
 
 
 
  
 
  
  
  

  Clash in Poland
POLAND'S ruling party last week ousted leaderStanislaw Kania and moved to a more hard-line
attitude towards the workers’ movement.

On Tuesday there was the first of what could be
a new series of confrontations. Solidarnose members
were, apparently,selling their local newssheet as usual
in the town centre at Katowice when police arrested
someofthesellers.

5,000 protesters gathered,and were reportedly dis-
persed by police using tear gas. Meanwhile hard4ine
Stalinist students occupied the offices of a local steel
mill and demanded the local Party leadership resign

   
  
    
      

 

  
by Bill Peters

THE. strike of BL Cars’
58,000 manual workers, due
to commence on November
ist, is no longer simply a
wages struggle, but a fight
for the very existence of the
trade unions in the corpora-
tion.

Edwardes’ ultimatum
that he will sack the whole
workforce and wind up BLif
the strixe goes ahead makes
it an issue for the whole of
the workingclass.

The ultimatum received
its answer in the massstrike
vote from the BL plantslast
Friday, 16th. It was a vote
which reflects not only the
history of sell-outs in BL and
the frustration felt by BL
workers, but also the hostil-
ity of the working class as a
whole towards the Thatcher
government.

Size
The exactsize of the vote

will not be knownuntil the
convenors have met on
Thursday of this week
(22nd) and taken reports
from each plant. Butit is ob-
vious that the management
and press figures of a two-to-
one majority are a gross
underestimate, and the trade
unions’ figure of eight to one
closer to the mark.

The two major areas,
Longbridge and Cowley,
comprise almost half the
membership. Of the 11,000
workers in the six Cowley
plants, less than 1,000 voted
against the strike. In Long-
bridge, where the Cowley
vote was announced to the
meeting before the result,
only a tiny handful of the
15,000 workers voted to
accept Edwardes’ 3.8 per
cent offer.

The main Rover plant
voted four to one for the
strike, and Jaguar five to
one.

Such a vote, taken the

day after Edwardes’ ultimat-
um, is unprecedented. It
means that BL workersare
going into the “fight with
their eyes open, knowing
that it is not just an industr-
ial struggle but an all-out
confrontation with the Tory
government.

Impending
The total support of the

Thatcher government for
Edwardes, with statements
from minister after minister,
means that Thatcher also
sees it as a make or break
confrontation. It is becom-
ing increasingly obvious that
a victory for BL workers
could well bring the govern-
ment down.

It is therefore crucial that
the Labour and trade union
movement now begins to see
the impending struggle in
those terms as well. Just
consider the consequences of
a Thatcher - Edwardes
victory.

If Edwardes is able to
successfully carry out mass
sackings, it will constitute
the abolition of the right to
strike, not only in BL, but to
a great extent throughout

 

Edwardes

 

 
industry. It would open the
way to Tebbit’s draconian
anti-union laws, which if
implemented would take the
trade unions back to the
Taff Valejudgment.

If Edwardes closed down
all 36 plants it would put an-
other one millionworkers on
the dole (if the suppliers and
componentindustries are in-
cluded). An Edwardes vict-
ory would also be a massive
green light for Thatcher to
force through the four per
cent limit in the rest of the
public sector.

If these are the implica-
tions, and there can be no
doubt aboutit, it means that
the fight cannot be fought
by BL workers alone.It is a
crucial confrontation at the
highest level, with the whole
of the trade union move-
ment.

Basis
The strike must begin on

the basis of such an analysis.
Already both the TGWU and
the AUEW have madethis
strike official in advance.
The T&G executive have also
taken a very importantinit-
iative against the four per
cent limit. The Octoberissue
of the Record, the T&G
paper, carries a headline,
‘Four per cent no way’. It
draws attention to the
union’s policy of free collec-
tive bargaining and urgesall
negotiators to “draw up pay
claims on the basis of free
collective bargaining and
pursue them vigorously”.

At ‘its last meeting, the
Executive Council passed the
following resolution: “The
General Executive Council
therefore states quite unequ-
ivocally that it will support
its members both in the
public and private sector in
the fight to defend and
improve their real living
standards against a govern-
ment hell-bent on dramatic
cuts in real wages”’.

Such a resolution would
put the TUC onacollision
course with the four per cent
and the Thatcher govern-
mentif it was carried out to
the full.

But even resolutions of
that sort are not enough. In
BL there must be an answer
not only to the four per cent
but to the sackings and vict-
imisations as well.

Bluff
To say that Edwardes is

bluffing is not an effective
answer to victimisation. It
must be answeredbythefull
strength of the trade union
movement. The T&G and
the AUEW must makeit
clear now that they will call
out the whole of their mem-
bership in every industry if
the victimisationsgo ahead.

If Edwardes calls in the
receiver, they must support
the occupation oftheplants.

Constitutional objections
must be cast aside. On May
14th last year the T&G‘call-
ed on’ all its members to
come out, despite the
requirementin rule to hold a
ballot before they could be
instructed. When the AUEW
funds were sequestered
under the Industrial Rela-
tions Act, Hugh Scanlon
called an immediate strike of
the whole of the member-
ship. When the Pentonville5
werejailed under the Indust-
tial Relations Act in 1972,
the T&G called the whole of
its docks trade group out on
strike.

Pentonville
inis time the Executive

could call out its automoti-
ive group, covering the
whole ofthe car industry, in
the event of its 40,000 mem-
bers in BL being sacked.

Although in 1972 a
national dock strike was
enough to get the Official
Solicitor in to get the dock-
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ers out of jail, the TUC
was already moving to call
a one-day general strike in
their support. Sackings in BL
today would be a much
bigger issue than the Penton-
ville Five. The TUC must be
forced to use the full
weight of the whole trade
union movement to stop
Thatcher and Tebbit and
their hatchetmen in manage-
ment.

The determination of BL
workersis not in doubt. But
the trade union movement
could pay a heavy price if
BL workersare left to, stand
alone, as the steelworkers
werelast year.

Then, BL workers voted
to strike, but the leadership
would not implement their
decision. The TUCstifled a
general strike decision by the
Wales TUC,andBill Sirs call-
ed off theii@aiikeor tre

  

same day that a national
dock strike was called in
their support.

The same political ob-
stacles will be present in this
strike. When it comes to
bringing down the govern-
ment, the leadership will pullback. When it comes to
spreading the strike into an
all-out confrontation with
the government, they will
retreat.

Already the NUM negot-
iations with the Coal Board
have been adjourned a week
as the BLstrike gets nearer.

But these limitations
must be overcome.

The strike must be spread
to all those affected by the
four per cent limit. One mill-
ion local authority workers
are faced with a four per
cent offer in a few weeks’
time. If they stand back and
sce Bl Workeiguudefeateds
iiey Will be ghacedmavith a

becausethey consideredits attitude too soft.
MORE ON POLAND:PAGEFIVE.

near-impossible task.
The mobilisation in

support of the BL strike
must therefore start now,
and not wait until Novem-
ber Ist.

* T&G branches, Region-
al Committees, District Com-
mittees, and shop stewards’
committees, to send resolu-
tions to the Executive calling
for all-out action in the
event of mass victimisation.

* AUEW branches, shop
stewards’ committees and
District Committees should
do the same.

* A campaign must be
waged throughout the trade
union movement, calling on
the TUC tocall for a general
strike if the sackings are
carried out.

* Trades Councils and
trade union and Labour
Party branches should take
the initiative now in setting
up gi strike support com-
mittées.

*SInside BL, there must
be n@ retreat and no com-
pronpise on the strike resolu-
tion.{Plans must go ahead to
ensuge a total stoppage on
NMGWMber ist, with flying
pickets organised to stop the
movementofall cars to the
showrooms.
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 ‘LeyACTION
What you.
can do:
  ;'
:
:

f * In Labour Parties and
rades Councils: start organ-ng now for public meet-

Lings, so as soon as thestrike
Starts the issues can. be ex-

|plained by BL workers right
‘from the start.

* Labour Parties and
Trades. Councils should

| approach other public sector
workers with a view to
making these meetings lab-
our movement conferences
on smashing the four per

‘centlimit.
; * From=such meetings
land conferences, BL strike
support committees can be
set up, with representatives
from local trade unions, Lab-

 

 
 
 

THEsceneis the newsroom
of a BBC radio studio.
Across the table from each
other sit the twin present-
ers of the current affairs
programme ‘The World at
Bay’.Bill Sarcastic, a paunchy,
balding man in his 50s, is 4
former editor of the Daily
Rattle and of the weekly
current affairs magazine
Managerial Competence.
He now needs a medicinal
slug of whisky before,
during and after his 6am
show.

Alison Cutlass has not
been chosen as his co-
presenter out of body
fascism, although she is
elegantly dressed and care-fullymade up. Her qualific- 
 

our Parties, and unemployed
workers’ groups. Unemploy-
ed workers can be organised
to help with picketing and
collecting money. :

* If there’s no BL plant
in the area, pickets of BL
showrooms can help show
supportforthestrike.

* TGWU and AUEW
membersshould put resolu-
tons calling for a national
strike of those unions in the
event of Edwardes carrying ©

out the sackings.  ~

* Collect: money for the~
Leyland Action Committee
194 Dawlish Road, Birming-
ham 29. °

   

  
  
  

 

ation is a whiplash voice of
steely sarcasm which she
varies to patronising syrup
wheninterviewingthe own-
ers of parrots that play the
stock market and other
curiosities. :

Geared
Today the studio has

been geared upto the cruc-
jal vote of British Leyland
workers. The desk is strewn
with the morning ‘papers.
Sir MichaelEdwardes waits
at the end of a telephone
and a lesser BL executive 1s

carried bleary eyed to the
studio in an official BBC
car.Sarcastic opens the show
— ‘Today. Thefutureof the
British motor industry. Sir
Michael Edwardes,

_
the

man who built the Metro
and who single handed
brought some hopeto the
future of BL faces his bigg-
est test. The shop stewards
— whosee their own power
threatened — have called
‘on the workforce to strike
even though this will mean
theendoftheirjobs’.

.

Cutlass: ‘First,

_
this

morning’s paper. The Daily
Telegraph says the,voteas

should be taken
by thetax payers who keep
being taken
people. It

the BL workers in luxury.
The Dail:

   
  
  

 

Mail has rev-
ealed a KGB plot to pack
the mass meetings with
theiragents. For an assess-

 

BL: OPEN THE BOOKS!
by John Lister

BL. is depicted in. the Tory
press as if were somegigantic
benevolent institute caring
for an all-but-idle workforce
of 58,000 shop floor
workers.

But the fact is that it
remains Britain’s largest
manufacturing exporter. In
that capacity BL is literally
the vehicle by which thous-
ands of small engineering
firms reach markets in Brit-
ain and abroad. Its finished
cars are a composite of mat-
erials and. components from
a huge range of sources.

“BL spends £2,000. mill-.
ion every year on goods and
services in Britain from no
less than 7,000 small firms.

Analysis
The company itself dir-

ectly employs a total of
some 120,000 .workers
while component suppliers,
contractors, hauliers and
distributors employ at least
a further 300,000.

This much is admitted in
the press But thereis no anal-
ysis offered of the other side
to these figures. For if 7,000
privately-owned firms have

mentof this plot we call in
Bernard

. Knife, industrial
correspondent of the Daily
Mail.

‘Bernard, are you really
saying all the people at the
mass meetings will be
Russians?

Knife: ‘Yes, indeed.It is
well known for example
that the Upper Clyde ship-
yard work-in was entirely
Russian staffed. Only yest-
erday thousands of KGB
car workers were being
landed at Heathrow.’

,Sarcastic: ‘Sorry to inter-
rupt you Bernard but we
just have thefirst results in
— workers at the nipple
bleeder plant in Surrey
have voted three to one to
reject the strike call and
save their jobs. We call in
Angus McGhee, industrial
relations consultant to BL
Cars. Mr. McGhee, your
reactionto thisresult?’

McGhee: ‘This is what
we expected Bill. The BL
workforce have shown their
responsibility in choosing
low wage rises for the past
three years. We always
knew that the BL stewards
do not really represent the
ordinary men in our work-
force.’ Biggest

Sarcastic: ‘Of course this
isn’t the biggest plant in
BL.’

McGhee: ‘No indeed.
This vote of three to one re-
presents Bob, Nigel and

   
  

contracts with BL, then
7,000 firmsare plainly draw-
ing profits from the suppos-
edly ‘lOss-making’ car giant.

In other words onestate-
run loss-maker is a source of
wealth to large numbers of
businessmen in enterprises
ranging. from a couple of
dozen employees to the
giant Joseph Lucas combine.

' Money
But it is not only in car

components that money is
béing made out of BL. Since
1978 the firm has spent
£800 million on new plant
and equipment — in a desp-
erate attempt to catch up on
years of profit-taking in
which no effort had been
made to modernise the firm.

The contracts for such
plant have gone to private
firms in the engineering and
construction industries — all
of whom have profited from
BL’s ‘losses’.

Norhavetheprofits been
confined to the engineering
industry. Bankers and specu-
lators too have made their
pile out of the growing
investment programme in
BL. Every pound of ‘tax-
payers’ money’ invested has
been subject to hefty inter-
est payments — now totall-

Alec in favour of the offer
and Spike against. But it’s
the proportion that counts.
Thehub cap assemblyplant
in the FalklandIslands has
voted to accept by 17 to
one. Even if Cowley and
Longbridge vote st,
thatis two plants each.’

Sarcastic: ‘Well, first
blood to Sir Michael. It
looks as if BL workers
recognise that he is not
blu .

Over now to Foot-
slog O’Slimey in the radio
car at Cowley. How are

thingslooking,O’Slimey?
O’Slimey: ‘Well, the

workers are arriving at the
factory, Bill. They are go-
ing round the roundabout
in their cars. They look
grim but determined. Some
are on bicycles.  

 Daily :
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ing well over £70 million
—

every year - which go
straight into the coffets of
the banks.

.Far from simply being a
liabilityaround the necks of
British capitalists, therefore,
BL has proved a capable pro-
vider of rich pickings for
whole sections of the ruling
class.

Not so of course for BL
workers themselves, who
have faced annual cutbacks
in their living standards —

with -derisory pay increases
— accompaniedby an unend-
ing war ofattrition on hard-
won working conditions and
trade unionrights.

Wipe out

The Tories talk about
cutting public spending: yet
they know that to close BL
would place anything up to
one million additional work-
ers on the dole, and wipe out
further whole areas of Brit-
ish industry. The estimated
cost of such measures must
be calculated at £340 mill-
ion for every 100,000 added
to the dole queues —’a poss-
ible £3,400 million per
annum!

It is not for us to calcul-
ate the Tories’ sums for

Things could be close
here Bill. The workforce
understands,I think,that a
vote for a strike is a vote for
suicide.

Yelled
Some are turning to the

left and someto the right.
Oneyelled ‘Up Sir Michael’
as he wentby so the Chair-
man clearly has some
support.’

Cutlass: ‘Well, we now
have Sir Michael on the
phone. Good morning, Sir
Michael. Can I ask first of
all. You do really mean you
will sack all the workers
and close the company,
don’t you?’

Edwardes: ‘Yes’.
Cutlass: ‘And anyone

» Mail

 

 
 
   

  

them: it is conceivable that
the desperate Thatcher gangwould reckon the politicalbenefitsof possibly crushing
a major section of workers aspreferable to the continued
existence of BL and its
dependentfirms.

Fraud

But to develop an aware-
ness among BL workers
themselves and the remaind-
er of the labour movement
of the centrality of BL to
British capitalism, and
expose the fraud of the ‘loss-
es’ recorded for BL, elected

by Patrick
Spilling

who votes for a strike is
helping to put tensof thou-
sandson thedole?’ -

Edwardes: ‘Exactly’.
Cutlass: ‘Some people

say you have been a bit
tough only offering 3.8%,
Sir Michael. I suppose in

reply you would point out
thatyou could not afford to
pay any more without the
collapse of the British
motor industry?’

Edwardes: ‘Precisely.’
Cutlass: ‘Well, there you

have it. We have all heard
Sir Michael say bluntly to
BL workers that they face
ruining thelives of innocent
wives and children, of
thousands of families, if
they vote for greed. Now
back to Footslog O’Slimey
for thevote.’

O’Slimey: There is chaos
here Alison. BL workers
clearly didn’t understand
what was being put to the
vote. They have voted
about twenty to one for
strike action. A great cheer
hasjust gone up. The work-
ers are streaming towards
me. I'll just stop one. Ex-
cuse me. What aboutthis
vote. Do you realise: what

committees should be establ-
ished. to open the books of --

the firm, togetherwith those
of “its bankers, suppliers,

contractorsand distributors. :

..Let’s dispel the fog of —

mystery that hangs over :~

BL’s finances: let’s also
prove to any that doubt it
the necessity for an integr- -

ated motor industry as part
of a planned socialist
economy.

Let’s prove to the work-
ers in related firms and ind-
ustries that the BL fight is
also their fight for survival
— and that the wayto win is
to combine forces in all-out
action todefeat the Thatch-
er government :

 

 
you've done?’

Voice off: ‘We've fucked
thatslimylittleSouth Afric-
an bastard, that’s what.
(Soundof cheering.)

Sarcastic: ‘Weil .

McGhee, what about that
vote?

McGhee: ‘Well ofcourse
this was quite predictable.
The BL workforce does not
really represent the real
feeling in the Company.
What matters is what
happens on November2nd,
not some charade ofa vote’

Canary
Sarcastic: ‘I’ve just heard

that the vote at Long-
bridge has gone the same
way by an even Diggermajority. Can we in
Sir Michael. Sir Michael?...
The line seems to have
gone dead.

.‘Well, Alison, I thinkit’s
over to you. I understand
you have been speaking to
a canary which is camp-
aigning to bring back
hanging?’

Cutlass: ‘Yes ,
indeed,

Bill. This canary has
conducted a poll...’

Fadeout.



 

 

Behind
Etands Thatcher

EDWARDESmust have been shaken rigid.
For four years he has been shielded from the

anger of workers on the shopfloor in BL by obliging
union officials and by cringing convenors.

But all of a sudden the old magic formulafailed
to work. First the BL convenors, and then even the
national union officials, were forced to recognise the
‘seethingmilitancyamong the workforce.
| Such was the feeling that Edwardes did not dare
try his specialty — a ballot conducted over the heads
of the workforce in a blaze of media witch-hunt: he.
knew he would lose.

Cornered, he hit back with the only means he
knew — an ultimatum, threatening to close the
corporation and sack all 58.000 manual workers.

All of a sudden the struggle escalated from a
(crucial) pay dispute to a major political confronta-
tion — in which the issue at stake is now theright to
strike, and the very survival of shop floor trade
union organisation.

For if Edwardes were to succeed, and it became a

sacking offence to take official strike action — even

after the workers’ annual contract has expired and
procedure has been exhausted — then this setback
for union organisation would effectively smash shop
floor strength in BL. And it would herald a wave of
similar attacksthroughout British industry.

Close collaboration
Edwardes is plainly not able to make such a

sweeping decision -- with colossal economic implica-
tions for the whole of British capitalism — simply off
his own bat. He is acting in close collaborationwith
the Thatcher government. Thelines are drawn fora
major class confrontation which will decide the fut-
ure of trade unionism and the labour movementfor

BehindEdwardes stands the Tory government

 

years to come.
“The stakes for which Thatcher and the capitalist
class are playing in this confrontation are therefore
extremely high; and while some may quail at the
prospect of a closure of BL, the employers will (at
least at first) rally around Edwardes.

But can the samebesaid for the leaders of the
labour movement?

True, Terry Duffy has taken time out from his
-efforts to knife the Laurence Scott strike to lend
vocal support to the stand taken by his members in
BL. This position is in startling contrast to the
AUEW’srecord of squalid subservience to Edwardes
over the last four years.

TGWU negotiator Grenville Hawley, too, has
played an uncharacteristicallymilitant role — urging
BL convenors to fight for all-out action,and slamm-
ing attempts by the EETPU to force a postalballot
on thestrikecall.

Strike against sackings
But where will those leaders stand when the

struggle is not ten days away but an immediate
physical reality?

If (or when) Edwardes goes ahead withhis sack-
ing threat, the union leaders must be ready with a

militant response — not wringing their hands and
.

saying they never thought it would come to that.
Plans need to be made by the TGWU and AUEW
leaders now for all-out strike action by their mem-

berships if thishuge mass sacking goes ahead.
And it doesn’t just concern the TGWU and the

AUEW.Every worker who needs the right to strike
and a decent wage rise (breaking the four per cent
limit) is vitally concernedin this struggle.

 

But miners’ leader Joe Gormley had deliberately
postponed further talks on the miners’ pay claim
until two, weeks after the NUM contract expires on
NovemberIst, in the hope of avoiding a struggle side
by ~side with BL.. Public sector union leaders are

ominously silent about the pay review affecting one-
million local authority manual workers who — like
BL — are up against the four per cent limit.

Some union leaders in BL itself have begun to
argue that it would be wrong to see the struggle as
one to remove theThatcher government .— since
that would simply put the SDPin office! But wheth-
er they like it or not, the Thatcher government
sees the struggle as one to beat down the wholelab-
our movement. BL union leaders should be making
an open appeal to all other workers facing the four
per cent limit to bring their struggles forward and

_

strike alongside BL. ’

And the TUC should make plans to bring all
the unions together against the four per cent and the
sackingsblackmail,in a general strike.

The silence, the treachery, and.the red herrings
come precisely because union leaders recognise the
potential of this BL strike to topple Thatcher: that is
a prospect which frightens them beyondbelief. ~

While the working class stands only to gain by
the defeat and removal of the Thatcher._government,
the bureaucracy sees the strengthening of the confi-
dence and militancy of the working class as a threat
to its own position.

And the Labour leaders too fear the prospect of
being forced back into office on a tide of working
class militancy thatwould place demandson them to
solve the problem of mass unemployment through
measures like a reduced workweek, public works
projects, and nationalisation under workers’ control,

 

 
when all they have to offer is a bundle of polici
for preserving British capitalism.

That is why the struggle in BL must not bele
in the hands of the union bureaucrats and the
Labourco-thinkers.Strike committees mustbeelec
ed. from shopfloor members in-each plant to tal
control of ‘the action, and seek every possible meat
to extend it into the engineering industry, the publ
sector and the whole trade union movement.

Within Labour Parties, demands must be place
on MPs and councillors to lend their weight to t]
struggle and actively mobilise material and politic
support. Those that refuse to back the struggle mu
be exposed to the labour movementas protectors
Thatcher and enemies of theworkingclass.

- Labour Parties and TradesCouncils should try |
draw other groups of workers facing the four p
cent limit into BL strike support committees, whic
can develop into councils of action to theextent tl
strike spreads.

And in the political debate that will take pla
around this confrontation, we must argue consi:
ently for the perspective of defeating and removii
the Thatcher government, and for the need therefo
to step up the fight within the labour movement |

ensure that a new Labour governmentis not allow:
to act in the same way as those of Wilson and Ca
aghan.

Workers’ rights and living standards will |
defend not by a Labour governmentoftheold ty]
but only by a workers’ government, responsive at
accountable to the needs and demandsofthelabo
movement. To create such a governmentrequires1
development of a new, revolutionary leadership
the working class: we urge readers to organise’ wi
us to carry throughthatfight.

 
 

Meetclosure moves with Occupation!
AT THE Longbridge mass

|

meeting, many workers
could be heard saying that
they would rather be on the
dole than have to accept the
3.8 per cent rise and further
attackson shopfloorrights.

Longbridge convenor
Jack Adams’ assessment of
the mood of most BL work-
ers is certainly accurate:
“They don’t know whether
Edwardes’ closure threat is
a bluff or not. And frankly
they don’t seem too bother-
ed one way or the other
either’’. 

This is a healthy response
to Edwardes’ blackmailing
tactics, and will provide a

strong basis for the strike.
But what will happen. if (or
morelikely when) Edwardes
does sack the strikers and
declare the plants closed?

Bluffing
Even then, Edwardeswill

probably be bluffing. A
full closure or carving-up of
BL could only go through
after the unions had been
crushingly defeated: as long
as the strike remains in the
balance, all threats are still
just threats.

But the only way to
make sure the threats remain
empty is to prepare to
counter Edwardes’ attacks
with escalation from the
workers’ side.

Since Edwardes took
over at BL, 68,000 jobs have
been slashed. This month an-
other 2,850. redundancies
have been announced (due
to the planned closure of
Coventry Engines, Speke,
and a plant in Hemel Hemp-
stead). On top of that, an-

other 1,500 jobs are due to

go from Longbridge when
Allegro production comesto
an end next year.

BL workers have no

illusions that low wage
settlements save jobs! But
up to now the union leaders’
craven capitulation on

wages, working practices,
and victimisations,

_
has

sapped the rank and file’s
confidence when it comes to
resisting closures and redun-
dancies.

The recent acceptance of
closure at the Rover SDI
Solihull plant is instructive.
When the closure was first
announced in May,therewas

a strong reaction on the shop
floor, and stewards had no
difficulty winning a resolut-
ion to ‘resist’ the closure at a

mass meeting.

Occupation
But although most SD1

stewards realised that an

occupation of the plant
would be necessary if the
closure was to be defeated,

.

they decided against that
putting that to the work-

force immediately, and con-
centrated instead on build-
ing up a ‘Save the SDI’ cam-

paign through letters to the
local press, shopfloor propa-
ganda, and a big march and
rally.

Accepted
These tactics did not

work. The delay in fighting
for a firm commitment to
occupy gave management
time to spread their propa-
ganda, allowed the closure
to grow into an accepted
fact, and finally resulted in a

two-to-one vote to accept
the closure in July.

That’s why in the present
much sharper confrontation
over pay, BL militants must
immediately fight for a pol-
icy of occupying the plants
as soon as the first plant
closure is announced.

Remember,Edwardes has
said he’will close down not
only any plant that goes on

strike, but also any plant
“unable to work as a result
of the strike’. Logically,that
means the whole of the Cars
Division, since Longbridge

and Cowley between them
can paralyse all BL Cars pro-
duction.

So we need to fight for
occupation of all BL plants
as soon as any one factory
js fingered.

The aim, of course, must

not be. to set about any
utopian ‘workers’ cooperat-
jve’ schemes, but to hold
machinery and stocks to
ransom, and to use the fact-
oties as organising centres
for flying pickets, delegat-
ions to other groups of

eR Poy

 workers, production of pu
icity material, and so forth

Occupying the pla
would also help to encour
rank and file involveme
maintain solidarity, a
make scabbing impossib
It would make us mu
stronger to negotiate
terms and conditions for
eventual return to we
(raising the possibility
even reversing closures L
SD1)_— regardless of a
changes of managementp
sonnel or even governme
that may have taken place
the meantime.

Victory
Occupying the plants

itself will not be enough
guarantee victory. It must
combined with organi
picketing of depots
docks, plus vigorous effc
to ,draw other groups
workers into the act
alongside BL.

JIM
DENHA
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-SUCK EGYPT DRY
SOME PEOPLE'S reputa-
tions are saved by their
deaths. That was true for
Anwar el-Sadat. And it was
just as true for his predec-
iessor, Gamal
‘Nasser.
| Had they lived a little
longer, they would have
had to face the failure of
their most ambitious
Projects.Nasseris rememberedby.
'the Egyptian masses as the
Iman who broke the grip of
imperialism and its local

developed the nation’s eco-
momy through state control
‘of industry. He is also re-
;membered as an intransi-
gent opponentof Zionism.
| But the truthis very diff-
‘erent. By 1970, the year of
this death, Nasser had al-
Iready begun — albeit slow-
‘ly — dismantling the syst-
‘em he hadbuiltup.
_ By the time of his death,
‘therehad been concessions
to the private sector whose
‘role Nasser had consider-
‘ably curtailed a decade
| before.
|

Restrictions on private
imports had been relaxed,
contracts had been given to
privately-owned oil com-
panies, and someland had
been returned to the big
landlords who had ownedit
before.

Discussion about the
liberalisation of the econ-
omy wasalready well under
way.

At the same time, the
Egyptian regime had acc-
epted -the US-sponsored
Rogers ‘Peace’ Plan — a
‘diplomatic cover for the
murder of the Palestinian
massesin Jordan. :

When Sadat took over,
the process of compromis-
ing with imperialism was
accelerated. And the price
demanded for this sell-out
was slashed: Egypt’s inde-
pendence was mortgaged
not for the huge inflow of
investment that had been
envisaged, but for a rela-
tively small but poisonous
trickle: enough to enrich
foreign capitalists, too little
to lift Egypt out of bottom-
less debt and the mass of
its people out of permanent
poverty.

The first move in this
process came with Sadat's

rissa! of Ali Sabry from
government in May

2. Sapryv was the leacer
Soviet tenaenc:
Nasserites and
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outlines were
to prepare the
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acy was clearly
rated a monthlater

nen
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law which provided for

Abdel -

‘2 ents on Egypt, and who .

by Andrew
Hornung 

sentences up to life impris-
onment for membership of
political organisations out-
side the Arab Socialist
Union.

Still US imperialism re-
mained aloof. But when in
October 1973 Sadat waged
war on Israel, the US was
forced to intervene and take
responsibilityfor arranging
a ‘peace’ formula.

The price for Egypt’s
signature on any ‘peace’
treaty would be US invest-
ments and US arms.

That did it. The US could
no longer remain aloof, it
could only play hard to get
a bit in the hope that Sadat
would make further con-
cessions. And that worked,
too.

By February 1974, Sadat
was ready to promulgate
three decrees, shifting con-
trol over the economy from
the state bureaucracy to
bodies which included re-
presentatives of foreign
capital and improvingcond-
itions for foreign invest--
ment.

The decrees exempted
enterprises investing in the
Canal Free Zones from tax-
es and duties, exempted
new enterprises in the rest
of Egypt from paying tax on

profits for a period of five to
eight vears. and freed busi-
ness and investment banks

ontruls. nev

ane

consequencesvoid.

Collusion
This was the prelude to

the ‘Infitah’ or ‘Open Door’
policy.

With such allurements,
wasn't US capital bound to
flood in? Not at all: US
investors did not fully trust
Sadat. and they did not
irust the stability of his
regime, despite the popul-
arity it enjoyed from the
limited success of the Oct-
ober War.

More had to be done.
Sadat fired Hassanein
Heykal, editor-in-chief of
the semi-official El Ahram,
and a pioneer of comprom-
ise with imperialism during
Nasser’s lfetime. Heykal
was replaced by Ali Amin,
a journalist driven out of
Egypt by Nasser for alleg-
ed collusion withthe CIA.

Yet despite this, a new
interim economic plan and
a new investment law
favouring foreign capital,

Sadat’s efforts were re-
warded by only a meagre
trickle of investments and
contracts. -

Still more drastic meas-
ures had to be taken. With.
the appointment of the
Salem government, Sadat
accelerated the destruct-
ion of those institutions of
Nasserism which gave
someprotection to the poor
and middle peasants, gave
somecontrol over industrial
activity to the state, and
gave some protection to
r#tive capital.

Desperate
The champion of new

laws which meant higher
rents for the peasantry,
payment partly in kind
(protecting the landowner
from inflation), easier
eviction of tenants by
landowners, and the end of
peasant courts, was one
Abu Wafia.

Abu Wafia was a big
landowner,presidentof the
People’s Assembly’ com-
mission in charge of the
‘Open Door’ policy... and
Sadat’s brother-in-law.

The Salem government
was much more openly
than ever before a govern-
mentof big capitalists. The
Housing Minister of this
nation with such a desper-

need was
rac.«©6 Osman.

 ate mousing
  
  

 
abr epanis
utions which servec
apparatus of coordinatior
and control in the context 67
Egypt's economic plan.
transforming at the same
time. the administrative
councils of public sector
companies by  inciuaing
‘experts’ from the private
sector.

Hindrances
Finance Minister Ahmed

Abu Ismael, the Norman
Tebbitof the Salem govern-
ment, spelled it out:

“The governmentis set
_on “the open-door policy.
One of the first priorities
has been to dissolve public
institutions and give indivi-
dual economic units com-
plete freedom to reform
their administration and
remove all obstacles and
hindrances to. the realisa-
tion of this objective. Any
unit failingto achieve these
ends will be regarded as a
burden andliquidated"’.

The economic situation
continued to deteriorate.
The trade deficit was huge,
debts were huge. The only
thingthat wasn’t was,still,
the inflow of investment.
US imperialism and its
collaborators in the Middle
East — the Saudis, the Ku-
waitis, the Gulf sheikhsand
others — wantedstillmore
guarantees. A $50 million
World Bankloan was secur-
ed only by the Suez Canal
company (the recipients of
the loan) agreeing to ‘‘hire
advisers and_specialists
whose experience, ability
and conditions of appoint-
ment are acceptable to the
Bank”’.

- The loan for the publicly-
owned Thora cement works
requiresit to follow a policy
laid down by the World
Bank. The Egyptian  rail-
ways operate undersimilar
conditions.

Nasser personified ‘Arab socialism’

~ appointment

The IMF demanded furt-
her reductions in subsidies
and a complete float of the
Egyptian pound — together
these would force. huge
price rises; the main burd-
en fallingon thepoor. :

Sadat did not budge on
these — but he agreed to
compensate US investors
for claims resulting. from
expropriations under Nass-

.

er. A month later, in. mid
1976, a new Investment
Law was passed exempting
imports from customs and
easing restrictions on re-
patriationof profits. -

Still Egypt got little ex-
cept a new Hilton Hotel.
The pressure mounted on
Sadat to capitulate com-
pletely and allow the inter-
national agencies to plund-
er at will.

Luxury
The break came with the

of a new
deputy prime minister for
financial and economic
affairs, who wastied to the
IMF and the Kuwaiti
ruling family,and was him-
self a banker. Thatdid it.

The international agenc-
ies were now confident that
their man, Abdul Moneim
al-Qaisouni, would cut the
tape for a field-day of prof-~
iteering. They were not
disappointed. And sure
enough, the new budget he
drew up included the slash-
ing of food subsidies they
had been demanding.

When the working-class’
revolt of January 1977
forced a retreat, so fright-
ened were the imperialists
that they decided to rush
loans to Sadat to save his
regime from possible over-
throw.

The much-heralded
Open Door policy has
indeed opened the door to

e=

in truth, nationalist state capitalism

 

  
EGYPT, with a population of nearly 40 million, is
one of the largest. states in the Middle East. Despite
the fact that the mass of the.population are miserably
poor peasants, it is also one of the more significant
from the point of view of the development of indust-
ry and the working class.

From 1882 to 1922 Egypt was a British colony or
‘protectorate’, Under King Fuad and King. Farouk
(1922-52) it continued to be dominated by Britain.

In 1952 a-rebellion of middle-ranking officers
overthrew the King: andhis corrupt clique. In 1954
Nasser gained power. Land reform and removal of
Britishtroops followed.

After the abortive British/French/Israeliattempt
to stop nationalisationof the Suez Canal by military
intervention (in 1956), there were further nationalisa-
ations and nationalist policies. By 1964 almost all vig
firms had’ been nationalised. Manybig capitalists had
their property confiscated.

‘Nasserism’ became identified with ‘Arab
socialism’: but it meant state capitalism, with repress-
ion against the Left, rather than workers’ power.

In 1970 Nasser died. Sadat took over and began
steering, bit by bit, towards denationalisation, an
economic ‘open door’, and alliance with the US
rather than the USSR.

luxury consumption for a
few. In a country with an
average income of 98
Egyptian pounds yearly,
some 35 million Egyptian
pounds was spent on imp-
orted private cars between
1972 and 1975.

|

Hock
The longer Sadat follow-

ed US imperialism, the
deeper Egypt ran into
debt. Today Egypt is
wholly in hock.

But imperialism has not
suckedit dry. It will contin-
ue to prop up any pro-
imperialist regime, as
against the alternative of a
pro-Kremlin orientation or
— of course. — a revolu-
tionary socialist transform-
ation. 

The
Muslim
right

THE LACK of any big
werking ciass upsurge
since Sadat’s assassina-
tion seems to confirm that
his killers were from the
Muslim Right and they
— not the Left — are the
ising force in Egypt.

Sadat himself waslargely
responsible for fostering
the Muslim Right.

The Muslim Brotherhood
has a long history. Sadat
was the link-man between
the Brotherhood and the
Free Officers who made the
revolution of 1952.

In 1971, Sadat and Gadd-
afi [then in alliance!created
the al-Jama’a al-Shar'iyya
association. This was a
Muslim youth movement
specifically organised to
combatleftists on the cam-
puses andin the factories.

The move was quite succ-
essful, but after the Sadat-
Gaddafi split the associa-
tion was ditched by Sadat.
Out of it came several
underground organisations
that grew more hostile to
Sadat the more he went
grovelling for the favours
of US imperialism. .

The Muslim rightist
movements combine fund-
amentalism with populist
anti-imperialist rhetoric
and agitation against cor-
ruption and immorality.

The dominant trend in
the Muslim Right is the
Muslim Brotherhood. It
is divided inte several
trends, some generally
supporting Sadat on the
grounds that his regime,
they think, was moving te
establish rule. by Islamic
law, and others openly
hostile to him.

Sadat for his part always
tried to.enlist their support
against the working class
movement, student radical-
ism, the political left and
the peasantry.

He was preparedto fuel
anti-Coptic pogroms in
order to divert the class
struggle. o

 



  ONE OF the most black-
comictraits of the Stalin-
ists, above all those in
power, is their ability to
twist the meaning of
words — to elevate the art
of cant to new heights
undreamed of even by our
own ruling class.

The Central Committee
of the Polish United Work-
ers Party at its latest
plenum, the fourth sincethe Extraordinary Congress
held in July, set itself the
goal — believe it or not —of pushing back ‘totalitar-
ianism’,which accordingto
these gentlemen is threat-
ening Poland.

Appeasement
This alleged __totalit-

arianism is the respons-
ibilityof Solidarnosc, with
its demand for the forma-
tion of a national economic
council of the PUWP. and
the union to disuss Pol-
and’s impasse.

To facilitate its crusade
against totalitarianism, the
CC has ousted Stanislaw
Kania as General Secre-
tary of the PUWP.

Kania took over the reins
of power after Edward
Gierek’s well-timed heart
attack in the wake of the
August occupations last
year. For years the head of
Poland’s secret police, with
an undoubted ability to
furtherhis career, it seems
he could not survive this
final crisis-ovér his hand-
lingof the independent and
militant workers’ move-
ment. His appeasement of
Solidarnosc was found
distasteful by a large part
of theCentral Committee.

in Greek polls»
ONLY TWOhoursinto the

1 tallying-up of the votes,
-and the head of. the out-
going Greek government —

George Rallis — conceded
defeat for his party, the
conservative New Democ-
racy.

Despite the rallying to
the New Democracy of all
sorts of neo-fascist and
recalcitrant monarchist
votes, this major party of
theruling class suffered a
humiliatingdefeat.

Its vote. sank to about
37%, while the Socialists
PASOK, headed by
Andreas Papandreou, sky-
rocketted to 48%, almost
doubling the 25% of the
vote that this relatively
new party obtained in the
1977 Parliamentary elect-
ions. The other small pol-
itical formations of bourg-
eois liberalism have been
decisively (and let’s hope
definitively) obliterated.
The only other party that
«managed to maintain its
-vote was the pro-Moscow
Communist Party (Exter-.
ior).

This election result is of
enormoussignificance. In a

 
Gwiazda and Bogdan Lis
Demands at the Plenum

included the total banning
of all strikes for a period of
three years, as suggested
by Kociolek — First Secre-
tary of the Warsaw PUWP
apparatus. —

It is very difficult to
imagine such a ban being
inforced without a major
test of strength and per-
haps a bloody showdown.
The Plenum backed down
from the more extreme
proposals, yet it made a
decisive shift to a more”

Right wing trounced
massive realignmentofpol-
itical forces, the virtual
monopoly_of political
power, which the right
winghas, almost as a reflex
reaction considered to be
its own for the last 50 years,
has beenoverturned.

Yet what different sect-
ions of the electorate want
from PASOK, and what
they will get, will largely
determinethefutureofthis.
incominggovernment.

For workers who voted
for the left, the inflation-
protection of wages prom-
ised by the Socialisis to
enable living standards to
keep up with a 25%infla-
tion rate, the unshackling
of state controls on the
trade union movement
and the creation of a comp-
rehensive health and social
security system are some
of themostcrucial issues.

For the many small busi-
nessmen who voted fur the
Socialists, the major con-
cern will be greater subsid-
ies and grants to small
enterprises, to avoid the
wholesale strangulation
that now threatens them
from large domestic and

—_—

hardline attitude against
theworkers.

For the first time in a
Stalinist-ruled state, the
Party and government are
headed by the same
person — who is also a
high-ranking military
figure. :

General Jaruzelski,
minister of Defence since
1968, was elected head of
the Party by 180 out of
184 votes. Although his
acceptance by the Party’s
top functionarieswasfairly  

overseas monopolies.
In the wake of the inter-

national capitalist recess-
ion, itis difficult to imagine
where the necessary funds
for such projects will come
from, especially in an econ-
omy like Greece’s which,
despite undoubted changes
and advances over the last
few decades, remains
feeble.

” Paymaster
Despite the immediate

reforms — the separation
of Church and State, civil
marriage, divorce, voting
rights, the repeal of all
sorts of repressive legis-
lation — and the euphoria
and relief of the mass of
Greek workers at having
thrust off their backs the
corrupt right-wingers who
have ruled for so long, it
will in due course become
clear that the leadership of
PASOKin the end follows
only one paymaster —the
bourgeoisieitself.

The reaction to these
inevitable betrayals by the
PASOKleauership in the
country, in the working

 

overwhelming, (he also got
thehighest numberof votes
for the CC at the PUWP.
July Congress) splits con-
tinue in the bureaucracy.

Nationalist
Kania’s resignation,

which followed the CC’s
condemnation of the
chaotic state of the econ-
omy and the Party’s deal-
ing with it, was accepted by
only 54% of the Comm-
ittee’s members. The split
between those desiring co-
operation and incorporation
of Solidarnosc into the
running of the country (on
the bureaucracy’s terms)
and those who fear the
entire process has already
gone too far has only been
tentatively resolved. by the
election of theGeneral.

class as a whole, and in the
left wing of the party itself,
will

. present enormous
possibilities for revolution-
aries.

hictor Papandreou
aa
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Jaruzelskiwillplay a bal-
ancingrolewithinthe Cent-
ral Committee and the
Party’s other leading
bodies, and the Stalinists
also hope thattheywill now
be more able to play the
nationalistcard.

Jaruzelski, head of the
armedforces, the supposed
guarantor of Polish sover-
eignity, can perhaps now
be elevated to the heights
of a nationalsaviour.

With the winter months,
approaching,with Poland’s
GNP estimated to be a
catastrophic 25% down on
last year, with only about
two weeks coal reserves,
the bureaucrats hope the
General will be able to
appeal to the Polish nation
to desist from strikes, to
resume Saturday working,
and to agree to price inc-
reases, all in the name of

_

Rational salvation.
His oft-vauntedrefusal to

use the Polisharmy against
strikers in 1970 and 1976
will be severely tested in
thecoming weeks.

The Stalinists are also
pushing to put their own
house in order for the con-
frontations ahead.

Kania, before his resig-
nation, boldlyadmitted that
‘‘thelack of confidence has
paralysed the party from
inside and nobody can
believein a Party that does
not believein itself.’’

Purge
To overcome the para-

lysis of will, the Stalinists
have embarkedon a whole-
sale purge from their ranks
of those they consider
fifthcolumnists.

Already Bogdan Lis, a
Gdansk worker, and for the
past year no.2 to Walesa in
Solidarnosc, and a member
of the PUWP since 1976,
has been expelled from the
party.

The samehas occured to
Bratkowski, President of
the Polish Journalists’
Association, for his leading
role in the struggle for the
democratisation of the
country’s media.

The tentative relaxation
within the PUWP is now
over.

Last July it was trump-eted throughout the world
that a Solidarnose member,
and a woman — Zofia
Grzyb — had beenelected

‘

 

by the Party’s Extraord-
inary Congressto the Polit-
bureau. She had been a
PUWP member for over
two and a half decades,
and the Party had nothing
to fear from such;a promo-
tion. Now even thisrelax-
ation is over-. -

Grzyb and the other 10
Politbureau'members who
were in Solidarnosc have
simultaneously -announced
that they are quitting the
union because of Solid-
arnosc ‘‘becominga politic-
al organisation hostile to
the Party and socialism”’

False
s

Of the three million
members of the PUWP, an
estimated one millionare in
Solidarnosc. But Kania at
the Plenum defiantly dec-
lared, ‘‘One cannot at the
same time belong to the
Party and to an organisa-
tion hostile to it’’; the
PUWPis ‘‘not obliged to
be a Party of three million
members.”

The time has now come
for one third of the PUWP
membership to choose
between their future car-
eers in the ruling party,
and the workers’ move-
ment.

Whatever the cost, the
Stalinists have now firmly
set their eyes on regaining
total control and shoring up
their tattered authority. In
this light, Walesa’s state-
ment in Paris that the re-
shuffle in the PUWP did
not represent a qualitative
hardening of the Party’s
and government’s attitude
to theunion is alarmingand
false.

The Party is set on a
course of regaining theinit-
iative. The workers’ move-

- ment must respond in kind.

PREPARING

Fhursday?2ndQe tober,198IaPIBes5.

Mass
arrests
in
Sierra
Leone

IMPERIALISM’Sagents in
West Africawatch nervous-
ly the developments in
Sierra Leone as they pre-
pare to go to the aid of the
murderous © and corrupt
Stevens regime.

- The massive popular
support for the general
strike called by the 22
unions and 250,000 mem-
bers of the Labour Con-
gress forced the traditional
capitalist response to the
voice of the people —

bloody repression.
The entire labour leader-

ship, union militants and
many journalists and stu-
dents werearrested.

The unions were banned,
and armed gangs of the

-regime’s thugs physically
smashed the opposition
press and broke up work-
ers’ organisations.

These gangs along with
the army and police have
also been responsible for
over 60 deaths as they
smashed up anti-govern-
ment demonstrations that
occured throughout the
country.

In an attempt to consol-
idate their repression, the
regime has been forced to
concede manyof the work-
ers’ demands.

However the 50% inc-
rease in pensions, and the
paymentofall backpay and
wages with no deductions
for the strike, will go
nowhere towardssatisfying
the workers who face ann-
ual inflation of 215%, and
whose initial demands,
besides calling for the
‘total overhaul of the econ-
omic system’’, were such
thatno neo-colonial regime
could grant without the
overthrow of the capitalist
system itself. Their
struggle continues bloodied
but by no meanscrushed.  

TO ATTACK
LIBYA?
“THE MOST direct way of
dealing with Gadaffiis to kill
him’’..So says Sunday Times
correspondent David Bundy.

Thinking out aloud? Or
just summing up the hot air
in high places?

According to his article,
US officials are openly talk-
ing about getting rid of Gad-
affi. Henry Kissinger, winner
of the Nobel Peace Prize, is
quoted as saying, “We
should have taken him out a
long time ago”’.

But it’s not all talk. Nor
is it simply a matter of the
daily press accusations that
Gadaftfi was Sadat’s murder-
er, that he is a ‘madman’ and
a ‘Muslim fanatic’, and (to
quote the US Vice-President)
‘the world’s principal terror-
is’.  Reagan’s rushing
AWACS radar

_
reconnaiss-

ance planes to Egypt is
physical evidenceof war pre-
parations against Libya.

The US has also announc- °

ed ‘a very extensive joint
enterprise’ with Egyptian
forces, Operation

—
Bright

Star. This will involve land-
ing amphibious assault ships
at Oman and Somalia, mak-

ing practice runs with B52
bombers, and dropping 1400
airborne troops.

At the same

_
time,

Sudan’s dictator, President
Numeiri, claims that he fears
either an assassination att-
empt ora full-scale Libyan
invasion. He also accuses
Libya of bombing Sudanese
villages along Sudan’s border
with Libya and Chad.

Clearly imperialism is
preparing public opinion for
the possibility of an armed
intervention in Libya. (It is
not hopeful of an internal
coup: ‘We tried all the diff-
erent angles, but. there was
no momentum going for a
coup’, an ex-CIA operative
wrote recently).

That intervention

§
will

most likely come through
Egypt and Sudan, operating
with American support. We
give not the slightest support
to Gadaffi’s regime. But soc-
ialists must support Libya's
tight to independence, and

.

Must oppose any attempt by
imperialism to impose its
will on Libya.

ANDREW HORNUNG 
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Retreat means a
swindle!

LABOUR’S Brighton confer-
ence convinced manyactiv-
ists that it was time for a
new initiative to organise the
Left.

Tony Benn’s deputy lead-
ership attracted tens of
thousands to meetings across
the country, newly aroused
and newly hopeful about the
struggle of the Left in the
Labour Party. For once they
saw the Left fighting asif it
meant business.

Do we let them sink
back into disillusion, or do
weorganise them to start to
put their new hopes into
practice?

Politics

The deputy leadership
campaign brought politics
into the unions on a big
scale. The Left needs to org-
anise to follow that up.

But as the pressure of the
defeats on the NECelections
and the Manifesto makesit-
self felt, a lot of the Labour
Left is pulling back.

The majority of the
Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy executive has
come out against a new Left
initiative and for ‘low-
profile’ tactics. (See Vladim-
ir Derer’s columnslast week
and this week: Socialist Org-
aniser has also invited com-
rades representing the CLPD
minority viewpoint to con-
tribute next week).

Stop GLC from
selling houses!

by Fran Newell
(Squat Against Sales)

AT Elgin Avenue, West Lon-
don, there are 18 new flats
occupied by 70 people, in-
cluding 12 children.

These. people are taking
part in a Squat Against Sales,
and were given a commit-
ment by the Labour GLC in
July that they would not be
required to leave until the
flats were let to council ten-
ats, and that the homeless
would be rehoused.

Now the GLC, as free-
holders of the property, are
taking these people to court
to regain possession of the
fiats so they can sell them.

On OQctober 13th the
GLC ratified the decision of
its Housing Committee,
taken on on October 6th
after the Labour Group
meeting the day before, to
give up fighting for the right
to retain council homes ear-
marked for sale by the Con-
servatives.

Erosion
There are two causes for

this defeat: the threat of sur-
charge and disqualification
from office by the District
Auditor, coupled with the
financial and legal restraints
imposed by the previous
Tory GLC and central gov-
ernment.

Voters who oppose the
erosion of public housing
stock by sales will be dis-
appointed and more cynical
in future about the deter-
mination of Labour councill-
ors. But 23 councillorsvoted 

’ Frear,

to continue with the sale of
354 homes.

Dissent
Their decision is specially

disturbing because it is so
near to the stirring resolu-
tions passed at LabourParty
conference on support. for
local governmentin its fight
against cuts and enforced
sales and because the voice
of dissent against the forced
policy change was so small.

Only three councillors —

Deirdre Woods, Andy Hast-
ings, and Lesley: Hammond
— voted againstsales.

The Labour councillors
on the Housing Committee
are: Davies, Dimson, Gar-
side, Gant, Hardy, Hart,
Herbert, Hinds, Hughes,
Langton, Livingstone, Mc-

Nicholson, Rolfe,
Ross, Sieve, Stead, Ham-
mond,Harris, and Wood.

There are six Tory coun-
cillors.

The Tory GLC formed a
number of Estmancos (Est-
ate Management Companies)
to dispose of property under
the 1980 Housing Act by
selling to the private sector.
Two of these companies
were closed down by the
Tories themselves before
they lost control of the
GLC.

Rocketting
On Labour’s victory in

the GLCelections and its
subsequent July decision to
relet housing stock in six
Estmanco estates, it found
itself having injunctions
served against it by three
Estmancos to prevent it
from reletting the properties.

The GLC is the majority

shareholder in each of the
six Estmancos!

Legal opinion now
instructs the GLC that they
cannot wind up the six Est-
mancos — even though the
Tories could do’so. Stranger
still is the legal opinion that
the GLCis unable legally to
form a company to’ admin-
ister the planned local Ent-
erprise Board. The Tory
group are trying to prevent
the creation of what would
in law be a companystruct-
ure identical to an Est-
manco.

Harass
‘Squat Against Sales’ are

publicising the GLC decision
and will be picketing High
Court hearings on 20th Oct-
ober. In a petition presented
to Gladys Dimson (chair of
the Housing Committee),
they have asked the GLC to
take action on three fronts:
firstly, to continue to ‘cont-
est the Tory court challenge
to its election mandate’, sec-
ondly ‘to withdraw theevict-
ion notices against the Elgin
Avenue SquatAgainst Sales’,
and thirdly ‘to halt the
squandering of £6,000 a
week on  anti-squatting
forces and equipment at the
three estates where flats are
currently being kept empty
awaiting sales’.

They -state that they will
continue ‘indefinitely to
fight against sales and harass
as long as necessary all
efforts to sell off the flats on
the three sites’.

* Further information
and petitions from: Elgin
Avenue Squat Against Sales,
Flat 47, Marble House, ElginAvenue, London W9. (701
5691).

The CLPDis in favour of
continuing the Rank and
File Mobilising Committee,
the nearest the LabourLeft
has come so far to an activ-
ist alliance. But the Labour
Coordinating Committee,
another important Labour
Left campaign, has already
announced that it is pulling
out of the RFMC.

The Guardian this week
reports that a new LCC exe-
cutive statement “rules out
an ‘action replay’ of this
year’s contest for the deputy
leadership and suggests that
no decision should be taken
on whether to challenge Mr
Denis Healey again until the
spring...

“The underlying assump-
tion is clearly that if Mr
Benn is elected to the Shad-
ow Cabinet and offered a
post which the Left would
regard as commensurate with
his established power in the
party he might decide not to
fight Mr Healey again...”

Andinstead of a fight ag-
ainst Healey the LCC execut-
ive reportedly proposes to
turn to activity “outside in
the workplace and in the
community” and to ‘reform-
ulating’ the Alternative Eco-
nomic Strategy.

The LCC office was not
available to give comment or
information this week, but
the Guardian’s correspond-
ent, Julia Langdon,is usually
well informed.

‘Reformulating’ the AES
is (in my view) a fruitless -

by Martin Thomas

task — what the LCC should
be doing is junking the
whole. baggage of Keynesian
tinkering. But the idyllic
perspective of reconciliation
and unity has problems
besides that.

Labouris solidly commit-
ted to unilateral nuclear dis-
armament. Denis Healey says
he will not serve in any Lab-
our government committed
to scrapping the Bomb.So if
we want to get rid of the
Bomb, wehaveto get rid of
Healey too.

Whatbasis for reconcilia-
tion can there be? Clearly
Michael Foot and others are
trying to water down Lab-
Our’s commitment to mere
‘unilateralinitiatives’.

Manyofthemost contro-
versial reselection battles will
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Le facesdanger
THEREis a dangerthatthe
Labour CoordinatingCommittee annual confer
ence in Scotland on Novem-
ber 8h may develop the
incipient anti-Trotskyist
alliance burgeoning_bet-
ween Stalinist trade union
bureaucrats and their opp-
osite numbersin CLPs.

The LCC was established
in 1978 ‘‘to link up left
Labour activists in the
Party and theUnions’.

“If we are to be succ-
essful in transforming the
LabourParty into an instru-
mentof fundamental social
change’’, its blurb says,
‘thentheleft needs to org-
anise throughoutthe move-
ment’’.

This is an admirable and

correct objective but. is
already degenerating in thehands of the bureaucratsand Stalinists into a calcu-—
lated exclusion of the rev-olutionaryleft.

And it is in fact only therevolutionaryleft inside the
LabourPartythatcan begin
to transform this objectiveinto a livingreality, awayfrom the dead formalismthat is already beginningtopervade theLCC.

SO supporters should‘thereforemake a priority ofjoining and
activejn theLCC.

Further information
from the LCC, 9 PolandStree, London W1.

JonathanHammond
Le
be fought over coming
months. ‘Unity’ and ‘recon-
ciliation’will be the catch-_
cries used by sitting MPs to
try to force through short-

.
lists of one and keep their
seats.

On many another issue,
too, the scene is set for
efforts to water down. or
gut the Padical policies and
democratic reforms decided
by recent Labour conferen-
ces ~ all in the name of
unity, no doubt, and all in
the name of winning the
hext election. But such unity
just means that the rank and
filegets swindled.

Organiser
If the LabourLeft really

has woken up and started
fighting for real, as the dep-
uty leadership election seem-
ed to show, then we must
organise to stop this

The one thing gainedfrom the 1974-9 Labour gov-
ernment was some bitterlessons, which have inspired
some momentous rank andfile assaults on Labour con-servatism. Are we willing tolet all that fade away now,in
a sad but graceful return’ to‘business as usual’?

In the constituencies,
there is still a strong body of
activists who want to take
forward the fight: But they
want and expect leadership
~ and what they are getting
from the mainstream Labour
Left groups is the opposite.

The last Socialist. Organ-iser secretariat meeting deci-
ded to propose to our nextDelegate Meeting, on Nov-
ember Ist, a project for abroad Labour Left confer-
ence in the new year, to be
organised’ jointly with as
many local Labour Lefts and
national groupings as
possible. . 

Next steps after Brighton
VLADIMIR DERER writes
the column from the Cam-
paign for Labour Party Dem-
ocracy this week.

AT ITS recent meeting the
CLPD Executive rejected the
proposal that CLPD should
participate in the proposed
formation of a ‘new Left
Wing’ organisation based on
the just concluded Deputy
Leadership campaign. The
majority. of the Executive
held that at this time such a

step would be tactically
inept.

Instead’ the CLPD Exec-
utive recommended that
CLPD should continue to
cooperate with the Labour
Coordinating Committee,
the Socialist Campaign. for
a Labour Victory, NOLS,
Clause 4, Militant and the
LPYS in the framework of
the reconstituted or, if need
be, ‘re-vamped’, Rank and
FileMobilisingCommittee.

While a joint platform of
this body would necessarily
involve further negotiations
with the above organisations,
and hopefully also others, it
was anticipated that such
negotiations would not give
rise to any majordifficulties.

What was seen as the
main problem was agreement
on the ‘style’ that the re-
formed body should adopt.
It was thought that the
‘style‘ should be in line with
the prevailing mood in the
party. This, it was felt, wascharacterised:

1. by the increasing feel-

ing that there is a need to
restore to the Labour Party
the credibility crucial if the
unprecedentedly reactionary
policies of Thatcher are to
be successfully challenged in
the next general election.

2. by the realisation that
Labour will not acquire this
credibility so long as it
appears to be a hopelessly
divided party. This realisa-
ton is reinforced by the
awareness that the new SDP
factor means that Labouris
no longer the only alternat-
ive to the Tories.

In these circumstances,
if the advocates of democr-
atic reform. were to take any
ateps that would tend to in-
crease the existing tensions
within the Party, it would
merely strengthen the posi-
ton of those intent on putt-
ing the clock back.

Successful
The setting up of an ent-

irely new organisation which
would. adopt a ‘high profile’
approach — with circuses
and jamborees so beloved to
be far ‘Left’, the CP,, and
those members of the Lab-
our Party who try to comp-
ensate for their inability to
make any headway within
the Party (i.e. their failure to
makefull use of the existing
party channels) by fantasies
about the effectiveness of
‘extra-parliamentary’ action
— would make a successful
defence of such gains as have
been made, let alone any

new achievements, quite
impossible.

A ‘low profile’ approach,
on which the Executive dec-
ided, does not imply purely
defensive tactics. It does,
however, involve acknowl-
edging that our opponents
have achieved a major vict-
ory at Brighton, and not just
because. they were ‘better
organised’, but also, and
more importantly, because
support for greater account-
abilityand the measuresthat
would ensure that confer-
ence policies are actually
acted on, has ebbed, because
of the Thatcher threat and
increasing disunity.

Under these conditions a
vigorous defence and new
advances can onlysucceed
by occupying such positions
as would enable the majority
of the Labour Party and
trade union rank and file
membersto see that it is the
attitudes and course of
action adopted by the anti-
reformers as well as the
obduracy of the PLP, which-
are the main obstacle to
Party unity.

Divisions
In this context a ‘high

profile’ approach by us
would prevent this realisat-
tion as it would be seen as
conducive to continuing
divisions.

The CLPD_ Executive
therefore decided to recom-
mend that CLPD aims be

purused in theusual way and
broadened to included trade
union grass roots organisat-
ions.

So far as the impending
regional conferences of the
Labour Party are concerned,
te Executive agreed on the
following priority subjects:

Accountable

1. Democracy within the
ParliamentaryLabour Party.

2. Positive discrimination
for Labour women. (In both
the above cases the CLPD
campaign is to be based on
tesolutions remitted by con-
ference to the NEC),

3. The inclusion in the
next ‘Labour Party election
manifesto of the demand to
take into public ownership
at least 25 of the largest
manufacturing companies, as
proposed in the 1973 Lab-
our Party programme.

4. The

—
strengthening

of the mandatoryreselection
procedures by doing away
with the ‘shortlist? of one
except where there is only
one nominee.

5. Making Labour groups
accountable to their CLPs
and their Local Government
Committees.

Join CLPD:individuals£3,
couples £3.50, to Victor
Schonfield, 21 Wallingford
Ave,London W10 6QA.
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to work’demonstration

by Rachel Lever

THE campaign for a dem-
onstration for a woman's
right to work has madedef-
inite progress.

The Labour Party is
committed to an ‘event’,
and June 5th has been sug-
gested asa possible date.

Theideais now beingput
to the TUC. Thefinal form-
at of the day will be deter-
mined by how muchpress-
ure can be built up for a
march, as the TUC are re-
luctant at this stage to call
one andare likely to press
for a ‘festival’.

Sponsors
New sponsors are coming

in all the time for the dem-
onstration. Latest support
from prominentindividuals
comes from Marie Patter-
son and Alex Kitson of the
TGWU; TUC President
Alan Sapper; Ray Buckton
of Aslef, Bill Sirs of ISTC,
and Bernard Dix of NUPE.

The Action Committee
for a Woman’s Right to
Work, which has been org-
anising support since May,
would like a full scale dem-
onstration — though not
necessarily a very long
march — becausethis will
makea bigdifferenceto the
way people mobilise for it
(a seriousprotest, not just a
nice day out), and will be a
way to show who is there
withbanners andplacards. 

Thefinal rally could then
incorporate bands, shows,
stalls and festivities.

The other question that
will only be resolved by the
work that’sput into it is the
political complexion of the
event. The official line is
likely to stress the Alter-
native Economic Strategy
and what a future Labour
government may do for
women.

The Action Committee
will be stressing women’s
self-organisation and ind-
ependence,challengingthe
dominant male bias of soc-
iety and the labour move-
ment, and mobilising for
defence of jobs, services
and rights against the
Tories.

Conference
On February 20th, the

Action Committee is calling
a national conference to
boost the mobilisation for
the demo. And_ already,
several local groups have
been set up.

This reflects a determin-
ation that the long run-up

«to thedemonstrationwillbe
used to create a movement
all over the country to sup-
port women fighting for
jobs and services and tobegin to challenge the pre-
dominant view of unem-
ployment as a man’s prob-
lem.

Broadsheet
Other plans are for a

mass circulation broad-
sheet, a specially commiss-
ioned play, speakers’ notes
and use of Open Door TV.

Meanwhile, a basic leaf-
let is available from the
Action Committee (c/o 181
Richmond Road, London
E8), and an excellent pam-
phlet produced by the Lab-
our Party and TUC (Wom-
en’s Right to Work, 35p).

Raise the matter now in
yourlocal organisation. Get
them to sponsor the demo,
to orderleaflets; to send a
donation to the Action

Rian PY

Demonstratingat the TUC
Committee, and to press for
the Regional or National
body to commititself to the
demonstration.If you're in a Labour
Party women’s section,
local women’s group, anti-

INSIGHT INTO THE WOME
MOVEMEIN October 1979 an historic

demonstration made_itsway from Hyde Park to
Trafalgar Square. About
60,000 people marched toprotest at John Corrie’s
anti-abortionbill.

There had been militant,
successful campaigns ag-
ainst previous attempts to
restrict. the 1967 Abortion
Act — but the 1979 demon-
stration mobilised about
twice as many people be-
causeitwas officiallycalled
by theTUC.

: “For thefirst time theoff-
icial backing of the labour
movement was given to
what, not so long before,
was seen as at best peri-
pheral or purely ‘personal’,
‘or at worst a.crime: free
‘abortion on demand.

  
  
 
  
  
  
  
  
   
   
 

That campaign was per-
haps the highpoint, so far,
of the process by which the
labour movement is slowly
beingshaken up by women
and women’s politics. Em-end women’s caucusesan campaigns ve

up Q unions suchas8CP A and Nalgo.At the same time, wom-
en’s sections in the Labour
Party are being revitalinedby militant women,.pared to organise to c! val.
lenge the rampant sexism

and bureaucratic lethargy
of the Labour Party struct-
ure and leaderships.

This process would neverhave begun {andit has onlygun) evithout the pro’begunimpact of the wom-
en’s movementof the last
two decades. All our lives
have been affected -by the
ideas, campaigns and
ractice of the women’s
iberation movement
(WLM).

‘Women’s issues’, such
as abortion and nursery

onensaggraamea

TUC. says
ABORTION

TUCdemonstration against Corrie’s Bill

NT
provision, are now taken upby the left and pushed inthe labour movement. The
very styleof politics has al-
so been subtly altered by
the involvement of more
and more womeninfluenc-
ed by theexperiencesof the
women’smovement.A bookthattries to draw
together the achievements
and experiences of the
WLMis therefore import-
ant — not just to the
women who’ve been direct-
ly involved in the debates
and campaigns,but also to
theleft.

‘No Turning Back’ is a
collection ofessays, poems,
articles and interviews from
five years of the WLM,
1975-80.It covers theoretic-
al discussion, campaigns,
personalexperiences.

As the_introduction
points out, the ‘late 1970s
saw the flourishing of
women’s music, theatre,
writing groups, printing
presses an publishing

ouses anathe develop-ment of internal women’s
movement newsletters and
information. services’.
collection is a very rich re-
flection of these develop-
ments.

Patriarchy
There is a growing divis-

ion in the WLM between
the socialist feminist curr-
ent andtheradicalor. revol-
utionary feminists. In a sec-
tion headed ‘Sex and Class’
a numberofarticles discuss
thequuestion of patriarchy,
andthe relationship (if any)between the struggle for
wonien’s liberationand for
socialism.

The dominant argument
~ is that Marxism, while it

has someuseful methods,“has “failed to take into
account the depth of
women’s oppression and

The

Review by Ann Evans

failed to place it centrally.
in its analysis of capitalism
andclasssociety.

An interesting sideline is
a discussion of the concept
of patriarchy between
Sheila Rowbotham, who
arguesthatit is an unhelp-
ful concept, and Sally Alex-
ander and Barbara Taylor
who argue ‘In Defence ofPatriarchy,

Myviewis thatit is use-
ful to have a word to ex-
press the fact that men do
dominate all aspects of
capitalist society. ‘Patri-
archy’ may not be very
scientific, but I have yet to
come across a more pre-
cise one.

Rape
_

The growing preoccupat-
ion of the women’s move-
ment with campaigns
against male violence is
strongly reflected. Reports
from Rape Crisis centres,
and descriptions of rape
and pornography as
methods of male controi of
women, take up a sub-
stantial section of the vol-
ume.

What is clear is that
there is still confusion
about what can actually be
done about male violence,apart from responding in a
defensive way with Rape
Crisis Centres#

andrefuges.
The question of whetherpornography should be

banned or
avoided. Since Sainsb
‘Indecent Displays’
comesinto force this week,
this is not an issue that can
be skirted around.

The overall theme of the
volume is expressed-in the
title: the achievements of
the WLM and its moment-
um “cannot. be easily re-

“versed: Where that -mom-
entum ‘is taking the move-

-Ment is an open question,
~ especially in a period when

censored is.

 
cuts campaign, unemploy-_tives.
ed centre or TradesCouncil
call a meeting to plan how
to mobilise around the
demo, invitingall the usual
and the less usual organis-

.ations to send representat-

6
CONTACT:Action Com-
mittee fora Woman's.
Right to Work, c/o Fran
Bass, 181 Richmond Rd,
London E8.

 
NO TURNINGBACK
writings from the
women'sliberationmove-
ment 1975-80

Publishedby The Women’s
Press, 1981

movement was born in a
period of boom, optimism
and forward movement. It
remains to be seen how the
movement will cope with
the present period of react-
ion and backlash, and with
the present government’s

theThatcher governmentisdoing its bestto reverse the
gains made.

It is striking that the art-
icles are almost all time-
less: they deal with issues
that have always been
there, without relating overt attacks — ideologicalthem to recent develop- and material — on women.

.ments. I would not agree withall
One notable exception is

a piece by Sue Fawcus on
AbortionandtheCuts.

The recent women’s

or even most of the argu-
ments in thisbook: but they
deal with aquestions that
concer us

>“Women's liberationand class struggle? Women onthesteel
strike picket lines, 1980. ~
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TERRYSMITHargues thatthe danger of nuclear annihilation
stems from a disregard for humanlife and an aggressivedynamic
in thevery basis of the capitalist system - to which the
Kremlin bureaucrats respondin their own cynical, reactionary,
militaristfashion.

 
MARGARET Thatcher and
Ronald Reagan can be re-garded as a major galvan-
sing force in the growth of
anti-war and "areas
ment movements in Brit-
ain, Europe and theUSA.

Their bloodcurdling anti-
communist rhetoric and
sabre-rattlinghave now
turned into a weapons
build-up that has brought
hometo millions of people
thatfactthattheimperialist
leaders are seriously con-
sideringnuclearwar.

USstrategy has changed
fundamentallyfrom the old
notion of ‘‘mutually ensur-
ed destruction’ (MAD), in
which both the US and the
USSR were certain that a
nuclear war would oblit-
erate bothsides. *

New, sophisticated
guidance systemsandhigh-
performance missiles now
mean that it is theoretic-
ally conceivable: for. eitherTM
side to. wage a ‘limited’
nuclear strike aimed only atmilitarytargets.

The USA has already
adopted such a plan. Under
President. Carter, Presid-
ential Directive 59 gave the
order to prioritise military
targets in order to prepare
for a possible ‘first strike’
against theSoviet Union.

NATOplans for convent-
ional war in Europe include
the use of ‘tactical’nuclear
weapons after only five
days of confrontation. 

Now Reagan has pressed
ahead with the programme
of basing Cruise and Persh-
ing missiles in sot and 
 
shado of

ental m s

megaton watheads the in
ernational workers’. move
ment must urgently consid
er its response Under
these conditionsthe ‘peace’
movement, having fallen to
a certain extent by the way-
side in the late 70s has been
able to win a new lease of
life and a new body of
supporters.

The movementis politic-
ally disparate — stretchingfrom the well-heeled uni-

 
 

lateralists of the Liberal
Party through various
strands of pacifism and
confusion to the. small
number of Revolutionary
Marxists who fight for a
socialist perspective. And
it is generating somelively
and thought-provoking
literature.

E.P. Thompson’s
“Protest and Survive’’
anthology (Penguin, 1980)
brought together a diverse
and rambling series of
articles containing a welter
of useful information in not
particularly digestible
form. :

But the build-up towards
this year’s October 24th
demonstration has brought
the publication of further
material worthy of attent-.

~

 

  admitted that the
States has led the nuclear
arms race. Whether you
consider the first nuclear
bombs, ICBMs, MIRVs,
nuclear submarines,
SRAMs or ASW, the
United States has been the
pacemaker, usually with a

lead of several years.”
Cox goes on to point out

 
 

the responsiblity of the
USAand imperialist count-
ries for the blocking of dis-
armament proposals in
1955:

“On 10 May 1955 the
Soviet Union laid proposals
before the UN Disarma-
ment Sub-Committee
which, amongst other
measures, provided for
armed manpower ceilings
of 1,500,000, major reduct-
ions in conventional arma-
ments and an arrangement
for the abolition of 75% of
the stocks of nuclear ‘

and other mass destruction
weapons. They agreed to
an international control
organ withstaffs of inspect-
ors having unimpeded
access .at all times to all
objects of control. The com-

 
never dreamed p

“The US dele
two days’ discussion wit

the American government,
said ‘we have been gratif-
ied to find that the concepts
we have put forward over a
considerable length of
time, and which we have
repeated many times
during this past two

   

months, have been accept-
ed in large measure by the
Soviet Union.’

‘After months of pro-
crastination, on 6 Septem-
ber the American delegate
dashed all hopes of agree-
ment with: ‘The United
States does nowplacea res-
ervation uponall of its pre-
Geneva substantive posit-
ions taken in this Sub-
Committee or in the Dis-
armament Commission or
in the UN on these quest-
ions in relation to levels of
armaments.’In otherwords
all theproposals urged with
vigour and persistence only
three months before were
withdrawn.”” 5

Indeed a great strength
of Overkill is its focus on
the arms programmein the

 

new group of apparently
less responsible’ nations
obtain thebombanduse it
in a way whichescalates on.
a world scale.

Such a view dramatically
overstates the level of con-
trol which the imperialist
leaders are at present
able to exercise over the
pressures towards war.

And it equally exagger-
ates the effect of additional
states possessing nuclear
weaponsin destabilisingan
already unstable situation.

But Calder does have
some useful insights to
offer. Like-Cox he is more:
objective than many pacif-
ists in his assessmentof the
Soviet bureaucracy andits
intentions.

He repeatedly underlines 
  i s that the
purpose of their 5
to ‘‘deter any
adventure by
Eastern Europe”

At the same time he
draws out the real meaning
of the US nuclear strat-
egy — to use Europe as an

military
NATO in

advance base for a war
which they hope will leave
theUSAa

He quotes the cynical US
joke about: :id“A tactical nuclear;
weapon is one that explo-des in Germany.’’

He quotesNATO soldiers
on exercise preparing for
nuclear war complaining

_

that in densely populated
Europe

“German townsare only
two kilotonsapart.’’

He quotes the estimates
drawn up from a 1955
NATOexercise called Carte
Blanche, which envisaged
over 300 nuclear explosions
and civilian deaths of over
1.6 million.

Strives
And he refers at some

length to the  newly-
released plans for- a poss-
ible nuclear war against the
USSRin 1949:

“The code name was
Trojan and the attacks req-
uired about 150. atomic
weapons, using up most of
the stocks then in exist-
ence. Within two weeks of
the outbreak of war,
medium bombers flying
mainly from England and
long-range bombers oper-
ating from American bases
via Alaska were to strike

industrial targets in
i the    

 
  
  

 
 
  
  
  

 
stamps, the

Trojan docu- 
typewritten
ment is a further reminder

- that plans for nuclear war

are not vague conjectures.
This was thewar thatwould
have occured in 1949 had
Western leaders been
tempted or provoked into
punishing the Russians

 
   
 
 
  
   
   
  
 
  

with an atomic attack for
their assimilation of
Czechoslovakia and their
blockade of Berlin.’’ -

Both books very ably
paint the picture of a bell-
igerent imperialist alliance
making undisguised plans
to attack the Soviet Union
and the Eastern European
countries.

‘ Both point in contrast to
the generally defensive -

attitude of theSoviet bur-
-eaucracy, responding after
each new imperialist move
by building up its own
forces and arsenals.

But neitherbook explains
why this is the case. The
Kremlin bureaucracy rests
on an economic base which
does not have: the relent-
less, expansionist, world-
plunderingdrive of capital-
ism.

Despite its lust for rev-
enue and power,it is fund-
amentally concerned to
defend its existing privil-
eges and. strength. It
fears — and strives to
contain, restrain or supp-
ress — workingclass mob-
ilisation, which could
spreadto challenge its own
usurping rule; it therefore
also fears all political up-
heavals which could arouse
workingclass struggle.  

 
 Myth

leaders 

  

 

 : Thehoststility of the US to
the Kremlin =leaders is
qualitatively different fromtheir hostility to rival
capitalists around the
world. ’

The revolutionary over-
turn of capitalist property
relations in the Russian



 
 
  
 
  
 
 
 
  
     
   
   
    

 
 

proved unsuccessful, and
even decades of bureau-
cratic conservative rule by
Stalin and his successors
have©failed. .to-destroy

Revolution of_October
1917 marked a major step
forward for the working

Efforts completely the benefits of
E a planned, nationalised
* Efforts by imperialism economy.

to overthrowthatrevolution Since World. War 2

 

 
 

Effect of a single one-megaton bomb on Birmingham

   
   

Heavy destruction of buildings;
and 35%of people killed
or seriously injured

The capitalist system centres on the abilityof the employing
class to exploit the labour of the workingclass — paying the
workforce wages which are less than the value of the goods
theyproduce.

‘ aCapitalism’sthirst for profit is never satisfied. Capitalism
” producesnot for human need,but to get more wealth for the

sake of wealth.
So capitalism always strives to conquer new areas. As

capitalism in Western Europe and the USA became highly
monopolised in the late 19th century, the big capitalist
powers set about dividing up the whole world’s markets,
raw materialsources, and areas for investment.

Through themilitary conquest and subjugation of colonies
in Africa,Asia and Latin America,therival capitalistpowers
secured access to vital supplies of raw materials and at the
same time a potential workforce whgse standardofliving
was far lower than in the advanced countries. Wages paid

further huge areas of the
potential world market —

Eastern Europe, China,
Vietnam and Cuba — have
been transformed into
deformed workers’-states.

And for this reason imp-
erialist rulers — fearful of
losing control over areas
such as the Persian Gulf,
Southern Africa and Cen-
tral America — have
embarked on an arms
build-upto frighten off any
possible. Stalinist. support
for liberationstruggles.

Meanwhile particulary
extreme sections of the US

It is to these states and
theirStalinist. rulers that
workersin struggle againstimperialist.-oppression_in
the Third World look —

generally in vain —for capitalist class and military
material-and ~ political plainly cherish dreams of
support. = reconquering the lost
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ured existent.
Apparently the Home

Office has the grand total
of eight people nationally
involved in this area of civil
defence.

There are no

_
doubt

special emergency plans
known to the: Ministry of
Defence and the military and
a select few administrators —

 
 

»pulation in the
nuclear war is non-

(from ‘Overkill’)

out could thereforebekept lower
__

and profitshigher.
Attempts by different capitalist powers to improve their

share in this division of the world lay behind the two great
inter-imperialistwars of 1914-18 and 1939-45.

Since 1945, the forms of domination of imperialism have
evolved. Afterhuge struggles, most colonial countries have
gainedpoliticalindependence.

But the economic exploitation of the masses in the under-
developed countries continues at the hands of multinational
banks and corporations based in the imperialist countries,
while theycontinue to be politically repressed by bourgeois
— often dictatorial — regimes backed by imperialist
weaponry and militaryaid.

The basic drive for ceaseless expansion and economic
domination by a handful of huge capitalist enterprises and
capitalist states continues. And so does the war danger
flowingfrom thatdrive.

markets, lost sources of
exploitable labour and lost
territories that are now
contained in the Stalinist
states.

Any advanceof the work-
ing classin its struggle for
socialism demands_the
defence of past  con-
quests — democratic

‘rights, trade unions, social
services, living standards:
among these gains the
highest are those flowing
from the only successful
proletarian revolution in
history — the Russian rev-
olution.

Cripples
As socialists we are not

neutral therefore on the
question of~imperialist
threats to the USSR: we
stand for the defence of
the Soviet Union against
imperialism. At the same
time we support those who
fight for the political
overthrow of the Stalinist
bureaucracy whose dictat-
orial-rule stifles the power
of the workingclass, cripp-
les the nationalised econ-
omy and stands opposed

.

to world revolution, and for
the establishmentof a rev-
olutionary government
based on workers’ councils.

We defend the Soviet
Union by§fighting to
weaken and defeat imp-
erialism.

Wefight to break up the
anti-Soviet NATO alliance;
we fight to disarm and

 overthrow-the capitalist
class in Britain, Europe
andthe USA 

 

 

 
there has beennodistinction
between planning for peace-
time emergencies and for
war. Thus procedures and
equipment are available for
rabies outbreaks, evacuation
in the event of floods, major
industrial explosions, etc.
Stocks of blankets and
stretchers are available, and
church and schoolhalls have

 
essary to go much further
than the political conclu-
sions advocated by Cox
(join CNDF or Calder
(speculative thoughts
about quotas limiting
missiletests).

The professionally
non-aligned, cross-class
politics of CND also fall far
short. of the necessary
firm direction into the
unions andLabour Party.

- Nightmare
Only in the labour move-

mentdoesit make sense to
argue for action to bring
down the warmongering
Thatcher government; only
the organised labour move-
ment can force a workers’
governmentto pull out of
NATO andtake a stand in
support of revolutionary
struggles around theworld.

Readers should read and
absorb the disturbing
facts in Overkill and
Nuclear Nightmares.

But having done so, we
urge them -to fight with
Socialist Organiser for pol-
icies that can bring about
the nightmare that haunts
the capitalist class; the
overthrow of their system
of oppression and exploit-
ation and the establishment
of peace through. socialit

.

revolution.and internat-
ionalism.
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sar. that nearby residents
might object, house prices
might fall, and industry be
driven fromthearea.

These hazards are often
quite near city centres or
densely populated areas.
Even worse, they are often
near other major hazards, so
that there could well be a
knock-oneffect.

With motorways and rail
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are, major hazai
will not, however,

: where these hazards
are, for fear of creating
gloom and despondency.

There could be no better
example of the profit motive
at work — the total cynicism
of capitalism and its dis-
regard for human life and
limb. It is time for the.lab-
our movementto expose and
make public the dangers in
our midst before some major
catastrophe occurs.
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MORALITY RULES

OK!
VICTORIAN morality still
rules theroost at school.

Jayne Clee was expelled
‘from her school for kissing
her boyfriend in a school
corridor between classes.
The boyfriend wasn’t, as
he apologised to the head-
master, who was hanging
around watchingthem.

Jayne got rather incens-
ed and refused to recant.

TORY NO
TOCODE

UP TO a million infant
death a year could be caus-

.

ed by multinational com-
panies promoting their
baby foods in the Third
World, it has been esti-
mated by the World Health
Organisation and other
groups.

Studies point out thatthe
cost of feeding a child on
these products in Ethiopia
for six months could be
equivalent to 140% of the
per capita GNP.

The healthof anotherten
million babies could be
affected by pushing these
expensive foods.

Now the EEC has decid-
ed to increase controls on
companies’ marketing
practiceds, with stiff fines
for those who break the
existing code which bans
advertising and promo-
tional incentives.

Whilethesecontrols may
not be enough,it’s a step
in theright direction.

And the one group who.
voted against these meas-
ures in the European Parl-
iament? You guessed it,
theBritish Tory party.

NUCLEAR
FAMILY
A LETTER in last week’s
Socialist Organiser pointed
to the role of the monarchy
as a pillarof clase oppress-
jon. Well, now you've got
another reason to abolish
themas soon as possible.

Prince Andrew. is being
trained to drop nuclear
bembs from kelicopters.
It seems like a case of get
rid of them before they get
rid of us!

Crransser.
23 Wadle
izre. London N8&

ttinge

This is just not acceptable
behaviour from a 15 year
old. So the school govern-
ors have now expelled her.

She was due to sit. exams
thisyear, but these wooden
Victorian moralists would
rather Jayne’s education
suffered than risk tarnish-
ing the reputation of Tivi-
dale Comprehensive.

Obviously thecase of the
bloke she was kissing is
quite different. Being a
boy, he'll have a serious
career to pursue.

A puzzled parent pointed
out thattherewas no
‘hanky-panky’involved.

Just as well: Jayne would
probably have had to be
shot at dawn for that. ,

HALO,
HALO...
MEMBERSof the Russian
Orthodox Church are re-
portedly incensed at a novel
decision of their generally
lugubriouspatriarchs.

They have chosen 1981
to canonise Czar Nicholas II
of Russia, togetherwithhis
familyand personal retinue
— in all some 8,000 react-
ionaries who fell victim to
the socialist revolution of
October 1917.

Amongthe new ‘saints’
to be worshipped are the
Czar’s former footman,
cook and maid — who no
doubt little suspected. that
their menial labours would
be so fulsomely (if belated-
ly) praised.

The decision seems to be
a firm break from any old-
fashionednotion thatsaints
should lead particularly
self-denyingor moral lives.

Indeed, there now
appears little reason to
confine the list to Christ-
ians at all: why should Czar

_Nicholas’ equally blood-
thirsty fellow-despots be
excluded?

A provisional list of
worthy additions should
include at least the Emper-
or Bokassa, Mussolini,
Hitler and a Chinese saint,
Chiang Kai Shek: and let’s
not forget Joseph Stalin,
whose brutal persecutions
did more than almost any-
thingto-_promote thesurviv-
al of the Churchin Russia. 

  
 
   
  

ONE Sunday morning in
November 1908, a ragged
procession of 400 unemp-
loyed workers marched into
morning service at Bristol
Cathedral playing True to
Death’. :

The clergy and respect-.
able citizens were in some
consternationasthetattered
troops sat down amongst
them, but, much impress-
ed, the Dean and Chapter
took up the plight of the
unemployed with the City
Council.

This incident was typical
of the imaginative tactics
used in the ‘Right to Work’
agitation by a young mem-
ber of the Marxist Social
Democratic Federation,
Ernest Bevin. ,

Harsh
He was a firm socialist.

As he said of unemploy-
ment at the AGM of the
Bristol Right to Work
Committee that year,
‘nothing but a complete
social and economic rev-
olution is going. to solve
the problem. We must feed
‘the people in order that
men (sic) may be strong
enough physically and
mentally to carry out that
revolution which will come
at no distant date.’”

Such admirable views
were theproduct of a tough
upbringing in the harsh
conditions of the last quart-
er of the nineteenth cen-
tury. As Bevin himselfsaid,
“‘T had to work at ten years
of age while my employ-
er’s son went to the Univ-
ersity untilhe.was twenty. I
was taught to bow to the
squire and touch myhat to
the parson; my employer’s
son was not’’.

“All these things prod-
uced within me an intense
hatred, a hatred which has
caused me to organise for
my fellows and direct my
mind to a policy to give
my class power to control
their own destiny and
labour.”

Anathema
the birthof this young soc-
ialist agitator. It has
already been celebrated by
a television documentary,
this book specifically
commissioned by Britain’s
biggest union and the un-

James Prior and William
Whaelaw a the Depart-
Toes coset Ste ori aees-

xe emo atest Ge
honour Bevin.’

Such glorification of a
socialist trade unionist
might seem strange.

1981 is the centenary of
|

velling of a plaque by -
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As T&G activists look
towards reforming
their union, JOHN
McILROYtakes a
look at its founder

However, as this book
which details ‘‘theamazing
story of the unskilled lab-
ourer who became a great
trade union leader and
world statesman’’, points
out, the young Bevin chan-
gedalittle bit in the pro-
cess. As-theysay, he work-
ed his passage.

By the 1930’s his earlier
sentiments were anathema
to him. The man who had
wanted to give his class
the powerto control society
was determined to ensure
that they would not even
control their own unions.
The man who had bel-
ieved in revolution insisted
that within the TGWU
communists should be
treated in the same way as —

Fascists. -

To a journalist who pointed
to the discomfort of the
public in a bus strike,
Bevin barked, ‘‘They’ve
got to walk but I’m fighting
for my life and the life of
myunion andI’m not going
to stop until I’ve crushed
them once and for all
flatfinished”’.

‘“‘Them’’ referred to the
‘strikers, the workers who
paid Bevin’s salary, the

le on whose backs. he
had clamberedto power.

Retreat
It had ben a relatively

short but brutal and action-
packedride. In 1911, at the
age of 30, Bevin became a
full-timeofficial. He clamb-
ered up the ranks in the
Dockers’ Union, becoming
no.2to Ben Tillet.

In. 1914 Bevin was still
enough ofa socialist to opp-
ose the war, but by 1919,
as he nudged the Triple
Alliance away from con-
frontation with Lloyd
George, the Daily Tele-
graph could commeht,
“Hitherto he has been re-

garded as an extremist but
he has played a great part
in bringing about a settle-
ment of one of the most
threatening industrial dis-
putes the country has
seen”.

.Bevin was a brilliant
oogeccser whe used Gefic-
somes = sepecsseoce as
B= excuse Gr Sere Ez
1921 he played an import-
ant part in the desertion of
the miners on the infamous

  
 

Black Friday. During the
General Strike he flogged
himself to death in pro-
viding whatever effective
organisation came from the
top.

More far-sighted than
most, he saw clearly that
the sell-out meant uncond-
itional surrender but made
no attempt to draw back
and continue the struggle
togetherwiththeminers.

‘* ..The best way to des-
cribe today is that we have
committed suicide. Thous-
ands of members will be
victimised as a result of
thisday’s work.”’

Of course, like all trade
union leaders, Bevin had
his moments. He was a
superb negotiatior. His
famous appearance as the
Dockers’ Attorney before
the Shaw Inquiry captured
thepublic imagination.

Patronise
_

He played adetermined.
Se eeand important role in the

Council of Action, which in
1920 stopped the govern-
ment going to war with
Russia. His most durable
achievementwas the crea-

- tion of the TGWU in the
early 1920’s, brought about
largely by his vision, det-
ermination and persever-
ance. .

However, its constitu-
tion showed thenew face of
trade unions. The General
Secretary was given tre-
mendous power,elected for
life and able to strongly
influence a lay executive
which controlled finance
and strike action and pat-
ronise appointed fulltime
officials hampered only
slightly by an annual
conference which soon
becamebi-annual.

Bevin was, of course, the

“Bevin with TUCchiefCiirine
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General Secretary, bullying
Tillet to step down in his
favour.

His only failure was. an
attempt to manoeuvre out
the President, Harry
Gosling, but Emie was
undoubtedly the king of
the castle. As Vic Allen
said, ‘‘Wheneverthere was
a conflict of opinion
between Bevin and anyoff-
icial the latter had to give

" way’’.
Distribution of executive

minutes was not. on,
declared Bevin. The exec-
utive must have a free
hand. Employers’ organ-
isations do not distribute
minutes.

“The lay members’’, he
stated, ‘‘must be conscious
thatthereare certain things
they cannot do and they
must leave the officers to
carry out thetasks in which
they are employed. to
specialise.”’

After the defeat of the
General Strike, Bevin, with
Citrine, was the architect
of collaboration. ‘‘We, on
our side began to apply
reason for the solution of
our problems and immed-
iately we found a willing-
ness on the part of the rest
of the community to adopt
reason’’.

Reason was wage-cutting
and victimisation. ‘‘I hate
strikes’’, he declared, ‘‘Is
the strike the only way to
fight?’’, he asked Arthur
Cook, arguing for the
Mond-Turner talks. No, of
course not, but the use of
alternative methods led to
mass unemploymentfor 15
years.

The iron fist was used on
those who disagreed. In
the notorious 1937 Coron-
ation Strike, Bevin allowed
the: workers to take strike
action, let them exhaust
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BEVIN:
A BEAST

I FIGHTING|
FOR THE

i BOSSES—

 
 

themselves and then ruth-
lessly smashedthem. Eight
strike leaders wereexpell-
ed or suspended from hold-
ing office.

Bevin began to play an
important role. in the
Labour Party through the
block vote and his. domina-
tionof theGeneral Council.
He opposed intervention in
Spain and united front work
against fascism and was
responsible for removing
the pacifist, George Lans-
bury from the leadership of
theLabour Party in 1935.

Trap
When war broke out the

establishment. knew_its
man.As Minister of Labour
he agreed dilutionwith the
major unions within 24
hours. ‘‘I have to ask you
virtually to placeyourselves
at the disposal of the
state.”’ .

He introduced laws
against strikes that would
make Norman  Tebbit
look soft and sent workers
to prison.

“Twasmuch in harmony
with Bevin’, Churchill
said. Foreign Minister in.
the Attlee government,
Bevin played a crucial role
in constructing NATO and
theCold War.

Bevin was caught in the
classic trap of the bureau-
crat. Insidiously, silently,
unknown even to himeelf,
he took on board the ideas
of the ruling class as he
becameincreasinglysepar-
ated from his own class.

Organisation came
before the aspirations of
themembership,whichhad
to be controlled lest they
endangered it.

Gush
The young Bevin had

talked of workers’ revolu-
tion but by the 1920’s his: —

personal revolution was
complete. Bevin was not
corrupt, he simply grew to
love the exercise of power
and wished to do nothingto
endangerthis.

He was the forerunner of
thousands, but, more than
any individual he made the
labour movement whatit is
today. Westillhave to face
his heritage.

Youwillfind little of this
in Mark Stephens’ book.It
is gush and

.
veneration.

“There was a rugged
charm about him which
won thehearts ofall... His
other great love was
horses.’’ — John Wayne
witha Bristal‘accent.

Bevin was a bully and,as
Beaverbrook:said,

‘‘a mag-
nificent beast’’: ~~ The
problem is, he was°dn.the-
bossesside, not-ours. -
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| THATCHER’SSPEECH
While Tory grandees urge Thatcher to adopt a more slow and subtle policy against the workingclass, the Tory rank
andfileis high on Thatcherite rhetoric and wants an even harderline. JOHN LISTER reports.

ITHE BARELYdisguised ex-
asperation of theTory press,
and the evident unease and
embarrassment on the faces.
of Thatcher’s ministers dur-
ing her wind-up speech in
Blackpool, tell their own
story.

The Toryparty is in deep
crisis. For the first time
there is a real and increasing-
ly vocal and tenaciouschall-
enge to Thatcher’s policies
and even her leadership. The:
attack is ‘spearheaded by
Heath, St John Stevas and
Gilmour; but it comprises
growing sections of the Tory
party in Parliament.

Embarrass
Such an opposition has

a disproportionate ability to
embarrass Thatcher by its
access to the press and its
power to interfere with the
legislation of government
policies in Parliament.

But the conference
showed that it is a peculiar
opposition — largely isolated
from the rank andfilereact-
ionaries that form the back-
bone of the active Tory
party.

It is an opposition creat-
ed on the one hand by the
economic repercussions of

a Thatcher’s policies on whole
sections of the employérs,
and on. the other by a grow-
ing fear among Tory MPs
that if the policies are not
changed then they (and their
Party) will be annihilated at
the next election.

This aspect of the prob-
lem has grown with the
emergence of the SDP as a
new rival capitalist party,
plainly taking muchofitsel-
ectoral support from dis-'
gruntled Tories.

Prophets
Under such pressure

those who regard themselves
as ‘traditional’ Tories have
begun to wheel out referenc-
es to Disraeli and lain Mac-
leod as the great past proph-
ets of the politics of ‘one

YOU KNOW it’s autumn
again when another Madness
LP comes out. But that’s
wherepredictabilityends.

After the long overdue
recent statement against
racism and Nazi recruitment
at their gigs, I hoped that it
indicated Madness would
stop being just sharply satiri-
cal and highly amusing ob-
servers and become social
commentators.

The new LP left me
happily disappointed. That
may sound a contradiction,
but isn’t that what it’s
about.

Although the LP marks
progress from earlier mater-
ial, and they don’t take poli-
tical sides on major issues,
like the Specials and the
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nation’, ana to counterpose
them to the outright class
war strategy .pursued by
Thatcher.

They have spelled outalt-
ernative policies for the
restoration of profitability.

In doing so they have
begun to enlist some appar-
ently unlikely fellow travell-
ers within Thatcher’s own
cabinet: Leader of theHouse’
Francis Pym and Environ-
ment Secretary Heseltine
made carefully veiled calls
for a shift of policy; Home
Secretary Whitelaw and For-
eign Secretary Carringtonare,
also reportedly more and
more wosried at the inflex-
ible course and the devastat-
ing electoral results it will
bring.

But while the Parliamen-
tary Tories continue their
wrangles, they can scarcely
be unaware that a very diff-
erent kind of pressureis aris-
ing from the Party’s rank
and file — reflected in the
howling down of a confer-
ence speaker who dared to
speak out against racialism,

Beat, they remain the most
versatileof bands.

Madness, as the cover and
video show, are essentially
about having fun and enjoy-
ing yourself, and they do it
excellently.

The opening track, ‘Card-
iac Arrest’, from initial to
final heartbeats, is a brilliant
composition, very reflective
and cuttingly’ accurate on
the pressures of everyday
‘office’ life.

The conclusion, the sui-
cide, could be seen as daunt-
ingly depressive or perhapsunfortunately realistic. It’s
great to dance to, and prob-ably the high’ point of the
LP.

‘Shut up’ is a wonderful
follow-up track about the
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the brandishing of handcuffs
by one councillor in the deb-
ate on ‘law and order’, and
the defeat of Whitelaw’s
resolution on the basis that
it was not tough enough.

The—ultra-right wing
MondayClubhas produced a
National Frontstyle call for
compulsoty ‘repatriation’ of
blacks, while delegates were
plainly eager to hear Norman
Tebbit unveil his plans to
attack the unions with laws
that would strip away 75
years of legal protection.

Frenzied
Desperate and frenzied

sections of the Tory middle
class have been driven by the
crisis to demand .measures
even more right wing than
Thatcher’s proposals, while
their leaders are beginning to
chicken out. This polarisa-
tion could do more than
anything up to now to pro-
vide forces and cash backing
to outright fascist move-
ments such as the NF and

ptoblems of petty criminals,
.a choice increasingly taken

by youth faced with the pro-
spect of the dole. ‘Pass the
blame and don’t blame’is a
stinging line, as it says as
much about Maggie as the
band.

‘Sign of the Times’ livens
up the side, and reminds you
that Madness are essentially
a great band to danceto. It’s
fabulously punchy and weill-
-timed.

‘Missing you” is sixties-
style ska romanticism,about
a situation we all.go through
at one point or another.

Witty
‘Mrs Hutchinson’is about

the old theme of loneliness,

 

    
 

the British Movement.
Meanwhile a divided and

clearly demoralised.Tory
leadership faces the task of
imposing further brutal cuts
in public spending, and con-
fronting working-class anger
spearheaded by the BL
strikers.

Already the opposition
of the unions and threat of
industrial action has forced
an important government

Other policies floated or
decided at the Tory Conf-
erence included the poss-ible introduction of a
“‘voucher system’’ to
encourage middle-class
parents to send their chil-

_drentoprivate schools.
Sir Keith Joseph —

bringing the same ruthless
commitment to education
that he brought to British
industry — proposed the
schemeto loud cheers from
well-heeled delegates.

but wonderfully done. The
final track on side one, ‘To-
morrow’s dream’, is highly
interesting lyrically.

Side two starts with
‘Grey day’, which I really
like, as it’s the best in their
parcel of songs about the
pettiness and depressive
routinism oflife. It’s typical
Madness, with ll the
trappings.

‘Pac-a-mac’, ‘Benny bull-
frog’, and to a lesser extent
‘Promieses, promises’, are
better ignored and forgotten.
They are well below the
othertracks,but not too off-
ensive to the ear to provokedislike.

However, ‘When dawn
arrives’ is a lifting little
number.

 
The Tory Party has always
been the party of landlords
and landladies — so it was
appropriately at its Black-
pool conference that Hous-
ing Minister John Stanley
announced new proposals
to strip private tenants of
security of tenure.

Blood-sucking property
owners have long been
howling that they were not
prepared to let property
unless they received far
more thatwhat is currently
definedasa ‘fair’rent.

Now the Tories are to
amend their own 1980
Housing Act to remove
landlords’ obligation to get
a fair rent agreed by a rent
officer before letting prop-
erty on shortholdterms.

retreat from the sale of gas
showrooms. The_political
conditions are maturing fora
major showdown with the
Thatcher government under
conditions where it could be
driven from office.

Maybe that is why
Thatcher’s ministérs looked
so sick during hey speech last
Friday. ,

Butit was later attacked by
Ted Heath as a divisive
plan that would ‘‘split the
Party from top to bottom’’.

Delegates loudly dem-
anded the imposition of a
3-line whip and that MPs
be mandated to vote in
favour of a return of hang-
ing: but the Conference
organisers had excluded all
80. pro-hanging—motions
from the agenda.

  
‘The opium eaters’ is

probably the best Madness
track since ‘The. prince’;
which was released in 1979.
Its flowing, haunting,expan-
sive sounds leave you wond-
ering. The final track is
about a ‘Day on the town’
(of London), and its witty
message leaves you smiling.

Even though their only
advice is ‘Enjoy yourself,it’s
Jater than you think‘,the LP
left me impatient for what
promises to be a great film,
‘Take it or leave it’, and even

more so for the tour to
arrive,

Tt has now received pride
of place in my
Next to the now-legendary
first. Specials LP, so my
advice is, buyit.
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by Les Hearn

No to MAVIS
DISABILITYis defined to a
serious extent by the sort of
society welive in.

Dyslexia doesn’t much
matter in a non-literate cult-
ure, while short-sightedness
could be a severe disabilityif
spectacles had not been
invented (or if you couldn’t
afford them!)

Nowadays, the explosion
in computer technology has
opened up immense possibil- ~

ities for improving the qual-
ity of life for people with
disabilities.

The government has rec-
ently been trying to decide
which atype of computer
would be most useful to
people with severe physical
handicaps -—_their own
computer, MAVIS, develop-
ed by the National Physical
Laboratory, or a cheaper
commercial microcomputer,
adapted for. use by people

with disabilities.
MAVIS can be carried

aroynd in a briefcase, could
tun off batteries, can be
dropped without smashing,
and can have pu: pose-design-
ed computer programmes
written forit.

Cheaper
The Governmentis likely

to decide that the cheaper
alternative is better, but
whatever it decides, this
technology is unlikely to
affect the lives of many of
those it could help.

Little government money
is to go into further research
and development of these
aids and evenless will go to-
wards helping people pay for
them. They’ve even turned
down money from industry
because it would need gov-
emment money to go. with
it.

ACTION ON
DUMPS

WITH more and more exam-
ples recently of chemicals
blighting the. lives of people
in Britain (pesticide contam-
ination of schools, housing
estates built on toxic tips,
chemical factory fires. and
secret dioxin dumps) no-
thing could be more timely
than to publicise the aetivi-
ties of the Sandyford and
Goldenhiill Action Group
(SGAG) against their local
toxic tip (see previous Soc-
ialist Organisers).

Arthur Bough of Stoke
Socialist Organiser and
SGAG has sent me a most
impressive file of letters,
leaflets, maps and press
cuttings.

Since it started last May,
SGAG has organised two
public meetings, each
attracting over 300 people,
collected a 3000-signature
petition, just from the
immediate area involved, and
organised a mass application
for reduction of rates.

They have produced: a
newsletter, Action News,
made a film, written to the
local press, and got onto the
local radio. Labour Party
members took the fight into
the local branch, and secured
the support of the councill-
ors, after some_initial
hostility.

SGAG has organised an
excellent Monitoring Group,
whose job is to check for
breaches of regulations on
the dump itself. They have
collected evidence of gates
regularly left open, children
frequently playing on the
site, fires on the site, and
waste material falling off
lorries on their way to the
site.

When a numberofbirds
were found dead from no

THETRANSITIONAL
PROGRAM FOR.
SOCIALIST
REVOLUTION
LEON TROTSKY

30p from Socialist Organiser,
28 Middle Lane, London N8

apparent cause, near thesite,
these were sent for analysis.
Their observation of unlicen-
sed deliveries of drumsofoil
which preceded the recent
explosion | have already
mentioned (Socialist Organ-
iser no.55).

That explosion seems to
have been caused by the
dumping of a drum of magn-
esium turnings in a pool of
battery acid.

Magnesium is a very reac-
tive metal. Left in water, it
slowly reacts, producing
highly inflammable hydrog-
en gas (used as a rocket fuel
fuel): In acid the samereact-
ion goes much faster and re-
leases lots of heat.

This must have caused an
explosion of hydrogen. I
don’t know if the oil then
eaught fire, but you can
imagine the danger of the
situation.

The Action Group is
going to monitor, protest,
demonstrate, etc. until the
toxic tip is closed for ever.
People threatened by similar
chemical catastrophes could
do worse than follow their
example.

EE

THREE Mile Island reactor
operators took an exam last
April to see if they still knew
how to run a nuclear reactor
(if they ever did!). This was
to prepare for restarting one
of the undamagedreactors.

Now they are going to
have to. take the exam again,
since at least two of them
were caught cheating!

EK

Information froin New
Scientist and Arthus Bough. 
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FIGHT POLICE
ABUSES

THE REPORTprinted in
Socialist. Organiser no.57
about the arrest of Nigel Lee
was unfortunately out of
date by the timeit appeared.
To brief you on events over
the past two weeks:

Nigel was released on Oc-
tober 9 after his appeal ag-
ainst sentence was accepted.

But his case, along with
material compiled by local
National Council for Civil
Liberties activists about oth-
er police abuses and frame-
ups, has laid open the possi-
bility of a serious campaign
in defence of others arrested.

Nottingham NCCL has
accumulated considerable
evidence on people arrested
being denied legal represent-
ation and intimidated to
make false pleas of guilty.
Flats have been broken into
by police, residents have
been arrested and then
released, and on returning
they have found their flats
smashed up.

Hard-line magistrates
 

have volunteered to do the
ditty work in helping the
police to send down innoc-
ent youth.

The NCCLreport provid-
es useful material for those
in Nottingham fighting both
on behalf of those unjustly
imprisoned and to alert the
labour movement on what
the ‘independence of the
police’ really means.

PETE RADCLIFF,
Nottingham. 
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=== GENERAL STRIKE!

AT EVERY demonstration
we go on now,wehear the
chants of ‘Maggie Out’.
The obvious question to
thisis, how?

I would argue that the
wayit is done is by uniting
workers involvedin a politi-
cal struggle against the
Tories, i.e. against the four
per centlimit, for a general
strike, and for the generali-
sation of a partial strike or
strikes.

Comrade V. O’Brien pre-sented us withan opportun-
ity to open the necessary

debate withhis letter in last
week’s Socialist Organiser,
‘We're not ready for a gen-eral strike’’.

Ready
It seems to me thequest-

ion that the comrade is
reallyasking is not whether
the working class is ready
for a general strike, but
whetherwe need one.

He. says correctly that
‘‘we must firstly under-
stand what the general
strike is’’, and thenwrong-

1926: were

e

they ready then? Or should they have waited?

ly says that the general
strike means dual power or
nothing, backing that up
apparently with our editor-
ial comment that it poses .

thequestion of power.But Trotsky argued, for
instance, that it was poss-ible-in France in the ’30s
to have a general strike
against the repressive
decree-laws introduced in
1934 under fascist press-
ure ‘and conscription. The
ruling class ‘might back
down, to prepare for de-
feating the working class 

later — but in any case the
working class would gainimmensely. in self-confid-
ence and_consciousness
from the general strike,
whether it led directly to
the struggle for power or
“was only the stage before
it.

The working class will
never become ‘ripe’ for
the revolutionary struggle

Women
against
prison
EAST London Women Ag-
ainst Prison (ELWAP) is a
group which aims to support
and give advice to women
who are facing prison sent-
ences, are already in prison,
or may need help on their
release.

We also wish to stress
that we need more help. If
any oneis interested and has
time to spare, please contact
Cathion 555 0289.

.There are also regular
ELWAP meetings every Fri-
day,7pm,at 56 Danes Road,
Forest Gate, London E7.

DEBBIE PRENDIVILLE

Poland: thebirth ofa
TEN million workers in Pol-
and are engaged in the
struggle to wrest political
power and control of the

_
country’s nationalised econ-
omy from their parasitic
Stalinist rulers.

To understand the task
they face we must first
examine the nature andorig-
ins of the Polishstate.

The most obvious com-
parison to explain the pres-
ent set-up in Poland is with
the Soviet Union.

In both countries the
major factories, industrial
concerns and banks are own-
ed not as in Britain by capit-
alists, but by the state: there
is a state monopoly of for-
eign trade: and on this basis
there is an attempt, often
grotesque, at a planned econ-
omy.

Power has been, in each
case, in the hands of a ‘Com- ~

munist’ Party, for decades
upheld by dictatorial repress-
ion of all political opposit-
ion, rigid press censorship,
and (until the emergence of
Solidarnosc) the total state
control of the official ‘un-
ions’.

Concea!
But these  sin:ilarities

conceal a difference. For the
Soviet Union emerged as a
workers’ state from a victor-
ious revolution in October
1917, in which independent
organisations of the working
class and the poor peasantry
were mobilised under the
leadership of thé Bolshevik
Party to overthrow capitalist
rule and establish the power
of the ‘soviets’ (workers’
councils).

Only after this triumph-
ant revolution — which sent
shock waves of

_
struggle

throughoutthe international
workers’ movement — did
conditions arise which led to
the emergence of a firmly
entrenched Soviet state bur-
eaucracy.

Stalinist|Marxism and
thePolishstate

.
Long and agonising years

of civil war against reaction-
ary forces (which werefuell-
ed and militarilyassisted by
the imperialist countries),
combined with the initial
economic backwardness of
the Russian economy and
the failureof proletarian rev-
olutions in Europe,to create
chronic shortages, disloca-
tion and demoralisation.

Richer
In these conditions the

richer layers of Russian peas-
ants, together with techno-
crats and senior administrat-
ors, increasingly formed a
reactionary base for a con-
servative, bureaucratic layer
in the leadership of the Bol-
shevik party.

In the wake of Lenin’s
death in 1924, this layer,
headed by Joseph Stalin,
increasingly consolidated its
grip on the state machinery,
began to repress its oppon-
ents, and to solidify as a
privileged caste, feeding off
the nationalised economy,
and drawing strength from
its disarry and from the
weakening of revolutionary
forces.

The Soviet Union increas-
ingly degenerated into a bur-
eaucratised workers’ state.
And the conservative, nat-
ionalist preoccupations of
the Stalinist clique and their
base withinthe Soviet Union
increasingly took shape in

bw epee eka as

the politics of seeking to
build ‘socialism in one
country’.

This rejection of internat-
ionalism accompanied the
establishment of opportunist
alliances with reformist. trade
union leaders (like the Brit-
ish TUC) and capitalist (and
even,later, fascist) leaders —

all of whom in practice bitt-
erly opposed: revolutionarystruggles.

But Poland has not de-
generated in this way. It has
never been a healthyworkers
state. An attempt by the
Red Army in 1920 to lend
military: assistance to a wave
of revolutionary struggles by
the Polish working class
proved unsuccessful.

Exploited
The1920s and 193Us saw

the country ruled by react-
ionary regimes and heavily
exploited by international
capital.

Stalin’s infamous ‘pact’
with Hitler in 1939 was in
many ways a ‘pact’? on how
to carve up Poland between
Germany and the USSR —

until Hitler judged the time
was right to mount an invas-
ion oftthe USSRitself.

It wasn’t until five long
and traumatic years later
that the Red Army wasable
to drive back the Nazi occu-
pation forces from Poland
and other East European

  
countries.

This could have been the
start of a genuine revolution.
As the Red Army advanced,
the Polish workers, despite
years of brutal repression,
seized factories,set up work-
ers’ councils, and took steps
towards workers’ control.

Yet the very last thing
thatStalin wanted to see was
1917-style revolutionary
struggles on his borders. in
Eastern Europe.

In some instances, there-
fore, the Red Army held
back to allow the vindictive

‘Nazis to wfeak massslaught+
er on the Polish workers: in
other cases the Red Army
itself moved in to defuse or

repress workers’ struggles.
After the withdrawal of

German imperialism, under
the dominance of the Red
Army the power was given
not to the militant working
class but to a capitalist coal-
ition government, which in
fact rebuilt much of the old
state apparatus that had
been destroyed during the
Nazi occupation.

Because of the disappear-
ance of many of the old
owners, extensive nationalis-
aions were carried out by
this coalition government —

but carried out in such a way
as to exclude the control of
the working class by explicit-
ly confirming the ‘authority
of the director’.

Within a year ofthedriv-

revolution begins a
series of
articles on
Poland 

ing out of the Nazis, 90 per
cent of Polish industry had
been nationalised — yet, as
CP leader Beirut admitted,
the system was far from
socialist.

“In the state of People’s
Democracy there ‘still exist
classes which live by exploit-
ing the work ofothers; these
are the capitalists, various
entrepreneurs, well-to-do
merchants, factory owners
employing a certain number
of workers, rich peasants,speculators and other non-
workers”.

The first steps towards
eliminating the capitalist
parties from the coalition
government in Poland — as
in most of the other East
European countries — arose
not from the revolutionary
action of the working class
but from the calculated
actions of the bureaucratic
leaders of the Communist
Party, following instructions
from the Kremlin.

Buffer
Stalin had hoped to mob-

ilise the East European coun-
tries as a military ‘buffer’ ag-
ainst a further imperialist
attack on the USSR.

The imperialists were too
weak to hope militarily to

 
John Lister

tion and control.
The onset of the Cold

War was coupled with the
launchingof the US Marshall
Plan, offering huge loans for
reconstruction of Europe.
This carrot was dangled in
front of the East European
regimes,

Atfirst theCzech govern-
ment accepted — only to be
whipped into line by the
Kremlin: it was plain that
the aspirations of capitalist
elements within the coali-
tions were incompatiblewith
the economic system in the
Soviet Union. Stable Soviet
control over Eastern Europe
required that the conflict be
eliminated.

Stalin therefore gave the
go-ahead for moves to purge
the pro-capitalist parties and
leaders from the coalitions;
to broaden the base of the
Stalinist parties; to consolid-
ate their grip on the police,
military and State apparat-
uses; and, in short, to stamp
out the remnants of capital-
ist control and structurally
transform the Eastern Euro-
pean countries after thebur-
eaucratic model of the
USSR.

Merger
By .1952, Poland had

adopted a constitutionmodelled on Stalin’s in the
USSR: the Polish CP had
purged any potential dissid-
ets from its ranks, conducted
a forced merger with the
social democratic party, con-
solidated a monolithicparty
and state apparatus, and
adopted its first five yearplan. While never having
been a healthy workers’
state, it had become a bur-
eaucratic workers’state.

It had not degenerated,
reconquer Eastern Europe — like the USSR: it had been
but. they still cherished deformed from its very
hopes of economic pentra- birth. ,

——

by waiting for the perfect
moment, but only by
militantstruggle.

The preconditions that
the comrade puts on the
general strike call — ‘pre-revolutionary:
‘working class everywherechallengingthe authorityof
capitalism’ — lead us to
wonderjust when he would -

raise the demandatall. He. -

has thesame explanationof
the present situation as
many trade union bureau-
crats have,thattheworking
class ‘is in retreat’.

This argument was
devastated by the BL
decision. At last week’s

-.demonstration in Black-
pool, a buzz went through
the nearly 10,000 workers
and youth; and, talking to
the Robb Caledon workers
about the BL decision, it
didn’t need us to tell them
the need for a general
strike. They said it them-
selves.

It is not lack of confid-
ence in the masses,or lack
of a ‘pre-revolutionary sit-
uation’ (which mustfirst be
created) that will stop a
general strike. The obstacle
to general strike action is
shown at the moment by
Joe Gormley putting off the
miners’ discussions with
management until Novem-
ber llth, hoping that BL
will be back by then. It was
shown lastyear throughthe
steel strike, and the top
union leaders’ sabotage of
the possibilityof BL strike
action together with the
steelworkers. And it was
shown between 1934 and
1938 in France, where the
bureaucrats tried to stop a
general strike and then
called it off as quickly.as
possible when it exploded
despite them.

The prerequisites for a
general strike do exist‘now.
Capitalism has outlived its
usefulness and is hanging
on in deepcrisis, the work-
ing class has been politic-
ally educated through the
developments in the Lab-
our Party, and there are
widespread struggles beg-
inningon the four per cent.

We take the demand
.

from our dialogue with the
masses — that is what we
mean byagitation — while
the bureaucrats start from
the point of avoiding con-
frontation and encouraging
collaboration.

Yes, the general strike is
a sharp struggle, one of the
sharpest before insurrect-
ion. We are prepared to
take up that fight. By argu-
ing against it, you’re runn-
ing into the handsof the
bureaucrats.

MICK LIGGINS

40pplus postag
from Socialist Organiser,

28 Middle Lane, London N8
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Conferenceinitiative to organise

— the unemployed
COURT
SLAMS
PICKETS
by Chris Erswell

;

SUPPORTERSand members
of the Liverpool 8 Defence
Committee picketed the
Crown Court last Thursday
15th, as the first riot. case
came up.Hundreds of youth have
been shut up in Risley Rem-
and Centre for the last three
months, and are now being
processed through__the

‘Crown Court. Many of them
have been the victims of
trumped-up charges or have
‘been beaten up bythepolice
while in custody.

The picketers handed out
a leaflet exposing the fraudu-

€lent nature of the system cf ’

justice which allows « react-
ionary press to keep up2
barrage of abuse and slander
against the rioters while
ignoring the attempts of the
Defence Committee to set
the record straight.

Contempt
15 minutes after the

picketers had assembled, a
police ‘meat wagon’ arrived,
and.the picketers were
bundled into it — on charges
of ‘contemptof court’. After
several hours in the cells
below the Crown Court,
theywere dragged before the
judge and confronted with
the choice of a prison term
or an apology.

The picketers were angry,
but reluctantly agreed to
have a QC deliver an-apology
on theirbehalf.

It would seem that three
months of press coverage is

  
  
    
  
  
  
    
  
    

not supposed to bias the.
jury, but a single leaflet
interferes with the due proc-
ess of justice!

On the picket were a
numberof white membersof
the TGWU 6/612 branch.
Some biackDefence Comm-
ittee members said they felt
strengthened to know that
trade unionists had been
with them.

Earlier in the week, s
packed meeting called by
the Charles Wootton Centre
had heard black youths call
on the trade unions to use
their strength so that in
future riots will be unneces
unnecessary.

Joins
The meeting brought to-

gether many community
| groups to set up a joint |

committee tc coordinate
future responses to the att-
acks of the police. Repres-
entatives of the shopkeep-
ers’ organisation set up ia
the aftermath ofthe riots te
jointly seek compensation
for the damage, were pres-
ent at the meeting, though
there was some. jeering from
theyouth.

A split can be avoided by
the Defence Committee sup-porting the small shopkeep-
ers’ demands for compensa-tion, and pointing out to
them that they have the
same interest as the unempl-
oyed youth in fighting to
bring down theTory govern-
ment. Otherwise there is a
danger of the extreme right j-wing gaining support amongthe shopkeepers.
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THE POTENTIALsize for
an organisation of theunem-
ployed to fight for therights
of the unemployed and
for jobs is now over
million.

Launch
If you want to build such

a movement, then “you
should come to the confer-
ence organised in London
next Saturday 31st and Sun-
day ist to launch a national
unemployed workers’ move-
ment.

At the momenttheoffic-
ial trade union movement
has a hostile or passive attit-
ude towards organising the
unemployed. The largest
union in the country, the
TGWU, offers unemployed
workers looking for a fight-
back a‘place in a holding
branch which never meets
for 38p a week. This is of
course under review — at the
next T&G Rules Revision
conference, in four years’

Marching against

time.
|We obviously need to

build a mass organisation of
unemployed workers which
the TUC cannot ignore.
That’s what this conference
is about.

On the first day there'll
be discussions throughwork-
shops on the main questions
facing the unemployed and

 
AFTER throwing well over
three million people onto
the dole, the Thatcher gov-
ernment has already begun
the process of cutting: the

benefits to which they are

_

entitled,
In his last budget, Chan-

cellor Geoffrey Howe
anounced that__benefits
would no longer rise~ with
inflation,but rise at five per
cent less than the rise in the
cost of living. .

This vicious attack on the
 

YOP workers. After the riots
the unemployed workers’
movement has to turn that
anger into organised action.

The position of ethnic
minorities will be discussed.
The mythof the ‘immigrants
having all thejobs’ is smash-
ed by thefigures for unempl-
oyment among black youths
in Brixton — 60 per cent. We

unemployed was linked to
the abolition of earnings
related supplement for those
made redundant — a measure
which takes effect in Jan-
uary. Earnings related supp!-
ement has been worth an
aver-
age £9 to £11 per week to
500,000 workers every year.

On top of these cuts, the
Cabinet is now discussing
moves to slash in half the
planned increase in unempl-
oyment benefit and social

CV nar ve bands rye bees reba e wor et R e ete
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must organise against thedis-
crimination that takes place
among the few jobs that
exist, and fight for black
workers and youth to
organise.

Women’s unemployment
will be on the. agenda. Not
only do the Tories deny
women the right to work,
they also deny women’s un-

security, and to tax all social
security benefits.

The aim is to save £860
million — at the expense of
the poorest and most
oppressed sections of the
workingclass.

. Only by organising in and
alongside the labour move-
ment can the unemployed
fight back against—this
attack: that underlines~ the

-importance of the October
31 conference.

unemployment
100 people joined the Trans-
Pennine March from Sheff-
jield to Blackpoolon October
7 to 16. One marcher
reports how he saw it:

AS WEstarted from Sheff-
ield, Shardlows engineering,
who were consistent in their
financial and physical supp-
ort for the People’s March,
walked outin solidarity,de-
spite being told by manage-
ment that they would be
suspendedfor threedays.

met,

In Barnsley the march
was addressed by Jack Tayl-

vice-president of the
Yorkshire NUM, who were
the biggest financial backers
of the march. But probably
the best’ reception was in
Keighley, where Trades
Council officials met us as
well as Keighley MP Bob
Cryer. A social was organis-
ed by the Labour Party
Young Socialists.

In Blackburn we were
met by the Right to Work
marchers coming from Liver-
pool. Despite the feeling on
both marches that the two
should walk together, the
predominantly Communist
Party leadership of the Trans
Pennine march refused, say-

ing that ‘ideological differen-
ces’ separated the marches.

The ‘broad’ orientation
of the People’s Campaign for
Jobs, which organised the
TransPennine march, was.
not broad enoughto bring in
militant working class youth
organised by anyone with”
opinions to the left of t
TUC,

Unity
Under pressure from

Preston Trades Council, the
Pennine march leadership
agreed to a joint rally in
Preston. John’ Deason, chief
organiser of the Right to

cheering from both sections
of theaudience.

When wefinally got to
Blackpool, about 7,000
people, including 1,000
ffom the Right to Work
march, joined us to lobby
the Tory party conference.

Unfortunately, when the
Right to Work march stopp-
ed outside the conference,
we marched away to the
Trades Club. It was a big
anti-climax.

We should not ignore
official TUC campaigns such
as the Trans-Penninemarch,
but fight to make them a
springboard for militant act-
ivity against capitalism, rath-

 here
* Organise the left to beat back the Tories’ attacks! Ne to
attacks om union rights; defend the picket-line; no siate
interference in our unions! No to any wage curbs. Labour
must support all struggles for better living standards end
conditions.
* Wage. rises shouid at the very least keer up with price
imereases, For a price index calculated by working class
organisations, as the basis for clauses in all wage agreemenis
te provide automatic monthly rises in line with the true cost
of living for the working class. The same inf! n-proofing
should apply to state benefits, grants and pensions.
* Fight for improvements in the social services. and agaixist
cuts. Protection for those services against inflationby auto-
matic inflation-procfingof expenditure. For occupations and
supporting strikeaction to defend jobs andservices.
* End unemployment. Cut hours, not jovs. Fighi for 2 35
hour week and an end to overtime. Demand work-sharingwithout loss of pay. Organise the unemployed — campaign.
tor a programme of useful public works to create new jobstor the unemployed.

 
 

* Defend all jobs! Open the booksof those firms thatthreat-
en closure or redundancies, along with those of their suppl-iers and bankers, to elected trade union committees. For
occupation and blacking action to halt the closures. Fornationalisation without eompensation under workers’
Management.
* Make the bosses pay, not the working class. Millions for

 

hospitals,not a penny for ‘defence’! Nationalise the banks’and financial institutions, without compensation. End the
interest burden on council housing and other public services.* Freeze rents and rates.
* Scrap all immigration controls. Race is not a problem:racism is. The labour movement must mobilise to drive thefascists off the streets. Purge racists from positions in the

 
 

Work march, called for uni- er than passive_liberal
ty, to loud applause and protest. ‘

labour
defence. Build workers’ defence squads.
* The capitalist police are an enemy for the working class.Support all demands to weaken them as a bosses’ strikingforce: dissolution of special squads (SPG, Special Branch,MIS,etc.},public accountability,ete.
*Free abortion on demand. Women’s equal right to work and

movement. Organise full support for black’ self-

full equality for women. Defend and extend free state
nursery and childcare provision.
* ASainst attacks on gays bythestate: abolish all laws whichdiscriminate against lesbiansand gay men: for the right of the
gay community to organise and affirm their stand publicly.* The Irish people — as a whole — should have the right todetermine their own future. Get the British troops out now!Repea: the Prevention of Terrorism Act. Political status forIrish Xepublican prisoners as a matter of urgency.* The black working people of South Africa should get fullsupport from the British iabour movement for their strikes,struggies and armed combat against the white supremacistregime. South Africangoods andservices should be blacked.* It is essential to achieve the fullest democracyin the labourmovement. Automatic reselection of MPs during each parlia-ment and the election by annual conference of Party leaders.Annuai election of all trade union officials, who should bepaid the average for the trade.
* The chaos, waste, human suffering and misery of capitalism
now — in Britain and throughout the world — show theurgent néed to establish rational, democratic, human controlover the economy, to make the decisive sectors of industrysocial property, under workers’ control. The strength of thelabour movement lies in the rank and file. Our perspectivemust be ‘working class action to raze the capitalist systemdown to its foundations, and to put a workingclass socialistalternative in its place — rather than having our represent-atives run the system and waiting for crumbs fiof the bankers and the bosses. tabs from the tables

es

 

employment, keeping over
half a million unemployed
womenoff theofficial lists.

Relate
Lee Jeans gave thewhole

labour movementa lesson in
occupying their factory,and
showed that women will
fight back.

The conference will also
debate how to relate theun-
employed workers’ move-
mentto theofficial trade un-
ion movement, and the
health service and unemploy-
ment.

There will be speakers
from BL, who go onstrike 

On the march in Blackpool

MICK LIGGINSpreviewsthe national unemployed conference on
October 31/November 1, at GoldsmithsCollege Students Union,
New Cross, London. Delegates are welcome from all unemployed.
groups: for details phone Leicester UWU, 0533 898324.

the next day, and from
Staffa Engineering,as well as
other workersin struggle.

From the conference a
national steering committee
will Be elected to coordinate
the workin the coming
months,

We’ve got two real choic-
es concerning unemploy-
ment. We can sit back just
like the TUC do, while the
unemployed are becoming
more demoralised and the
fascists are growing; or we
can fight to build a move-
ment that can have a voice
among the unemployed and
force action alongside the
employed against theTories.

GET
[ORG

| want more information(7/Iwish to becomea Socialisi
 Organiser supporterO

 

Socialist Organiser Alliance
To makeSocialist Organiser a real campaigning papertf.
car organise theleft in the movement,it needs its own
organised activist support — and money.

Local supporters’ groups have beenestablished in :° =
bia townsto buiid area! base for the paper.

Supporters are asked to undertaketo seli a minimur: °:

six papers an issue and to contribute at least £1 a mont.
(20p for unwaged). So becoming a supporter heips buii::
our circulation and gives the papera firmer financial b:-

If you like Socialist Organiser, thinkit’s doing a goorjob, but realise that it can’t possibly do enough unless=...help, becomea card-carrying supporter.Fill in the form belowand sendit to: Socialist Organis..
c/o 28 Middie Lane, London N8.
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WHAT'S

Rochdale Labour Party
Dayschool: Democracy in
trade unions.
Speakers: Winnie Murphy
(NUTGW),Alan Thornett
(TGWU).
From 10,30am, Sunday.Ist
November,at Wardleworth
Community Centre, South
St, Rochdale.

LiverpoolSocialist Organiser
meetings: :

Thursday at 7.30 at the
Swan Hotel, London Rd.
Oct.22: Organising the
unemployed
Oct.29: (joint withWomen’s
Fightback)Womenin
struggle :

,

Nov.5: The Russian revolu-
tion, the rise of Stalinism,
and Trotskyism.
Nov.12: What.is fascism?
Nov.19: Bennism and the
need to organise the Left.

Leicester Socialist Organiser
Alliance — weekly Marxist
forum. Sundaysat 7.30, at
the Leicester Socialist Cen-
tre, High St (above Black-
thornBooks).
Nov.1: LabourandIreland
Nov.8: BL and the 4% limit
Nov.15: 1956-81, 25th anni-
versary of the Hungarian
Revolution
Nov.22: Workers’ control
Nov.29: Chile/Bolivia— the
role of themilitary in Latin
America. .

Oxford Socialist Organiser
Marxist classes.
Nov.1: Day schoolon fasc-
ism. 10am to 4pm at West
Oxford Community Centre
Wednesdays, 8pm at 44b
Princes St:
Nov.18: The Russian Revo-

. jution
Dec.2: The crisis of the 4th
International.
Dec.16: The nuclear threat.

South-East and London con-
ference of unwaged women.
Friday October 30, 10am to
5pm at North LondonPoly
Students’ Union, Holloway.
Rd, N7. Creche provided.
Opento alt women: but
voting only by unemployed
and. unwaged women.

LambethSocialist Organiser
educational programme. ~

Sundays at 7pm: for venue,
phone 609 3071.
Oct.25: Labour theory of
value. ‘

Nov.29: State and revolution
Dec.20: The Russian revolu-
tion.

.

:

Jan.31: Stalinism
Feb.28: The origins of the
LabourParty.
Anti-Apartheidmovement
conference
Sunday NovemberIst, 10 to
5.30, at Westminster Cathe-
dral ConferenceCentre,
Morpeth Terrace,SW}.
Opento all AAM members:
details, AAM, 89 Charlotte

~§t, London WI.

The Campaign for Democrat-
ic Rights in Turkeyis organ-
ising a conferenée for Satur-
day December 12, from
10.30 to Spm at NUFTO
Hall, Jockeys Vields, London
NCI.
Labour movementorganisat-
ions are invited to write to
the CDDRT.29 ParkfieldSt,
i nN}. for credentials.

‘tee is £3.
vide an impor-

ra discuss
   

 

industrial News=
Leaders retreatfrom
action to save ship
 

 

THE Liverpool City Council typists’ strike, over a
:

 
regrading dispute, is still solid: Money and messages
of support are needed: send to NALGO, Duchy
Chambers, 24 Sir ThomasStreet, Liverpool1.
 

 

by Stan Crooke

ON FRIDAY October 16th,
the Confederation of Ship-
buildingand Engineering Un-
ions (CSEU) announced that
they were calling off the ban
on. overtime and the weekly.
one-day strikes which had
been in. operation since mid-
September in support of the
sit-in at the Robb Caledon
shipyard in Dundee.

In one sense, the announ-
cement. was only to be ex-
pected — given the record of
some of the trade union bur-
eaucrats at the head of the
CSEU. :

Radio
In another sense, it-was

totally unexpected. The men
in the sit-in first heard about
it from the radio.

.

: Instead of going for an all
out strike — the only way to
‘put enough pressure onBrit-
ish Shipbuilders to back
down — the union leaders
are relying on thearbitration
and conciliation service
ACAS to cobble together a
deal.

Labour must
councilworkers

by Martin Thomas

ONE MILLION_council
manual! workers — by far the
biggest single group confron-
ting the four per cent limit —

put in their wage claim on

Tuesday 13th. It calls for
wage increases in line with
inflation, shorter hours, and
longer holidays.

This is the most import-
ant chance yet for Labour
Parties and Labour councils
to give practical meaning to
the militant resolution ag-
ainst cuts passed at the Lab-
our Party’s Brighton confer-
ence, .

The resolution called on

Labour councils, “to refuse
to make the cuts needed to
balance the. books”, and
mandated the NEC to cam-
paign for industrial action in
support.

The Tories’ four per cent
cash limit is an order to
Labour councils. to cut the
real wages of some of the
country’s lowest-paid work-
ers: a cut as cruel as any of
the cutsin services.

Labour now has a major-
ity on the councijs’ pay

-

negotiating body. A single-
sentence announcement
from the Labour councils
that they will defy the
Tories and pay the full claim
would demolish the four per
cent limit as surely as a long
strike in BL.

And if the BL workers
are willing to face the threat
of sacking for the sake of the
struggle, then the Labour
councils, strengthened by
the Brighton resolution and
this year’s T&G conference
resolution pledging industrial
action in support of any
council fighting cuts, should
be prepared to face Tory
threats of surcharge —

threats which will in any
case be totally unenforceable
if there is a strong stand by
the labour movement.

The councils, at present,
are not due to reply to the
unions’ claim until mid-Nov-
ember. But left-wing Labour
councils and Labour Parties
should not hidembehindthis
formality. .

A declaration now by
councils like Greater Lond-
on, the West Midlands, Cam-
den and Lambeth,that they

HOOVER READY
By Ian McLeish

THERE IS no doubt thatif
the Hoover companytries to
close down any of the Brit-
ish factories, there will be
amassive fightback.

Eddie McAvoy, shop
stewards’convenor at the
Cambuslang plant, outlined
the workers’ plans at a rec-

ent meeting organised by
Rutherglen LPYS: “The
company say they'll let us

know their plans by Friday
23rd. If they say they'll
close Cambuslang, then * ell
strike on Friday.

“| would expect the same

thing to happen at Perivale.
Neither of us can win in
‘acigtion. The closure of one

stl doesn’t guaran-
tee yobs at ihe other. 
 

“In Cambuslang we are

very fortunate that the
factory has a 50-50 work-
force of men and women.
I was told when I took the
convenor’s job that the
women would sell us out
because they only worked
for pin money. That’s just
not true.

“It’s the men who have
usually accepted lower pay

etc. The biggestincreases,
support has always come
from the women.

Critical
“Over the past few weeks

the fightback has been start-
ed. The next few days will
be critical. But if we contin-
ue to fight the way we have
so Tar wewin’,  

will pay the full claim come
what may, and will fight for
the full negotiating body to
do likewise, would give a
huge boost to the BL work-
ers and all other workers
fighting the four per cent
limit — as well as being an

elementary act of justice for
low-paid workers.

Conversely, any hint by
Labour councils that they
will enforce the four per
cent limit wil] be a stab in
the back for BL.

The councils can and
should call for industrial act-
ion to wring the money from
the Tories.

Emergency_resolutions,
motivated on the BL sacking
threat, should be going
through Labour Parties this
month,calling on local Lab-
our councils to make this
declaration. And LabouransBlacking

blocked
DINNINGTON Branch of
the Yorkshire NUM at 4
branch meeting on 27th
September passed a res-
olution calling on the York-
shire NUM Executive to
mobilise full support for
the workers at Laurence
Scott. The resolution,
which called for continuing
financialsupport, for black-
ing of Mining Supplies and
for support for any picket-
ing, was presented as an
emergencyresolutionto the
last Area Councilmeeting.

The. resolution was ruled
out of order on the grounds
thatthe AUEW hadinform-
ed the Yorkshire Area
NUMthat it was satisfied
with what the Area had
done and that as all the
otherfactoriesin the group
were working the NUM
could do nothinguntil they
started to move.

This feeble response has
been fully in line with
Arthur Scargill’s attitude
al] along the line.

All the signs are that the
deal will mean hiving off the
shipyard to Kestrel Marine.
Harry McLevy, one of the
local unionofficials,has told
the press that,whilewanting
to keep all the jobs at the
yard, the unions are now
‘flexible to the extent .of

.
consideringprivatisationof
the yard’.

And British Shipbuilders
have already applied to the
Dundee Port Authority to
transfer their lease on the
yard to the Scottish Devel-
opment Agency (SDA). This
would leave the way open
for the SDA to sub-let the
yard to Kestrel Marine.

-The CSEU leaders would
regard such an outcome as
a good enough excuse to
ditch the sit-in completely...

Kestrel

For the workers in the
sit-in, the hiving-off is no sol-
ution at all. They want the
shipyard to remain part, of a
nationalised industry. And
Kestrel. Marine is not inter-

pay
declaration. And Labour
Left leaders and groupings
like the LCC should be mak-
ing a public appeal for such
resolutions and declarations.

Encouraging
NUPE, T&G and G&M

delegates in local Labour
Parties can play a leading
role in fighting this issue —

though their leaders, like
NUPEassistant general sect-
etary Ron Keating, are just
saying that the Labour maj-
ority on the councils’ negot-
iating body is ‘encouraging’
(‘encouraging’ him to wait
and do nothing?)

Camden General NUPE
branch (with the support of
the local T&G and G&M)has
called a conference for
Wednesday October 28 (7.30
at Camden Town Hall) for

ested in taking over the
whole yard, but only the
prefab shop andthejetty.

The kind of work doneby Kestrel Marine demands a
different type of workforce
from the yard’s present
workers — who therefore
would not. be guaranteed
jobsatall.

Stab
Despite the stab in the

back from theCSEU, thesit-
in remains as solid as ever. A
mass meeting held after the
news of withdrawal of nat-
ional action by the CSEU
was unanimously in favour
of continuing the sit-in until
guarantees were obtained for
all jobs and the maintenance
of the yard as a shipbuilding
unit.

After the mass meeting,
the workers went on to
lobby a meeting of the Dun-
dee Port Authority, where
one of the items on the
agenda was the transfer of
the lease of the yard.

The Port Authority post-
ponedits decision.

the
Break
the 4%
limit!

council workers to plan
action on the pay claim. A
conference organiser stated:

“We are considering ind-
ustrial action in the London
region, regardless of what is
happening nationally. By
doing so, we hope to set an

example to the negotiators
and to the rest of the
country”

This important call will
give a boost to every other
worker fighting the four per
cent, too — and doubly soif
it is linked to a political fight
to force Labour councils to
“set an example”, too.

yards
The backdown -by the

CSEU stands in stark con-
trast to the massive support
wonbythesit-in, especially|~

in Dundeeitself, where there
is hardly a family that has
not had some connection’
with the shipyard.

:

Factories have organised
levies, social clubs have coll-
ecting tins on the bar and
socials to raise funds, the.
Magicians’ Unionis holding a
special cabaret evening, and
on Monday 19th Charles
Bowman (leader of the Lab-
our administration on the
council) will move a motion
for the council to set up a

public fund to help the
sit-in.

Even some of the Tories
on Dundee council have
come outin (verbal) support
of the sit-in.

Green
The workers in the sit-in

know that they are fighting
for more than just their own
jobs. If they are defeated,
then it will be a green light
for more job losses and more
closures of shipyards
throughout the country.

‘If British Shipbuilders
get away with these enforced
redundancies’, one of the
shop stewards told Socialist
Organiser, ‘what yard is safe?
Years ago there would be lay
offs whenever a ship was
launched,but in the last ten
years we've had a more
stable situation. There’s no
way we’re going back to the
old situation’.

:

The CSEU must be
forced to restore national
solidarity action. But this
time, not ineffective one-day
strikes, but an all-outstrike,
linking up with the fight ag-
ainst job losses and closures
elsewhere.

Finance

And the flow of financ-
ial support to the sit-in must
be increased. ‘You can’t. win
any battle without finance’,
said the shop steward. ‘We’re
all right as long as finance
keeps coming in, and that’s
what’s needed now: financ-
jal support from all areas
and notjust shipbuilding’.

Messages/money to: Rob-
ert Jones, c/o Finance Com-
mittee, Robb Caledon Ship-
building,Caledon Shipyards,
Dundee. Make cheques pay-
able to FinanceCommittee.

6 MONTHS FIGHTING FOR JOBS
LAURENCE SCOTT

NATIONAL SOLIDARITY
CONFERENCE |

Speakers invited: TONY BENN
CHARLES MORRIS (MP for Openshaw)
RON HALVERSON(National Committee,
AUEW) -
ERIC CLARKE(GenSec Scottish NUM)
LEE JEANS

SATURDAY14 NOVEMBER
Main Hall, University of Manchester

Institute of Science & Technology
.

(5 minutes from PiccadillyStation, central Manchester)

Starts 10am. Credentials (four delegates
labour movement body) £2 per delegat
Manchester. 
 

per Joint Shop Stewards Committee, two per other
e from W.J.Partlan, 15 Lines Road, Droylsden,
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Glencroft
‘by Ian McLeish

HEAVY rain and bitter cold
have not been enough to
break the morale of the 15
women picketing Glencroft
Knitwear in Glasgow.

Determination is what
they've got plenty of —

“we'll stand here all year if
we have to”. Sadly, new
initiatives to step up the
struggle are thin on the
ground. *

Blacking imports, mass
mobilisations on the picket
line, and ‘secondary picket-
ing’ have yet to be

Financial support from
trade union and Labour
Party branches continues to
grow steadily, with local
branches of NALGO and
SOGAT each giving £40
last week. The only deliv-
eries last week were made by
the boss’s nephew,although
the womenare sure the lorr-
ies are dumping their loads
elsewhere and he is ferrying
them in. :

He has also becomemore
aggressive towards the pick-
ets. He'd thought he had
found.a perfect way through
— instead of walking,drive a
van through.

The. smirk was soon
wiped off his face when one
of the women charged him
on the spot for assault. The
police didn’t want to charge
him, and. it was only after
the women threated to
report them to their super-
iors that they changed their
minds.

The police were only too
happy to cooperate when
Newman (the boss) accused
three of the women after
someonehad poured sugar in
his petrol tank. But there is
no evidence against any of
them — in fact one of them
wasn’t even on the picket
line that day. — so they are
not being charged.

One certainty from all
this is thatNewman will now

go hell for leather to get his
own batk in whatever way
he can.

ACAS won’t stop him
using the police against the
pickets, nor will it stop the
scabs from crossing the pick-
et line. What is needed is
action now that the women
aren’t standing there this
time next year.

Join the picket line:
black all Glencroftgoods.

Renault
halted

“SINCE October 2 no cars
have been produced in a

major part of the Renault
factory at Billancourt, near
Paris. A wave ofstrikes has
rolled through the factory,
the most important being a

strike of 700 assemblywork-
ers for regrading and against
attempts to impose speed-
up.P

As a result of this strike,
the management has locked
out a total of 4,000 workers
at Billancourt. Management
has made token concessions
such as offering a 50 franc
rise (the strikers’ demands
would mean a_fise of
between 170 and 300 francs
a week).

THE ALL-<day picket of
‘St Mary’s hospital (London
W9) on October 19th was a
great success. :

All day ambulance driv-
ers brought patients into the
hospital as instructed by
their union, in defiance of
management instructions.
The picket peaked at about
50 around 8.30am,and cont-
inued with about 20 people
ali day.

Many hospital workers,
especially domestics, came
out in their tea-breaks and
lunch break.

Inside the hospital, the
struggle is hotting up as
management aim to close
wards 2, 3 and S in line with
their reorganisation plans.

On the day of thepicket,
management published their
third circular assuring us that
jobs and services would not
be affected by thecuts. Staff
at the hospital are unconvin-
ced of this. ,

Porters have declared
their intention not to move
patients from the threatened
wards without theagreement
of the sister and staff nurses
in charge. Nursing staff are
showing remarkable deter-
mination to maintain serv-
ices and staffing levels.

 
Possibly the weak point

is the doctors, who despite
their’ commitment to the
hospital are under heavy
pressure from administrators
and consultants not to admit
patients into the threatened
wards.

The policy of transfer,if
adopted, will not only

endanger the fight to save
the hospital, but will also
involve_discomfort and
danger to. those patients
moved.

Obviously the medical
staff need to be encouraged
to take a stand by the mass
support of the labour move-
ment and the community.

Staffa sit-in
busted

by Mike Foley
AT Sam on Saturday Octob-
er 16, several hundred pol-~
ice, a few bailiffs, and man-
agement, in a multi-prong
movement, smashed their
way into the Staffa factory
in Leytonstone, in a military
type operation.

The factory had been
occupied for several weeks
by workers in an attempt to
save 390 jobs.

The police were acting on
a repossession order granted
to the management by the
courts on Friday morning.
Earlier in the week, a police
helicopter swooped low over
the factory, clearly taking
photographsto help on their
early morning raid.

At the time of the police
raid, there was only a hand-
ful of workers on the premis-
es, and in tactical terms they
had little option but to
leave.

They are not, however,
disheartened. The official
picket lines. of the AUEW
and ASTMS have been set
up outside the factory and
are being manned on a rota
basis. 300 people turned up
for a mass picket outside the
factory on Monday 19th.

Stockpile
It is hoped to get offic-

ial TGWU blacking of all
Staffa products, as a first
step to try and stop manage-.
ment moving the stockpile
of machinery inside the
plant.

The management strat-
egy will probably be to try
and break the workers’ det-
ermination by getting some
of the workforce back in
the factory. The convenor,
Dave Green, expects man-

agement to issue letters to
the workforce inviting them

the workforce inviting them
back to work.

Staffa workers,like those
at Laurence Scotts, need as
much support as they can
get from the labour move-
ment. They are in the fore-
front of the fight to save
jobs... .

Many readers tell us

they think Socialist
Organiser has improved
greatly since we went
weekly.And ourcircul-
ation has improved,
too.

But it could improve
a lot more if some of
the many readers who
like the paper, but only
take one copy for
themselves began taking
bundles.

We’re offering
bundles of 5 each week
for 80p post free, and
bundles of 10 for £1.50

st

Messages/money: Chris
Mewson, AUEW Strike
Committee, 39 Somers Rd,
Walthamstow, E17. Social-
ist Organiser readers in the
AUEW, NUM and TGWU
should be raising the quest-
ion of blacking Staffa pro-
ducts.

circulation JUMP!
Take a bundle

   

  

Thefirst step towardsthisis
a conference which is being
organised by the Defence
Committee for Saturday
November 21st at llam in
Porchester Hall.

* Messages/money/details
of conference:.Defence
Committee, c/o TGWU
office, St Mary’s Hospital,
Harrow Rd, London W9.

* Regular commitments
to picket are urgently requir-
ed from all labour move-
mentorganisations. Any org-
anisation or individual wish-
ing to commit themselves
should ring the Defence
Committee at 01-286 4884
ex. 544/372.
STOP PRESS: In an omin-
ous step towards victimisa-
tion, TGWU shop steward
Rita Maxim — 17 years at St
Mary’s and a leading figure
in the fight against cuts in
services and staffing levels —

has been summoned. to an

inquiry hearing on her final
disciplinary warning.

This movement by man-
agement is another reason
why trade unionists should
support the picket on the
gates of thehospital.

of SO to sell!
post free. That’s £9.60
for three months for
bundles of 5, and £18
for bundles of 10.

Regular subscription
rates are £4 for three
months, £7 for six
months, and £12 for a

year.
From:

Organiser,
Socialist

28 Middie

aSUBSCRIBE !

wane, London’ N8.
Please make cheques
payable to Socialist
Organiser.

Name........-++»

AddresS....--2++020088wns

BNee ee
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THE FINAL Appeal Court
of the AUEW
body in the union — has
found that President Terry
Duffy was in breach of
rule during his election
campaign.Duffy’s candidacy was
backed by material in the
union’s official journal and
by 250,000 leaflets issued in
thenameof theunion.

His challenger, ‘Broad
Left’ careerist Bob Wright,
enjoyed no such privileges.
He has now called for the
ballot to be re-run with the

  

  
  
  
  
  
    
  
  
  
  
  

wrong
Socialist Worker’s sniping
and ill-informed comment
(October 17) on the recent
lay-off strike at the Cowley
Assembly plant needs a
reply.

The article, by Ceri Jon-
es, calls the strike ‘nothing
but a shambles”. It accuses
the strike leaders of failing
to spread the strike to the
whole plant, badly organis-
ing the picketing, and there-
fore causing a split vote
when the AUEW officials
“said there was no chance
the AUEW would make the
strike official’”’.

It was a very militant
strike, and very important,
since it took up theprinciple
of lay-off pay. Its weakness
was that it was a sectional
strike, involving about -oné
third of the total workforce
on the plant, and confined
to two tracksplustrim. .

-.-They were the people
whohadlost a day’s pay.

 Advisability
From the start there was

a division of opinion among
activists on theplant and the
strikers themselves as to the
advisability of a mass meet-
ing designed to extend the
strike to the whole plant.
The problem was thata maj-
ority of thestrike committee
formed by thestrikers them-
selves was against extending
it.

They were reluctant to
submit their strike to a vote
when the majority had not
lost money.

At first picketing was
very strong, but it is true
that it broke up towards the

Duffy |

highest

Socialist Worker
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same candidates,

k ine pnion’s rules — if
eeded by the nuli ight

wing cabal of SuttyBoyd-
oblige the executive to
observe the rulings of the
appeal court.

But they are unlikely to
implement either of their
two ~ options: to declare
Wright elected, or hold a
new ballot.. :

AUEW. branches should
take up this issue with urg-
ency and demand that the
rules of union democracy are
enforced.

on BL
end following the decision of
a mass meeting to picket on
a 24 hour basis, There was
poor organisation immediat-
ely following the meeting,
but basically the meeting did
not appreciate the problem
of a 24 hour picket on a
plant with ten gates to cover
and as many again which
could be opened whenever
the management wanted.

Cruised
Management cruised

around in a car and opened
up any gate notin sight of
the pickets.

More importantly, what
split the strike was not what
Ceri Jones says, ‘the reluct-
ance of the AUEW to make
it official, but an instruction
from the AUEW Executive
ordering their membersback
to work.

Such an instruction was 2
very serious matter, given an
employer like Edwardes.
Within hours he issued the
sacking notices.

Ceri Jones would have
done better to have’ identi-
fied the real problems,
instead of criticising-the
strike committee. That
Socialist Worker lacked
focus is shown by thewayit
related thelocal strike to the
upcoming national BL wages
struggle.

One of the strikers is
quoted approvinglyas saying
that the lay-off strike was
far more important than the
wages struggle. /

The job of the strike
jeaders was to lead a success-
ful local strike, but to. insist
that it remained subordinate
to the nationalaction. 
 



by AlexisCarras

SATURDAY’S CND march
comes in the wake of the
mammoth 250,000 - strongdemonstration held in Bonn
two weeksago.

It is not only the hund-
reds of thousands of youngGermans whom we can
thank for the growingimpact of the anti-nuclear
campaign throughout Eur-
ope. CND can thank one
man in particular — Ronald
Reagan.

Reagan, with one throw-
away sentence, has done
more these last few days to
build CND than years of
hard slog and propaganda.

For what Reagan has
stupidly admitted is that
CND is absolutely right.
Nuclear ‘deterrence’ is a

| myth.
“I could see where youcould have the exchange of

tactical nuclear weapons ag-ainst troopsin the field with-
out bringing either one of
the major powers to pushing
the button”.

So the American govern-
ment has admitted that it
truly believes a limited, tact-
ical, nuclear war is possible
and winnable.

If you  hadn’t quite
caught on wherethis little
war is to be fought, the
answer is right here in Eur-
ope, where US imperialism
is busy installing Pershing,
Trident and Cruise missiles,
and deploying the neutron
bomb.

Thatcher’s defence
spokesperson, John Nott,
sees ‘nothing controversial’

.

in Reagan’s statements.
But Reaganis stating that

the US is willing to start a
nuclear war from quitelimit-
ed conflicts. He reckons it
would remain ‘limited’ (just
a few tens of millionsdead?)
but in reality the holocaust
would certainly spread.

u
For thirty years, the

politicians, the militarists,
and the owners of the pow-erful and enormously rich
war industries have repeated-
ly told us thatnuclear weap-
ons are the best guarantee of

LAST week was a snail’s-paceweek on our regular
£2,000 monthly fund -- only £93 camein, leaving
us £1095 to get before the end of October.

Andthis isn’t a month where we can afford to let
things slip a bit. On the contrary: we need. a special
drive for money for work round the upcoming BL
strike,

The LeylandAction Committee is appealing to the
whole labour movement for cash, but it will need a
float to start its work, and Socialist Organiser is
Providing that. On top of that we need money for
Socialist Organiser’s own efforts: meetings. travel,
leaflets, extra runs of the paper.

Send to: Socialist Organiser, 28 Middle Lane,
London N8.
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peace. The deterrent of
nuclear annihilation would
ensure that the blocs had to
coexist, however uneasily.

Now, on top of the
obscenity of billions and
billions being squandered
while the vast mass of the
world’s population exists
in misery, we are being told
that this deterrence argu-
ment is a load of old
nonsense!

Nuclear war is no longer
unthinkable for American
imperialism in its drive to
regain the initiative against
the ruling bureaucracies of
the Stalinist states and to re-
verse the many defeatsit has
suffered in Asia, Africa,
Latin America, and_ else-
where.

Major General Robert
Schweitzer, Reagan’s milit-
ary adviser, said in an un-
veited speech to the Assoc-
iation of the United States
Army that there was “a

Feist
ws g bra

i
drift to war” with the USSR,
and that the US would use
the neutron bomb. The man
has been sacked for his com-
ments. Having already made
a gaffe with Reagan’s comm-
ents, the US government
wants to “knock this one
hard on the head” to shore
up the tattered confidence
of its Europeanallies.

But likeHelmut Schmidt,
whose government may fall
in the wake of the new reve-
lations and the fight in Ger-
many against Cruise missile
sitings, our own right wing-
ers in the unions and Labour
Party must be feeling very
sick indeed.

The unilateralism of the
Party’s ranks will be stiffen-
ed even further, and these re-
marks can only further dis-
credit the warmonger NATO
alliance and swing even bigg-
er sections of the labour
movement behind the drive
to pull out of it.
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INTHEaftermathof the'H-Block hunger strike, manyrepublican prisoners in theLong Kesh camp are nowapparently.wearing “their

JOIN THE
DEMONSTRATION
Saturday October 24,
11.30 from Victoria.Emoankment,
London

While the feeling in the
Party and the trade unions,
and the working class as a
whole, is towards a more
militant anti-war direction,
the leadership of the labour
movement — Foot, Healey,
and the trade union barons
like Basnett — are pushing
precisely in the oppositedirection. Given Healey’s
outspoken statements that
he will not serve in a unilat-
eralist government, the drive
is now on to emasculate the
Party’s democratically dec-
ided position.

Trojan
It is up to Labour Party

and trade union activists,
and all those concerned with
avoiding nuclear war, to
campaign not only against
Reagan, Thatcher and Nott,
but also against the Trojan
Horse of the right wingers

 
in the leadership of the lab-
our movement.

The defeat of the unilat-
eralists in 1961 by the right
wing and Gaitskell must not
be repeated.

CENTRE PAGES:
Whyaneffective fight
against the nuclear
menace meansa fight
against capitalism youth”’.

own clothes, ©

:

They are also beginningto claim rights to. associa-tion, recreation and meals in |

the canteen served by their
Own nominated ‘orderlies’.

But as yet it is unclear
how many concessions will
be made to prisoners onthese issues, or on thequest-
ion of interpreting what is.‘prison work’. It seemscert-

| ain thattheThatchergovern-
mentwilloffer no more than
a 50% restoration of remiss-fon to the prisoners who
took part in the four-year‘blanket’ protest.

The sacrifice and courageof the ten dead and the sur-viving hunger strikers has
however drawn the world's
attentign to theplight of the
Catholic minority | in
Northern Ireland. :

It is high time that wastranslated into a fight forsolidarity in the British lab-
our movement. ,

Troopsout-now!:-

 
SEVEN youthsarestill 7

being held in... Leeds,
awaiting: trial for offenc-
es relating to the riots in
Chapeltown in July. And
some of them could face
life sentences.

Five are white, one is
West Indian, and onePakistani. All live in
Chapeltown.

The charges relate to
preparation of petrol
bombsandtheiruse.

One youth, charged
with organising a riot,
has been refused bail de-
spite offering one of the
highest ever bails in a
Leeds court — £60,000.

Meanwhile, last week
Muhamid Hussain was re-
leased on bail after nine
weeks in jail.. Muhamid
was charged with stealing:
an acid botile from his
school last April and
then giving the acid to
another youth . just
before theriots.

Release
A new committee has

been set up to campaign
for the defence of the
youth.

Garth Frankland, a
Socialist Organiser
supporter and the Lab-

Ar| councillor for the
peltown

 
   
 
 
 

district,

bail. Most of them
still waiting for the
of their trial to be

-

nd most of them
face charges connected
with events on a night on
which there was noriot!

“The labour move-
ment must campaign for
the release -of these


