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FUND

THE Special Fund is seriously depleting the lar
monthly fund. £10 from Alan Prout in ambr::l‘; is

the only cash this week.
The standing order contributions this month total
£272.75, and the overall total is £517.
dm’l:::t ﬂlo;ltiat:ll on the £1,000 monthly target
comple wipes out
i hr)!' ip the benefits of the
The regular work of collecting weekly or monthiy

donations from readers and sympathisers is what's
Against all bans and proscriptions!

Socialist

Incgi‘:lg(i And without that th® special efforts will fail.
nd money to: Socialist Organiser, 28 Middle
Lane, London N8. e

Paper of the Socialist Organis& Alliance No. 78 APRIL 1, 1982 (Claimants and strikers, 10p) 25p

Turkey
junta
steps up
terror

THE terrorists who took
power in Turkey two yeuars
ago are spreading the net of
repression even wider than
before, Having  arrested
members  of revolutionary
organisations anid  banned
leaders of all the precoup
puartics from again purkicipa-
ting in political life, they are
now threatening to jail mem-
vors of the mass centre
party , the Republican
People’s Party.

At the same time 52
members of the left-wing
trade union | federation,
DISK, face trial on charges
that could lead to the death
penalty.

In this country, the tour
of speakers  representing
Turkish trade unions has
already held meetings in
many towns up. and down
the country.

Al an opening meeting,
in the House of Commons,
Dursun Akcam, publisher of
“Pemocrat™, the sixth larg-
¢st paper in Turkey before
the coup, summed up the
present situation under the
Evren Junta.

“Today in Turkey-there
are no trade union organisa-
tions except one. And
while trade umons across
Europe are  campaigning
against the Juntg, this one,
TURK-IS, is actively collab-
orating with the Juntu. That
i why it cannot be consid-
ered o genuine trade union
omanisation.

Genuine

If it was u genuine trade
union organisation, i1 would
strongly defend the interesis
of Tuti’ish workers. Butl in
Turkey it s impossible to
truly defend the interests of
Turkish  workers  without
firmly condemning a Junta
which has sentenced
100,000 people to prison;
summoned 47,000 before
martial law courts;
demanded the death penalty
for 3954 trade union activ-
ists, socialists and mem-
bers of nutional minorities:
murdered 488 peopiv
manhunis; tortured 101 to
death: and hung 13 by the
neck until the lust breath
expired from them.

The real trude union con-
federntion which represents
workers interests in Turkey
is DISK. But DISK hus
refused to collaborate with
the Junta, and so 1t has been
branded a terrornist Organis-
ation.- Now 52 of s lead-
ers are on trial for their very
fives.

But the junta’s terror has
not stopped there. [t has
cven imprisoned old people,
authors. artists and  intel-
lectuals, Two days ago In
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CALL1-DAY STRIKE!
Lobby the TUC-April 5!




Al

Alan Thornett
reports on the
Liaison Committee
conference last
Saturday, 27th.

LSRR

HOWEVER predictable the
decision of last Saturday’s
Liaison Committée for the
Defence of Trade Unions
(LCDTU) Conference to
effectively duck out of any
serious opposition to Tebbit,
its effects are no less damag-
ing to the labour movement,

In a conference which
lasted for only 2% hours,
and with an audience who
were overwhelmingly Com-
munist Party members and.
their supporters, the organis-
ers were able to bulldoze
through a resolution which
avoids any serious call for
action to stop Tebbit before
the Bill becomes law.

. Its only positive call was
for support for the lobby of
the Conference of Execu-
tives called by the TUC on
Monday April 5. Instead it
amounts to acceptance of
the TUC 8-paint formula
and limits its call for action
before the Tebbit Bill is
enacted to a call for locally
based two-hour
and a lobby of Parliament.

Formula

Of the 8-point formula,
it says the following:

“The TUC meeting of
Executives called for Mon-
day 5 April, will have before
it an 8-point recommenda-

- tion. Most of these recom-
mendations are good,
although they can be inter-
preted as accepting the pay-
ment of damages. Experi-
ence at the time of the
Industrial Relations Act was
that ' non-payment of dam-
ages and -the subsequent
industrial action ended the
fining of trade unions and
buried that Tory Act.”

The conference appeared
to be held more as a token

The “8-point plan’ to be put to 2 conference of
union Executives at Wembley Conference Centre on’
call for action of any descrip-

April 5 contains 1o

to show that the LCDTU
still existed in a period of
anti-trade union legislation
than as a serious conference
to mobilise. The LCDTU,
after all, rests on its (largely

‘false) reputation from its

stoppages
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tion. The TUC's proposals are:

. 1) “Affiliated unions should affirm their commit-
ment to conduct da campaign among their own
members to highlight the dangers in the

ment Bill.”

—In other words a few circular letters to branches
and perhaps a few leaflets: even badges, posters and

stickers, but no action.

2) “Affiliated unions shall not hold or partici-
ballots on union membership agree-

pate in secrel

ments under conditions laid down in the

ment Bill.”

_But will affiliated unions press 3 detdkmined
unionisation drive and fight to establish closed shops
in the traditional way in defiance of the Tebbit plan?
in fact to an abandon-
¢ to establish 100% trade union
membership — just what Tebbit wants to achieve,
And no proposals are spelled out for the defence of
Tebbit’s plan for impos-

The TUC formula amounts

ment of the fi

existing closed shops against
ing regular ballots.

role in 1969 and 1971.

The organisers were
determined from the outset
that the CP would be in the
majority and that no alterna-
tive resolutions of recom-

mendations would be
allowed.
Delegates to the con-.

ference were strictly con-
trolled and a new Standing

Orders produced  which
allowed delegates from shop
stewards committees and
work-place  based  trade
union branches only.

The conference was

deliberately held in one of
the smallest halls available.

In the organisers’ words.

they set out to be “extreme-
ly selective” and they cer-
tainly were. This “selectiv-
ity” extended to an exclu-
don of all AUEW branches

———
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3)
policy

pic

of General Secretaries
and file workforce (o se

No lead
 Ligison Committee i

from the-conference, includ-

ing a Reading branch which

had submitted a resolution
based on strike action to

stop Tebbit.
CA letter from Kevin Hal-
pin, (reproduced), gives

restricted seating as a reason
for this. -

The new standing orders
were also used to rule out of
order a resolution from the
BL Cowley Assembly TGWU
5/293 Branch calling on the
conference to support a
policy of breaking all links
with the Tories now and for
a one-day strike on the day
of the Bill’s Third Reading.

Attempts by myself as
the delegate to raise a point
of order on its exclusion
were ignored by Kevin Hal-
pin in the chair, as were
calls by other speakKers such
as Pat Lally from Oxford
Trades Council, who called
for a decision to be taken on
the policies in the resolution.

A Scottish delegate who
pushed from the floor for
the resolution to be put, was

quickly told to “sit down”

by Halpin.

The four platform
speakers  who included
Derek I'ulwick, President of
ASLEF, and George

Willoughby of SOGAT, were
very weak. Peter Cavanagh,
national officer of the
TGWU  Building  Trades
group, livened it up a bit by
calling for generat strike
action but did not say how
or when.

A notable absence of
some of the traditional CP
speakers at such events was
matched by the near total

_absence of the revolutionary

left with the exception’ of
Socialist O1ganiser suppor-
ters.

Roger Cox, a leading
member of the SWP for
many years, spoke on behalf
of a small group of Socialist
Workers Party members. |

He made a depressing
coniribution far to the right
of the line currently put by
Socialist Worker on the
Tebbit campaign.
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Whilst making no critic-
ism of the conference declar-
ation, he spoke pessimistic-
ally about the ability of the
working class to respond to
Tebbit, predicting a fight-
back in 1984,

Sort

“Some sort of action”
however, was necessary he
said, and went on to den-
ounce the TUC 10p levy
designed to pay fines after
Tebbit’s Bill becomes law,
and proposed instead a Sp
“rank-and-file levy™.

. The p[atform giargb_don f de Council delegate Pat Lally as he calls fora )
debate on real action against Tebbit )

Chairperson Kevin Halpin: iz selective conference’

TUC’sdo

“A ffiliated

and conditions.

and we wjilj be sengdin ¥
E

unions shall observe (Congress
and not seek or accept public funds:for union
ballots under the 1980 Employment Act ballot
ds scheme.”

—The TUC is delib
would happen to a right
accept funds — as appears
the actors’ union Equity.

erately vague about what
wing union which did
to be the case now with
Will they be expelled from
the TUC? But, possibly more important, the TUC
leaders raise not a voice in defiance of the traditional
. methods of workers’ democracy
mass meetings — in opposition
of balloting individual members by post —
isolation of their own homes.
4} A call for
disputes.
should be to co-ordinate an
ond industrial action.”
—This poses as a C
Tebbit and Prior to render
keting and blacking illegal: but a
recent “close working bet
ganging up against X
l-out struggles on pay, jobs

— shows of hands at
to the Tory strategy

“oloser working between
“The further aim, wherever possible,
d concert negotiations
haltenge to the moves by
‘secondary’  strikes,
1l of the evidence
ween Unions™ has been
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—But  thi

relates to unions und
becomes law! This is not so mu
Tebbit but dishing out aspirins
after the fight has been lost.

6, Financial assistance

the rank legal action

and the spreading of strikes: d
mental problem in achieving this is to win the sofid-
arity of union officials for the struggles conducted
shop floor. There is no

their members on the 1
ter after Tebbit’s

reason to believe this would be grea
Bill becomes law than it is nNOw.
5) Empowering

necessary, calling

Z Mo

-
Halpin, Chairman

of course

for pursuing

Principles and Procedures.
_—Once again CORC

UNIONS

19 March 1989

TR

support inter-union solid-
but the funda-

the Gerieral Council, on receipt

of a request from a union faced by legal action, 10:
“j) coordinate action by

the union in

other affiliated unions in
difficulties, including, if
for industrial action against the
employer concerned, or more widely.

ii) to provide financia
which experiences severe
result of damaging actions.”
s whole, militant-sounding proposal
er attack after Tebbit’s Bill
ch a fight against
for the wounded

I assistance to a union
financial problems as a

for unions faced with
existing TUC Disputes

Closing the conferen
Halpin referred to the fi
point in the declarati

The final speaker of the
day was Ron Halverson,
national chairperson of the
Communist  Party, who
argued that it was wrong to
be too critical of the TUC
but “we have to say they
need to do a bit more”.

It may however, still be
possible to influence the
LCDTU onto a more posi-
tive path.
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What to do:

*Move resolutions in your Union
branch and Labour Party clearly
demanding that the TUC call action
now to defeat the Tebbit Bill.

*Spell out demands for: an end to
all joint committees, tribunals and
talks with the employers and the
Tories;  Labour MPs to mobilise
against the Tebbit Bill in the con-
stituencies and in Parliament; the
TUC to call a one-day strike or series
of strikes against the Bill as part of a
campaign for all-out action to defeat
the Tory anti-union offensive.

*Join the Socialist Organiser contin-
gent lobbying the TUC conference of
Executives on April 5 demanding
strike action against Tebbit.
#Support the conference on trade
union democracy called by Socialist
Organiser and London-Labour Brief-
ing on Aprit 3.

T

in
which called for more tr:
union bodies to sponsor
LCDTU and for a meet
of sponsoring organisati
“as early as possible
April” which would furt
discuss the campaign agai
Tebbit. -

MR A AT

-nothing programm

put on the statute books, and that the mam
ficiaries of the TUC’s “action’ programme will
legal profession pocketing fat fees.

7] “No trade union member of an ;=
tribunal or the Employment Appeal Tribunz.
serve on cases arising from the application 07 &
membership agreement or arrangement.”

—In, plain English this means that unioa b
crats will continue to sit on Industrial Tribe:
a whole panoply of collaborationist bodies
management and government represeniatrves
up to the NEDC level — while the bosses shary
knife for yse against the shop floor. )

8) A financial levy of 10p per mem>e
affiliated unions to set up @ Campaign o= 2
Fund'.

_This is to pay the armies of lawvers w1
take over negotiations and to finance a 2%
ineffectual leaflets and posters justifying the
inaction.

Yet this bankrupt package of surrepder
vaunted by ‘left’ bureaucrats as a recipe o7 3
against Thatcher!

By Harry Sho

eding that Tebbit’s Bill will be



DESPITE the blather of
TUC leaders, occasional
local conferences and a
handful of smart TUC leaf-
lets, little is being done to
rouse the Ilabour move-
ment to action against the
new Tory anti-union laws,

Yet Norman Tebbit’s
laughably misnamed
“Employment Bill"”’ is a
comprehensive attack on
the most fundamental trade
union rights.

Included in its provisions
are:

*Restrictions on the right
to strike.

*Punitive fines against
unions that step out of line.

*New attacks on* the
closed shop.

*Moves to prevent coun-
cils restricting contracts
to union labour-only firms.

*Scope for the selective
sacking of strikers.

At the centre of Tebbit's
proposals is the curtail-
ment of the legal immuni-
ties which alone have given.
British workers the illusion
of the “‘right to strike’’.

In fact it is almost
impossible to strike with-
out committing civil wrongs
{or ‘torts') against the
employers concerned and
their customers and sup-
pliers.

This has until now been

. regulated by the provision

of immunity from civil

action for trade unionists
who take industrial action

“in contemplation or
furtherance of a trade dis-
pute’’.

The definition of a
‘“‘trade dispute” has been
accepted as a dispute
‘‘connected’’ with one or
more of¢the following:

‘“‘terms and conditions
of employment; physical
conditions of work; engage-
ment or non-engagement;
sacking; suspensions; work
duties; distribution of work;
discipline; trade union
membership and facilities
for trade umion officials;
negotiation and consulta-
tion machinery; and proce-
dural rights"’.

(Labour Research
pamphlet, p.3)

Curb

Now Tebbit has set out to
curb these limited rights.
His Bill tightens up the
definition of an immune
action to one which ‘‘should
relate wholly or mainly’’ to
a trade dispute rather than
being merely '‘connected’’
with it. .

This shift of wordkg is
designed to make it easier
for judges to rule an action
unlawful. Such a ruling
would enable a court to
order those organising an’

[T

Harry Sloan looks
at the Bill

action to end it — and to
threaten them with fines or
imprisonment for contempt
of court if they refuse.
Indeed the new proposals
would offer employers the
possibility of imposing a
de facto ‘‘cooling off
period” by enabling them
to begin court proceedings
and seek an interim court
order to prevent industrial

action until the final verdict
is reached — possibly
weeks later.

Tebbit’s attack on im-
munities also now excludes
disputes which are defined
as ‘‘between workers and
workers’’. This is likely to
be interpreted as rendering
demarcation and grading
disputes unlawful as well as
strikes against the use of
non-union labour.

In a further move to re-
strict workers’ scope for
class action, the new Bill
would strip away any im-
munity for action *‘relating
solely to matters occurring
outside Great Britain'’,

This would immediate-'

ly make it unlawful to take
any form of solidarity action
with any section of workers
overseas., Blacking action
against repressive and dic-
tatorial regimes like the
Turkish or Chilean juntas
or the South African apar-
theid state would be unlaw-
ful: so too would strikes,

Q-

Tebbit: ‘a comprehensive attack on the most fundamental trade union rights’

blacking or other action in
solidarity with workers in
foreign-owned  subsidiar-
ies of British firms, or
workers employed by multi-
nationals also operating in
Britain. .

Indeed since Northern
Ireland is excluded from
“‘Great Britain”’, the Bill
would bar any solidarity
with the struggles of Irish
workers.

But it is not only on an

international level that
Tebbit's Bill aims to crush
workers’  solidarity: a

further provision restricts
the definition of a ‘‘trade

dispute’’ to those ‘be-

tween an employer and his

own employees’’.
Restricted

Prior's 1980 Employment
Act severely restricted the
right to take ‘‘secondary’’
industrial action, and to
picket other than the
strikers’ own place of work.

Now Tebbit appears set
to force through legisla-
tion making all soclidarity
action unlawful — even the
action routinely expected
of trade unionists in supply
firms and customers,

The idea at the centre of
this Tory proposal is to
restrict industrial action to
the particular section of
workers in dispute — thus
providing a major obstacle
to unionisation, and to pay
and conditions struggles in
a whole range of industries
where only blacking action
can give workers sufficient
strength to win. :

Hand in hand with the
stripping away of immun-
ities runs Tebbit's: propos-
als to spell out the ways in
which unions become liable
for damages in the courts
— and the minimum

3
o 503

amounts of money invol-
ved.

The Bill lays down that
unions will become liable
to be sued for all actions
which are not deemed by a
judge to be ‘‘in contem-
plation and furtherance of
a trade dispute’’ (as re-
defined above}.

In particular unions are
made liable for damages
if they carry out secondary
picketing, “indiscrimin-
ate’’ secondary action, or
industrial action ‘“‘to com-
pel union membership”’.

This covers a whole
spate of industrial disputes
in which the central issue is
government policy (spend-
ing cuts, wage controls,
privatisation).

Taken together with a
House of Lords ruling {(May
1981) that a third party in a
dispute can sue the organ-
iser of a strike for damages,
the new law opens up the
prospect of union funds
being seized wholesale
even as a result of a single
dispute.

In an effort to use these
proposals to enlist the
union leaders as a strike-
breaking task-force, the
Tebbit Bill emphasises that
the unions themselves
would be liable for damag-
es under conditions where
the national executive had
officially supported an
action or where an official
acted in accordance with
the union’s rules or under
instruction.

Plainly Tebbit hopes that

. this will make it even hard-

er than at present to win
official backing for strikes
— and that the blackmail-
ing proposals in the Bill will
send union executives and
full-timers scurrying to
mass meetings in order to
strong-arm their members
back to work.
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There is evidence in the
last three years that this
could indeed prove to be
the case.

Once again the objec-
tive of the Tory plan is fo
isolate the sections invel-
ved in action, cutting them
off from the support even
of their own union, while
encouraging employers to
herd in scabs to do their
work and to sack the milit-
ants involved.

The Bill goes on to spell
out the kind of penalties
involved for breaking its
provisions. Damages are
calculated on a sliding scale

to a maximum of

.up
£250,000 for unions of

over 100,000 membeirs —
but the fines that could be
levied for contempt of
court are of course un-
limited, and legal costs
would be astronomical.

Meanwhile there are
provisions to make unions
liable for compensation
payments to blacklegs
sacked for refusing to join a
union. :

These compensation pay-
ments are lavish. Tebbit’s
Bill scraps the maximum

' Prior--his Bill curbed
picketing

for

’

compensation
unfair dismissal’” cases,
and introduces minimum
figures which guarantee a
handsome pay-off to each
and every blackleg.

A worker on average
earnings could pick up at
least £20,000 if it was not
practicable to reinstate, or
at least £24,000 if the
employer refused to rein-
state. .

And the whole of this bill
could be landed on the
union involved, together
with costs, backed up by
the threat of further fines
for contempt of court.

On the other front, every
effort is being made to des-
troy existing closed shops
by the imposition of petio-
dic secret ballots in which
80% of the workforce or
85% of those voting will be
required to say ‘yes’.

If this is not achieved, or

_if the ballots are not held,

then any employee sacked
for non-membership would
be automatically deemed
unfairly dismissed and
eligible for damages.

" While scabs and black-
legs receive added protec-
tion and financial feather-
bedding, union militants
face a renewed wave of vic-
timisations under Tebbit's
law. It proposes to abolish
the existing provisions,
which prevent an employer
from selectively sacking
strikers while continuing
to employ worhers who
have been on strike but
returned to work.

This will give carte
blanche to  employers
throughout the country to
throw down ultimatums to
strikers announcing that
anyone who has not retur-
ned by a certain date will be
sacked. Edwardes-style
confrontation will be made
readily and cheaply acces-
sible to every manager —
with a vast pool of unem-
ployed lined up by Tory
policies as a potential
army of strikebreakers.

Additional clauses aim
at strengthening the hand
of ‘lump’ labour subcon-
tractors by making it illegal
for Labour councils to insist
that contracting firms only
use union Jabour.

And by extending on
the provisions of Prior’s
Employment * Act, the
Tebbit Bill offers public
funds to finance postal
ballots en wage offers.
While this still remains
voluntary, it is plainly part
of a long<derm plan to
impose such ballots on the
unions,

Indeed there is mo evi-
dence that Tebbit’s bill is
the final stage in the Tory
assault on trade union
rights.

Rather the kind of retreat

" being laid by the TUC

before this legislation is the
most cast-iron guarantee
that the Tories will be
back again with further
‘restrictions and penalties
in the future.

In place of Heath's
Industrial Relations Act
with its structure of special
courts and its head-on
confrontation with  the
unions, Thatcher is creat-
ing a legal framework to
use the established courts
and judiciary, together with
the docile and reactionars
union  bureaucracy, o
shackle the strength of the
workers’ movement.

Talk in these conditions
of action only afier the Bill
becomes law and after the
Bill becomes law and
after some trade unionist
falls foul of the law is
simply talk of - surrender
and betrayal.

The fight must begin now
to prepare mass action W
defeat both Tebbit's Bill
and the savage Thatcher
government..
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LAST Saturday’s contference of the Communist

Party’s “Liaison Committee for the Defence of

Trade Unions” was a mini-preview of the April §

']glillC conference of union executives on the Tebbit
ilt.

.The auvdience (including representatives from
several union executives) watched a display of huff-
ing, puffing and arm-waving from the platform,
followed by the presentation of a “declaration™ to
whicht no amendments or alternatives were attowed,

“If anybody is put behind bars we must have an
effective mational strike throughout the country”,
said SOGAT Stalinist George Willoughby.

. “If one shop steward or worker is fined or
jailed, the movement will be mobilised to such an

O

first general strike since 1926, said TGWU official
Peter Kavanagh.

So the LCDTU declaration called on unions to
boycott court proceedings under the Bill and to
- refuse to pay fines or damages..

Essence

But the essence of Tebbit’s Bill is to impose
shackles on the unions without the need for messy
jailings and fines. It relies upon the cowardice and
collaboration of the trade union bureaucracy — their
consistent habit of collapsing as soon as they are
threatened by legal confrontation.

The most pernicious effects of the Bill will be
achieved therefore without opposition irom either
TUC or LCDTU!

The predictable vote taken, LCDTU delegates
walked off, free of any commitment to do any-
thing to stop Tebbit’s Bill reaching the statute
book,

The same performance on a larger and more
tavish scale will be repeated at the TUC Conference
on April 5. Union executives who have made no
effort to consult union members — will raise their
arms for a meaningless 8-point resolution which
concedes that Tebbit’s Bill will become law.

On the face of it, therefore; the whole affair is
sewn up: the official trade union movement, and the
most influential ‘left’ opposition in the unions are
united in the view that any resistance to the Bill
should be postponed until trade unionists are victim-
ised by it. .

OO

OO e

to call one-day strikc action on the Bi#ll’s day of the
Third Reading in order to piepare far all-out action
against the law. .

But there are other forms of action that can
begin at once. Trade union “representatives” sit side-
by-side with management and government figures
on a whole hosl of reactionary joint committees
and tribunals up to national level.

This organised collaboration should be ended at
once. The Tories have shown beyond doubt that
they intend to smash the strength of the unions —
it is criminal to assist them to do so.

Disrupt and delay

extent that if necessary we will move toward the

Labour MPs should be organised to disrupt and
delay every aspecct of Parliamentary work. They
must use every avenue to harass and to mobilise
against thé Thatcher government, whose goal is to
destroy the strength of the labour movement.

So far there is no sign of any such resolve on
the part of our leaders. Tony Benn and a few left
MPs have eorrectly called for a policy of ‘disengage-
ment’ from joint bodies with the Thatcher govern-
ment — but the fight for this has yet to be pressed at
rank and file level.

Now is the time to fight. Special discussions
should be held on Tcbbit’s Bill in trade union
branches, shop stewards’ committees, trades coun-
cils and Labour Parties.

Once the implications of thc law are known, the
demand must be raised upon all union officials and
representatives and every Labour MP to break all
tinks with Thatcher and take up thc fight at every
level for action to stop Tebbit. .

The demand must go out for the TUC to break
from the Tories and to call strike action against
Tebbit.

On this basis, Socialist Organiser supporters are
ready to fight to the full alongside any and every
militant prepared to struggle for action.

Yet the fight on this issue like so many struggles
of the working class - highlights the central impot-
tance of the fight for accountability and democracy
within the labour movement.

Union bureaucrats, remote from the battles and
exploitation on the shop floor, reluctantly acquiesce

So where do socialists go from
here? Do we meekly accept the
defeat being inflicted upon our
movement by the bureaucrats and
their Stalinist accomplices in the
LCDTU?

Do we concede that the April S,
gathering represents the feelings of
the British working class, and that
the most vital hard-won trade union
rights are to be surrendered without
a fight?

Sit hack

Do we sit back and wait [o1 the
first section of workers to fall foul
of Tebbit’s legislation bcfore we

mass action?

To draw such conclusions would
be in effect to join in the historic
betrayal being carried through by
the TUC lcadership.

RANK AND FILE EHT WELL
MY RANK

(| fl% S
M%‘,

bogin the fight for mobilisation and {jg“‘

1S UNELECTED OFFICAL -
AND THIS IS THE FILE weve

GoT oN
> "X, . TROUBLEMAKERS !
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What is the alternative? While the bady of the
trade union bureaucracy, fearful of confrontation
with the Tory government and anxious only to
preserve its own control over the rank and file, scts
course for capitulation, it is necessary to turn to the
active forces in the labour movement who are pre-
pared to wage a real fight. ‘

The best sections of shop stewards, convenors.
ilitants and l.abour activists must form the spear-

paign to stop the retreat and press for action‘now

against Tebbit.
Socialist Organiset -has cam

A
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paigned for the TUC

I

head of a fighting force that will build a broad cam- -

i

to the Tory legislation —-but Tight vigorously to
silence militants who call for action.

Labour leaders sit limply in all-party comniitiees
with Tories in Partiament only 1o witch-hunt
workers who demand a real fight.

Saturday's vonference called in Birmingham by
SO and London Labour Briefing wili fight to develop
the campaign on Tebbit us a key component of the
struggle to democratise the labour movemenat as a
whole, and construct a fighting, new leadership.

On this basis the rank and file cun really begin o
organise. Lt is time to stand und tight

b oar LU L
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In June 1969 a TUC
Special Congress voted to
endorse a document under-
taking to police the vnions
and stamp out unofficial
disputes, using disciplinary
measures against militants,

This “Programme of Action”’
was a3 public betrayal of the
fight against the Wilson govern-
ment's White Paper “in Place of
Strife’’, drawn up by Barbara
Castle.

But this public betrayal
was nothing compared to the
TUC’s scandalous  activities
behind the scenes.

White the battle was being
waged by socialists to mobilise
the working class against the
measures, the TUC was con-
ducting a breathtaking series of
cynical deals in secret meetings
with the government,

None of these stitch-ups
were known at the time, to
those of us involved in the
struggies,

The publication of Barbara
Castle’s diary in the Sunday
Times in January of this year
has given us a glimpse of these
manoeuvres and the relationship
between the personalities
invalved.

White Paper

She reveals that she had
decided very early on to fully
involve the TWC ieaders in her
plans,

As soon as she had
compieted drafting her White
Paper in mid December 1968
she made her move, She saw
that the key to the situation was
George Woodcock, General
Secretary of 1the TUC. This
assessment was to stannd her in
good stead:

“In the afternoon | see
George Woodcock alone.
[Woodcock of course was still
General Seeretary of the TUC at
that time but was in the process
of handing over to Vic
Feather| .

“On supuise | have decided
1o take ium completely into my
confidence ahbout what | am
proposing to do aver Donovan.
tHe hstened to my fult resume in
sitence and then, to my surprise,

said that he didn‘t think there.

was anything these that need
alarm the trade uman Move.
ment.

- eyelids flickered and

“l could hardly believe my
ears! But he urged me to take
the TUC Finance and General
Purposes Committee egually
fully into my confidence,”

She goes on:

“This shook me rather as |
know that whatever | tell them
will leak””.

But Woodcock pressed the
point, Castle conceded the point
and explained:

“He knew | would be taking

a risk . . . but he was sure it
would reap dividends . . , Just
before he left | remarked

casually that, after Christmas,
I. should want to talk to him

about the chairmanship of the:

CIR [Commission on Industrial
Relations] . He tried to keep his
face dead pan at this but his
I could
almaost feel his hopes rising””.

This eagerness of Woodcock
to feather his own nest is partic-
ularly astounding when you
consider that the CIR was not
even set up at that time.

It was a part of Castle's
package of proposals—and there-
fore wouid only be set up if
the proposals went through.

The bait had drawn the fich.
Obviously if Woodcock was
already considering becoming
chairman of the CIR there was
na chance of Aim opposing her
measures. S

Following this private con-
versation with Woodcock,
Barbara Castle met the TUC
F&GP in Decernber,

The purpose of the meeting
was 1o outline to them her
proposals--her all-out attack on
the basic rights of the working
class.

She opened the meeting by
asking these leaders of the work-
wng class for an assurance of

. contidentiaity. This was not

very difficult as the Diary
explains

*“Then George said they all
accepted a pledyge of confiden-
tiality. So | went zhead . . . The
atmosphere as | tatked was quiet
and serious. Even the questions
were muted and there were
certainly no attacks. Frank
Cousins frownsd a good deal
while George played it dead
pan, Noneiheless | was under no
illusions as to what wouid
happen when the press closed in
on them.”

In fact :ome of it did lzak to
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the press and Castle was ~
embarrassed.

But she was quite clear
this was a meeting of r
mental importance and the
committment of these
union leaders to her pilan
tar more important
embarrassment or protocol.

Cryptic

The Parliamentary
were no more of a proble—
rang Tony Benn who gre
her *“cheerfully’’ with the w
'm your friend”.

This cryptic comment
soon to blossom into w
hearted suppart for Castle
her anti-union plans. '

Stilt  sticking closely
Woodcock, an January 2 -
she jointly met the TUC an
CB! about her proposais.

Naturally the CBI sad
though the proposails were
good but should go fur
Then she explains:

“After the maeting
smuggled Ge
Woodcock into my room a
formally offered him the ¢
manship of the CIR. Al
he carefully controlied his
tions | could see his eyes
up. He repeated that he tho
the White Paper was excsd
And he went on almost pa
ately to say that | had give:
trade union movement
opportunity he had @
wantad . . . and clearly nf
that my penal clauses wou
an incentive for the unes
do the job themselves”.

When she presenta:
White Paper to the L
cabinet there was 2

curious lineup.

The main opposit~
came from Catlaghan -«
the penal clauses werz ~

and “harmfui”.

Supported

Benn and Heaz.
other hand stror
Castle and Jen«:
measures shoula o=
much  Quicker
planned.

The Cazi==t & -:
tor--Wilson, Tel-
Gardensr, z
Peart

Jgme mp ZiTt 3
thd:
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and Thomas-; Against—Mason,
Crossman,. Ross, Shore, Marsh
and Callaghan.

Later, on the NEC of the
Labour Party, Benn voted
“unhesitatingly” with Castle on
a motion supporting the White
Paper—which was defeated 156,

On January 7 the General
Councit of the TUC-the official
public one this time—came out
against the White Paper.

They agreed a unanimous
resolution sharply condemning
it,” moved by TGWU Iéader
Frank Cousins and seconded by
Danny McGarvey. |

Castle explains that even at
that meeting there was manoeu-
vring behind the scenes. Vic
Feather, she says, rang the
government secretly to assure
them that everything wouid be
OK despite the resolution and
advising her to play it cool.

He told them that Woodcock
had lectured ths
Council that day saying that
they would never improve
industrial relations untess there
were sanctions to give backing
to any proposals which were

8. .

Castle responded saying:

“That’s all fine and dandy,
but 1 gat a little tired of hearing
trade union leaders tatk sense in
private whilst attacking us in
public for doing the very things
they know must be done”.

By late January Feather had
taken over from Woodcock—
both in public and in the now
developing back stairs collabora-

tion.
Dined

On the very day he became
Ganeral Secretary he dined
privately with Castle in an
exclusive hotel and pledged him-

‘self to help get the legislation

General -

UC VOLUNTEERED TO

00 00

through in any way he could,
Castle urged him to ’keep
contact like this”’.
*4 think he may turn out to

be a great Genaral Secretary”™,

she wrote!

Feather however was not as
agite as Woodcock in maintain-
ing a dauble face,

Shortly after his meeting
with Castls, he wrote two
scathing articles attacking In
Place of Strifee-one in an
employers magazine and the
other in a Soviet trade union
magazine,

Panicked

Castle panicked and arranged
another private chat. She
explains That:

*He ssemad quite surprised
that § should taka his articles
seriously”’. :

After all, this was merely
what. he was saying in public,
Sursly a politician of her exper-
ience didn’t believe he meant
what he said in public? Didn"t
she know that this was simply
for the consumption of his
membership? To allay her fears,
he assured Castle that he would

‘Make a constructive speech
on the White Paper at the Exec-
utive meeting on February 27",
“‘ht’ll be alright, luv,” he patron-
isingly reassured her,

Meanwhile a battle had been
taking place in cabinet circies on
the advisability ‘of bringing in a
short Bill gquickly, which would
simply contain penal clauses.

This was the Jenkins line,
Wilson had argued that this
would force the pace with the
TUC who were stillk opposing
the White Paper in public
despite their secret deals,

Eventually Castle conceded
to this and began the drafting of
a short Bill. .

Militants lobby the TUC calling far action

Then 'a complication arose
which meant that it never got
off the ground. A quarter of a
million workers struck on May
1—despite the etforts of the
TUC to defuse the issue,

Urgent consultations were
held. It was decided that, given
this demonstration of hostility
to the White Paper, the Govern-
ment should not escalate the
situation by drafting the short
Bill, but should place réliance
on the TUC, work with them
as closely as possible and await
the outcome of the June 5
Special Congress.

The TUC leaders, of course,
were only too ready to comply.
As soon as Feather had com-
pleted the draft of his sell-out
document—brazenly entitled A
Programme for Action'’'-ready
for Croydon on June 5, he sent
Castie a copy.

She quickly arranged a secret
meeting with them to discuss it.

The document called on
individual unions to accept res-
pansibility for and to discipline
their . members involved in
strikes.

Empower

It also called for changes to
the TUC rules to empower the
TUC to ensure that they met
the commitment,

In order to push the TUC as
far as he could, Wilson argued
that their document was not
strong enough in a number of
respects.

Castle records: .

‘“Under pressure Vic
admitted that the TUC docu-
ment had “soft edges’”, but
maintained that if he had taken
his proposals any further he -
wouldn’t have got away with it.

But he added, encouragingly,
“l don‘t mind how diamond
hard you go, so long as it comes
from you” “,

In other words, Feather was
saying screw the working class,
but don‘t reveal that | have been
collaborating with you to do it!

Wilson’s pressure failed to

produce changes and he
proposed that there should be a
further meeting before
Croydon.

It should, he said, be:

“Strictly private discussions
with a few key TUC people of
which not even the General
Council would know",

Not even fellow trade union
bureaucrats should know-let
alone the working class, who
they all purport to represent!

Castle said she was about to
go on holiday but would return
for the talks when they were
arranged.

It turned out that she had

certainly planned a sumptuous .

haliday—on  Charles Forte's
yacht in the Adreatic.

Here was a Labour Minister

OLICE THE UNIONS

engaged in anti-union legislation
and defending herself by saying
she was strongly pro-trade union
and that her legislation was
designed to strengthen the
unions, taking a boliday with a
viciously anti-union milljonaire
employer on his luxury yacht
off the |talian coast.

Corrupted

This was the real face of
Castle and the real face of the
government compromised and
corrupted in the most crude
way by capitalism,

Forte gave Castle, ‘ber
husband Ted and fellow
minister Richard Crossman who
accompanied them, the most
lavish treatment. He even fiew
out the head waiter of the Cafe
Rovyal to wait on them-—some-
thing which he did extremely
well according to Castle,

Nothing is too good for
services rendered!

On June 1 Castle was indeed
called from her luxury play-
ground to a secret meeting with
the TUC,

The  meeting was at
Chequers. Jack Jones (who had
now fully taken over as TGWU
Gereral Secretary from Frank
Cousins) was there and so was
Scanlon, Feather had pressed
Castle to try to persuade Wilson
that the TUC could go no
further than the terms of the
“Programme for Action”,

The atmosphere, she says,
was positively “jovial”.

“You would never have
guessed that Hughie Scanlon
had just come from a speech
declaring all out war on us!”

She went on:

“The roast duck having been
despatched with relish Harold
got down to business. ‘How do
you see things now, Vic?” *.

She explains that at first
thers was argument--but then
“over the brandy’’ things began
to '‘crystalise out”. “Hughie”
was very frank:

“ ‘Let’s face reality’, he said,
‘The question isn't whether our
scheme works or your scheme
works. It is the fact that our
people won't accept government
intervantion’,

He raminded us that he was
personally in a very. difficult
position having led his people in

-all out opposition to the White

Papey.

“Moreover, he faced an elac-
tion for the Presidency and he
could be accused of a ‘“‘volte
face”’.

‘But he was prepared to

‘back the TUC whatever the

cost

Wilson should accept the TUC
“Programme for Action” in its

existing form. If the government

was not prepared to accept this,

tBhfl TUC would not accept the
il

Cousins and Woodcock -scheming for a sell-out

Féather again argued that

Feather even had the cheek,
having consistently opposed it,
td threaten Wilson with “more
action like May 1" if the govern-
ment went ahead!

Although Wilson made no
reply, he clearly knew that the
deal had been struck and the
document as it stood would be
adopted at Croydon.

The vote went in favour of
Feather's “Programme for
Action” —and within two weeks,
after some ritual haggling,
Castle’s In Place of Strife was
withdrawn by the government—
in favour of A Programme for
Action”,

The Croydon deal and the
period of In Place of Strife, in
which trade union and Labour
leaders each struggled to heip
capitalism through a period of
deep economic crisis, have had
far reaching consequences for
the working class in Britain.

Edward Heath came to
power in June 1970 and began

" the preparation of the Industrial

‘Relations Act, a piece of lagisla-
tion more far+eaching than In
Place of Strife but built firmly
on the foundations faid by
Barbara Castle, )

The secret baillot principle
was taken up by the Tories.

But probably the most last-
ing effect of In Place of Strife
on the working class was in
cementing the long term
political collaboration between
the trade union leaders and the
Parliamentary leaders of the
Labour Party in government.

Both of these wings of
reformism accepted the
empioyers’ argument that in a
time of crisis the answer is not
socialism but for someone to
discipline and attack the work-
ing class—whether this be the
government and the employers
or the union leaders themselves.,

This did not show up so
clearly during the life of that
particular Labour government,
which only lasted a year after
Croydon,

But it was to dominate the
relationship between Wilson and’
the TUC when the Labour
government was reelected in
February 1974 following the oil
crisis, the three-day week and
even deeper levels of economic
crisis, '

Jack Jones, having cut his
teeth on the sell-out of 1969
emerged as the lynch pin of four
stages of harsh wage controls
under the ‘“Social Contract”,
backed by Scanlon who had
swung sharply to the right after
his involuntary confrontation
with Heath's Industrial Court.

Nor did the union ieaders
forget or renege on the pledge
offered to Wilson and the
British  capitatists by Vic
Feather at the 1969 Croydon
conference:

‘“Where workers defy these
[TUC] committees individual
uvnions would bave to commit
themselves to taking action
under their own rules”,

Within months of the return
of Wilson to office in 1974 Jack
Jones had set a cracking pace in

_establishing close collaboration

with major employers such as
British Leyland—and in attempt-
ing a “clean up’’ of the union
through the witch-hunting of
militants,

tn April 1974 my victimisa-
tion as deputy convenor at
Leyland's Cowley Assembly
Plant signatled the start of a
nationally coordinated drive by
Jones and the union bureau-
cracy to “reorganise’ the union
in the BL plant with the most
principled leadership in the
corporation, and thus create
best conditions for management
to increase exploitation
throughout BL;

Barbara Castle may never
have seen in Place of Strife on
the statute books: but with the
aid of reformist union leaders -
whose first concern is for the
viability of British capitalism—
she has helped to shackle and
impede the working class n
today's struggles in defence of
jobs and wages.
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350 WOMEN packed into
Kingsway Princeton coll-
ege in London for the Wom-

"en's Fightback ‘Women in

Trade Unions’ conference
on the 27th.

Chairing the conference,
Anne Marie Sweeney point-
ed to the betrayals that
women fighting for their
rights have met time and
again from leaders in the
unions who were, in practi-
cally every case, well-
heeled bureaucrats. -

Rachel Lever, speaking
for Fightback, explained,
‘‘We've called this confer-
ence because we want to
accelerate and help to
develop the women's move:-
ment that is growing in the
trade unions.

“‘A recession, mass un-
employment, and a hostile
Tory government is a class-
ic situation when women’s
rights get jettisoned and
women are driven into the
home and with it into polit-
ical and industrial invisibil-
ity. We don't have all the
time in the world. If we
don’t organise ourselves
now, the opportunity may
be lost.

“The hureancrats will
have found a safe way of

. accommodating women'’,

So the conference opened
with an impressive and in-
spiring group of women
militents. o

Siobhan Lanigan from
Foyles, sacked for organ-
ising workers into USDAW,
then kicked in the teeth by
that union leadership. Riia
Maxim from St Mary's
Hospital. Louise O'Connor
from Barking teachers, on
gtrike for several weeks.

Winnie  Murphy, a
NUTGW shop steward,
spoke on behalf of the Rule-
can women. In the after-
noon, Teresa Gunn from
Edinburgh ~ Unemployed
Association spoke for the
Plesseys occupation sold
out only days before, and
NUPE shop steward Anna
Lunts outlined the fight
hospital workers in Man-

chester were waging,
pointing out that nurses
were 'mot angels __ but
breadwinners’.

There were over 30 work-
shops, and it is impossible
to report on them all here,
though in future issues of
Socialist Organiser we will
be covering the decisions
and resolutions drafted by
these workshops.

An important and illum-
inating contribution to the
conference was made by
women from Sisters Ag-
ainst Disablement.

A blind sister asked
women who wore glasses
or have back tronble or
difficulty - hearing to put
their hands up. Most wom-
en did.

And she pointed out that
disabled or partially dis-
abled women are far more
numerous than is normally
thought, and there is so liit-
le provision made at con-
ferences and meetings to
cater for disabilities. It
doesn't cost much to pro-
vide them. Many women
commented afterwards that
they just hadn't thought ab-
out it before, but would in
future.

After the conference,
over 100 women stayed on
to watch the brilliant film
‘Rosie the Riveter' [which
Fightback groups should
hire and show in their
areas]. Using old US news-
reel propaganda and inter-
views with women, it
graphically shows how
women were implored to
come into heavy indusiry
[welding, fitting, rivetting,
etc] during the war and
kicked out of their jobs
when the men came back.

Then there was a short
discussion with Women in
Manual Trades.

A thoroughly enjoyable
bop was held after that for
those who could stand the
pacel

Anne Marie Sweeney re-
ports on some of the main
trade union workshops

e

The 1980s have shown
that women are by far the
most determined and mili-
tant fighters in the trade
unions. Perhaps not having
been encouraged into full
participation in the trade
union network docs have
one positive aspect. They
are not embroiled in 2
mesh of procedurc and
negotiation, have not been
sucked close to the official
leadership’s deadly collabo-
ration with management.
They. are not cushioned
against the harsh problems
of life, of speed-up, low pay,
of knowing you’ll never get
another job if this one is
Jost, of not knowing what
you will do if the kids’
nursery is cut or an elderly
relative can’t get into an
old people’s home.

Only recourse

Women workers are not
sitting pretty, happy with
the perks and privileges this
_gystem has to offer them.

Their only recourse is to
fight, and fight they do, as
this canference  shows,
against incredible odds, and
always against their trade
union leaders.

One thing that emerged
from the conference was the
dilemma for the trade union
bureaucracy. On  the one
hand they have to give some

,
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kind of response to the
pressure coming from ‘the
soaring increase in women’s:
membership of trade unions
in the. late 1960s and early
1970s and also from the
increasingly articulate
women’s movement,

Demanding action

But on the other hand
the last thing they wanted
was this challenging, militant

majority.  actually fully

participating in the union.
After all they were

demanding ection — not

only on questions of equal
pay, job losses and working
conditions, but aiso on
“social issues” like nursery
provision, abortion and gay
rights and so on.

Thus the bureaucracy in
the TUC and in some indiv-
idual unions (who couldn’t
adopt the ignore it and hope
it will go away attitude)
took the easy road of token
gestures.

We have the TUC Charter
on Women — all fine senti-
ments but sweet FA in
practicc. We even had the
odd handbook like the
TGWU guidelines on getting
women into the unions
(having just betrayed the
ynionisation truggles  at
Trust Houses*Forte, the
Randolph Hotel and Garners
Steak Houses).

And then, as in NUPE,

PHOTO: JOANNE O’BRIEN

we have the reserved
women's seals, (don’t get
too excited, these are for
hardened female bureau-
crats far better placed than
their male counterparts to
respond to militant women
— “Don’t bleat at me about
your problems, I’'m a woman
too, you know. 1 brought
up two kids when times were
much worse. If I can cope,
so can you’’) -

Then there’s the different
variations on Women’s
Advisory Committees - all
allowed to churn out reports
on this and that so long as
they don't actually try to

advise women members how .

{o take aclion, cnsuring that
certain “troublemaking”
women arc in an advisory
and nol a policy-making
role.

So the problem that we
were faced with in the frade
union workshops was haw 1o
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best organise ourselves fo
fight for women’s fullest
participation in the unions.
and for women to remove
the present leadership that
was stopping us, How to
choose methods that weren't
easily assimilated or hived
off or invalidated by the
present leadership. In cach
of the trade union work-
shops this discussion took a
different form.

In NALGO, far and away -

the biggest workshop with
60 present, discussion shared
experiences of the different
openings for women in
NALGO. On the surface it
would seem that NALGO
women have been given the
machinery, NALGO  has
plenty of good literatuse, 4
women’s subcommitter in
Haringey has had hundreds
of pounds in grands from the
tocal branch, NALGO
natipnally has done impres-
sive  research o an sexasl
harassmenl at work and on
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childcare provision. The
workshop set up a “Women
in NALGO™ network.

In the NUPE workshop
about 20 women discussed
the cosmetic gestures this
Icft-sounding union with its
Charter on the Under Fives
and on School Meals. have
made.

They heard of the first
and only meeting so far of
the National Women’s Work-
ing Party, which sat for an
hour listening to the pearls
of wisdom of Alan Fisher,
who as we all know did so
much for NUPE’s women
members, selling them out
on low pay, cuts, pay beds,
nurseries, etc,

The word is going around

that yes, NUPE may have a |

full time women’s officer to
deal with “‘women’s issues”.
Ah., but they could
appoint a male, because as
they wsay, they can’t have
discrimination.

Fveryone in the work-
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agreed that a

shop was
dyed-in-the-wool bureaucrat

was a  dyed-in-the-wool
bureaucrat regardless of sex.
That did-not mean that we
did not want positive dis-
crimination for accountable,
elected officials on the
average wage of NUPE mem-
bers. Where there are women
members in a union they
peed women to represent

“them. '

Jt was generally agreed
that the most effective way
to get women involved in the
trade unions was a really
open democratic structure
with union meetings during
working time. Lo

One sister from a
Sheffield hospital said that
they had resolved the gues-
tion of inactive stewards or
those acting against the
membership’s will by having
regular mass meetings in the
hospital and throwing out a
lot of stewards who just
wanted a safc number.

R R R RN Y L AL

N
o

pod

And affiliate your
women’s group,
women’s section, or
trade union branch. £5
for.a year: write to 41
Ellington St, London N'

In the COHSE, NUP
and UCW workshops, ther
was discussion on the broa
left. In the NUPE worksho:
it was generally agreed tha
there was a clear need for
broad left, Activists had hel
back from forming on
because of the sa-called lef
image of the union.

The women in the work
shop felt that it was impe:
ative to begin to form
broad left but they wer
clear that they didn’t war
one along the lines of th
male-dominated broad left
of other unions.

Splintering
In the COHSE worksho

there was a discussio;
between a sister from Sout

- Wales who thought that si

ters there should form
socialist-ferninist caucus i
the union. But Andre
Campbell, the founder an
chairgersun of Group B8]
the broad left in COHSI
opposed a caucus on the:
fines, arguing that sociali
women had set up and don
inated the broad left i
COHSE and that a separal
caucus would be seen as
welcome splintering off ¢
these women by Spanswic
and the COHSE leadership.

In the NUT worksho
many of the sisters we
part of Women in the NU
which was engaged in a ve
positive fight apainst tl
bureaucracy. This workshc
discussed the situation
Barking and Dagenhar
inter-union committees ar
the anti-union law’s puid
lines on picketing.

Tebbit

The morning worksho
covered some 30 topics. T
biggest covered the fig
against Tebbit, unemploy
women, cuts in the NI
and cuts in local authori
spending.

The workshop on Tebl
discussed the effects of 1
Rill on women and agre
to participate in the lobby
the TUC Executives on
April.

The NHS worksh
discussed the strong meo
for joint shop stewards co
mittees in the health serv
and passed a motion
ing among other things !
occupations and supporti
strike action, the blacking
private medicine, ager
wark and bonus schemes.

The workshop on une
ployed women and bene!
passed “a model resoluti
and drew atténtion to lit
publicised attacks on won
claimants in thc Ray
Report and agreed to ask
a speaker at the natio
Unemployed Workers Mo
ment Rally.

The entire conferel
was very stimulating ¢
exciting with a clear ori
tation to challenging
existing leadership and h
to takc action against
attacks of the Tories,
bosses and local councils.
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8-point pledge by left

by Jeremy Corbyn {Haringey councillor and prospectlve Labour candidate for Islmgton North)

OVER THL past ten yearts, controlled inmer city areas government support or to ermined’. The Parhamenta.ry

and his have been passing on Tpry  make massive cuts in service: Party went a stage further

{ﬁglglyn?s?:gj Hbexﬁ?c’:u and policies to their people. it was not until the autumn and sent Hattersley round
then the Tories, have sought London has been hit of 1981, rwe and a half the country sup.p_ort,mg every
to use cuts in Tocal govern- harder than most other parts  years after Thaicher came Labo_ur Counpll: no matter
ment support as a way of  of the country, with most .to power, ., that even a that _mWakeflcld this meant
passing on an attack on boroughs having lost be- common advertising camp- massive cuts and dog-like
working class living stand- tween £20 and £30 million  aign was mounted by Labour obedience  to Heseltine,
ards, - since May 1979. In reality " councils. whilc in other places there
This might be a self-evid-  this Tepresents a fine of over ~ There has been no nat- were attempts to fight Back.
ent statement, but the nat-  £150 per head of the popula-  jonal leadership of Labour London Labour Briefing
ional leadership of the Lab-  tion by Heseltine, . councils to wage a united was founded after the 1979
our Party and the TUC seem The response of the maj-  fight against Thatcher and election to provide a forum

ely prasped the  ority of Labour councils has  Heseltine, byt a myopic and for left activists in London

. goﬁﬁy bg;’ E,heg dtgick or  been either to raise the rates  blinkered NEC. response to boroughs to talk to each

- the way that the Labour- to offset the loss in central  say, ‘it should be locally det- other and to plan for a more

. united approach by Labous-

controlled councils, the aim

being to make them an

engine in the fighting force
against the Tories we need.

It soon became obyious
that the ex1stmg " Labour
lIeaderships in most of the
boroughs had no intention
of Jeading this fight, hence
Target 82 was founded to
prepare and plan for the
1982 borough elections and
support the selection of can-
didates who would fight for
an aggressive and differcnt
sott of Labour council.

Since its foundation a
substantial mailing kst of
activists has been created.
A successful scries of confer-
ences have been held, ensur-
ing that not only will there
be stronger manifestos, but
manifestos that will have an
emphasis on a changed
method of council operation
in terms of housing, ethnic
minority groups, - planning
and environmental issues.

Signatures

The latest issue of Lond-
on Labour Briefing contains
a statement that has already
been signed by over 100 co
council candidates that
pledges them to an 8-point
statement to-

* refuse to cut council
services,

* defy the district audit-
o1 where it tries to interfere
with programmes,

* defy threats of legal
action against elected coun-
cillors, -

* fight for a Labour vict-
ory to oppose the Tory
government,

* oppose racial and sex-
ual harassment and make the
police accountable,

* geek to unite the trade
union and labour movement
to smash the Tory govern-

PHOTO: JOHN HARRIS

. ment,,
by Martin . * support the establish-
Thomas The anger and will to fight is there: the job is to organise it round an effective campaigning left wing ment of-an ‘Association of

Socialist Councils’,
* secure for a future Lab-

lifeblood of this process has  are to break the pattern,  Lothian. our gc:ivemmertlt anbaltemat;
often been new recruits  councillors must be prepared Likewise, the fight can- ive ;:mo.cra ic  base -0
recently brought into the 1o use their positions against  pot be confined to local sup%c}l: ‘prospects of massive
Labour Party. ) the Tories, to put themselves  jevel. Even when it was Labou? E\’éct?rigssin Iino::fd;n

Yet the problems are stil i the from‘ line. allegedly left-wing, Labour's . g o
not resolved. The left-wing It means a risk of sur-  NEC had a shoddy record on in May are very good indeed,

but that support will only be
retained if the newly elected
councils actua.lly band tog-

manifestos generally collapse charge? Yes. Workers strik-
il}'llt() mutterir;zg or silence on mtg against the cuts risk loss
the issue of how their plans of wages and jobs, tenants sdn®

for better services, expanded on rent strike risk eviction. ﬁel?:ﬁfas they didn’t break ‘ether to implement the man-
direct wotks, or low rents And councillors are much The TUC was as bad or  iestos that have been very
will be carried out in the  better placed to rouse mass worse The' only time it painstakingly and democrat-
teeth of Tory financial limits  resistance and defeat Tory  poved was then a special  ically written by Party
and legal attacks. penalties, delegation hurried to Loth- members.

the cuts. 1t just told councils
to decide their own tactics —

In these pages we try to If they’re not prepared to . P - There will be no easy
give some elements of the give a lead, they should not ﬁcklt:d ulxcsf!:: the council road after May 6, but Lab-
answer. take leading positions. ) our victories followed by

~ Also, a Left which organ- A fight can and must be action by Labour councils.
ises only in the Labour Party started locally — but it also against the Tories will do
and does not also take on  needs to be spread nation- much to raise the morale of

Labour councils must see
themselves as part of the
working class fightback ag-

! A : p the conservative bureaucrats  ally. the labour movement and
‘ - : ainst the Tories. Well-intent- ; p . - .
THE MAY local efections are  ¢ils which tried to fight fin-  oeuvring. ioned local administration in the unions will find itself And that has a double  provide us with the basis of
a chance to strike a blow at  ally flunked out — like the Where councillors refuse  however skilful; can achieve strandc? Htlhthe von}l] th;: it lmPOI':lancg- What ; La:i‘Olclll' al c:l.mng%n Ltob sectére ethe
the Tories and the SDP  Greater London Council, to conform — as many have pothing serious against this g:mes 0 the cn;nc ) d_wt _83 C(:vunc }?; h < ?Otw Oieba - ei&; 110(1:10 a'ttadmtu m;‘ r]r‘l;
through the ballot box, to'  which has recently collapsed  — very often they face povernment. ’t{ power .';3 indusirt ows wha ta l'll]ltli"? ;tfﬁur mex A mn}: al? 0 a:d 1g| :
boost the fight to save jobs  in face of the Law Lords on  purges. Manchester, Bristol, The Labour councillors  2° ‘%ﬂ g cmmd{vh the gtoveirll]";en ck“l, oci whe e{ ?gdms bcaP!_ ism, H ni(;t
and public services from the  its cheap fares policy.. Mid-Glamorgan, Southwark  must be prepared o act as oo thseas(gf(j Lgftevelllla 1 a‘;,n % nu‘t lie under or ac :‘. (; h;ftzqulouﬁ ere o;-m.
Tory axe, and to give new For many decades, the .. many other areas reprod-  Jegders in this fightback. egs othe - oL (C)ct’ ps- a8 lstcipl alism. ds trv 1 ige ! we have seen in
confidence to the labour ranks of Labour councillors uce the pattern reported O?h- hma .ares.;v ¢ was " .abour counclls try 1o e past. 4 X d
oyt e bkt doungn  fom Snablen B GLCLeft ey e dosser otk e vati oy Com, i, Loon
The example of Britain’s  officialdom in being e  page of this supplement. ards. . A - \ ;
one SDP council, in Isling-  quickset cement. They The struggle to come to The GLC Left eventually They altwere ,‘301,‘;}}?0 ;ng ment, hhen they will guaran-  in the London Labour Brief-
ton, shows that the SDP will  easily absorb many militants  grips with the present leader-  voted for the budget with saw no _?‘“,a‘weh ey *id tee that salvation never  ing/Target 82 mailing list
be no less destructive than ... who soon become sooted ship, to replace it and to  the London Transport fares O bﬂfzﬂll)lmtlonﬁtkat cou d comes. W;thout the will to should send £5 to the add-
the Tories if it gains control  to the spot and cease to be  impose accountability, has  rise, then called for London- en;;» le tt em to hin u}]: WII}T start il?lon ron:]atlol? locally, ress below (£1 unwaged).
locally . ) so militant. . affected the councils as well  ers in general to fight back ml.m"_‘ gl‘é)L_lpS in the L }”e will never be able to con- Jeremy Corbyn, 28 Laus-
Tories or SDP in the When struggles burst out  as the Labour Party nation- by refusing to pay rises.  40C0S And it was similar in ront capitalism centrally. anne Road, London N8.

town halls backing up Tories  from the rank and file, the  ally and the unions. Lambeth Labour group piled
in Westminster are a recipe  councillors and officials too In many areas, Labour on the rate riscs, arguing that
for devastation. But getting  often provide a case-harden- i i i i

will be standing this May  nothing clse could be done

Labour into the town halls ed obstacle, with a left wing manifesto until the ‘big battalions’ of The policies Labour The obstacle H
is only the beginning of the Like trade union official-  and a substantial contingent  the unions moved. Lothian councils must fight il - H S tll'tley s Exmflences to learn
answer, dom, the councils have intro-  of left wing candidates on its  eventually folded up saying \ . will face: Heseltine’s . from: Lambeth,

Many Labour councils duced many activists to the  slate. This reflects a long  thal the union oflicials had for: housing, rents, law - Lothian, GLC -
have done just what the world of perks, privilegas,  proccss of debate, involve-  let them down. rates, police.... back page Centre pages
Tories wanted since 1979.  career openings, and seif~  ment in campaigns, and batt- In every case, il was Centre pages
And even the left-wing coun-  important committee man- les to change teaders. The  really g failure to fead i we




LOOKBACK
AT LAMBETHyg z

THE lessons of Lambeth
are many in number — the

by the Labour Party over
even left Labour councils;
the need to explain how
continual rate increases are
cuts by the back door,
working ageinst many ord-
inary pecple’s interests;

romising policies.
goes into th
1982 elections with the

this to be a shop;tm-t;f:: evil
| B o patniaa el
after -marches,
o siariad Too0n e
trimming back projected

: growth, and then by ten .

per cent reductions in

spending which would have
done right-wing Labour
councils proud. -

The problems have
spilled over to the 1982
manifesto. Much of the
eouncil leadership voted

with known members of
Labour Solidarity to
exclude certain hard left
provisions from the docu-

ment eventually by
. the Lambeth locﬁgl;:v‘;m—

That immediately took the

The task now is to build
on the manifesto through
increasing vigilence in the
constituency Labour Parties
to ensure a new administra-
tion starts socialist and
stays socialist.

For others who used to
lock to Lambeth for a lead,
look to us instead for a
lesson — and ensure the
Labour Parties are active
and eternally watchful of
Labour councils every-
where.

By Graham Norwodd

Lessos of
. Lothian-

WHEN the vast majority of
Lothian Region’s employees
came out'on oneday strike
on 30 June. last year, -in
support of Lothian’s stand
against the cuts, it-was
a magnificent demonstration
of the determination and
strength of the movement.

But jt was to-be a short-
lived thing. There were two
main factors in the tragic
change from the determina-
tion of the 30th to the situ-
ation a few weeks later,
when union leaders were
able to say to the Labour
Group:

“We can get no support
from our members. You
must implement the ‘cuts
rather than ‘dip into illeg-
aﬁty, ”.

The first was the weak-
ness of the Labour Group's
position from the start. They
implemented a massive rates
nse to compensate for the
government’s vicious cut in
the Rate Support Gramt.

”éiA'LIST Organiser fi-ohu 10 act as a real

Paper

which can organise

CRRpEIgN
warkars in the struggle for new leadership. .
To do so we need consistent support and

iy us %0 build one?

meney. Socislist Organiser AMisnce groups
Guwe been astablished in most big towns.

Why not join with us? Supporters are
aked to. undertske to sell & minimum of 6
papurs por week and contribute at least £1.50
Por month (20p for unwaged) .

#f there is no group in your ares why not

To Gat Orgenisad’, write at once to us at
28 Misidie Lane, London NS,

RENTS AND RA
SOCIALIST SOL

~

campaign out of thg:hands
of the rank and file. The
Labour Group's message to
the working class in Lothian
(despite pious statemnents to
the contrary) was in effect,
‘We'll juggle the figures, we
are the campaign, your job is
to express support.”

- It was no way to build a
rank and file-based cam-
paign.

Rates fises hit clearly at
the working class as well as
city centre business. In
Pilton, one of the most
deprived housing schemes in
Scotland, rates (which are
paid by council tenants as
part of their rent) are
amongst the highest in Edin-
burgh. Pilton is classed —
laughably - as suburban.

It is a sad fact that the
media could blame the situ-
ation on the Labour Group
in isolation precisely because
they had “juggled the
figures” with a rates rise
rather than going to the
labour movement to start
with,

THE Tories claim that
council rents are too low — 7
so Heseltine is demanding

. that all councils slap £2.50

ong} t.he(:;lent.

ouncils are making
their decisions this month.
And most, Tory and Lab-
our, are obliging. Some are
even going one better.
Westminster will put their
rents up by £4.50.

And the rent is only part
of the story. After increas-
ed rates and heating charg-
es, many tenants will be
paying £5 or £7 more,

In Line with the Tories'
policy of cutting public
services to help private
profit, and of driving
people into the market for
private housing, council
bouses are being sold: off,
money is being cut from the
Housing Improvement Pro-
grammes (HIP), hardly any
aew building is being done
~ and the rents are going
up.

- Over 70% of all the cuts
in public spending have

. been made in housi —

one
are

council housing. An
of the way the Tori

- ment

NORTH versus South,
shire versus city, house-
holder versus tenant -~
how can Labour win the
battle for public services
and local amenities against
the divisive Tory argument

which attempts to set .

worker against worker?

Provision of local author-
ity finance is possible by
two methods,

Firstly, central govern-
ment provides a portion of
finance needed by local
authorities. The need is
estimated - on = population
and ability to raise-finance
locally. This method is
said to permit the local.
authority itself to raise the
remainder of revenue not
given by central govern-

’

But who really sets the
need of local authorities?
It is central government
that dictates attributed
and the basis of estim-
ation is conservative, even

under = Labour govern-
ments.
Without a  socialist

Labour government, local
Labour councils can new:
win real major gaing
because local service
provision cannot be detach-
ed from provision of finance
by central government.

It should therefore be the

" objective of all Labour

parties to ensure that local
borough manifestos
ward clear socialist de-
mands for services, hous-
ing, health and educa-
ion based on need and not

doing this is by cutting the ' \tenants, ‘benefits ' noone.

subsidy to Housing Rent
Accounts.

In the past these sub-
sidies have worked to keep
rents down (relatively) in
a similar way to tax relief
on morigages for private
house-owners.

The common claim that
council tenants are subsid-
ised by everyone else.is a
myth — it’s not true, The
reality is that both council
tenants and- working-class
owner-occupiers  subsidise
the money-lenders, the big
property and landowners,
and the banks,

Frittered away
. Most of the money we

pay in rent is frittered away
into the coffers of big busi-

ness and the banks, via-

] And
people paying off mort.
- gages face the same drain,

interest  charges.

Pitting council tenants
against house-owners by
saying that the rates syb-
sidise the council tenants,

- or that’ house-buyers get

more subsidy than council

We need a joint fight to get
rid of the money-making
profiteers whose aim is
solely to squeeze us for
profit — not to provide
housing for need.

The cuts also fall on
repairs, maintenance and
modernisation, so that the
stock that's left is run down
and falling into more dis-
repair — yet for this Hesel-
tine wants us to pay more!

Last weekend 400 ten-
ants from all over the coun-
try demonstrated in Wal-
sall (where hundreds of
tenants have been refusing
to pay last year's increase
for 51 weeks now), calling
on council tenants nation-
ally- to refuse to pay the
increase. Speakers called
for a national. tenants’
campaign {0  organise
action.

Some Labour manifestos

for the May elections eon- -

tain a rent freeze policy,
.and° we must make sure
‘that candidates stick to that
commitment. We must
alto challenge councils
like Lambeth, who "are

“ability to pdy, . either -

through rent or rate rises
or cuts to services and
staff to ‘‘balance the
books®’. .
The manifestos should
demand an improvement in
all local service provision,
To do other than this will be

‘to placate the Tories and

sell out working class inter--
ests for the monetarist
needs of the money lend-
ers. . |

The supposed option of
increasing loans by council

is- also a non-solution,

locally or nationally,
because this desperate
action only delays the day
of financial retribution
brought onto councils or
national government by the
uncontrolled banks and

RENTS SUBSIDISE BANK PR

making no increase now —
but plan to put the rents up
in October, after the May
election. ’

Council tenants earn less
than the average wage, and
have to pay more for worse
housing. The very least
Labour councils should be
doing is starting rent
freezes. And they should be
told that if they won’t do
it, council tenants will do
it themselves, ‘

‘Distraint’
Rent arrears are soari

as rents rise. Over £56 mill-
ion is owed in London. Now

Southwark Labour council .-

is planning to use ‘dis-
traint’. — geizing tenants’
possessions without taking

prior legal action. This
must be stopped.
We have a right to decent

housesto live in. Labour
councils are elécted to re-
present the interests of

working people, not to do

the Tories’ dirty work for

them, .
Direct Works depart-

*ments need to be expand-

ed
Ya
on,
we

p. i,
cil
it




ce houses,
scond option for lacal
may be worth

mise needed finance by
ing extra rate/tax upon
profitable local outlets
pulti-national industrial,
il, banking and finan-
companies.

he struggle would then
oncentrated around the
of local authorities to
p revenue from local
lis enterprises,
would stop the local
ority levying a neces-
rate/tax on Marks and
or Barclays Bank,
d on the profit they
jrom localpeopie?
rtainly without social-

cut to save m .

't make a profit
pairs and . mainten-

e purpose of direct
was never to make a
but to service coun-
ants: and that’s how
d be

ncil housing should
nder workers’ and
s" control, Moves to

lralise af
and  mginfenance
be suppoited - for
e, having offices on
g estates which

5 run. .
Walsall, the council
irect works repair
ns ‘which tour the
If the caravan is in
state, you can tell
orkers what repairs
ped, -and they come
them.

ncil  housing  should
er workers’ and ten-
control. We -know
the houses have to
t, and what's wrong
he ones we've got.
ye to'live in them!

Jo Thwaites

omrades could consider-

hority finance provision.
Labour!

authorities attempting

" London Labour Party
activist Nigel Knowles
argues that Labour must go
for, not the illusion of local
‘socialism on the rates’, but
a working class struggle
against capitalism

ist central government
legislation and continual
political support from the
working class, the attempts
to gain this local rate-tax
from big business would be
ruled out of court by the
judges or the Tory govern-
ment.

But the political battle
would become part of the
developing campaign to
explain to the workers
how local government
finance operates and why it
is weighted against them
but towards big business
and the capitalist class.

Rates are the only tax
which most big companies
pay. Callaghan and Healey
admit companies mostly
don’t pay tax — they cheat
the -public purse, then
refuse to pay more rates to

provide public and social

services.

A socialist Labour gov-

ernment must change the
rules to favour lecal author-
ities. But it would be a fatal
mistake to extricate the
struggle for local author-
ity finance provision from

- the struggle for workers’

control of industry, nation-
alisation of the command-
ing heights of the economy
and the taking of power
away from the ruling class

6L
of

SOCIALIST  Organiser’s
open letter to Chris Knight
and Valerie Wise (SO,
4 march), criticising their
editorial in the March issue
of London Labour Briefing,
and Chris Knight's reply
the following week, open
up some important issues
about the role of socialists
in local government.

In the same issue of
Briefing, Ken Livingstone
had an article entitled
Stay and Fight. He wrote:

‘““While we can continue

B
¥ UneeEe
WORKER S/
TENA T
COMTR:,

by legislation and mass
popular support and
struggle.

The Tories and capital-
ists will always change the
rules whether they are in or
out of government, through
investment 3trikes, moving
capital overseas or by using
the military and police
against the organised work-
ing class to break strikes.

We were five minutes
away from a State of Emer-
gency in the winter of 1978-
9. Thatcher would have no
doubts about using force to
maintain the Tories’ posi-
tion of ascendancy over the
workers.

We must inflict political
defeats on the Tory govern-
ment, The working class
needs victories before a
general election or Labour
will not win. Labour and
trade union leaders must
fight or be forced aside. We
will not stand idly by and
watch Thatcher chop up the
organised working class.

The struggle around the

rates and public trans-
port is part of the whole

. struggle of workers against

capitalism, not a separate
issue to be decided by
judges or a transport

- authority.

‘There must be no illu-

: the

“

&

for Triden... -
sions. Thatcher and the
ruling class know exactly
what is at stake in mass
redundancy and unemploy-

ment, the military build up .

and public expenditure
cuts. They are taking us
apart and winning the potit-
ical battle.

The reaction will be anti-
Thatcher, but have we
done enough politically to
be certain that the working
class will kick out toryism,
not just from Parliament
but by defeating the dom-
inant ideas of capitalism in
industry and social life?

There can be only one
platform on which to fight
local elections. The social-
ist alternative is — no cuts,

- no sackings, no rent increa-

ses, no rate increases,
no council house sales,
no school closures, nou
hospital closures.

These demands should
constitute part of a national
campaign for socialism to

You can’t have any mé&y Jor social services, we need it

which should be added
common ownership of the
means of production, exit
from the EEC, withdrawal
from NATQ, abolition of
nuclear weapons, demo-
cratic and civil control of
the armed forces and
pulice, and abolition of the
House. of Lords and the
Monarchy.

We must refuse to com-
promise with the tories and
instead, put the socialist
alternative ™ before  the
working class and pursue
our common  struggle
against the ruling class, If
we do not, the danger will
be made greater that a
larger number of the work-
ers will seek a right wing
and racist solution to the
endemic ¢risis of inter-
national capitalism.

NIGEL KNOWLES
PPC, Hastings

PCC, Noel Park Ward
Wood Green CLP

Show the
reality of

police

By Garth
Frankland

powers

JAMES Anderton’s attack
on the weak powers of the.
(in part) democratically el-
ected police committees is a
forerunner of how the Tories
intend to fight elections.

Law and order will make

central, Whitelaw is already
preparing new ‘sus’ laws.
Last summer saw tens of
thousands of working class
youth From the poorest
inner cities areas of England
in a series of violent and
lengthy clashes with the
police. None of the problems
facing these youth — unem-
ployment, racism, bad hous-
ing, lack of leisure facilities
— have been sclved.

The increased use of vans
instead of panda cars, the
stockpiling of riot weapons,
show how the law-and-order
Tories and their allies, the
Chief Constables, intend to
tackle the problem of unem-
ployment.

What policies should the
labour movement fight for?

We must first of all
destroy the myth of comm-
unity policing, and show the
reality of the militarisation
and the computerisation of
police power.

We must also support
trade union and community
based organisations which
defend their areas against
racialist and fascist attacks.

In Leeds, before the
summer disturbances, there
were a2 number of racialist
attacks in Chapeltown. No-
body has been arrested for
them. This contrasts with
nearly a hundred youth

arrested in  Chapeltown
during the disturbances
themselves.

The final demand must
be that the existing police
committees should dismiss
Chief Constables who attack
the working class, and
challenge directly the power
of the Home Office. Ander-
ton must be the first Chief
Constable to go.

theory and practice

esistance

to use our positions to
expand and defend services
and protect jobs we would
never be forgiven or under-
stood if we ran away from
the tasks before us."’

The record of the Labour

GLC is better than most
councils, but the working
class in London can do
without the sort of ‘def-
ence’ and ‘protection’ that
the transport service has
had from the majority of
Labour councillors.

It is not. just transport

i

i
i

either — the Labour Group
has abandoned major mani-
festo pledges in every case
where there has been a
legal threat. Livingstone
himself voted to continue
the Tory policy of trans-
ferring GLC housing to the
boroughs and for the new
ILEA budget with its £7
million cuts.

They have run away from
the tasks before them.

In their Briefing editorial
Chris Knight and Valerie
Wise wrote:

“We are not yielding
ground to the Tories any
more than we are being
literally forced to . . .

By staying in office we
can increase, rather than
decrease the scope for
building that mass move-
ment of resistance which
we will need to take us
along the road towards real
power. Support from the
GLC  ‘legitimises’ our

_ Struggles in the eyes of

Londoners .. .”'

Requirement

It is nonsense to talk of
being forced to yield

. ground when the army was

never mobilised in the first
place.

A mass movement. of
resistance is not the last
resort, it is the first require-
ment, and it cannot be built
on the basis of retreats
when the leaders have not

The GLC left’s collapse in the final vote on the budget including the LT
fares rise has provoked a big debate in the London Labour Left, reflected
in the columns of Socialist Organiser. Tony Gard takes up the discussion,
arguing that the Left has been hamstrung by failure to key into the fight
for trade union democracy and trade union action

" clearly by

serivusly organised for
action from the start.

How has Livingstone
‘legitimised’ the Can’t
Pay, Won't Pay campaign,
which will mean passen-
gers and workers taking
legal risks, when he him-

self ultimately voted to -

implement the fare in-
creases?

Dependence

It is comrades like Chris
Knight and Valerie Wise
who are in effect ‘legitimis-
ing’ Livingstone’s position
in the eyes of Labour’s rank
and file,

This situation has arisen

from the dependence of .

many Briefing comrades on
council chamber tactics and
their reliance on the GLC
lefts.

Over the last few months
this has beer shown most
Briefing’s
support for ‘disengage-
ment' or majority opposi-
tion,

In my view the disen-
gagement tactic has been a_
serious diversion — and
discussion of it in the left
press has been quite inade-
quate. Disengagement has
focussed attention on what
councillors can do inside
the council, instead of pre-
paring labour
action and demanding that
Labour councillors give a
lead to such action.

movement .

Like Chris Knight I am
a member of East Lewish-
am Labour Party, where
there has been a lot of sup-
port for disengagement. A
motion on these lines was
passed at the Borough
Local Government Confer-
ence in December,

Support for this tactic has
been based on lack of confi-

dence in the likelihood of

unjon action. Some com-
rades saw this as the real
lesson of the Lothian
defeat.

It was generally agreed,
in an abstact way, that
union support would be
needed for eventual
success but a lot of com-
rades thought it was un-
realistic to put this to the
fore.

More ‘practical’

Disengagement was seen
as more “practical’.

In practice this attitude
(which identifies the unions
with the bureaucracy) has
made it easier for the
Labour controlled council
to ignore the local parties’
demands for a no cuts, no
rale rise, no rent rise
policy. ’

* The major lesson of this
episode is the need for the
Labour left to seriously
strengthen links between
local parties and union
branches, build workplace
branches of the Labour

Party and campaign for
trade union democracy.
There are no short cuts
through calls for “Taking to
the Streets’ (the title of
K{:ight and Wise’s editor-
ial).

A further issue is, when
is it appropriate for left
wingers to resign from
leading council positions?

Two ILEA members who
voted against the revised
budget have resigned as
committee vice-chairs.

I think they were quite
right, but the real question
should be whether resig-
nation is a way of taking a
fight forward. This when
Livingstone says that he
will 'Stay and Fight',
socialists should insist that
he really does give leader-
ship in a fight — even if
this means being: removed
from or having to resign the
leadership of the GLC.

Unhappy

I am sure the Briefing
comrades want to fight and
are unhappy about the
present position,

It is certain that many
more left wing councillors
will be elected in the May
elections, and that they will
face even greater pres-
sures. It is therefore vital
that there is the widest and
most thorough discussion
possible of these issues.
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 HESELTINE'S HATCHET
WUNCILS

IF IT DID not have such
tragic consequences for the
social fabric of our com-
munities, the inept way in
which Heseltine  ahas
attempted to cut local
government  expenditure
and impose central control
upon local affairs would be
high comedy.

What we have seen since
June 1979, when Heseltine
first called upon local
authorities to cut their
current expenditure plans
by 3% and reduced the
Rate Support Grant by an
equivalent amount, is a
botched and  careless
patchwork of measures that
can surely have. no prece-
dent. As the Association
of Metropolitan Authorities
puts it ‘“Whitehall’s
record is amazing: four
bills in two years; two bills
withdrawn; three major
changes in  intention;
and a grant system that is
not merely complex beyond
belief but contradictory in
purposes.’’

In addition to this, there
have been separate meas-
ures for Scotland, and
further legislation may be

PHOTO: JOHN HARRIS

on the way to. amend
Section 137 of the 1972
Local Government Act.

This is the record: .

*[n June 1979, Hesel-
tine cut the Rate Support
Grant (RSG) by 3%.

*Later in 1979, he put the
Local Government Planning
and Land Bill before Parlia-
ment. It had to be with-

Sa

NINETEEN Labour councill-
ors in Sandwell, West Mid-
lands, remain suspended aft-
er a meeting with the region-
al executive on March 23.
They were originally
suspended for voting against
the whip on three issues —

drawn because Parliament
didn’t like it.

*In 1980 Heseltine called
upon councils to cut their
expenditure to a level
2% below that of 1978/9,
and further slashed the
RSG.

*In  September 1980
Heseltine produced his first
‘hit-list’ of 14 councils

ORGANISING THE
'LEFT WING
COUNCILLORS

GOQD intentions,-and even
sincere attempts to use the
council chamber to serve the
interests of workers and of
tenants, will fall flat unless
they are backed up by organ-
isation.

That’s one of the lessons
of the failures of left-wing
councils tike  Lambeth,
Lothian and the GLC.

Left-wing counciltors and
rank-and-file Labour and
trade union activists need to
get organised, to create an
active force making sure that
the .labour movement holds
councillors to account, and
that the movement mobilises
to fight cuts whatever the
councillors do.

Many local Labour Left

caucuses have started to do
this work. '

Declaration

As Jeremy  Corbyn
reports elsewhere in  this
supplement, Target 82 has
been organising in London,
and over 100 council candi-

dates have signed a declara-

tion that: “Where threats of
fegal action — including sur-
charges - are made we

announce in advance that we
will not tolerate these as
reasons for abandoning our
manifesto commitments;
instead we will as necessary
defy not only the rulings of
the District Auditor but also
the whole undemocratic sys-
tem of rule by elected
judges.”

Link

In Bradford, for example,
there have also been efforts
to tink the Left. A declar-
ation by Labour councillors
and candidates calling for a
‘defiant anti-cuts campaign’
has brought forward a witch-
hunt from the right wing.

The Labour  Group
leadership is  proposing
expulsion from the group of

the three councillors who,

backed the declaration, but
left wing activists are confid-
ent of hundreds of signatures
to a petition opposing this
befose the District Labour
Party meeting on April 6.
The statemegt urged “the
Labour Group ta adopt a
position of ‘No cuts, no rent
increases and no rate increas-
es’, and turn to the trade
unions and tenants’ associa-

tions for supportting action.”

Barry Tutner, a signatory

to the declaration and a
Socialist O1ganiser support-
er, has also put out a mass
leaflet in the Bradford Moor
ward, where he is the Labour
candidate, dissociating from
the Labour council’s rent
and rate increases.

“Vote for.a policy of no
cuts, no rent rises, no rate

rises”, he writes. ‘Vote
Bradford Moor Labour
Party”.

Rarry Turner

the letting of the housing
maintenance contract to a
private contractor, a rent
rise of £3.25 a week, and a
budget based on a 5% rate
increase and cuts in serviges,
_ Large lobbies by the
direct works, NUT and

(thirteen of them Labour)
who were threatehed with

additional RSC cuts as
punishment for = “‘high-
spending’’.

*Also in 1980, the Local
Government Planning and
Land Bill re-appeared as
‘Number Two'. This sub-
sequently became law and
provided:

—retrospective authoris-
ation of the “hit-list’.

—a mnew system of
grant-related expenditure
assessments {GREA),
allowing Heseltine to tell
local authorities how much
money they ought to be
spending.

—automatic penalties for
councils spending above
these ‘threshold’ levels.

—fixed limits on capital
spending.

Grant

—a new sysiem which
reduced the grant for each
extra pound of spending
in areas with high rate-
able values (mostly in
London).

*In 1981, the Local Gov-
ernment {Miscellaneous
Provisions) {Scotland)
Act became law, giving
George Younger, the Scot-
tish Secretary, even more
draconian powers north of
the border. The Act allows

- him to impose any spend-
ing cuts on any council to
any level he thinks reason-
able. This was the Act that
was used against Lothian.

*In England and Wales

in 1981, Heseltine set anew.

spending _ target 5.6%
below 1978-9 expenditure
levels. The new GREA
formula was inadequate for
this purpose, and in June
1981, he announced &
further *‘hit list'’, which }ed
to many councils imposing
supplementary rates 1In
QOctober 1981,

*By November 1981,
Heseltine was facing the
problem that he could not
penalise some authorities
any further as they had no
RSC left to be withdrawn.
Therefore, he introduced

© Finance Bill

NUPE, had led to some full
council meetings and comm-
ittees being abandoned, and
others severely disrupted.
The 19, all members of
Sandwell’s Tribune group,
claim that their stand was
entirely in line with local

Government
1981 which
arbitrarily assessed what
each council would spend,
and required authorities
with a budget above the
Tories’ cash limit to raise a
supplementary rate from
which industrial and com-
mercial ratepayers would
receive large-scale protec-
tion.

the Local

Referendum

This supplementary
.rate was to be, subject
to a referendum in which
Heseltine set the question.
He would then decide him-
self what cuts to make if the
referendum went against
the local authority .

In the face of a humilia-
ting rebellion from both
Tory councils and his own
backbenchers, the Bill was
speedily withdrawn.

*The Bill was replaced,
as happened in-1980, with
Mark Two. This time,
Heseltine sought to outlaw
supplementary rates com-
pletely, and to take even
wider discretionary powers
to cut councils' grants at
any time during the year. It
also gives retrospective
legality to the £400 million
Heseltine had  already
taken away from councils in
1981 for *'high spending’’.

But even at the second
attempt at this bill, he still
ran into trouble, and the
‘super hold-back’ clause,
allowing  Heseltine to
impose grant penalties on
‘individual councils halfway
through a financial year
was dropped.

*The Tories then intro-
duced amendments in
february 1982 to allow the
super hold-back to still be
applied to categories of
authorities and have made
the GLC and the ILEA, for
instance, separate cate-
gories. the  ‘super hold-
back’ can also be applied to
individual authorities in
subsequent years. -

*Just so that Scotiand
did not feel left out, the

and national Labour Party
policy, and are appealing to
the NEC to reinstate them.

-The NEC will decidc on the

basis of a report from the
regional executive (whose re-
presentatives are not known
for their sympathies to the

Local Government and
Planning (Scotland) Bill
1982 provides the Secre-
tary of State with the pow-
ers to force councils to
adopt a lower rate than
the one they propose.

Manipulétion

On top of all this, of
course, Heseltine has been
assisted by the political
manipulation of the Dis-
trict Auditor and the Tory
courts.

I believe we have a right
to demand that our elected
representatives and
those seeking election on 6
May defy Heseltine and
protect the living standards
of working people.

But rights also confer
duties; the Labour move-
ment has a duty to those
who are prepared to fight
now and we must demand
that the next Labour gov-
ernment retrospectively

indemnifies them against

all penalties and debar-
ments imposed under
Heseltine's legislation and

by the Tory courts.
Honouring our mani-
festo commitments and

protecting working people
does appear to be criminal
under tory law. The next
Labour government cannot
allow that law to stand.

We are told by Labour’s
leaders that retrospec-
tive legislation ‘‘sets a
dangerous precedent’’. The
truth is that the precedent
has been set — the tories
have introduced retro-
spective legislation over
Zimbabwe, on closed shep
dismissals and local gov-
ernment cuts.

It scems to me that what
Labour needs is to set a
few more ‘dangerous
precedents’.

Spread
the
news!

We're offering bundies of
five each week for £1
] post free, and bundies of
1 10 for £1.75 post free.
That's £12 for three
months for bundes of 5,
W and £21 tor bundles of
ren.
8 Regular subscriprion
W rates are £5 for three
Wl months, £8.75 for six
| months, and £16 for &
year,

From: Sociatist Org-
aniser, 28 Middle Lane,
tondon V8. Please make
cheques payable ta Soc-
ialist Organiser.
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z
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Please send me , .. .. issnes of Sncialist Organiser. | cnclose

ndwell socialists suspendet

by Godfrey Webster

left of the party). .

At last weekend’s regic

al, conference, the standi

- orders committee report w
referred back to allow
discussion of the issue, b
the right wing then filibu
ered on other issues so th
the emergency resolution -
this question was nex
reached,

*The suspension of the
was quickly followed by t
victimisation - of Geor
Hickman, the convenor
the direct works organis
ion, One of management
NALGO member, spied
Hickman through binocula
to note down what time
left his house for meetir
with the management.

A fraudulent chaige
fiddling time sheets was tk
brought. The right wing L.
our council are of cou.
aware that the direct wor
is the strongest union org:
isation in the borough, t
will have to be forced
accept redundancies 1
that contracts are bei
given to private firms.

Hickman has organis
the Sandwell cuts comm
tec, which ‘has brought |
gether tenants’ organisatio)
trade unions, and left cov
cillors, His victimisation w
followed by a week Io
strike by the 3,000 stro
direct works departme:
but with the aid of a pr
witch hunt and some unfa
unate tactics by the lead
ship, it collapsed, and Hic
man remains sacked.

Messages of support, a
requests for further inforn
tion, should be sent to C
John Edwards, 33 We

bourne Rd, West Bromwit
West Midlands B70 8LT.

QOut now

BRIEFING ON TH
SOCIAL
DEMOCRATS

A 40 page pamphile
published by L.ondc
Labour Briefing, ed
ed by Nigel Willian
son, with a forewol
by Tony Benn anc
articles by Norma:
Atkinson, Reg Rac
etc. -

40p plus 20p p&p froi

LLB, 23 Leghorn Rd

London NW10. 5 copi
or more post free.
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We invite readers

to send us their

letters, up to a

usual maximum

length of 400 words.
Send to

‘Writeback”,

Socialist Organiser,

cfo 28, Middle Lane,

London N8.

Brutality
in Irish

jails

AS A regular reader and
sometimes contributor
to your excellent and pro-
gressive paper, | was very
interested in the article by

the PRO, Republican
prisoners, Hull Prison
(18.3.82).

I know that conditions
are even worse in lots of
cases, than he describes. 1
am sure that he is aware of
the terrible conditions in
some of the Free State
prisons, and the methods
the Special Branch use in
getting confessions,

For sheer brutality and
torture, they are much
worse than any northern,
or British torture squads.

There was the case of the
three Tipperary men, who
were framed for conspir-
‘acy, one of whom tried to
commit suicide by jumping
from an upstairs window,
barely  missing . being
impaled on iron railings
underneath. They were
duly convicted, but after a
couple of years inside were
released  without  any
-explanation.

Set free

Then you had the so-
called train robbers con-
victed. But at their appeal,
they had four Dutch judges
sitting there as observers.
Result: on the second day
of the appeal, the presiding
judge stopped the trial,
and the so-called train
robbers were set free.

I think the worst case of
framing, torture and intimi-
dation was in the Noel and
Marie Murray case. The
Murray trial opened in
April 1976 at the Special
Criminal Court. There was
no jury, just three judges
led by 76-year-old Judge
Tringle, who had the job of
irying the case, convicting
or otherwise and sentenc-
ing the defendants.

Ronan Stenson, accused
with the Murrays, was so
badly beaten at Harcourt
Terrace Police Station that
when he was transferred
to the Curragh Military
Detention Centre, both a

military and a civilian
doctor agreed that his
injuries were consistent

with allegations of torture.

Collapsed

Several months later
Stenson was still suffering
so badly from his injuries
that he collapsed in the
dock several times, and his
trial was postponed.

Stenson’s evidence was
vital for the defence case,
and because he was now
unfit to stand trial or give
evidence for the Murrays
an application for an
adjournment was made.

When this was rejected,
Noel and Marie dismissed

their counsel and refused
to have anything more to do
with the proceedings.

They were found guilty
in their absence and sen-
tenced to death on June 9,
1976. The Irish Times wrote
an' article criticising the
trial and verdict and they
were heavily fined for con-
tempt. Hibernia Review
was threatened with
sequestration for publish-

‘ing correspondence.

1 arrived in Dublin from
Coventry on Friday 29
QOctober 1976 for the appeal
against the death sentence,
which was to start on 1
November. I met my sister,
{Noel’s mother) and his
fether, and they took mse to
Mountjoy Prison to see
Marie, who had sought
permission for the visit
from the Governor, but
wasn’t allowed to see her.

On November 2 I went to
the Ministry of Justice,
and was still refused per-
_mission.

When the Supreme Court
opened, Noel’s counsel
told the presiding judge
that if his clients were not
allowed in Court, as their
lives were on the line, he
was to drop the appeal. The
judge told him that he had
to carry on regardless of
the Murrays’ wishes.

The real reason the
Murrays weren’t allowed in
court was that the judges
and counsel knew that if
they were in court, they
would again dismiss their
counsel, stating that as
they never had a trial, they
could not be guilty of any
crime and they would tell
them to do their worst.
The Murrays got life.

WILLIE MOLONEY
Coventry

in Irish struggle

A FEW words in self-
defence: Comrades Regan
and O’Shea (letters, Social-
ist Organiser no.78) con-
fuse solidarity with the
Catholic community and
the_Republican movement
against our own govern-
ment and its forces, with
‘‘political [emphasis added]
solidarity with those forces
conducting the struggle’”.

The distinction is funda-
mental. .

1 am net in political solid-
arity with the Provos and
the IRSP. Though' in the
last decade I have written
dozens of articles to explain
and justify to the British
labour movement the Cath-
olic revolt and the Republi-
can military campaign that
grew out of it, I have never
been in political solidarity
with the Republicans.

Supportéd

1 have supported the
Northern Ireland Catholics
and the war of the Republi.
cans against the imperialist
government of the country [
live in from a standpoint
radically different from
theirs, that of international
socialism — of which the
socialist republicanism of
Connolly and Mellows is a
part.

According to my basic
political standpoint, much
thet the Republicans did
{and didn’t do) was inade-
quate, misguided, wrong,
counterproductive, and
sometimes monstrous (for
example, various bombings
— in Belfast in 1972. in
Birmingham in 1974 I
said so in print at the time).

Politically

The problem, as I argued
in Socialist Organiser, is
that the Republicans are
politically  incapable of
breaking out of the impasse

in Northern Ireland: they
are a major part of the polit-
ical problem in I eland, not
the soluion.

Central and dominant in
the view of the Republicans
is military action. That, as
James Connolly noted long
ago, is what defines them
whatever ‘final’ social goals
and programmes they talk
about.

Pointed out

Socially and politically
they are not revolutionaries
— ‘despite what the rank
and file, especially those in
the North, want. This is
never more clear than when
they venture into Southern
politics, as they did without
benefit of the hunger strike
in the recent elections.
~ The only way we can do
anything to begin to change
this is to point il out,
explain it, criticise the Re-
publican leadership, and
draw oul the logic of what
they do (and fail to do). In
this way, by criticism, we
can try to help Republican
militants go forward poli-
tically out of the blind alley
they are now in.

Partition

The main responsibility
for the Northern Ireland sit-
uation is that uf the Brilish
government, which pursues
a policy of trying Lo beat the
Catholics into accepting the
undemocratic partition of
Ireland. For this reason, we
must support the Republic-
ans against that govemn-
ment.

But the notion of Q’Shea
and Regan that we owe
them political solidarity is
something else again. It
would mean boycotting our
own politics and mimicing
and playing the chameleon
to those of the Republic-

international socialism

ans’ — except for strictly
‘constructive” and ‘comrad-
ely’ criticism.

Can one criticise populist
Republican fundamentals
{as shown in action during
the election) without being
‘negative’ and ‘unconstruc-
tive'? I don’t think so.

inappropriate

‘Comradely’ criticism of
the IRSP’s call for support
in most areas for Fianna
Fail would be very inappr-
opriate politically. Sectar-
ianism has nothing to do
with it: it is the criticism of
a revolutionary petty bour-
geois nationalist move-
ment from a radically diff-
erent political and class
standpoint.

The approach of political

FARES LET-DOWN

WHILE welcoming the
sharp analysis offered by
Socialist Organiser of the
sell-vut in the recent Ley-
land Vehicles strike, it
seems to me that such
sharpness has been gravely
lacking in your coverage of
the London fares ‘'fight’”.

Calling all
scientists

AN informal group of
Socialist Organiser sup
porters who are scientists
met last week to discuss
establishing a SO Science
Group(SOSG).

The impetus for the
group comes from our
regular science column.
The backbone of the col-

umn has beeri Les Hearn's’

articles, and although one
or two others have contri-
buted recently, we feel that
there are many more com-
rades who have useful
things to say about recent
advances in science, oOr
in exposing the .use of
science to exploit and
oppress.

Aadditivnally we felt thal
SOSG could address Rself
to -other questions. We
could contribute specialist
xnowledge to  political

campaigns which had a
scientific angle, and pro-
vide speakers for meetings.

More ambitiously, we
felt the need to look more
deeply at the role of science
under capitalism, in the
workers' states, and what it
might be under socialism.

Another important
task would be to review the
sometimes uncritical
approach marxists have
taken towards science.

Any SO supporters who
are interested in taking
part in such a group should
contact us at Socialist
Organiser, 28 Middle Lane,
London NB. Those at the
initial meeting knew of
about 20 SO supporters
with science jobs or inter-
ests, so we're expecting
al least that number of
replies.

Socialist Organiser has
yet to point out the fact that
it was always impossible
that the ‘Can’t Pay, Won’t
Pay ' tactic could succeed.

For it to have any real
impact on the fares in-
crease; that campaign
would have needed to mob-
ilise commuters in their
hundreds of thousands —
pumbers far greater than
in any industrial dispute.

And since in most cases
the only factor the commut-
ers have in common is that
they ride a bus or tube to
work, the problems in
welding such a mass into an
organised fighting force are
almost insuperable.

Given the belated start
and pathetic limitations
of the campaign there was
never a snowbhall's chance
in hell of it succeeding.
Instead it became an indiv-
idual protest stunt — a
conscience saver — for a
handful of councillors, and
a fling for a few hundred
others.

Off the book

Meauwhile, the forces
that could and should have
mobilised  against  the
increase — the TGWU,
NUR and other transport
unions — were let com-
pleizly off the huok.

A wolid one-day strike

showed the power of these
unions: but their officials
and stewards otfered no
perspective  for  all-out
action to defend London
Transport. And instead of
calling on them to do so,
the Can't Pay, Won't Pay
campaign focussed simply
on pressing for supporl
from individual conductors
who agree to collect part of
the fare from individual
pratestors!

The result has been not
only a fares increase — but
one imposed with no polit-
ical lessons learncd by the

trade unionists directly
involved.
Socialist Organiser

should have made this clear
from the ouwset. ‘Can’t Pay,

Won't Pay’ was always
Can't Fight, Won’t Fight.
CYRILNEWGATE

East Finchley

we’ve had to put many
features — including a re-
sponse to Tony Benn’s
Marx lecture — off to the
next issue because of the
heavy stress in this issue
on the April 3 conference,
the campaign against
Tebbit, and the May
elections, That next
issue will be dated April
15, since we’ll be missing
an issue at Easter,

b Ky g
Liam Mellows: saw the Irish liberation fight as part of

»
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gelf-boycott that the com-
rades demand of me would,
if generalised, cripple us
politically in face of any
force, anywhere, which is
leading a political/military
struggle against imperial-
ism — no matter how inad-
equate, glien, blind or

bankrupt. You won’t find.

support for that approach in
Marx, Lenin or Connolly!

Following Marx, Lenin
coined the slogan for how
to relate to revolutionary
nationalists: ‘strike togeth-
er, march separately’. That
was James Connolly's
approach to the revolution-
ary nationalists in 1916,
too. Politically we march
separately, even though we
have a common enemy —
the British government in
Northern Ireland.

And 1 wrote about the
Repubiicans in Southern
Irish politics. Did I write a

Labour Committee on
Ireland: Box BM
53556, London WC1.

'

false or true account of
their politics there?

Perhaps they think critic-
isms like mine will under-
mine sympathy for the Rep-
ublicans?

Bul we can’t base a cam-
paign in support of the Rep-
ublicans against our own
government on political lies
about them, and we should-
n't “base it on political
support for them.

Problems

The quotations the com-
rafj:es cite say: ‘don’t use
criticism as a cop-out from
support for the Republicans
against our awn govern-
ment’ (as Militant does and
as the SWP and SLL then
did). I haven’t done that.
Socialist Organiser doesn’t
do that

In fact the quoted pam-
phiet contained highly crit-
ical comments on the Rep-
ublicans {space rules out
quoting them), and the
assessment that their poli-
tical limitations were one
of the great problems that
the Irish working class had
to solve.

That said, it is neverthe-
less true that there has
been a certain shift in my
attitude. The articles I
have written on the [rish
struggle in the last decade
were written from a stand-
point independent of Rep-
ublicanism, and many of
them carried criticism of
the Republican movement,
overlaid with justification of
their fight against British
imperialism,

I now wish that I had also
spelled out the criticisms
and the socialist-republican
alternative more clearly
and insistently. That might
have helped some Republi-
cans to understand why the
whole Northern Ireland
Catholic movement is in an
impasse, and thus helped
them to prepare to carve a
road out of it.

1t is still our responsibil-
ity to explain the justice of
the Catholic and Republic-
an cause to the British lab-
our movement, and to
argue for solidarity with
them against the Britich
government and the Or-
ange reactionaries. We
musl continue to discharge

-this responsibility — and

Socialist Qrganiser does
discharge it.

We also have a duty to
the few people we reach in
Ireland, and to the many
Irish workers we can reach
in Britain, to argue for
Connolly’s politics against
the right and left populist
Republicans who now dom-
inate Irish revolutionary
politics. We must discharge
that responsibility too.

JOHN O°'MAHONY,
London.

‘Party members

| FEEL that correction is
due on three recent factual
mistakes in Socialist Organ-
iser. Firstly, in the report of
the London Labour Party
Conference (SO 77) in list-
ing the gains made for the
“left on the Regional Execu-
tive, Paul Franklin of Brent
East CLP was omitted.

Asset

Paul’s local efforts have
certainly strengthened the
left, and having him on the
London Party Executive is
certainly an asset.

Further, recent articles
have put some people in
the wrong political party.
Andrew Hornung’s report
on the London Assembly
strongly implied that Jack
Dromey is a member of the
Communist Party, and
Steve Good’s article on the
ASLEF strike stated that
Andy Moynihan is a mem-
ber of the CP.

In fact, while they have
Stalinist politics on many
issues, both are officers of
Brent East Labour party.

PETE FIRMIN
Brent East CLP



WHAT PROBLEMS do we
face in organising solidarity
with Solidarnosc in Britain?

In the first place, the
practice of the broad labour
movement is to accommod-
ate to the police stute
pseudo-unions in the Stalin-
ist states. This is an enorm-
ous barrier.

The TUC leaders junket
with the top cops who are
their nominal  opposite
numbers in Lastern Europe.
Even during the Polish strik-
cs of August 1980, the TUC
refused to. call off a schedul-

ed visit to the official ‘trade -

union’ movement — some of
whose leaders were calling
on the state to shoot down
their own striking members.
(The Poles finally cancelled
the visit).

The abominable treat-
ment of real trade union mil-
itantg like Vladimir Kleban-
ov by the police state in the
USSR is widely known, Yet
links are maintained with the
state ‘unions’ there.

Not anly the Stalinoid
‘left’ bureaucrats have this
attitude, Many on the right
do too. A stone-age right-
winger like Bill Sirs went on
radio during the strikes of
1980 to tatk with sympathy"
of the problems of his Palish
‘colleagues’.

These people recognised
Solidarnosc  when it had

struggled to lifc in defiance -

of their Polish ‘colleagues’.

Wes

against Zio

THE changeover from milit-
ary government to a civilian
government on the West
Bank of the Jordan has been
rightly seen by the Arab
population there as the first
step towards the annexation
of the West Bank and the
Gaza Strip by Israel.,

It is as if Israel, having
agreed to withdraw from
Sinai as part of the Camp
David agreement, is now
intent on following up its
annexation of the Golan
Heights with a larger annex-
ation of the other territor-
ies occupied since 1967.

The settlement strategy
of the Zionist state aims
at setting up on the West
Bank and in the Gaza Strip

AT A TIME when the Zion-
ist state of Israel has again
received international con-
demnation following the
annexation of the Golan
heights, the Bradford Labour
Movement Campaign for
Palestinian Solidarity is org-
anising a national day school
in Bradford to expose -the
nature of the Israeli state,
and to build support for the
Palestinian cause within the
labour movement.

The school will take as its
theme the present reality of
Isracli expansionism, tracing
this back to its roots in the
doctrine of Zionism. It will
discuss the conditions suffer-

PSC marches in Birmingham

But they won’t fight for it.
They have done criminally
little to help Solidarnosc or
to protest at the attempt of
the Polish and Russian Stal-
inists to murder it.
Secondly, there is of
course the vast residue of
Stalinist attitudes in the
movement. [t ranges from
Alan Sapper through Arthur
Scargill to otherwise Admir-

numerous fewish  settle-
ments so that, in the long
run, the Zionist state will be
able to define these terri-
tories simply as an organic
part of Israel.

The new civilian govein-
or of the West Bank, Prof.

* Menachem Milson, has him-

self described the situation
with dramatic sharpness, as
“Israel’s most important
struggle with Arab enemies
since our struggle for inde-
pendence in 1948.”

The reference is sinister:
the 1948 struggle ended in
Israel expelling hundreds of
thousands of Palestinians
from their land.

The present protests by
the Arab population have

ed by the Palestinians as

they struggle to create
unions and genuine political
representation.

Events in the West Bank
now make the day school
doubly relevant.

Dayschool

ZIONISM: IDEOLOGY
OF EXPANSIONISM

Saturday April 24. 10.30
“"to 5, Queen’sqall,
Bradford. Credentials
£1 waged, 50p unwaged,
from 7 Westfield Cres.
Undercliffe Old Road,
Bradford BD2 4RH,

able people like Joan
Maynard,
Thirdly. many so-called

Trotskyists are inhibited and
ambivalent in facc of organ-

ising labour movement
gction  (as distinct from
routine denunciation)

against the deformed and
degenerated workers® states.
A big part of the internation-
al current to which the IMG

belongs is vehemently opp-
osed to any working class
action in the capitalist states
to comply with Solidarnosc’s

call for blacking of Polish
goods, Back in 1980 the
IMG itself refused to call on
the TUC not to go on the
official visit to Poland.
Finally, Thalcher’'s and
Rcagan’s cmbrace is for
Solidarnosc  the kiss of

It

nist state

been answered by brutal
repression by the Israeli
army and vigilante groups
of Jewish settlers.

The protests started with
the dismissal of the Arab
Mayor of El Bireh and his
Council. The savagery of
the repression has led to the
unpreccdented resignation of
30 Arab policemen.

Petering

Although the five day
general strike is reported to
be petering out with shop
keepers beaten and arrested
for not opening shops, the
protests are still very mili-
tant — especially now that
the Mayors of Nablus and
Ramallsh have been dis-
missed. (Other towns like

s

e L w

West Bank — pmrosl's continue

Halhoul and Hebron have
only acting mayors because
the elected mayors have
been deported).

The Mayors of Nablus
and Ramallah are accused
of being PLO members and
supporters of tcrrorism.

Both were, in fact, the

victims last year of terror--

ist assassination attempts by
Zionists.

The repression on the
West Bank and in the Gaza
Strip, which has already
claimed the lives of eight
people, is matched Dby
increased repression against
leftist organisations within
Israel.

ANDREW HORNUNG

SISHVH NHOP -010Hd
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The TUC sends fo
Judas. In the labour move-
ment their sympathy serves
only Lo denounce it, to make
militants  suspicious of it,
and thus to blur the class
reflex of solidarity with a
trade union movement.

Activists ask: what kind
of trade union is it that
Thatcher, the enemy of free
trade unionism in Britain, is
championing in  Poland?
What kind of liberty can the
friends and sponsors of the
butchers in K1 Salvador stand
for?

And the loud noises of
Reagan and Thatcher do not
mean very much.

In 1956, during

the savage repression by the
USSR army of the Hungar-
ian revolution, the US made
it -publicly plain that it con-
sidered Hungary within the
USSR’s ‘sphere’. .
At the time of the invasion
of Czechoslovakia in 1968,
the US government made it
plain that Czechoslovakia
was in their eyes Russia’s.

We must oppose imperial-
ist government sanctions,
but in fact the talk about
such sanctions is rather
empty.

Afghanistan was not the .

USSR’s by agreement as
Eastern Europe.is. The invas-
ion of Afghanistan reflected
a, certain change in the
balance of military strength
between the USSR and the
USA. Thus the outcry. Pres,
ident Carter imposed sanct-
jons. Tough-talking Reagan
removed them.

They know very well that
serious sanctions would be a
preliminary act of war. They
do not consider that a poss-
ibility.

Imperialist ~ propaganda
about Poland is a different
matter. It is tremendously
useful te them. Right now
the outcry about Poland is
being used in the USA as
part of the government’s
drive to overcome mass
eesistance to the arms drive
and to the reintroduction of
congeriplion.

So the olTicial imperialist
noise is of small comfort 10
the Polish workers, It is
little help to them (it may ta
an coxtent bhe a restraining
influence on Jaruzclski and
Brezhnev). And it alicnates

od — but all donated by employers!

0 break links with
te “unions”’

many who are the class
sisters and brothers of the-
Polish trade unionists, and

their natural allies and
supporters.
These  problems  are

reflected in the Polish Solid-
arity Campaign, and domin-
ated its conference
Sunday, 28th.

140 were in attendance.
Much of the time was occup-
jed by skirmishing between a
small group of IMGers and a
grouping at the centre of
PSC (Adam Westoby, Robin
and Karen Blick, and their
friends).

Westoby and Blick are ex
Marxists who see capitalism
as a progressive and support-
able altcrmative to Stalinist
totalitarianism. Trained and
formed in the SLL/WRP,
they are a counter-sect of
Leninophobes. Thus Adam
Westoby talked as if a Polish
nationalist attitude to the
Russia-Poland war of 1920
should be a condition of
membership of the PSC!

Edgy

The dominant mood was
one of edgy and self-consc-
jous hostility to double
standards on the feft, There
was a strong strain of Stalin-
ophobia. .

A motion explicitly con-
demning the agitation of
Reagan and Thatcher, and
linking the development of
Polish solidarity work with
an explicit solidarity with
the Left in El Salvador was
massively voted down. But
conference then voted with
only & or 7 against to send
greetings to the El Salvador
demonstralion on the same
day. .

A very confused motion
was cartied which seemed to

. envisage solidarity stretching

all across the parties and to
all good liberals everywhere.”
There was a lot of expressed

opposition to a ‘narrow’
facus on a labour movement
campaign.

At the end the witch-
hunting of Westoby b;ckfi:-
ed. By a small maujority,
Socialist Organiser suppoTter
Tony Richardson was elect-
ed to the National Commit-
tee, despite a loud outery

last -

John O’Mahony and Tony Richardson report on
the Polish Solidarity Campaign conference iast
Sunday, March 28

that he would have support-
ed Russia in 1920, etc etc.

1t is difficult to assess the
conference. Given the gener-
al political confusion, it is

inevitable that many of
thosc who rally to Solidar-
nosc will tend to mirror and
invert the Stalinoid currcnts
in the labour movement.
Stalinism constantly creates
and recreates illusions in 1ib-
eral capitalism.

But the double standard
of the Left in Britain where
Stalinist repression is con-
cerned is disgusting.

Broad

The way forward for
Polish solidarity work is to
build a broad working-class/
labour movement oriented
campaign which formally
dissociates itself from the
cold warriors, and at the
same time accepts no
restraints  or  inhibitions
against striking ‘with every-
thing the labour movement
can  muster against those.
who are trying to destroy
the Polish labour movement.

There are some grounds
for thinking that the PSC
may yet be able to play such
a role, despite the Westoby/
Blick sectlet, That will prob-
ably be determined by the
way we manage to build and
politically shape Polish solid-
arity work at local level in
the period ahead.

40p plus postage
from Socialist Organ-
iser, 28 Middle Lane,
London N8



REFORMS IN SIGHT

The he in the fronr-mn will

Coming to grips
with major

AR

make no difference to the a s brutality against the people

THE RECENTLY aver-
thrown dictatorship of Gen-
eral Lucas Garcia in Guate-
mala had a human rights
record so bad that even
Ronald Reagan could not
bring himself to support it.
For ycars the Guatemal-
an military waged a war ag-
ainst the largely Indian peas-
antry which amounted to
genocide. = Overwhelming
cvidence of this forced the
US government to stop arms
supplies to Guatemala. The

regime turned instead {o
Israel for weapons.
Today the Guatemalan

ruling elite nceds to be
bolstered up by US arms if
it is to combat the rising
popular movement in
Central America. Cosmetic
alterations are needed before
the Guatemalan military
goes out as defender of the
‘free world” against the red
menace,

Whether the recent coup
was madc in the USA or nol,
it certainly came with Wash-
ington’s blessing.

The US governmeni had
a long history of military
involvement/intcrvention in
Guatcmala, as in the rest of
Central America. In 1954 it
arganised the overthrow of

Harry Sloan reviews a new
pamphiet from the Trotskyist
International Liaison
Committee

world struggles

A NEW bulletin contain-
ing resolutions on a range
of international guestions
offers militants a chance to
assess the politics of the
Trotskyist International
Liaison Committee.

~ The TILC, formed in
1979, comprises sections
in Britain (WSL), Italy
(LOR), Demmark (FAF),
and Australia (SF), to-
gether with a group of
Turkish militants.

A US section, the RWL,
is prevented from affilia-
tion by
islati All of these
sections have expanded
and strengthened quite
substantially in the last 18
months.

TILC's strength and con-
tribution to the class strug-

reactionary US’

gle lies not in its numerical
strength — its sections
remain only small in com-
parison to the tasks they
face — but its fight is to
develop a coherent pro-
gramme and perspective
for those forces fighting the
betrayals of reformist
and Stalinist leaderships on
a world scale.

The founding document
of the TILC — ‘The Trans-
itional  Programme in
Today’s Class Struggle’ —
is an attempt to take for-
ward the principled and
method & Trotsky’s 1938
Transitional Programme in
the light of the experiences
and struggles of the post-
war period.

The resolutions in the
new ‘TILC Bulletin’ mark

a further development
along these lines, with
analysis of the Polish
martial law; the current
stage of the struggle in
Central America; the crisis
of Italian capitalist rule; the
struggle for the revolution-
ary overthrow of the apar-
theidcapitalist state in
South Africa; and the new
sitnation following  the
election of Mitterrand in
France.

Far from acting as a
tiny sect, preoccupied
only with a few pet notions
or feuds with rival Trotsky-
ist groupings, the TILC
demonstrates in these reso-
lutions that it sees ‘the
primary question as the

material struggle for new
leadership in the daily
battles of the working class
and oppressed masses
internationally.

There is no attempt
simply to counterpouse
wooden, facile formulae
of “‘orthodox Trotskyism”
to the unfolding struggle of
the working class: but
neither do the TILC resolu-
tions rest content with
reflecting and registering
the  struggles  already
underway. :

In Poland, for example,
an analysis of the forces
driving towards martial
law is coupled with insis-
tence that: )

‘‘The weakening of the
power of the ruling bureau-
cracy, by a programme of
radical reforms, can only
be the prelude to the decis-
ive confrontation. In thal
conflict the proletariat
must either be prepared to
challenge for power,
smash the state machine
and replace it with its own
organs of class rule
which alone can properly
defend the nationalised
property relations  and
develop a planned economy
__ or face defeat at the
hands of the existing armed
forces and repressive
apparatus. In this sense
Poland is the Chile . of
Eastern Europe.”™

It is from the failure of
Solidarnosc’s leadership to
grasp these tasks, and not
on any abstrct basis, that
they criticised.

The  resolution -also
points out that in the

the mildly rcformist govern-
ment of Col. Jacobo Arbenz.
Arbenz tried to give somc
uncultivated land belonging
to the US-owned United
Fruit Company back to the
landless Indian peasants.
This created pandemonium
in US government and busi-
ness circles.

Like most Central Amer-
ican societies, Guatemala is
extremely unequal, In 1978,
the top 5% of the population
received the 59% of the nat-
ional income, while the
bottom 70% received 7%.

The top group in Guate-
mala is predominantly Span-
sh in origin. Originally own-
ing the coffee and fruit estat-
¢s, this elite has evolved into
a symbiotic relationship with
US business interests.

The encroachments of
the estate owners on comm-
unal Indian land led to the
growth of the guerilla move-
ment after 1954. There has
been military government
and guerilla warfare in Guat-
emala - continuously  since
then, although the gucrillas
did suffer big defeais in the
US-backed 1966-70 counter
insurgency campaign.

A key figure in the brutal
suppression of the guerillas

developing currents inside
Solidarnosc  that  were
calling for workers’' man-
agement there were the
seeds of a more advanced
leadership, which could
have been developed in the
direction of  Trotskyist
politics.

Again a concern to relate
to the movement can be
seen in the way that, while
championing the demand
widespread )
Polish workers’ movement
for national self-determin-
ation, the resolution makes
clear that the TILC itself
argues for ''an independent
socialist Poland.’" :

On Central Americ, the
resolution outlines the
strategy of imperialism
for crushing the struggles
of the masses — and the
different tactics offered up
by the social democrats of
the Second International.

It examines the level of
mobilisation of the masses
in the region before mapp-
ing out a political orien-
tation towards the guerrilla
and political ‘fronts’ that
have emerged.

This orientation consists

in spelling out the obliga-

tion of Marxists to fight
alongside these forma-
tions insofar as they strike
blows against imperialism,
while preserving political
independence from their
bourgeois and petty bour-
geois leaderships, whose
objectives fall for short of
completing the necessary
socialist revolution.

‘“The reality is that the
bourgeois forces will

within  the

- situation

Socialist Organiser, Thursday | April 1982 Page 13

UATEMALA COUP-NO

by Bas Hardy

at that time was General
Rios Montt - described in
Washington as a liberal and a
born-again Christian. Now
his first actions as Guate-
mala’s new president have
been to dissolve Congress
and suspend the constitu-
tion.

- There are obvious parall-
cls with the 1979 coup in El
Salvador, where the right
wing dictatorship was repl-
aced by a would-be reform-

P 24

Lucas Garcia
ing military group under
president Duarte. The
reformers were quickly forc-
ed out of that government,
and it resumed its genocidal
war against the pcople.

‘In Guatemala thc offic-
ers may be young’, said one
journalist, ‘ but they aren’t
reformist’.

Affiliate to the
El Salvador
Solidarity
Campaign, 29
Islington Park
Street,
London N1

remain in the fronts only
insofar as it is their pro-
gramme and = perspec-
tive which predominate __
and that therefore they
remain in the fronts only
to strangle the struggle
for socialist revolution.”

The resolution concludes
by stressing the impossib-
ility of resvlving the prob-
lems of the masses within
the confines of the existing
balkanised Central Amer-
ican states,

Distinctive also is the
resolution on solidarity with
the South African working
class, which focusses upon
the developing strength
and independent organis-
ation of the black prolet-
ariat. !

It is this working class
— and not the isolated
guerrilla units of the ANC
— which holds the key to
the overturn of the capital-
ist class and its apartheid
system.

And it is the inter-
national working class
which has in its grasp the
means to bring real solid-
arity in the form of black-
ing action, and support-
ing strikes. ‘

In its assessment of the
in France, the
TILC insists that the
essence of Mitterrand's
government is that — for
all its dressing of econ-
omic reforms -— it is a
bhourgeois government,
even more committed to
NATO and to Cold War
politics than was Giscard.

The resolution goes on to
map out a line of political

-argues its

independence  for the
French working class in its
fight to improve wages and
conditions,

Such positions form the
bedrock of the polities of
the TILC, from which it
criticisms  of
the other, larger, groupings
which regard themselves as
Trotskyist, and issues an
appeal for an Open Con-
ference to discuss the pres-
ent disarray and political
problems of the world
Trotskyist movement.

The resolutions are, I
understand, shortly to be
reprinted in the Workers
Socialist League’s maga-
zine  Workers  Socialist
Review.

For militants concerned
with the fight for an inter-
natioral revolutionary
leadership, they make
important reading.

A limited number of
copies of the Bulletin are
available from- the WSL.
PO Box 135, London N1
oDD.

Advertisement

Trotskyist International
Liaison Committee bulle-
tin, 40p; TILC document
‘Transitionat Programme
in Today’s Class Struggle,
60p. Add 20p per item
for postage: from WSL,
PO Box 135, London N1
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Teachers’ arbitration

Industria

News

means pay cut

THE DECISION of the
Burnham committee to refer
the teachers’ 1982 pay claim
to arbitration represents an
important victory — not for
the teachers but for the
management panel and the
Tory hawks of the DES.

[n a situation where the
nurses had already turned
down 6%, and important
sections of the NUT, notably
the Yorkshire executive, had
reaffirmed.  their commit-
ment to fight for the full
12%, there was clearly a
possibility developing of a
united public sector assault
on the povernment
norms.

Of course, such a thing
would be anathema to the
clay-footed pragmatists lead-
ing the NUT and the NAS-
UWT.

Thus, arbitration clearly
represented a both timely
and convenient way out of
such an awkward situation
for Fred Jarvis and Terry
Casey. '

Pay out

Now any settlement -
and estimates of this gener-
ally range from 5% to 7% —
can be sold as binding on the
unions, enabling the leaders
of both NUT and NAS-UWT
to go once more to their
members to  reluctantly
impose another pay cut.

Only one executive
member of the NUT, Bern-
ard Reagan, opposed the
move to go to arbitration.
Yet, as the NUT has yet to
explain it to their members,
the use of the arbitration
card was not even a NUT
policy. In fact, it was the
line of NAS-UWT, and was
rejected by the NUT:two
years ago.

The reason for the NUT
capitulation on this was the
fact that they had no policy
at all for winning the pay
claim. They had made no

pay -

mind that people like Fred
Jarvis can earm up to
£30,000 a year as a full time
union bureaucrat, and have
never taught in the class-
room. For such negotiators,
the annual wage round must
be an annoying interruption

in their peaceful daily
routine.
But for teachers the

guestion of defending their
living standards is a matter
of basic survival.

The left in the NUT will

have to begin now to prepare
the base for a fight within
union, and prepare for next
year's pay round. Central to
this will be the fight for
internal union democracy,
based on election of all
union officials and the sover-
eignty of conference policy.
- At the same time, the left
should  seriously address
itselt to the day to day
problems of the rank and file
in the teachers” unions,
building support for effect-

Left slate
sweeps the

board

IN a remarkable victory for
the left, four of the five
stewards on the lefi slate
were elected as TGWU
deputy senior stewards in
the BL Cowley Assembly
Plant.

The votes received for
the 14 candidates standing
for the five positions were
as follows (in a secret
ballot):

Ivor Braggins [left slate | 468
Alan Thornett [left] 443
Andy Brown [left] 409

Cy Blake [left] 408

Tom White [ WRP] 352
Frank Corti [right slate] 335
Bob Cullen [left] 333

Jim Barson [right} 315
Albert Paintin {right) 224
Peter Boyles [right] 143

" Roy Brough [right) 116

Tony Wally 103
Mick Harris 71
M .Afzhal 52.

by Bill
Peters

Slightly under 1,000
members voted out uf the
2,400 TGWU members in
the plant. The percentage
poll, slightly beiow the rec-
ent convenors' election,
was reduced by the strict
administration, requiring
attendance at a polling stat-
ion and the production ot
the current union card.

The failure of the right
wing slale to gain a single
position removes from »ff-
ice the last of the right wing
brought to power by the
victimisation of Alan
Thorneit -and the media
witch hunts of 1974, The
vote for Tom While (who
has previously ‘been on
both slates) slumped to
drop him from first poesition
to nv.5. The Newsline,
which conducted a rcamp-
aign for White, has not
commented on the result.

- pay claims

EVENTS this week will be
crucial to the baitle for
action over health service
pay. The ancillary and
clerical staff sides have
rejected the offer of 4%

by Peter Flack

ive strike action on jobs and
in defence of wages,

Finally, and most import-
antly, with NUT conference
only two weeks away, a
campaign should be launch-
ed to demand that if the arb-
itration award falls below an
acceptable level, approach-
ing the full claim, then the
union should move for an
interim award in November
to make up teachers’ wages
to the level of inflation.

‘by Dave Milliken

FACTORY occupations in
Scotland are " now legal.
This is the surprising
legacy of the Plessey sit-
in which ended on march
22.

Plessey management
had used the courts to try
to end the occupation, An
interim interdict to remove
the strikers was granted
and subsequently with-
drawn. Now three Court of
Session judges at a full
hearing have ruled that
any actions by workers in
furtherance of a trade
dispute are immune from
civil actions as a resuit of
section 13 of the Trade
Union and Labour Relations
Act 1974.

Since the law of tresspass
in Scotland only applies if
criminal damage occurs,
the process of law can no
longer be used against
workers if they decide to
0CCupy.

This decision has been
hailed as a great victory by
Jimmy Milne, General Sec-
retary of the STUC but
union officials in Scot-

Mar.3%: Women and the
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- Sit-in go-

and are waiting for either
an increased offer or man-
agement refusal to nego-
tiate any further.

1 P

ahead

land must be worried
that they will be put under
increasing pressure from
militant workforces anxious
to protect their jobs and
living standards. Officials
will no longer be able to
instruct these  workers
that they could face large
fines.

Already the effect of
this, plus the ripple on
effect of the Plessey occu-
pation has been felt in New-
bridge, near Bathgate. Cox
Denholm, an engineering
factory employing under
10¢ workers was occupied
for 3 days last week.

This ‘was because an
EETPU shop steward was
suspended without.pay for
refusing to carry out work
blacked by  industrial
action, following on from
the annual pay review. The
sit-in is suspended, pend-
ing further negotiations,

Hospital workers need unity against the Tories

But the nursing side have
probably received the final
offer which the Tories

are prepared to make.

Early this week the staff
side negotiators are meet-
ing the Secretary of State
to plead for more money. It
is highly unlikely that an
increased offer will be
forthcoming. if there is no
better offer, then the
present one of just over 6%
for some grades and a
straight 4% for ather
grades will go to ballot.

The mood of nurses is
angry and even though the
leadership have made no
attempt to build for strike
action, COHSE and NUPE
nurses will probably reject
the divisive 6%.

The problem is that the
nurses staff side is heavily
weighted in favour of non-
TUC affiliated organisa-
tions such as the Royal
College of Nursing {RCN)
and the Royal College of
Midwives (RCM). These
bodies see themselves as
representing the ‘‘profes-
sional’’ side 6f nursing.

Recruit

They recruit nurses in
their first months of train-
ing by false promises of
protection and better bene-
fits. The RCN has a firm
policy of no strike action
and continually fosters the
image of nurses as angels
who deserve more for their

~ work

dedication than other staff
working in the NHS.

Last year the RCN voted
to accept the 6% pay offer
and tipped the balance on
the staff side so that all
nurses got 6% even though
COHSE and NUPE had
rejected the offer. This dis-
graceful action makes the
RCN’s  pay campaign,
launched this year, a total
hypocrisy. )

And yet the leadership of
the TUC-affiliated unions
continue to work side by
side with RCN negotiators
and even justify their
acceptance of derisory
pay offers with the excuse
that '‘they (the RCN) have
different pressures on
them''.

Pressures

The pressures are the
same for all NHS workers.
Low. pay rises year after
year; action in defence of
pay, conditions and ser-
vices continually sold out
by the leadership; rising
prices; unpaid bills. The
time for industrial action
by ALL health service
workers has never been
better.

But there is no time to
lose in convincing nurses
in the RCN and other
non-affiliated bodies to
reject the offer of 6% and
to stand with the rest of the
workers in fighting the
Tories.

Mass meetings should
be called in all hospitals in
time with nurses,
ancillary workers and all
other grades standing to-
gether and putting forward
the reasons for nurses to
vote no when the ballots
arrive — it should be
stressed that they will be
rejecting an offer which in
real terms represents
a settlement at half the rate
of inflation.

Esca»late

Workers in Manchester
have begun the fight for
pay by taking strike action
as & united body. We
should escalate that action
to every hospital in the
country.

The call will not come
from the leadership. It has
to start in the branches.
The only way to beat the
Tories is through strike
action, which must start
now.

by Jane
Goss

Send your May Day

")

preparations for strike action
and had no other gimmicks,
like comparability, to offer

BRITAIN OUT OF IRELAND!

TURKEY SELF DETERMINATION FOR THE IRISH

labour movement.
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conditions for a compromise
along the lings sought initial-
1y by the local authorities.
Such an approach to
teachers’ wages speaks reams
about the cynicism with
which the teachers' salary
claim was treated in the
higher echelons of the union,
In fact the claim — based
correctly on what is needed
to defend teachers' wages ag-
ainst inflation - was no
more than an opening ploy
in an annual charade enacted
with the collaboration of the
management about the size
of the teachers’ pay cut.
This of course is under-
standable . when we bear in

Ads for Socialist Organiser
events and many campaigns
are carried free. Paid ads:
5p per word, £4 per column
inch. Send ta: Socialist
Organiser (What’s On), 28
Middle Lane, London N8.

TGWU region 6 southern
coordinating commigtee:
maeting to discuss the Tebb-
it Bill. Sunday April 4, 10am
at Stella Maris, across from
Transport House, Salford.
Spaaker: Wally Wainwright,

I AH TGWU membars welcome

Socialist Organiser delegate
meeting: Sunday May 9,
1tam to Spm, at County
Hall, London SE1. All local
groups asked to send
delegates.

NORTHWEST LONDON.
Monday April 12: Fund-
raising social to commemor-
ate the Easter Rising. Details
from SO sellers.

SHEFFIELD: Every other
Wednesday, at the Brown
Cow, The Wicker. Business
7.30, discussion 8.30.

on Poland. 468 Banbury Rd,
Oxford. 0865 58238.
Coventry PSC. John Fisher
c/o ASTMS, 26 Queens Rd,
Coventry,

Labour Poland Solidarity
Fund, c/o Cooperative Bank,
110 Leman St, London E1.

OXFORD UNEMPLOYED
WORKERS AND CLAIM-
ANTS UNION women's
group, meets every Thurs-
day, 10.30am to 12.30 at
East Oxford Community
Centre, block B, Tei:
723750.

League classes on basic
Marxism. Mext one: State
and Ravolution. Friday
April 2nd, 7.3C0pm. For
venue write to PO Box
135, London, N1.

‘FTHE POLITICS of the
Socialist Workers Party’ —
pamphiet produced by
Glasgow Socialist Organiser.
Sections on: history of the
SWP, SWP and trade union
work, SWP intervention in
industrial disputes, SWP and
women, SWP and internat-
ionalism. Prices 43p for one

copy, £1.81 for five. Cheques

‘THE SOVIETS’: conference
organised by Iranian Stud-
ents’ Association — Left
Platform. Speaksrs include
Branka Magas, Hillel Ticktin,
Ahmad Ghotbi, Duncan
Hallas, Pete Goodwin, Mich-
asl Cox. Saturday April 3,
noon to 9pm at ULU, Malet
St, London WC 1. Fee £2, ad-
vance booking to ISALP,

72 Gordon Rd, London W5,

NO TO NUCLEAR weapons
— youth demonstration in

Nottingham, Saturday April
3, 12.30 Old Market Square.

Space required (col- I

umn inches):

Money enclosed: £

(£4 per column inch;
cheques payable to Soc-
ialist Organiser).

Send to: Socialist Organ-
iser, 28 Middle Lane,
London N8.




New BR crunch

approaching

BRITISH Rail is threalening
to impose flexible rostering
on train drivers this summer,
agrecment or no agreement.

The Railway Staffs Trib-
unal chaired by Lord
McCarthy may well report in
favour of the train drivers’
unjon ASLEY and the eight
hour day.

At least, BR seem dis-
satisfied. The Observer on-
Sunday 28 March reported
that “British Rail chiefs will
meet Lord McCarthy tomor-
row to try ta dissuade him

RUNCORN and Widnes
Trades Council is organising
a public meeting for Mon-
day evening, Sth, which will
discuss the possibility of
sympathy strikes in the town
to support the women
workers int he seventh week
of their strike against wage
cuts and for union recog-
nition.

still

The women are

- determined to win, But their

fight is being sabotaged by
the leaders of their union,
the NUTGW. The union
head office has been contact-
ing USDAW to make sure
that sympathetic blacking of
the products of Rulecan and
the linked company Kings-
land by USDAW members in
catalogue  warehouses  is
called off. 3

The USDAW members
are willing to support the
Rulecan women. But the
mere threat of a writ under
the Prior law has been suffic-
ient to send the NUTGW
leaders into a panic. They
instructed the local official

SPONSORS INCLUDE: Social-
ist Organiser, London Labour
Briefing, Oxford Trades Coun-
cil, Trafford Trades Council,
Basingstoke Trades Council,
Oxford CATC, Laurence Scotts
strike committee, Kings @ross
ASLEF, CPSA British Library
branch, TGWU 5/822, TGWU
5/287, TGWU 5/104, TGWU
5/293, NUPE ILEA district
committee, NUPE Leicester
Hospitals branch, NUJ Oxford
branch, NUJ Book branch,
ACTSS-APEX jeint committee
GEC Coventry, USDAW D96,

Bradford District Labour Party,

Bradford North CLP, Rochdale

CLP, Carlton CLP, Upper Stoke

branch Coventry LP, Peckham
LPYS, Basingstoke LPYS, Cov-

entry Labour Left, Birmingham
Labour Left, Nottingham Labour

Briefing, and in a personal
capacity Reg Race MP, Les
Huckfield MP and Mike Cooley

Saturday APRIL 3 I

Rulecan
support

BECONFERENCEN
T
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from visiting rail depots to
talk to .train drivers about
the issuc. They fear these
visits could be used as propa-
ganda by ASLEF and harden
the militant stand of drivers

McCarthy, however, has
shown himsclf sufficiently a
‘wet' to think that an inves-
tigation into drivers’ con-
ditions might just include
talking to drivers. And the
press on Sunday reported
that the enraged Tory gover-
nment was backing (or in

to write requesting with-
drawal of blacking, and
when the Rulecan stewards
appealed directly for contin-
uation of blacking they
intervened again via the
USDAW official hierarchy.

The NUTGW leaders’
attitude makes it almost
impossible to keep up the
blacking. But mass pickets
are continuing at the Rule-
can factory.

Phone NUTGW, 051 227
5665, for details and.send
messages of support and
donations c¢fo NUTGW,
Room 46, 62 Dale St.,
Liverpool 2.

reality pushing?) the BR
bosses to impose flexible
rostering unilaterally, what-
ever McCarthy says.

Blocked

Any such move can and

‘must be blocked by all-out

strike action, But at the
samc time ASLLET members
must look out for more
subtle attacks on their con-
ditions which may be smug-
gted through under cover of
sound and fury zbout impos-
ition of flexible rostering.

AT A PACKED meeting of
300 people, Rowlatts Hill
tenants”  association  has
voted unanimously to give a
lead to Leicester tenants in
refusing to pay the rent
increase due on April 5.
Rents in Leicester are
going up 40 per cent. Tog-
ether with the rate increase,
this will mean that a one
bedroom’ flat in a tower
block on the estate will cost
£30 a week, while families
will be paying between £38
and £40 a week for a three-
bedroom council house.
Harry Wakefield, secret-
ary of the local association
and a Labour Party member,
pointed out that the reduct-
ion in government subsidies
from £11.4 million to £4.4
million accounis for an

Whitelaw’s
new laws

TORY tome  Secretary
William Whitelaw is planning
to give legal authorisation
for ‘Operation Swamp’ ta be
repeated  throughout  the
country.

New laws will be intro-
duced to authorisc the police
to search peoplc on the
streets and to scarch homes
on suspicion and without a
warrant.

Inevitably - as for
example in countries where
police can stop people at will
to demand identity cards —
these powers will be rou-
tincly used to harass and
pick up black people, espec-
ially young blacks. They will
be an effective replacement

t fre

increase of £6.43 a week per
tenancy.

Last Saturday, tenants
from the whole of Leicester,
including a large contingent
of- women from Rowlatts
Hill, demonstrated against
the increases, shouting *Can’t
Pay, Won't Pay’, and ‘Tories
out’. '

A lot of anger was
exptessed by temants ¢
owards the leader of the

" Labour city council, when

he put all the blame for the
rises on the Tories, said that
the council had to gct the
money in, and would not
guarantce that the bailiffs
would not be called in.

An angry tenant from
Rowlatts Hill stressed that
he was a Labour supporter,

Foyles betrayal

THE fight for union recog-
nition and reinstatement at
Foyles Bookshop, London,
is effectively over. The shop-
workers’ union USDAW has
withdrawn the pickets.

Shop steward Siobhan
Lanigan, and subsequently
15 other workers, were

move

sacked for trade union activ-
ity. They organised a daily
picket line outside the shop
and won a lot of sympathy
from customers and delivery
drivers.

They needed USDAW to
make it an official strike and
to campaign to impose

‘EWMWMWWM
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_ WHEN AND WHERE: Saturday April 3, 10.30 to 4.30, Digbeth

Hall, Birmingham. For details of transport to Birmingham,

phone John Bloxam on 01-609 3071.

SPEAKERS: Val Dunn (victimised Bakers’ Union militant}, 13ita
‘Maxim (St Mary’s Hospital), Ray Davies (ISTC), Steve Longshaw
(Laurence Scotts), Peter Tatchell (Bermondsey CLP), Alan
Thornett (TGWU, BL Cowley), lan Williams (NUR), Bobby Owens
{TGWU unemployed branch, 6/612), ptus report from Women's

Fightback conference

DELEGATES. and observers invited from all labour movement org-
anisations. Credentials £2. Cheques payable to Socialist Organiser.

CRECHE: wili be available.

WORKSHOPS on: Women and the unions; black workers: Labour
Party democracy and the trade unions; organising the unem-
ployed; organising the rank and file — Broad Lefts etc; debate on
officials — ‘accountability’ and direct election. Video ‘Question
of Leadership’. And in the lunchbreak — trade union caucus -

meetings and video on Laurence Scotts.

WRITE TO. Democracy Conference, c/o Socialist Organiser, 28
Middle Lane, London N8, '

blacking and shut down
Foyles. After long delays
therc were rumours (repor-
ted in SO 77) that USDAW
had indeed made the dispute
official. But in fact USDAW
leaders have done nothing

. but sabotage the struggle.

OO0
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far the notlorious ‘sus’ laws.

And if* that isn’t enough
the government are also
planning to introduce a
provision empowering magis-
trates to impose a curfew on
young people aged between
10 and 20 convicted of an
imprisonable offence.

The Home Office lawyers
are drafting an amendment
to the Criminal Justice Bilt
which would enable the
courts to impose a cuifew
betwecen 6pm and 6am on
weekdays and 12 noon and
6am on weekends, for a
maximum of 42 days.

A campaign should be
started now to stop these
proposals becoming law,

14}

but he expected the Labour
council to be acting on
behalf of working people
and giving a. lead for the
freeze. )

The same Labour council -

put bus farcs up the same
week as the rent increases
were notified.

Support for the rent
freeze is growing. Rowlatts
Hill association are planning
to publicise it with letters
and a poster campaign, and
have called an opcn-air rally
on the estate. '

It is important that the
iteeze is extended to include
a refusal to pay the rates
increase, and a fight against
the cuts. It is also important
that Rowlatts Hill sends
speakers to other parts of
the city, and continues to
fight for support from the
Labour Party and trade
unions.

The jocal Labour Party
ward is already supporting
the struggle, and has leaflet-
ed the estate. And a resolut-
jon through a Leicester
South ward has called for
no cvictions by the city
council,

ot
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New issue of
Class Fighter,
paper of the

National Left
Wing Youth
Movement,

10p plus
postage from
NLWYM,

BM Box 5277,
London WCIN
3XX.

DON'T MISS
THE BOAT!

EASTER  weekend  and
LPYS conference are rapidly
approaching. So -those " of
you who haven’t paid your
£8.50 for accommodation
- DO IT NOW!

You also need to make
sure transport is finalised —
you can’t afford to leave it
to the last minute — it's
Easter weekend.

YS confercnce is an
occasion not to be missed
sec you there!

PS — Remember to put
the emergency resotution on
Reagan’s visit (printed in Jast
week’s Socialist Organiscr)
to your YS and send it in to
the LPYS at Labour Party
Headquatcrs, Walworth Rd.

1O THWAITES

Defend the
Bradford 12!

Tit¥ TRIAL of the Bradford
1 opens al Leeds Crown
b on 26 Apsil. 12 Asiar
vo uths, charged with con-
spiracy, face life imprison-
ment for fighting raciam.
T ey are charged with mak-
g ar e«<plosive substaace
with intent to eadanger ufe
or property atd conspiracy

to moke explosive subsian-,

ces. These chavges carry a
maximum senience of life
imprisonment.

These 12 young Asian
men, aged 1725, were
arrested last July in a series
o dawn raids acruss Brad-
for. They were picked up

and charged  during  the

Leovrtyywide wave of “rep-

ression which followed last
suvmer’s  “rits’’.  They
face the  most  serious
charges brought as o resuit
of the July uprisings. Yet.
in  Bradford, there werc
vty minor  qisturbances:
ne petrol bomibs were used
Aapy Ume, nor were acy
ever found in the posses-
sion ol the 12,0 All 12 wild
plead nst gailty to o the
charges,  °

Framed

My of tae 12 have been
[ramed  koecause they are
members ol the  Uniteo
Biak Youch League — a
independent  organisalion
commnitted to fight racism.
Thev are krown to the
police for their successful
reeord in defeading black
people  against  depor-
Lation, fascist violence and
police harassment .

They  were  centrally
volved in the success-
ful. campaigns to reunite
Anwar Ditta with  her
chitdren, and to secure the
acquitial of black worker
(Gary Pemberton on charges
trumped ujp by the Brad-
ford police.

Reality

Physical nttacks, fire-
bumbings and deportations
are a daily reality for black
people in Britain. The
arrest and trial of the Brad-
ford 12 are part and parcel
of this violence, and stanc
together with the repres-
sive paramilitary attacks
launched by the police last
summer it black com-
munities from Brixton and
Southall, to Toxteth, Moss
Side and Chapeltnwn.

Join the Nalivnal Demeon-

- strution: Saturday 3 April,

Leeds. ' Assemble 1lpm,
Savile Mount Park {oppos-
ite Trades Club] off Chapel-
town Road, Leeds 7.

Protest outiside Leeds
Crown Court, Monday 26
Aprii, 10am,

Write for leaflets. peti-

tions, model resolutions,
collection  sheets, ele:.
from Bradford 12 Cam-
paign, Box JK, ,LAP.

59 Covkridge Street, Leeds
2: Price: £l per 100, ... -
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THE grotesque parody of
democracy carried through
with last weekend’s ‘‘elec-
tion” in El Salvador has been
cagerly greeted by reaction-
aries around the world.
American Secretary of

State General Haig ludi-
crously claimed that:
“The Salvadorean

people’s stunning personal
commitment to the power of
a democratic vision is an
unanswerable repudiation of
the advocates of force and
violence,”

Haig of vcourse knows
that none of the gang of
right wing and more extreme
right wing parties offered the
people of Salvador even the
most remote prospect of a
“democratic vision”.

He knows that the left
wing  opposition  parties
whom he brands as “the
advocates of force and viol-
ence” are banned in El
Salvador, and that
leaders’ names are on pub-
lished death lists of the mili-
tary and right wing para-
military groups.

And he knows that a
large proportion of the
alteged 60% of El Salvador’s
(unknown) total electorate
which turned out to vote last
Sunday did so not through
any “‘personal commitment”
but under direct military
threat from the ruling junta.
Workers or peasants without
a voters’ stamp on their
identity cards risk a beating
or death at the hands of the
soldiers.

But Huig's cynicism is
typical of right wing reac-
tion. Thatcher’s observers —
the only ones to watch the
elections from any European
country — voiced their
delight at the proceedings.

" “We have been thorough-
ly enjoying ourselves,” they
told reporters. The elections,
they claimed, had “an
almost festive character”.

As Financial Times repos-
ter Hugh O’Shaughnessy
pointed out, “Perhaps the
delegates were not able to
talk to orphans or refugees
or to visit El Pavon™ (the
dumping ground tor the
dcath squads).

In San Salvador. US am-
bassador Dean Hinton des-
cribed the poll as “‘super
funtastic”. And Reagan him-
self was said to be “pleased ™.

But it is hard to believe
that the enthusiasm also
applies to the results, which
saw the Christian Democra-
tic Party of junta head
Napoleon Duarte take only
419 of the vote os ugainst
59 to the more cxtreme
right wing parties.

Death squad leader Major
Roberfo D’Aubuisson drew
29% ot the votes — on 2
platform  which included
calling for the trial and exe-
cution of Duarte for treason!

There have been ulready
major quakms in the US Con-

gress over the huge level of

American military aid Lo

Duaurte: were he to h‘a"agmed .

Published by the Socialist Orguniser Alliance, 28 \ B
Signed artivles do not necessarily represeént the vicws ol the SGA

their”

from the right, it is doubtful
if Reagan could sustain this
support. )

It is this possibility of
diminishing aid which is
Duarte’s biggest asset in his
struggle for survival in the
aftermath of the elections.

In the meantime the
struggle of the FMLN
guerrillas poses sharply the
need ' for solidarity action
from the international work-
ing class.

Last weekend thousands
of demonstrators marched
through London to register
their opposition to Reagan’s
war in El Salvador.

The campaign must be
developed into the labour
movement both in Britain
and the USA to isolate the
Salvadorean junta and
suppost those struggling for
its revolutionary overthrow,

TURKEY
—~from
front
page

Diyarbakir four people were

shot for trying to relay mes- .

sages from inside the prisons.
Indecd, the Junta’s
repression seems to know no
depths. The Turkish Peace
Onrganisation’s leaders have
been thrown into jail and,
believe it or not, Orhan
Apaydin, the President of
the Istanbul Bar Association,
‘The bloody face of the
fascist junta is now being fin-
ally exposed, and all human-
ists must make 2 principled
stand against the cursc it has
placed upon my country.”
Yusuf Ziyah Bahadinli,
‘a former Turkish Workers’
Party MP, was critical of the
failure of British Labour MPs
to pay attention to what is
happening in Tutkey.
“Perhaps vou believe that
il we wait tong enough, and
bear the terror with patience
and fortitude, there will be
an inevitable return to demo-
cracy,” he said. .

The meeting learned,
how~ver, that the Labour
Party’s representative on a

recent fact-findjng  tour of
Turkey, Tom Urwin, had
stated publicly that he

thought Evren did intend to
euide Turkey back ta demo-
CTUCY .

The Turkish  working
class are hardly going to be
satisfied with the -explana-
tion supplied at the meeting
by Sid Bidwell MP: “No-
body tukes any- notice of
Urwin”. They ncedgsolidar-
ity now.

Contact: Turkey Solid-
arity Campaign. BM Box
5965, London WCIN 3XX,

B
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Right wing hails
‘Democracy’
in El Salvador

niser

Witch-hunters =
cash in on Hillhea

THE TERRIBLE trio of
Labour moderation — Heal-
ey, Hattersley, and Shorc
— didn’t wait long to put the

boot in after the Hillhead
by-election left Labour in
third place.

Hilthead has always been

a Tory 'secat. Though their

‘GO AHEAD FOR

general election majority was
only 2,000, this was prob-
ably more to do with the
incumbent, Tam Galbraith,
than any collapsc of basic
Tory support.

While the opinion polls
had Jenkins trailing for
much of the campaign, you

WOMEN’S MARCH

AFTER nearly a year’s pre-
paration and pressure on the
labour movement to call a
national demonstration, the
Action Committee for ‘a
Woman’s Right to Work
took the decision on
Monday 29 to call a march
in conjunction with the
Labour Party’s
festival in June.
The following day, a
joint statement was agreed
with Joyce Gould, the
Labour Party’s National
Women’s Officer, who is
organising the Festival. The
statement was drawn up to
make clear the division of
responsibility between the
Party (organising a Festival)

Heathrow

women’s

and the Committee (calling a
“supporting march as part of
the day’s events™).

The statement cnds:
“The march will be timed to
complement the Labour
Party Women’s Festival, and
is envisaged as part of the
whole day’s demonstration
for women’s rights. We hope
as many people as possible
will support these events,
and make June 5 an effec-
tive and memorable day of
protest.”

We’ve got two months to
make the march a success.
Some areas are already
mobilising — in Coventry
eight coaches have been
booked for June 5.

action

THE Heathrow strike is
spreading. As we go to press,
TGWU members in Catering
Centre South, Load Control
Terminal 1, stores, flight
gangs and other sections
have come out in suppori of
the ramp workers and other
groups are holding mass
meetings.

The 2,000 ramp workers
were tocked oul seven weeks
ago by British Airways when
they refused to accept dras-
tic speed-up and cuts in con-
ditions. On Tuesday 30th a
mass meeting voted to try to
spread the action to all
30.000 TGWU members at
the airport.

have
struck, the action is official.
However, there is no instruc-
tion for action. Explaining
this, TGWU national organi-
ser Ron Todd coined a novel

Where . members

principle; “We are urging
our members to withdraw
their labour. We " cannot
order them to strike.” (7?)

Such a weak call is hardly
adequate to deal with the
problems of scabbing that
the ramp workers have had
to face. Nevertheless full
support is necessary [or the
strikes that develop and for
the picket lines.

Heathrow can be shut
down, and BA’s union-bust-
inz drive defeated.
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BRIEFING AGAINST THE WITCH HUNT.
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Now jt’s all hands to the
pump. If your organisation
has already sponsored a
march in. principle, make
sure that action is taken now
— write to the Action Com-
mittee confirming support
for the march, get leaflets
out, book transport, and if
possible get a donation sent
to the Action Committee.
which will be looking for
about £5.000 to finance the
project!

In the London area, offer
your help — join the Action
Committee, Anyone can
come to the meetings, which
are every Monday at County
Hall, Waterloo, at 7.15. And
we’ll need help to staff an
office which we've been
offered to centralise organis-
ation for the march.

«d s newspaper @ The Post Office.

- crowds

would have to look far in
Scotland to find a constit-
uency more suitable for an
SDP victory.

The Tory vote did not
collapse, neither did Lab-
our’s, The SDP, as could be
expected, won votes from
both, though more from the
Tories than from Labour.

Labour’s - campaign was

- aardly extreme left. David

Wiseman specifically denied
the Bennite label, and att-

-acked Militant in the wake

of Pat Wall’s speech on the
State. The Labour Party
Scottish Council was care-
fully (and for the most part
successfully) stage-managed
to avoid any debate that
could be construed as a
threat to unity.

Biggest

The campaign never
really went all out on Lab-
our Conference policies. The
high point was Benn’s visit,
which attracted the biggest
(explain that,
Dennis).

So why is the Left gett-

| ing the blame?

Healey's facilc insistence
that fLabour could have
romped home is an excuse
for stepping -up the witch

‘hunt. Healey argues that the

way to beat the SDP is to
appear as similar to them as
possible — to have the same
policies in practice as the
SDP, then try to score points
off them by cheap abuse
about having no policies.

£6000 fund

THE Special Fund total stands at £600.
New amounts received this week are: £50
from a Leicester hospital porter, £10
from Tony Richardson, £25 from Bryan
Edmonds, £10 from Judith Bonner and
£10 from Martin Jennings.

We’re aiming for £6,000 by July, to
cover our backlog of debts and to enable

* witch

by John
Wilde

To do that, he and his
co-thinkers have to clear out
the serious Left and cow the
saft Left — and the witch
hunt is designed to do prec-
isely that.

They have to make sure
no regelection produces Left
candidates, The witch hunt
has already been used to do
that.

Defend

They .have to make sure
that left policies agreed at
conference don’t get near
the general election camp-
aign - and they do that by
hunting those who
defend those policies most
vocally.

But for sure mimicking
the SDP is not the way to
beat them. The middle of
the road electorate, people
looking for an escape from
the turmoil of class struggle,
will go for the real thing
— the Alliance — rather than
a Labour party apologising
for its left wing,

Blood

Interviewed at the count,
Wiseman talked of a general
election based on the unity
created by Bishops Stort-
ford. Barely hours later the
right wing werc baying for
blood.

To fall for false unity
now will subotage both the
fight of the Left insidc the
Labour Party, and Labour’s
chanccs of beating the SDP.

us to fit out new offices, and we need
£3,5600 of that by the end of April. The
red patch below represents our progress

so far.

We need £2,900 this month! To get
that we need large donations
means monthly paid comrades digging
deep now, before their pay cheques are

eaten away.

Send money to: Socialist. Organiser,
28 Middle Lane, London N8. Cheques
payabie to Socialist Organiser.

and that




