstration will pass
Paddington Green Children’s
Hospital, which’ recently
wonits fight against closure
and St Mary’s, W2, as well
as the local Tory MP’s
surgery in Bishop’s Bridge
Road. :

Lunch will be~provided
and there will be exhibitions
on display of cuts struggles.
Gerard Vaughan has been
invited to justify his cuts at
the debate in the afternoon
and there will be a fund-
raising disco in the evening.

Showdown
It is vital that there is a

massive turnout with
banners on thatday.

Most ‘important will be a
large presence from local
tenants’ and community
organisations and of trade
union banners, particularly
representing those unions
involved — NUPE, TGWU,
GMWU, COHSE and
ASTMS.

None of these unions can
afford to sit back and feel
happy with the support they
have given. This struggle is a

direct showdown with the
government over its policy
of cuts.

Workers all over the
country have got their eyes
on this dispute to see how
the unions will take up the
challenge.

Messages of support and
donations to Alyson Bunn,
Ward 15, or Mick Woods,
Porter’s Lodge, St Mary’s
Hospital, Harrow Road,
LondonW9.

 



 
THREATEN
‘BLOODY
CLASH’

STUNNEDsilence is per-
haps the best way to des-
cribe the mood in Poland
after the first session of
Solidarnosc’s National
Congress.-

The Congress was a
landmark for the post-
war Eastern European
workers’ movement and
its fight against the bur-
eaucracy. The roar of the
tanksominously patrolling
Poland’s three land bord-
ers was not loud enough to

- drown out the ‘‘authentic
voice of thePolish-working

class’’.
The Congress marked

an important shift left-
wards, with a dramatic
open letter to all workers
of the Eastern European
bloc and calls for a refer-
endum on workers’ man-
agementof industrial ent...
erprises, for free elect-
ions, and implicitly for
the untrammelled forma-
tion of independent polit-
ical parties and access to
themass media.

The shift was not due to
a change of heart by the
moderates influenced by

by Alexis Carras

the Catholic church hier-
archy. The division
betweenthemandtherad-
icals_ still exists. and. if
anything is becoining
morebitter.

Shift

_

The reason for the shift
is the impending cata-
strophe threatening at
any momentto engulf the
entire country. Production
declines precipitously,
the food queues grow ever
longer: The formal auth-
‘ority of the party and state

 
  
 

 
  
  
   
 

 
  

  
   
  
 
 

 
 

 
  

  
  
  
   
  
  
   
  
   

  
 

  

 

Ss = esrete
GREATER Manchester
nolice chief James Ander-
ton has purchased a
nymberof the revolution-
ary Heckler and Koch
HK33_— carbines.

_

This
weaponhas the accuracyof
a rifle with the manoeuvr-
abilityof a hand gun, and
was used by the. SAS in
theIranian Embassysiege.

Both the chairperson of
the Council’s Police Com-
mittee, Peter Kelly, and
theHome Office, expressed
‘astonishment’ when
informed. Indeed, Ander-
ton himself at first denied
theguns’ existence. :

Friends of Socialist Org-
aniser had noticed invoices,
addressed to theChief Con-
stable, for the guns to be
sent. to the police HQ in
Southmill St. But even
when photostats of the in-
voices were shown to him,
Anderton maintained they
were fakes.

.Only later did. the head
of the police firearms
department, Det. Insp.
Harry Davies, admit the
existence of the guns.

Information has also
been: releasedto Socialist
Organiser that the Man-
chester police provide free
escort and protection serv-

:ices to the arms” company +

‘Interarms’ in moving arms
and ammunition from itsSalford’ factory to South-.
ampton docks. ‘Interarms’
sells military goods te
South Africa and other
“freedom-loving’regimes.

This news highlights the
need for Labour councillors
to use thePolice Committee
to demand that Anderton
‘opens the books’ — and
for the labour movementto
win control over the Labour
councillors.

  
 

  
  
 

 
 clashes continually, in a_

thousand different ways, ~

with the increasingly real
.authority of the working

class. The prisons explode
in open rebellion.

Moreso thaneverin the
last 13 months, Poland is
on the brink of Russian
invasion and/or internal
disintegration. :

Which way forward for
the nation? Solidarnosc’s
or thebureaucracy’s?

 

 
 
   
 
  

    continued on
page 5, inside’

 OF
FORDS DEMAND£20 - SEE PAGE 15

by Jim Denham
The BL unionshave present-

.ed their claim for the 1981-2
annual review.

It is £20 across the
board, a 35 hour week, and a

* pro rata increase in premium
payments.

The companv have not
yet given their official replv,
but BL industrial relations
boss Geoffrey Armstrong has
already. described the claim
as ‘unrealistic’. Their replv
will-almost certainly be four
per cent onthebasic, and an
offer to .re-negotiate. the
bonus scheme.

Fourth

 

If the company has its
way, this will be the fourth
year running that BL work-
ers have been held down to
single-figure increases. Mili-
tancy in the plants is high,

 
  

but once again BL workers
look like being hindered in
the fight by an unrepresenta-
tive and bureaucratic negot-
iating committee (LCINC).

T&G automotive officer
GrenvilleHawlev ignored the
official T&G official policy
(for a democratically-clected
negotiating committee,
based on proportional repre-
sentation of unions) and per-
suaded T&G convenors to
vote for reconstituting the
same LCJNCstructure that
Longbridge, Cowlev, and
several other plants voted
‘no confidence’ in after last
year’s sell-out.

The company then grac-
iously agreed to negotiate
withthe

e
old LCJNCas long

as the unions would agree to
negotiate on BL’s proposed
new procedure agreement! —

a document that would give
. the company sweeping new

powers, including the right  

INTERPAYQU
of summary dismissal for
‘gross industrial misconduct’,
a clause making unofficial
strikes a sackable off-
ence, and plans for a new,
LCINC next year totally
controlled by officials.

If yet another sell-out,
not only on wages but also
on the procedure document,
is to be avoided, BL workers

- must immediately demand
* All negotiations to take

place at BL plants (not atthe plush. Haseley Manor
Hote! where the first meet-
ing took place, comfortably
distant from the member-
ship):

* Every stage of the neg-
otiations to be reported back

|

to the plants;
* All major decisions to

be put to mass. meetings
before the LCJNC proceeds;

- * No retreat on the £20
and 35 hour week.

Pudieeked bv che Socialist Organiser AHiwnce, 28 Middie Lane, London N8. Printed by East End Offset Ltd., Landon E2, Registered as a

Vauxhalls
by Tony Cashman (T&GWU,VauxhallEllesmerePort)
IT IS now clear, following
mass meetings at Ellesmere
Port, Luton, and Dunstable,
that the four per cent pay
offer by Vauxhall Motors
(GM) has beentotally reject-
ed, and the rejection backed
up with a threat of strike
action if there is no improve-
ment.

The decision, by an over-
whelming majority of the
16,000 workers,to reject thefour per cent and fight the
cuts in their living standards,
is a big stép forward for the
unionsin thecrisis-hit motor
industry.

The recession in the
motor industry, redundanc-
ies, short-time working, andthe Tory attack on trade

 
 

unions, have forced Vauxhall
workers to suffer a ruthless
management dictatorship
over the past few years. Now
we have the opportunity to
fight back and win our full
claim with nostrings.

Luton and Dunstable.
workers did not set a date
for strike action, but Elles-
mere Port said that if the
Joint NegotiatingCommittee
does not receive an improved

- offer from GM attheirmeet-
ing on the 25th, then an all-
out strike should start on.
Monday 28th.

The Vauxhall workers’
claim is for a substantial pay
rise, work or full lay-off pay
for 20 days instead offive
days per quarter, a guarantee
of full-time work in future,
longer holidays,’ shorter’
working week (39 hoursthis
year, 35 by 1984), better
pensions, and staff status for
sickness benefits.

mrenpuper a thePost Office. Sapeed articies do mot necessarilyrepresent the views of theSocialist Organiser Alfiance

 


