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NO VICTORY

FOR WORKERS!

 
in Lebanon

mS 4 few dys of merciless
Secioez m Lebanon, Zion-
< ovemom forces have killed
= cama? 9500 people —

te Tay of them

civilians — and injyred at
least twice that imber.
60,000 have been made
homeless — and the toll is
still mounting. The scenes

are being compared to the
devastation of Dresden in
World War 2.

In a cynical bid to
minimise their own casual-

BRITISH AND ARGENTINE WORKERS UNITE !
BRITAIN has retaken the
Falklands. The cost in
Argentine and British lives —

between 800 and 1,000 — is
a ratio of more than one
killed for every two inhabi-
tants of the islands.

Mrs_ Thatcher’s finest
hour? Undoubtedlyit is. The
Tories are riding high in the
polls, buoyed upbypatriot-
ism and success. Now the
only place they can go is
down,and they will, fast.

The brief taste of
national pride and glory will
soon turn sour and nasty in
the unchanged atmosphere
of decay and decline which
will still saturate Britain
whentheflagshave been put
back in mothballs.

The yictory will change
nothing for British capital-
ism. Backward Tory MPs,
drunk with the almost for-
gotten savour of victory,
may dream of a “national
renewal” through the effects
of this petty foreign war.

. It will all prove as short-
lived and delusionary as the
Argentine victory over the
FalklandIslanders on April 2
did for Galtieri.

Both the British and
Argentine ruling classes set
their soldiers, sailors and air-
men to slaughtering each-
other in a competition for
prestige and authority and
for the advantages possession
of the Falklands could give
them.

Thatcher hypocritically
talked of her concern for
the violated rights of the
Falklanders, brutally seized
by the armies of a foreign
military dictatorship.

Nationalism
The ruling junta wrapped

itself in Argentine national-
ism and Foreign Minister
Costa Mendes, who had
recently been negotiating
with the USA, Britain, South
Africa and Brazil for the
setting up of a South Atlan-
tic TreatyOrganisation (with
military bases in the Falk-
lands), and had been talking
of sending Argentine troops
to help put down the
guerrillas in El Salvador, now
emerged as a passionate anti-
imperialist!

Cant and hypocrisy on
both sides. The rights of the
Falklanders are important
and so is the struggle against
imperialism. But Thatcher is
the bloody oppressor of
Northern Ireland’s Catholics.
Galtieri’s Junta is the organ-
iser since the 1976 coup of
a large-scale increase in
imperialist investment in the
exploitation of Argentine
workers.

Thatcher and Galtieri are
the disease, not the cure.

Galtieri’s Junta started
the Falklands adventure to
divert mounting opposition
into patriotism (a general

ties, the Zionists are appar-
ently attempting to install a
puppet right wing Phalangist
regime in Beirut which will
carry out the house-to-house
extermination of beleaguer-
ed Palestinian fighters in the
city. ~

While they make limp
calls for a ceasefire the
imperialist leaders are the
crucial accomplices who
enable the Zionists to perpe-
trate this barbarism.
Middle East details — pp.7-9

strike had been called for the
beginning of April). It was a
bold attempt to harness the
political tiger of Peronist
chauvinism to haul the
floundering Junta out of the
mud of Argentine economic
chaos and social disintegra-
tion. Only victory would
have made that possible.
Now there are riots in
Buenos Aires and the huntis
on for the “National
traitors”.

The defeat is a crippling
blow to the military caste
which it cannot survive for
long. A writer in the Finan-
cial Times puts it like this:
“.

.
the military as a caste

have failed the country in a
contest that they themselves
chose

. .
those military

values which generals said
for generations gave them
the right to interfere in any
and all aspects of Argentine
life, are in 1982 lying in
tuins’’.

A restoration of civilian
tule is now unavoidable,
peacefully or otherwise. The
military caste, shaken if not
shattered in its prestige, in
its political, moral and
national authority, and
perhaps even in its grip on
the Army’s conscripts, will
be less capable of “‘inter-
vening” in politics for some

time to come, and perhaps
for a long time.

Mrs Thatcher’s come-
uppance wont be long
delayed either. Dockers on
strike against Tebbit’s anti-
union laws and miners on
sympathetic strike for the
health workers’ claim —

these are the signs of a real
revival of working class milit-
ancy. The brief patriotic
splurge has changed nothing
basic for the Tories.

In no sense is this a vic-
tory for the British working
class. In no sense is it a
defeat for the Argentine
working class. This unneces-
sary, irrelevant and fruitless
war was a ruling class stunt
and diversion on both sides.

Now the cornered Junta
talk of continuing the war.
And Thatcher raves about
making the Falklands into a
British fortress in the area.

We urgently need the,
unity of Argentine and
British workers to fight
against any attempt to
continue the diversion by
eitherside.

The TUC and the Argen-
tine unions should immed-
iately meet to try to work
out a joint common working
class policy on the Falklands
and to bring about reconcil-
iation between the Argentine
and British peoples.

Against Thatcher
Cae  



   
  COHSEstarted its pay cam-

paign on April 26 by asking
branches to take one-hour
stoppages and by starting a
work-to-rule aimed at stopp-
ing all non-emergency admis-
sions.

Since then a series of 2-
hour and 1l-day stoppages
have been the recommenda-
tion from the TUC and the
STUC. But in some areas
health workers took the
initiative and came out on
indefinite strike as in Edin-
burgh where around 1,000
health workers were on
strike for seven days (NUPE,
NALGO and COHSE).

This lead from the work-
ers shows that the strategy
of selective action is not
supported by the rank and
file.

NUPE conference unan-
imously supported the call
for all out action with emer-

gency cover but the leader-
ship used a clause which
referred to other TUC health

| 40
GROUP 81 — the Broad
Left grouping withinCOHSE
started at last year’s confer-
ence — made a meaningful
intervention in this year’s
conference.

It’s first fringe meeting
was held on Sunday night
before conference.where
80 delegates discussed the
importance of democratic
reform in COHSEand organ-
ising an intervention within
the pay debate.

A majority of the dele
gates there felt that the only
way to win the 12% claim

 
 

 

 
 

  
  

 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
  
  
 
 
  
 
  
 
 
 
    
  
   
  
  
 
   
 
   
 

 

Gorm
YORKSHIRE miners use
his photo as. a target in
darts matches to give an
edge to their aim. But Mrs
Thatcher knows her own.
Lord Gormley dons the
ermine as the reward for a
lifetime’s service to the rul-
ing class.

Offensive
He fought them, of

course, reluctantly, when
he couldn’t avoid it, as in
1972 and 1974 when the
miners went on the offen-
sive against Heath’s
government.

But always he remained
on their own ground, a
militant right winger and
defender of the capitalist
system. Always he acted as

a brake on the miners and
on the labour movement,
always he eagerly sought
compromises and deals
withthe status quo.

His recent ‘intervention’
to sway the vote on the
miners’ pay claim against
the left and for peace with
this murderous Tory
government was an appro-
priate last act in the career
of a time server.

“Honours”
Even so, that the leader

— howeverinept and reluc-
tant — of the miners’
battles against Heath
should accept ‘‘honours’’
from this most vicious,
most anti-working class
and most indefensible of
governments — thatis the
measurethecrisis of work-
ing cllass leadership in
Britain today.

Back in the 1920s Leon
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COHSE: Spanswick holds
pass for Thatcher

unions in a way which dis-
armed theall-out strike call.

COHSE conference had
three emergency resolutions
on the COHSE pay cam-

paign. The National Execu-
tive Committee, Dundee and
Hackney all put resolutions
to conference. The usual
manipulation of speaking
time occured with Albert

was to embark on a course
of all-out strike action, with
the provision of emergency
cover under trade union con-
trol.

Therest of the discussion
centred around abortion
rights and democracy resolu-
tions.

An. immediate and con-
crete effect of Group 81’s
organising was seen in the
passing of the Hackney
resolution demanding that
Regional Councils should be
held at quarterly intervals,
instead of the present twice-

Trotsky truly said that the
British trade union bureau-
cracy had becomea central
pillar of the state, without
which the state could not
survive. Last Sunday in
an editorial which was as
perceptive as it was candid
the Sunday Telegraph said
the same thing when ‘it
hailed the ‘enoblement’ of
Gormleyas a strengthening
of the state. From the
labour movement’s point of
view, the editorial, which
wereprint below, can serve
as an appropriate
obituary for the wretched
toady, Joe Gormley.

John Cunninhgam

“BY accepting a peerage
Joe. Gormley has done
honour to the House of
Lords. It is the reputation
of that ancient institution
which will be strengthened
rather than the reputation
of that venerable trade
unionist.

Asleader of the National
Union of Mineworkers,
Mr Gormley was much
more powerful than any
member of the House of
Lords, and his presence on
their benches will raise
theirprestige far more than
his. Such is the strange
turnabout of modern times
thatit is the peewage which
increasesits status by gain-
ing a trade union leader
ratherthan the trade union
leader by gaining a peer-
age.

.

Spanswick,gencral secretary,
abusing his platform position
by speaking for 20 minutes
on the NEC resolution.

Bulletins and lobbying by
Health Workers for the Full
Claim was instrumental in
getting the support of some
of the delegates for the
Hackney resolution.

Spanswick, in an attempt
to give a rousing speech,
blasted delegates with such
‘militant? phrases as ‘We
want jam today’ and ‘Wewill
not trade off jobs’! He made
much of COHSE’s. ‘lead’ in
the present campaign and
the effect this is having on
hospitals.

Obviously, as chairof the
TUC’s Health Services Com-
mittee, Spanswick was sup-
porting the weak stand taken
by the TUC. He maintained
that health workers should
continue the selective action
(We started together, we
should finish together’) until

yearly intervals.
In addition, many dele-

gates sought the advice of
leading Group 81 activists
throughout the week.

A series of Group 81
fringe meetings were held.
Over 200 attended a meeting
on Monday evening to hear
Tony Benn. Welcoming the
formation of Group 81, he
suggested that the reason
trade unions did not act in
the best interests of their
membersis that their leaders
had grown away from their
members.
 

\ 7

delegates discuss democracy

the government took notice!
SpanswickTM:spoke several

times of the importance of
reducing hospitals to acci-
dent and emergency cover
only. This showed how
totally out of touch he is.

Several delegates oppos-
ing the NEC_resolution
pointed out that they were
already reduced to accident
and emergency cover and it
hadn’t pushed theTories any
further towards giving us
12%. However, Spanswick’s
lack of any real commitment
to fight became apparent in
his opposition speech to the
Hackney resolution calling
for indefinite strike action
with emergency cover only.

he said it would be
totally against COHSE
policy and that the Hack-
ney resolution would be
illegal because it would mean
nurses walking off wards
and leaving patients without
any care.

Benn maintained that the
reaction against the Left and
democratic reform was based
on the fear that groups like
Group 81 presented a
positive way forward and
therefore change. This
obviously undermined the
opportunist leadership with-
in the trade union and
labour movement.

Ellen Taylor, from
Middtewood Hospital, Shef-
field, spoke for Health
Workers for the Full Claim
on the need for COHSE to
supportall-out strike action.

Lord Gormley with anotherfuture Lord — the AUEW’s Duffy

‘WIGAN’S PEER’
As it happens, trade

union leaders, even without
formal ennoblement, are
usually referred to as
“barons’’, since their
behaviour is often much
more imperious and swash-
buckling, overbearing and
lordly, than the grandest
and most ancient of hered-
itary noblemen, most of
whom eschew such charac-
teristics, prudently preferr-
ing to present a much more
modest mien. Far from
being tempted into arro-

gance by his elevation,
Mr Gormley may well find
himself required to relearn
habits of humility wholly
alien to the oligarchic
world of theTUC.

Even his standard of
livingmaydrop,since there
is certainly no comparison

os

 

between the spartan fare
served in the Lords and
those Lucullan dishes
served in the fine London
restaurants where Mr
Gormleyusedto hold court.

All in all, Mr Gormley
may have made quite a

sacrifice, lost much face
among some of his old
colleagues who will never

deign to speak to him
again.

Certainly there can be
no possible question of his
having had to beg, or buy,
his title. Quite thecontrary,
it is likely to have been Mrs
Thatcher who had to beg
him to accept. For trade
union leaders in the Lords
are still precious rarities,
muchtobetreasured, their
arrival as welcome to that
beleaguered body as any

By Jane
Goss

  

This complete distortion
of the resolution was calcul-
ated to twist its meaning
and confuse the emotive
subject of accident and
emergency cover.

Despite some excellent
calls to support the Hack-
ney resolution, Spanswick
and the NEC got their weak
and divisive resolution
through.

If Spanswick gets.his way
the ‘ultimate weapon’ of
indefinite strike action is to
remain buried for all this
year, at least, in the COHSE
arsenal at head office.

Activists in COHSE
' should continue to argue and

fight for indefinite strike
action. We need to offer sup-
port to NUPE branches who
are prepared to come out
indefinitely and to pursue
the only kind of action that
will win the 12% claim —

indefinite strike and emer-

gency cover only.

Other meetings were held
on Labour Party democracy,
with CLPD speakers, on the
Falklands war, with Tam
Dalyell, and Michael
Meacheron the TebbitBill.

After only one year
Group 81 has already proved
itself a real step forward in
the long-overdue fight to
organise the left in the
union.

Roll on 1983!

By Pauline
Bartlett
 

  

  

Reprinted from the
Sunday Telegraph,
13 June 1982.

relieving force.
In the old days some

commoners used to turn
down a peerage on the
grounds that they did not
own enoughacresto do jus-
tice to thathigh rank.

No such inhibition is
likely to have deterred Mr
Gormley for a moment.
Card votes today mean
much morethanacres, and
in the past Mr Gormley has
been the proud owner of
oneof the finest collections
of the former in the land —

not to meption a fiefdom
stretching over much of
England, Scotland and
Wales. Shoulders which
have borne so manyheavier’
burdens will be more than
broad enough to do more
than justice to an ermine
cape.

 

 
 S. WALES

BACKS NHS
STRIKERS

TilERE was widespread sup-
port for the one day strike
in Wales last Wednesday
the best yet, with even the

and coming outonstrike.
At the miners’ gala on

the previous Saturday, a
number of NUM Lodgespro-
mised to send delegations
down to the picket lines in
Cardiff before attending a
demonstration through the
town on the Wednesday.

A delegation of NUPE
members attended the gala
where we collected £45 for
the Health Workers for the
Full Claim Campaign.

A number of different
groups of workers pledged
their support for strike
action — apart from the
miners. These included the
Cardiff branch of the

16 June. The response was
_

small hospitals responding.

National Union of Seamen,
who had originally sent the
resolution calling for sup-
port for the NHS workers
to their own national exec-
utive. Local council workers
in Merthyr and Rhymney
Valley had also promised to
take action as did NUPE
members at South
Glamorgan CountyHall. -

The breadth of support
in the labour movement had
encouraged more participa-
tion by health workers in
picketing and marching.

More and more people
are seeing the need to go
beyond limited_one-day
strike action and feel con-
fident enough to take on the
government over pay and
defeat them.

MARTIN BARCLAY
NUPE

Cardiff Royal Infirmary

Glasgow
action

AS on May 19 the health
workers’ one day strikes on
June 4 and 8 were widely
supported in Glasgow,
although at the same time
there was a widespread feel-
ing that the time for one-
day strikes was past and it
was time to step up the
action.

Various forms of selec-
tive action are already under
way in a number of the
hospitals. At Stobhill
General Hospital the
enquiries office staff were
out all last week and the
flow of mail continues to
suffer under the impact of
their action. This week the
transport staff and the TSSU
members (who sterilise the
surgical instruments) are out
on strike.

At Ruchill Geriatric Hos-
pital, the sewing room and
laundry staff are on selective
action, and in all hospitals in
Glasgow Western District the
transport staff struck for
three days, resulting in a

large amount of bed linen
having to be destroyed.

The impact of the picket
lines varied from hospital to
hospital. At Stobhill, Gart-
navel General and Gartnavel
Royal the pickets were effec-
tive-in stopping all but the
most determined scabs from
going in. But at Ruchill,
the picket was of little more
than token effect, and some
hospitals had no pickets out
at all.

At Gartnavel General and
Stobhill pickets came close
to injury. as some of the
scabs drove straight through

their lines without paying
any attention to the pickets.

Emergency cover was
being provided at all hos-
pitals, although this was
sometimes being abused by
management,as well as being
mis-reported by the press,
the “Scottish Sunday Stan-
dard” in particular tried to
give the impression that
corpses were being left lying
around the wards in Gart-
navel General.

Organisation of the one-

day strikes, and tne other
actions being taken during
the dispute, varied from
hospital to hospital. But
where the dispute was under
the control of a specially
established Action Commit-
tee, as opposed to just the
normal Joint Shop Stewards
Committee, the degree of
organisation and militancy
was generally higher.

In some hospitals how-
ever no action at all was
taken at all during any of the
one-day strikes. At Forest-
hall Geriatric Hospital, for
example, no action was
taken because spending Cuts.
have reduced the day-to-day
cover at the hospital effec-
tively to emergency cover

‘anyway, so any strike action
at all would lead to a less
than emergency cover situa-
tion.

The mood on the picket
lines (who were, admittedly
the more militant sections of
the strikers) was definitely
one of wanting to stop soft-
pedalling on the strike
action.

a

 

 



  AFTERa long,dark night of
seemingly uninterrupted set-a backs and sell-outs, it seems
that the sun of militant resis-

a tance has begun once again
to rise in the sky. -

There have been those
a who had drawn pessimistic

conclusions about thewill or
ability of the working class
to challenge Thatcher’s
remorseless offensive.a Demoralised by the
abject refusal of union
leaders to mobiliseresistancea to a tide of cuts that have

[ff slashed jobs by the thousand
in local government, thea NHS,and right across manu-
facturing industry; bitter at

B the barrage of brazen betray-
als that have made workersa at BL into a punch bag for

a the Tories and the CBI;
perplexed at the TUC’s
failure to mountany struggle

| against anti-union laws;
many people have wrongly

begun to regard all these
positions of the union
leaders as being the result of
a retreat in the member-
ship.

So overwhelming has
been the flow of uncontes-
ted closures and redundan-
cies, the onslaught on shop
floorworking conditions and
manning levels, and on hard-
won and much needed social
services, that it has been
easy to lose sight of the fact
that some small, albeit
partial and temporary
victorieshave beenwon.

Successful
A threatened national

dock strike last year forced
back an attack on jobs. The
NUM wassimilarly success-
ful in forcing a reprieve for
threatened South Wales
collieries. This year we have
seen the ASLEF dispute

drive management into an
ungainly retreat, from which
theyare still regrouping their
forces.

And most recently the
threat of NUR actionagainst
rail workshop closures has
forced management to hold
back until at least next year.

The lesson in each case
was the same. The Tory
steamroller can be halted —

but only by a_ full-scale
mobilisation of the working
class.

And in addition the
ASLEF dispute underlined
another important point:
where a-firm and coherent
call for action is given from
the leadership, the rank and
file is ready and willing to
respond. It has not been the
members, but their leaders
who have thrown in the
towel to the Tories.

Now in the struggles
currently under way we have

more and more evidence of
this — clear symptoms of a

welling-up of frustrated
militancy across wide
sections of theworking class.

The anger of hundreds of
thousands of health service
workers at their poverty line
wages has overflowed even
the bounds of the trade
union movement and affec-
ted that sedate “profession-
al” body the RCN. Given for
the first time the prospect of
united action embracing
every section on a common
claim, health workers have
piled pressure on grudging
and conservative union
bureaucrats, demanding they
lead the fight.

Infectious
Their fighting spirit has

been infectious — and pro-
duced a new upsurge of sym-
pathy strike action ona scale

rarely -seeri in the last
decade. Dockers too have
played their. part in this
revival, with the first
national stoppage against
Tebbit.

On the rail, the left
majority on theNUR Execu-
tive has made new moves to
push umpire Sid Weighell to
one side and get to grips
with theTory enemy,calling
an all-out strike from June
28. And from the coalfields
comes a new wave of
militancy against new plans
for pit closures.

The mass movement is
moving again for all to see:
but this does not mean there
will not be further setbacks
brought about by the union
leaders. : :

The union bureaucracy
though bolstered by. the
mass media is not simply an
artificial entity foisted upon
the workingclass.It is rather
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Rays of the rising sun
a parasitic outgrowth of the
workers’ movement itself.
The labour bureaucracy
feeds off real political weak-
nesses in the working class.
It also reinforces those weak-
nesses and its actions.and
institutions help generate
those weaknesses. They do
their best to ensure that
workers fail to see beyond
the limitations of shop-floor
trade union issues, they
oppose any fight to over-
throw capitalism — but sub-
stitute vain hopes of improv-
ing conditionsunderit.

Bulwark
The trade union bureau-

cracy and the institutionsit
rests upon are a major bul-
wark of the nationalism,
racialism and sexism which
divide and disorientate the
workers’ movement.

Such obstacles will not

be surmounted overnight —

particularly when the whole
labour and trade union
bureaucracy is committed to
policies which preserve them
and oppose the growth of
genuine independent action
by theworking class.

Opposition
It is this independent

action which prompts the
frenzied opposition of health
union leaders to an all-out
strike; and also provokes the
simultaneous moves towards
witch-hunts and expulsions
of the Labourleft.

As the sun_rises, it
becomes easier to see the
way forward. A vital com-
ponent in this must be the
struggle for a new, revolu-
tionary leadership in the
labour movement, to spear-
head the struggle for united
massaction against the Tory
enemy.

  

Bradford trial
exposespolice
prejudice

Giovanni Singh (18), Ishaq Kazi (22), Pravin Patel (20),
Ahmed Mansoor (17), Tarlochan Gata Aura (25), Masood
Malik (18), Vasant Patel (20), Tariq Ali (24) and Bahram
Khan (19) face charges of making an explosive substance
with intent to endanger life or property; and conspiracy to
make an explosive substance for an unlawful purpose.

Sabir Hussain (19) and Saeed Hussain (18) are charged
with conspiracy to make an explosive substance with intent
to endangerlife or damage property.

 
In the closing stages of
the Bradford 12 trial,
Terry Smith takes stock.
Information from Leeds
OtherPaper.

WITHall the evidence having
been taken from both
defence and prosecution, the
trial of ‘the Bradford 12

’ Asian youths is now in its
closing stages.

The eight week trial
centres on conspiracy
charges arising from riots in
Bradford last summer.

So far Jayesh Amin has
been found not guilty of
both charges of making and
conspiracy to make petrol
bombs with intent to
endanger life or damage
property.

And Judge Beaumonthas
agreed to direct the jury to
return not guilty verdicts on
Sabir Hussain and Saeed
Hussain on charges of manu-
facturing explosive
substances — though they
still face conspiracy charges.

Attack
In his defence statement

Tarlochan Gata Aura, has
admitted sole responsibility
for making 38 petrol bombs
for self defence. He has
strongly argued that the
bombs were to

_
protect

against an anticipated attack
by fascist thugs.

“Given what JOHN
HARRIS

AH are pleading not guilty.
Jayesh Amin (24) has been found not guilty on both

charges.

happened in Southall, in
Deptford, in Coventry where
Satnam Singh Gill had been
stabbed to deathby skin-
heads; given what. had
happened in Walthamstow,I
feared that death could have
been a consequence of a
skinhead attack on
Bradford,” he said.

“My personal experience
is that the police have never
defended our community.
There is an absence ofa will
to-help.”

Fascist violence
Earlier in the trial the

court had heard the police
repeatedly argue that they
knew nothing of the contin-
uing fascist violence in the
town against left bookshops
and the Asian community,
nor of the NF, the British
Movementor Column88.

But detectives also
admitted having extensive
background knowledge of
the politics of accused
youths, subjecting them to
prolonged questioning on
their political views, and the
involvement of Special
Branch political police in the
case.

Defence barristers argue
that in the context of
Tumours of skinhead
invasions, reverberations
from Southall and shock at
the murder of the Khan
family in Walthamstow, the
reaction of the accused Brad-
ford youths can be undet-
stood,

“T ask you to put your-
self in my shoes and ask
what you would have done,”
19 year old Masood Malik
told thejury.

As the defence barristers
began their closing speeches,
Judge Beaumont ordered an
end to “political speeches”
in the court.

But Asian defence barris-
ter Sighbat Kadri underlined
his view that the trial is “a
political trial’.

And defence_barrister
Paddy O’Connor,too, under-
lined the political basis. to
the events and the court
case.

“There was no second
class citizenship for British
businessmen and

__
soldiers

who went to India. But
whenAsians wanted to come
here, they were degraded,
pushed into the ghettoes
and forced into second class
citizenship.
 

And whenthey see racist
groups on the rise and racist
violence increasing, ‘ignore
it? say the same people who
went over to India, and who
pushed them into second
class citizenship when they
arrived here. :

Whoare you supposed to
turn to? To the very people,
the very state thattook each
of those steps?”

O’Connor pointed out
that no force was used, and
no injuries caused by the
defendants. They were
preparing for self-defence.
The government of_ this
country, he added, is making
preparations — in self-def-
ence — for the ‘“‘destruction
of mankind”’.

Thecase continues.

Nationalists turn
~On left-wing sylan MeCalman

ASSAILED by falling
ratings in the opinion polls
and poor election results,
the Scottish National Party
at its recent annual confer-
ence in Ayr set about
tearing itself apart in a
frenzy of internecine war-
fare.

In a sharp swing to the
right, conference resolved
tu proscribe all political
groups in the party and to
suspend anyone who
refused to comply with the
injunction within three
months.

Although the resolution
is ostensibly aimed at all
political groups, the main
target is the ‘‘79 Group’’,
the left oriented tendency
that has tried to win the
party to socialist positions.

On the eveof the confer-
ence, right wingers, led by
Gordon Murray, Provost of
Cumbernauld,and Winnie
Ewing, the  Euro-MP,
created an artificial device,

Tory plan
to purge
juries By Jo Thwaites

YOUR chances of getting a
fair trial — judged by your
peers — are likely to become
less.

The Tories are seriously
considering excluding from
juries all people who_ have
been found guilty of an
imprisonable offence
whether they were sent to
jail or not.

Police and judges have
long been lobbying for this
since — they say — there is
a problem of ‘criminaltypes’
on juries succumbing to
bribes.

But in reality the fact is
that under present ules if
you’ve been sent to jail for
between 3 months and five
years you'll be disqualified
trom jury service for ten
years.

Each year, over 2 million
people aged 17 or over are
found guilty of crimes that
could have a prison sentence
given. Technically,stealing a
milk bottle can carry a jail
sentence.

But it is clear that the
police, judges and Tories -

‘want to stack juries with
people of their ik

. . .
The

2 million people a year con-
victed of imprisonable offen-
ces are unlikely to be well-to
do stockbrokers and
managers but for the most
part will be ordinary mem-
bers of the working class —

not desirable elements from
the Tories’ point of view.Labour
POLICE investigating them-
selves is still OK. So says the
all-party Commons Home
Affairs Committee Report.
They do say that there
should be a new system,
tather like the Scottish one
where there is a Procurator
Fiscal, who is nominally
independentfromthepolice.

Under the new proposal
there would be a Crown
Prosecutor who would be
responsible for judging com-
plaints against the police —

but (and here’s the catch)
the Director of Public Prose-

the Campaign for Scottish
Nationalism, to panic dele-
gates into proscription of
the left. Gordon Wilson,
party chairperson, then
made an emotional and
personal appeal for unity,
thus creating the  con-
ditions for a 308 to 188 vote
for theban.

This debacle marks a
definite stage in the degen-
eration of the SNP. having
briefly achieved. elec-
toral success in the late
sixties and early seventies,
on a wave of disillusion-
ment with Labour’s refusal
to pose a meaningful
alternative to the Tories, a
revulsion against the
increasing_bureaucratis-
ation and centralisation of
the modern capitalist state
and a quaint attachmentto
long dead historical tra-
ditions, theparty swept for-
ward on a wave of ersatz
‘nationalism.

/That head of steam has

long run out however, and
in a desperate effort to
make nationalism relevant.
the ‘‘79 Group’’ strove to
give it a leftist coloration.
They have obviously failed
and must now seek to make
an appraisal of their ideol-
logy and their political
future.

Although radical dema-
gogues, such as Jim Sillars.
tend to grab the headlines,
there are amongst the
Group people of more sig-
nificant political weight.
such as Stephen Maxwell.

It is up to socialists now
to engage in a dialogue
with such people and to win
them over to a principled
socialist programme and
the cause of organised
labour.

Thatcan only be success-
ful, however,if it is carried
out in a spirit of unremmitt-
ing hostility to the dead-
end ideology of national-
ism. 

silence on cops
cutions could over-rule the-
Crown Prosecutor! So back
to square one.

_

This proposal and others
in the report fall well short,
of recommendationsmade in
the Scarman Report that
there should be a fully
independent complaints
system.

Yet, out of seven Labour
MPs on the committee, only
two have disassociated them-
selves, Robert Kilroy-Silk
and Alf Dubbs. What about
the other five?

 

 



 STEVE GOOD (Kings
Cross ASLEF) looks at
the looming confronta-
tion scaring union leaders
and BR Boardalike.

TROUBLE continues to
mount for the British
Railways Board. The NUR
executive have now set
June 28 as the deadline for
strike action over the joint
union claim for a 15% pay
increase.

The NUR ECare refusing
to negotiate on pay unless
there is a_ substantially
improved offer from the
BRB. This follows the
BRB climbdown on_the
immediate closure of the
BR works after the NUR
threatened to take strike
actionon June 7.

Meanwhile ASLEF
remains firm on flexible
rostering. ASLEF confer-
ence voted unanimously to
reject RailwayStaff Nation-
al Tribunal decision num-
ber 77 in which Lord
McCarthy backed the BRB
overflexiblerostering.

The conference also
reaffirmed its commitment
to defend the 8 hour day
and to accept no further
worseningof conditions.

The strength of the
positions taken by both
ASLEF and NUR reflects
the actual balance of
forces between the Board
and the unionsin the year-
long battle over pay and
productivity.

The McCarthyaward and
the renewed support of
the Tory governmentfor a
hard line approach by the
BRB may give manage-
ment somelittle comfort
but in reality the victories
belong entirely to the
unions.

In spite of ASLEF’s
partial strike action early
this year, it was the foot-
plate union which won the
first round of the battle. In

.

spite of Sid Weighell’s
treacherous agreement on
variable rostering, the
actual implementation of
the new rosters is largely
stalemated within the NUR
by the refusal of manylocal
representatives to accept
them.
 

  The BRB are keenly
awareof this strength and
are desperate to keep
controlof the situation. For
this reason, the climbdown
over theworks closures was
carried out with embarrass-
ing haste. :

The Board know that theonly way they can achieve
victory over the unionsis ifthey can isolate one union
from the other and defeat
thatunion on the issue theychoose, be it one-man-operation or flexible
rostering.

Only then can the Board
proceed with further
attacks on conditions. Tohave precipitated a disputewith the NUR over the
worksclosures would have
completely wrenched the
initiative from the Board’s
hands.

The position of the BRB
is indeed a delicate one. On
pay, the ASLEF executive
meet this week to deter-
mine their response tothe
June 28 strike call by the
NUR.

Licence

In all this, it is Sid
Weighell who continues
to extend a lifeline to the
BRB.In spite of the NUR
executive’s instruction that
no further negotiations
should take place on payuntil BR come up with a
better offer, Weighell in
interpreting this mandate
as in fact giving him
license to bargain and
plead for an improvedoffer
in order to lift the strike
threat levelled at manage-
ment.

Weighell seems to be
increasinglyisolated on the
executive, but any attempt
to do a separate deal on
pay for the NUR must be
resolutely opposed within
the NUR executive and the
union as a whole.

Were he to isolate the
NURfrom ASLEFoverpay,
Weighell would provide
the BRB with their only
hope. The possibility of a
united and militant
approach on the pay claim
can only create the best
possible conditions for
advancing demandsfor the

SIF a, oS

Weezete aculdhe know a Militant supporter from a har of soap?
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rejection of so-called
productivity items and toextend strike action beyond
Pay to a defence of existingconditionsand jobs.

The ASLEF executive,for their part, must back
the NURstrike call. The
notion thatASLEFcan goitalone mayreflect an under-
standable mistrust of
Weighell, but it is a posi-tion which can only lead to
defeat in the present‘
 
 

Having
repulsed a witch-hunting
attack from Sid Weighell
on the Executive earlier
this year, Williams faces

successfully

renewed attacks by
Weighell at the forthcom-
ing NUR conference.

 

  

  
 
 

 situation.It is precisely the
tactics of the BRBto divide
and isolate one union from
another. For the ASLEF EC -

to decide to go it alone
would represent a kind ofchest-beating which is
just as treacherous asWeighell’s frantic behind-
the-scenesdeals.

Key to the development
of a united campaign for
strike action on pay and
productivity in the creation

Do you think Weighell will
use the NUR conference to
headoff thestrike on pay?
Well, the strike starts on
the first day of the confer-
ence so he can’t stop it
happening. But you can’t
tell exactly the balance of
views at the conference —

it’s a mystery and an
enigma.

There are a lot of new
delegates, so it is possible
that there may be some
promising surprises. A lot
of our members — even
quite non-political, non-
militant members — have
been quite embarrassed by
the amount of humble pie
the NUR leadership has
been eating in the last year
or so.

Howdo you accountfor the
size of the 17-6 vote for
strike action on the Execu-
tive? Would you think
management’s retreat over
the workshop closures was
a factor?
No. The initial vote for
industrial action was taken
several weeks ago. What
was put off was the form.
And despite what Sid
Weighell has been saying,
the fact is that a clear con-
ssensus on the Executive
has been that the kind of
guerrilla warfare he has
been promoting has been
nothingmorethan fighting
withtulips!

There was nothing par-
ticularly new about the
vote. In fact there were two
people absent and one in
the chair who would
probably have voted for
industrial action as well. On
the Executive there is a
hard-core of half a dozen

 

R fgg
of joint NUR/ASLEFaction
committees at local. level.
Thesebodies must be built
to prepare for joint strikeaction and to become apowerful movement within
both unions to ensure that
neither EC has room to
squeeze out yet another
“‘ambiguous’’ agreement
on pay productivity.

A defeat for either union
on any one of the produc-tivity items facing them

who will support Weighell
no matter what he does.
They were the six against
the strike.

How do you assess the
mood ofthemembershipon
the strike?
Initial reports suggest no
opposition to it. Severalsacred principles are
involved. There is the fact
thatthe anniversary date is
moved from April to
September — people see
that as a permanent
precedent: it’s half-way
towards not making an
offer atall!

There is the size of the
offer itself — 3% over the
year. And finally there is
what the BR Board wants.
Nobody is under any illu-
sion that the suspension of
the workshop closures is
anything but temporary.
All of the workshop repres-
entatives supported the
strike, by the way, includ-
ing threepeople from Swin-
don, Horwich and Shildon.

They all knowtht at the
very best all thé Board will
comebackwithis ‘‘alterna-
tive'’ proposals which
spread the harm rather
thanconcentratingit.

And the other point of
course is that the Board
has hungits banner on one-
mantrains.
Can I ask you about the
question of Weighell’s
witch-hunt against you and
the Militant? Do you get
any guage of how thecon-
ference will go?
There is no way of know-
ing which wayit will go. It
could go for anything from
endorsing the Executive
position — whichis against

 

would signal the beginningof a massive onslaught bythe BRB on conditions.
On flexible rosteringalone the prospect of, a

defeat for ASLEF would
mean theelimination of a
whole range of agree-
ments central to the con-
ditions and jobs of foot-
plate staff.

The BRB would not need
to wait for next year’s payround to press their offen-

his attempts to witch-hunt
me — to voting the expul-
sion of everyoneinvolved!

What Weighell has done
is shot his bolt: he has
defined Militant as ‘‘Tony
Benn and all his sup-porters’. Well, if you
remember, last year 25
delegates at the NUR con-
ference voted to support
Benn in the Deputy Leader-
ship election.

So is he saying that a
third of the NUR confer-
ence delegates should be
expelled? And presumably
he also meansa majority of
the national executive
should be expelled! This is
if he is going to pursueit to
its illogicalconclusions!

I have heard thatsome of
the branches which have
appealed against the
Executive’s decision have
doneso on thebasis of false
information. They were
under the impression that
those accused had actually
put their names to the
Militant letter which went
round to NUR branches.
That would actually have
beena breachof rule.

It is interesting that
apparently Sid Weighell in
his most recent speech was
implying that he would
like to see the rules
changedto get Militant put
out of theunion.

I don’t think he’s ever
met a Militant supporter
in his life to behonest. No
Imeanthat!He accused me
of being a Militant support-
er until I pointed out thathe
sponsored me as a PPC
against Tony Mulhearne
from the Militant Editorial
Board!

He accused Brighton

 
 

sive on conditions — the
attack would be automatic
and immediate if conces-
sions are made on long-standing agreements. The
need for a united cam-
Paign on pay linked to the
rejection of productivity,
could not bemore urgent.

  

Following the NUR Executive's
strike call Socialist Organiser spoke
to NUR Executive member IAN
WILLIAMS.

branch of being Militant,
whilethere’snot a Militant
supporterin thebranch.

If he does go for a rule
change then it would do us
a favour becauseit makesit
clear what he means:that
in conditions of a closed
shop you cannot work on
the railways if you do not
agree with Sid Weighell!
What was this meeting of
Branch Secretaries that
Weighell claimed gave him
an ovation?
It is an unofficial body,
outside the rules of the
union,called the Council of
Branch Secretaries. It is
attended by only around
100 out of 580 branch secre-
taries.

It’s interesting that by
making his conference
pitch there Sid is going to
an unofficial body to cam-
paign against the demo-
cratic decisions of the
nationalexecutive!

Whatis the future for the
growingrailBroad Left?
If we can survive the next
few years there are big
possibilities.The Beeching
years have meantthatthere
is a big gap, between the
older leaders. and the
rank and file. All most all
the top officials are due to
retire in thenext five years.
The ‘‘officer corps’’ of the
NUR — including many
branch secretaries — must
be renewed, while many of
the NCOs — the rank and
file activists, are younger
andfarmoremilitant.

Timeis on our side.
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By Ann Evans
THE good news started
before we arrived at New-
castle for the National
Labour Women’s Confer-
ence: the hall had to be
changed because the num-
ber of delegates and obser-
vers who had registered far
exceeded expectations.

Altogether, 600 dele-
gates attended: twice that
of last year. The women’s
organisation of the Labour
Party is obviously the fast-
est growing and the most
dynamicpart of the Party.

On themain policy issues
the Conference was fairly
united. However, import-
ant resolutions on the con-
ference themeof ‘‘Disarm-
ament and Development”’
were passed, and included
a call for withdrawal from
NATO (passed overwhelm-
ingly against opposition
from the platform) and
unilateraldisarmament.

On other issues also, the
Women’s Conference
showed itself ready to go
further with socialist
policies than the main
AnnualConference.

We passed a call to
commit the next Labour
Conference to introduce a
statutory minimum wage,
linked to the cost of living
(again with ‘reservations’
from the platform), and for
the nationalisation of
the pharmaceutical indus-
try under workers’ control,
with special provision for
women’s committees to
deal with research into
women’s healthneeds.

The discussion on the
Tebbit so-called Employ-
ment Bill also showed that

_the women’s sectionsof the
Party were in no doubt as
to how this Bill should be
treated: the resolution that
was passed unanimously
included a pledge that:

“should .these vicious
proposals become law, we
will give our total support
to all trade unionists who
break thelaw’’.

On youth unemploy-
ment, conference voted by
a 2-1 majority to totally
oppse the Youth Oppor-
tunities Programme and
support the YOPs Trainees
Union Rights Campaign.
The platform opposed this
resolution with the dubious
argument that YOPs was
‘better than nothing’ for
school-leavers.

Important resolutions on
Women and Employment
were passed overwhelm-
ingly. The most compre-

hensive of these called for
changes in the Equal Pay
and Sex Discrimination
legislation to allow positive
action in employment and
the repeal of all exempted
categories (which notor-
iously include all state
benefits, allowing the
government to discrimin-
ate against women in
supplementary and other
benefits).

It also called for the legal
definition of equal pay to
be changed to allow inclu-
sion of the concept of
‘equal pay for workof equal
value’. At present, equal
pay legislation only applies
where men and women do
the same work — so that
the vast majority of
women’s jobs, which are
done by women only, are
excluded.

Conference voted to
condemn the Labour
leadership’s support for
Thatcher’s war in the South
Atlantic, by 185 votes to
179, even though this
was opposed by_the
Women’s ” Committee.
Gerry Byrne, an SO and
Women’s Fightback
supporter, delegate from
Putney Women’s Section
pointed to Michael Foot’s
craven support for
Thatcher’s war and deman-
ded that the British Fleet 

 

be withdrawn.
Despite the slaughter

raging in the Middle East
while the conference was
going on — there was no
time for an emergency
resolution on the Middle
East. This may have had
something to do with the
fact that Gwyneth Dun-
woody, an NEC memberon
the National.Women’s
Committee is a supporter of
the FriendsofIsrael.

So somegoodresolutions
were passed. But for many
of us, the really important
debate was not on these
policies: because we know
that the Labour Party as a
whole, the NEC,or the PLP
are under noobligation to
pay any attention to what
the women’s conference
does, says or decides.

For us, the most import-
ant debate was ‘on the
women’s organisation,
andthe40 or so resolutions
aimedat giving it a place in
the decsion-making struc-
tures of the party, and giv-
ing it an effective voice. It
was at this point that the
unity of the conference
broke down: with a clear
division that was, unfor-
tunately between the older
women party members ahd
the younger women with
recent experience of the
Women’s LiberationMove-
ment.

There were four main
things that the feminists
including Women’s Fight-
back supporters, wanted to
do. Firstly, we wanted to
make sure that the
Women’s Conference has,
in future, a direct input into
the Labour Party Annual
Conference. We proposed
thatit shouldhave the right
to submit five resolutions to
Annual Conference and
that these resolutions be
tabled under the relevant
heading.

Accountable
We were anxious not to

be fobbed off with a separ-
ate ‘women’s debate’
which still did not affect
the main fabric of the con-
ference (and which the

delegates could spend in
thebar!).

Secondly,we wanted the
women’s section of the
NECto be elected bythe
women’s conference, and
accountable to it. At
present, the women’s
seats on the NEC are the
propérty of the annual
conference — and only
11% of the delegates last
year were women.

These seats do not go to
thewomen most committed
to feminism and_the
policies of the women’s
organistion, but to the
women the male trade
union bosses want to
appoint.

Elected
Thirdly, we wanted the

national women’s com-
mittee to be elected by and
accountableto thewomen’s
conference. At present the
committee is elected by a
complicated and myster-
ious ballot that most of
women’s sections never
seem to see. There are also
five places for NEC mem-
bers: last year two of these
were men. A

_
national

women’s committee com-
mitted to the policies of
the women’s organisation
has to be elected at the
women’s conference.

Fourthly, we wanted to
do a simple thingto try and
rectify.the present sexual
imbalance of the PLP,
where only 11 out of 268
MPs are women. The
proposal was to have a
mandatory obligation that
at least one woman be
included onall parliamen-
tary shortlists where a
woman has applied. At
least we thought it was
simple...

This was the debate that
the old women’s committee
did not want to hear: of
course they did not attain
their positions by the
democratic processes that
we were proposing. The
start of the conference saw
a battle with the Confer-
ence Arrangements Com-
mittee to change the debate
from the» Monday after-

noon (when many dele-
gates would have left) to
Sunday. We wonthatbattle
but were still left with
little over an hour for
discussion on which nearly
a quarter of the resolutions
were tabled!

Wedid get an extension
of half an hour — but
regretted it when the chair-
person, Anne Davis tried
to prevent anyone from
speaking in the ‘open
debate’ in favour of any of
these positions. Speaker
after speaker, (many of
them Militant tendency
supporters) got up to
oppose positive discrim-
ination, saying that the
alternative was for women
to work harder in our
constituencyparties.

Clearly,it’s our fault that
we're underrepresented
in the party! Some of the
trade union delegates
opposed the women’s
conference election of NEC
members,on the grounds,
apparently, that they
wanted their votes to be
exercised by their male
leaders.

The conference was
obviously polarised: and a
great deal of heat was
generated by the hostile
and bureaucratic attitude

SIMMVHNHOL
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of thechairperson, who not
only rigged the debate in
favour of speeches against
the proposals, but ended by
misquoting a_ resolution
in the middle of calling a
vote.

The votes were close —

but we won three out of
four. Women’s seats on
the NEC elected by
Women’s Conference;
positive discrimination in
favour of women on parlia-
mentary shortlists; and
resolutions from women’s
conference to annual con-
ference. We lost the vote
on_ electing~-our National.
Women’s Committee from
conference, on a show of
hands.

This is a victory — but
unless we push these
positions through so the
NEC hasto take notice of
and act on them they’ll
mean nothing. Constitu-
tional amendments need to
be drafted and foughtfor at
Labour Party annual con-
ference — fought for by the

BUMSyi:
al|

“dren into

  

 
    
 

 For further details
Phone 670 6459

or 582 2955

entire women’s organis-
ation. An indication of the
preparations for a fight
were givea in the elections
of the Conference Arrange-
ments Committee for next
year’s conference — five
out of a slate of six women
put forward by Women’s
Fightback and the CLPD’s
Women’s Action Commit-
tee were elected.

And we'll makesure that
next year the child care
arrangements are im-
proved. They were com-
pletely unsatisfactory this
year and delegates were
forced to bring their chil-

the hall to
demand an improvement.

The CAC and chair-
person replied by blaming
the mothers for not regis-
tering in advance — but
even if it was true which
was vehemently denied by
the mothers — it doesn't
explain why there were
hardly any toys and no
outings were arranged.

a 
MOST women claiming
benefits were never in any
doubt that the DHSSstill
employs scx snoopers. But
last week the DHSS kindly
confirmed it. They hadlittle
choice since confidential
guidelines issued to social
security officers investigating
‘fraud’ fell into the hands of
the Child Poverty Action
Group.

These guidelines consist
of nine questions which are
supposed to be an ‘aide
memoire’ for officers.

They have to find out
whether the woman has

sexual intercourse — but
they should not ask the
womanthatquestion.

Indicators of co-habita-
tion are listed. These include
whether
cooked a meal for the man
or washed his clothes — the
assumption presumably
being that if she does these
things she must be sleeping
with him!

Another indicator is if
the man has decorated the
house or done the washing

‘up; the assumption here is
that men only do this sort of
things if they sleep with the

the woman has *

womanin thathouse!
Now that this has come

to light — after the DHSS
publicly denied that ques-
tions about sexual relations
would be asked, the DHSS
will investigate

|
whether

these forms should be with-
drawn.

Not that this will make
the slightest bit of differ-
ence for as long as the bene-
fits system operates on the
assumption that. single
women cannot live without
a man somewhere around.
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In preparation for the Annual General Meeting ofthe Socialist Organiser Alliance, JOHN BLOXAM andJOHN O’'MAHONYputforward a draft resolution fordiscussion.

THE Tory government con-
tinues its vicious attack on

ironically, been mobilised
against the left by split of
its polar opposites to form
the SDP.

What happened to the
broader left was not, how-
ever, a mere reflection of
events outside its control
like the ballooning of SDP
support. It was conditioned
by the politics and leader-
ship ofthis left.

The broad LabourLeft is
a vast assemblage of ind-

 
  
 
   
  
  
 
   
    
  

ene:featni
the working class and on
the labour movement. | fThe second round of anti-
union legislation is within

:

weeks of becoming law.
The Parliamentary Labour 0)Party has disgraced itself
by its feebleness and un- —

willingness to fight the
government. The TUC has ,

confined itself to feeble | ‘

protests which lead no- -
:

‘

where. Yet the strike of
:

dockers on June 10th, the *

solidarity strikes for the
nurses by miners — action
of a tremendously high
level of class conscious-
ness — mayindicated the
beginning of a turn in the
tide, the beginning of a
strong direct action work-
ing class fightback.

In this situation the res-
ponse of the Labour Left is
central to the future of the
labour movement.

Since the Deputy Lead-
ership campaign the left
has marked time and even
retreated; the right and the
Foot ‘centre’ have gained
and theyare now con- jviduals and attitudesducting a limited offensive. which cohere only verySomeof them are arguing loos-ly, and on_ issues
for. a full-seale offensive like the EEC, the Deputy

Leadership andreselection.
Organisation has been and
is ad-hoc and minimal. That
the Rank and File Mob-
ilsing Committee, initiated
by SO, was the high water
mark of Broad Left organ-
isation for many years
says much about the organ-
isational state of that left.
Organisation and a sense
of coherent political pur-
pose has been episodic,
ephemeral and confused.
The BroadLeft is not united
by any coherent and work-
ed out programmeof social-
ist measures towards which
it works andfor the attain-
ment of which it organises
itself. It is not united by the
binding, homogenising
and integrating powerof a
common perspective for
the labour movement.

and a purgeofthehardleft
and the Marxists. Foot was
for a while a breakwater
for the hardleft, but now he
is increasingly becoming a
partner of the right in its
offensive.

Intimidation

There are two linked
causes of the setback the
left has experienced.

The first was the SDP
split and its consequences.
The SDP MPs gained far
more influenceon the Lab-
our Party whentheyleft it
than they had had in the
previous 8 years. Appeal-
ing with apparent success
directly to the ‘public’, they
exercised tremendous
powerof intimidation over
the Labour Party. The stay-
in-and-fight right-wing
used it skillfully. The soft
and less resolute left’ was
frightened by the prospect
of massive electoral set-
back and retreated. Big
sections of the harder left
were inhibited.The serious
Marxist left was too weak to
shape events.

The 1981 Labour Party
Conference saw the opp-
onents of organisational
and political renewal for
the LP and Labour Move-
ment gain firmer control of
the commandingheights of
the LP — apparatus. Thus
for a time seemingly
irresistible pressure has,

ismatic leader and so far
the major political force
expressing what coherence,
unity, sense of perspective

~ and purposetheBroad Left
as a whole has managed
to attain.

And thus the impact of
the SDP onthe left was to
disorganise it. Some re-
treated (the LCC, for
example), abandoning the
key struggle to make the
organisation account-
able (that is to make it
possible that the next Lab-
our government might be a
different sort of Labour
Government, one under
the organised pressure, if
not control, of the rank and
file). Others like Militant,
which like Onan is suffic-

 
 
 

  

 

 
 
  
  

Tony Benn is the char- °
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ient unto itself and which
was only nominally invol-
ved in the Rank and File
Mobilising Committee,
retreated into a_ habitual
vegetating sectarianism.
Labour Liasion 82 was
extremely feeble and has
now been woundup.

Unions

At the same time the
most promising side of
Benn’s Deputy Leadership
campaign was not develop-
ed — the turn to the
unions. The lesson of the
Labour Democracy camp-
aign sofar is thatthe labour
movement is_ indivisible;
you can’t get Labour Party
democracy, or at any rate
stable Labour Party demo-
cracy, unless and until the
unions too are democrat-
ised. The labour move-
ment is indivisible. The
paradox of leaders of un-
democratic unions champ-
ioning LP democracy was
the measure of the weak-
ness of the campaign for
democracy, and is a major
part of the explanation for
the recent setback and
retreats.

In thisperiod SO has:
(a) Opposed the general

retreat. We have argued
that the working class
can berallied to socialist
policies. Even if the first
impacton the electorate of
the convulsion in the Party
is to repel them, the work-
ing class will rally actively
and enthusiastically to
socialist policies if we fight
for them. :

In any case no other
politics serve the interests
of the working class or
offer them even a minimal
answer to Thatcher ° and
Thatcherism.

' (b) We have argued that
 

   
   
 
 

  
  
  
 
    
    

 

JOHN
HARRIS,

it is not. enoughto get a new
Labour Government —

though the achievementof
such a government, even
under a Denis Healey is of
course a centre objective
of the labour movement.
We need more — we need a
Labour government with
answers. to Thatcherism.
Weneed a Labour govern-
ment which is under some
degree of rank and file
labour movement control
as a guarantee against any
more betrayals.

Therefore we have argu-
ed for the adoption of soc-
ialist workingclass policies
and for a vigorous left
wing ' prosecution of the
fight for democracy.

We have continued. to®
championthe sort of Broad
Left unity to fight to imple-
ment the decisions on dem-
ocracy which we helped
create in the Rank andFile
MobilisingCommittee.

Wehavearguedfora left
wing turn to theunions: our
Conference on Trade Union
democracyin Aprilin Birm-
ingham (organised jointly
with London LabourBrief-
ing) brought together Lab-
our Party and trade union
militants to discuss the
struggle for union demo-
cracy and turning the fight
around Labour Party dem-
ocracyinto theunions.

Isolate

Our support has grown
but we have had diminish-
ing successin affecting the
Broad Left. The right and
centre’s strategy lies in
trying to isolate the Marx-
ists as the first stage in
splitting and disorganising
the left coalition they have
faced in recent years:
to an extent they have succ-
eeded. Organisations. like

  
  
 
 
  
 
     
 
  
   
 
 
  
  
    
 
  
 

  

 

To ho pe

the LCC, the ILP, and,of
course, individual career-
ists who are inevitably to
be foundin any broad mass
movement, have distanced
themselves from the Marx-
ists and some have cone
close to indulging in witch-
hunting.

There is now a sizeable
spread of SO comrades
who were elected coun-
cillors in May. Local gov-
ernment has been one of.
the success stories of the
Broad Left in the sense of
electoral successes. It
has also been one of our
major failures:nowhere has
the local government left
managed to_organise
and lead a serious fight-
back. Defeats such as the
GLC and Lothian suffered
were defeats with nothing
that could be called a
serious struggle. Other
aspects of the local govern-
ment experience has been
the emeregenceof sections
of the left as cynical
traditional fakers while
maintaining a left rhetoric
and even image — Ted
Knight is the most notable
example.

The failures of the
Labourleft in locai govern-
ment can discredit theleft.
In a sense that should be a
warningto theentire labour
movement: the quick
collapse of the left of the
GLC and Lothian could be
a dummy-run for the next
Labour government,

- The pressure on councillors
to be administrators rather
than militants is inexor-
able. SO councillors.will
organise themselves to
resist these pressures and
together with, for example,
the serious left on the GLC
and around London Labour
Briefing, prepare a_ local
governmentfightback.

One of themajor involve-
ments in the last year has
been in women’s struggleg.
The Labour Party Women’s
Sections have begun to
take on a newlife and have
tremendous potential.
Women’s Fightback, _init-
iated by SO afd which
many SO comrades are
centrally active, has grown
and developed in the last
year, organising large scale
demonstrations and con-
ferences. This must remain
a major commitment of
SO — women and men —

in thenext year.

Chances

What do we do next? In
fact the objective situation

‘has begun to move in
favour of the left and we
should act to seize our
chances. The

_
objective

pressures from the SDP-
which pushed theleft into
retreat has weakened
dramatically with the
defeats of the SDP in the
local elections. The SDP
is still a major problem. But

Py is it is no longer of the dim-
. Sy ension to scare fainthearts,2 provide an excues for car-

“eerists on the make and
thus inhibit what others

MEETING
DATE:Saturday June 26 and Sunday June 27,
PLACE:Lanchester Polytechnic,Priory St, Coventry.TIME: 10am to 5pm Saturday, 10 to 4.30 Sunday.TO DECIDE:perspectives and structure for theSocialist OrganisersAlliance over the next year, and to
elect the Socialist Organiser Secretariat.
OPENTO:all paid-up Socialist Organiser supporters(with the right to vote), and observers from trade
union branches, Labour Party branches, and other
labour movementbodies.
AGENDA:will include workshops on aspects of
Socialist Organiser activity,and workshops with
invited speakers from the Campaign for Labour PartyDemocracy,the Labour Committee on Ireland, the
Solidarnosc Trade Union Working Group, the Labour
Campaign for Gay Rights, etc.
AMENDMENTStoresolutions can be submitted up
to June 22.
CRECHE: available.Please give as much notice as
Possible.
FACILITIESFOR DISABLED PEOPLE:available.
Please give us notice of requirements.
CONFERENCEFEE:£4 waged, £1 unwaged. There
will be a fund to assist comrades travelling large dis-
tances.
WRITETO: John Bloxam, Socialist Organiser, 28
Middle Lane, London N8 8PL.

*{ wish to attend the Socialist Organiser AGM on
June 26/27 as a paid-up SO supporter. My local SO

... .and my SO supporters
lendosef.......to cover

arrears in SO contributions (£1.50 per month mini-
mum waged, 20p unwaged),and £
*Our branch (committee, CLP, etc) wishes to send
the following comrades as observers to the Socialist

groupis.......... .

card numberis

Organiser AGM.

We enclose £...... . . conference fees.
(*delete as appropriate. All cheques payable to
Socialist Organiser).
Please send conference literature to the address
above. | enclose a stamped addressed envelope.
can do.

The Left should resume
theoffensive. The left must
fight tooth and nail against
the imminent attempt to
expel Militant and Militant
supporters. The left should
recreate a__structured
broadleftunity.

.We should campaign
to draft Benn to stand
against Foot for leader in
October.
immediate victory is not
the decisive question —

it is necessary to rally and
organisetheseriousleft, to
mark out the ground: on
which Foot and the right
must beopposed.
Reselection has not been
made to work at all as it
should have been to purge
the careerists and create a
normal practice that will
put Labour MPs, and thus
to an extent a Labour Gov-
ernment, under the direct
pressure of the rank and
file. It must. be made to
workin thatway.

The fight for Labour
democracy in the trade
unions and for trade union
democracy, is  tremend-
ously important: we must
continueto pursuethefight
and to build on the —

unfortunately limited —

achievementof the SO/LLB
Birmingham Conference.

In the election, whenever
it comes, there must be an
organised socialist voice

Ey
SOCIALIST ORGANISER ANNUAL GENERAL

Prospects for -

* bigger and better organ-

 
 

  
  
 
   
 
 
  
 
     
  
   
  
    
    
 
  
 
  
  

 
. . . conference fee

with the Labour campaign.
If, as is possible, the PLP
leaders or the NEC ignore
or bowdlerise Party policy
in the election the answer
of the left must be what the
SCLV did in the last elec-
tion — to run an autonom-
ous left wing campaign
within the Labour cam-
paign to express the work-
ing class socialist interest
in that campaign and pre-
pare to defend those int-
erests whoeverwins. .

For the SOA itself th
next period must also be
one of organising the broad
spectrum of Labour Party
and union support we have
built up in the last three
years into a more struct-
ured and more practical
support for the paper and
its interventions.

The experience of the
last year has shown how
irreplacable it is to have a
much bigger and better
organised revolutionary
Marxist segment of the
broad Labour left. If a much

ised SOA had beenin exist-
ence — or if Militant had
been less sectarian and
self-absorbed — then the
broad Left would be in far
better shape today than it
actually is. That is’ one of
the cehtral lessons of the
entire period since the
return of the Tory gover-
nmentin 1979.



 

   

 

   
 

THE bloody dismember-
ment of Lebanon by the
Israeli forces completes a
seven year tale of terror
and civil strife that broke
out into open warfare
with the Roumaneh mass-
acre in April 1975. On that
day, a gang of Phalangists
stopped a bus in eastern
Beirut and massacred fts
55 passengers, Palestin-
ians and Lebanese workers.

arfare contin-
ued —

_
punctuated by

scoresof brief ceasefires —

with the rightist, often
fascist, Maronite militias
directing their attack at
the Lebanese left and,then,thePalestinians.

By January 1976 the
Right had laid siege to the
refugee camp of Tal-al-
Zaatar with the help of
Syrian regulars. Later the
same month the Palest-
inian Christian camp of
Dbye was crushed by the
Right.

Syrian controlled PLO
units, the al-Saiga current,

 

  

 
  
  
 
 
  
 
  
 

  Captured Palestinian guer-
illasare herded by the hun-
dreds and_thousands,
blindfolded and bound at
thewrists, into barbed-wire
encampmentsin the battle
areas and special custody
centres inside _Israel.
They are not, according to
the Zionists, prisoners of
war!

Under the terms of the

 
ANDREW HORNUNGlooksat aspects
of the massive slaughter in the Middle

turned their guns un other
PLO units as theylinked upwiththeRightist militias.

Gradually thetide of
battle turned against the
right, however. As the Leb-
anese left and the Pales-
tinians began ‘to get the
upper hand by the summer,the Syrians invaded to
save theRight.

The Syrian bid to control
the Palestinians and use
this control as a way of
bargaining for the return
of the Golan Heights from
Israel came to nothing.
In time it was necessaryfor the Syriansto turn their
guns on the very militiasthey had saved from the
advancingleft.

The causes of the civil
war were complex: there
were internal and external
causes. French imperialism
had established the state
of Lebanon in such a way
as to frustrate the devel-
opment of Arab national-
ism.

The French did af they  

Sevenyears of horror
could to cultivate a pro-
Western bourgeoisie within
the Maronite community
and to establish Lebanese
politics on a feudal-confess-
ional basis.

.

The result was that Leb-
anon, one of the most
advanced and modern
states in the Middle East,
had one of the most back-
ward political structures.

Pact

The ‘‘National Pact’
of 1943 guaranteedthattoppositions in the state would
be divided according to
which religious communitypeople belonged to. The
dominant community was
to be the Maronite one:specifically, the dominant
section of the bourgeoisie
was to be the Maronite
bourgeoisie.

In time the demograph-ic balance that the Pact
was based on changed:by the fifties the Muslim

1949 Geneva Convention,
members of ‘organised
resistance movements’ are
to be treated as POWstoo.
That doesn’t cover the Pal-
estinians, says Israel.

This is the logic of
Israel's steady refusal to
recognise the existence of
a Palestinian people at all.
Whatfor the vast majority
of the world’s population is

communities were in the
majority.

With the developmentof
the Lebanese National
Movement there arose a
political movement  con-
cerned not to redistribute
positions in the

_
state

apparatus or commercial
fiefdoms but to get rid of
the confessional systemaltogether.

That movement was
radicalised by the pres-
ence of the Palestinians in
Lebanon, but also by the
deteriorating economic
circumstances.

.In the Beirut slum sub-
urbs the squalid shanty
towns often merged with
the refugee camps, bind-
ing the poor and the Pal-
estinians together.

The civil war was the
Right’s- bid to suppressthe rising discontent,
to hold on to their _privil-
eges and to act as a serv-
ant of imperialism at the
same time.

‘the Palestinian problem’,
for Israel is ‘‘the Arabs’
self-made refugee prob-
lem’’ and the ‘“‘the prob-
lem of terrorism’’.

This view makesit incon-
ceivable that Israel will
accede to the setting up of
any kind of Palestinian
state — even one ruled
by a mood of demoralis-~
ation and national humilia-

as
\
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ZIONIST POLICY: GENOCIDE
tion. Defence Minister
Sharon, however, talks of
giving Jordan to the Pal-
estinians. What does this
mean?

Despotism
Sharon isn’t offering

the West Bank and the
Gaza Strip to the Pales-
tinians. He is simply off-

 
ering them integration in
an existing Jordan whose
despotic monarch.would
be further guaranteed by
Israeli arms.

In the meantime, he
is seeing to it that enough
Palestinians are  slaugh-
tered to make their integ-
ration feasible. In a word,
his policy is a policy of
genocide.

 
  

 ‘MOPPING UP’
- WHOLE
NATION!

The extermination squads
are still active. Picking“their way through the
rubble, Israeli soldiers are
‘‘mopping up’’ Palestinian
and Lebanese Leftist
resistance. Shelling from
the coast or inland batter-
ies, the Zionist troops
methodically pround the
slums, the refugee camps,
the villages — anywhere
that opposition might be
found.

The estimates of casual-
ties are staggering: per-haps 10,000 killed, over
half a million — perhaps
even a million! — made
homeless. The slaughterby
the Israelis continues,
ceasefire or no ceasefire,
under a bizarre banner:
“‘Opposition to terrorism’’.

Israel’s terms for a
_ceasefire suggest that the
aim of the present slaugh-
ter is to establish a 25-mile
wide cordon along Leban-
on’s common border with
Israel that would be closed
to Palestinians.

But this is deceptive.
The Zionists are aware
that a buffer zone in South
Lebanon could not be
closed to the Palestinians
unless the Palestinian
presence in Lebanon is
annihilated.

Further, the zone could
not be established as a
stable entity unless the
Lebanese Left is crushed
along with the Palestin-
ians.

Thus, whatever the
ceasefire terms, Israel will
not becontentuntilthe Pal-
estinian presence is ext-
erminated; until the Left

 

has been smashed and the
Lebanese Rightist dynast-
ies put in charge of North
Lebanon and Major
Haddad put in charge of
the South; and until the
Syrians have withdrawn.

Whether Lebanonis for-
mally divided between
Haddadandthe Phalangist
leader in the North, Bashir
Gemayel, or whether the
present Sarkis govern-
ment continues with the
division existing simply as
a fait accompli is a matter
of speculation. Certainly
the.division of Lebanon as
an accomplished fact can
no longer beavoided.

Alliance
According to

Hirst, writing in
‘Guardian’, the Israeli
advance has brought
about the extraordinary
alliance of the right-wing
Shi’a militias like AMAL
and the Sunni-dominated
left, but this is unlikely
to lead to any stable
realignment.

Certainly no other oppo-
sition can be expected in
the short term. Israel
has ‘pacified’ and isolated
the Egyptian regime; Iraq
is in chaos following its
defeat by Iran in the Gulf
War; and Jordan has not
got the military power to
makeanydifference evenif
it wantedto.

It is impossible to judge
at this stage the degree to
which either the Palest-
inians or the Lebanese
left have preserved their
strength. What is clear is

David
the

that Israel has launched
several ferocious attacks
on the Lebanese Left and
on the communities that
provide it with its main
social base, the Druze
-villages and the villages of
the Chouf.

Despite the carnage,all
past experience suggests
thatneither the Palestinian
nor the Leftist opposition
willbe liquidated.

What is more likely is
that — like in 1970 and
1971, after the Black Sept-
embermassacreof the Pal-
estinians in Jordan at the
hands of King Hussein —

the Israeli victory will be
followed by a spate of
blind-alley terrorist attacks
before the Palestinian
forces develop a new
strategy.

But it is essential that a
break is made by the PLO
from reliance upon the bour-
geois nationalist leaders of
the Arab countries to resolve
matters in the interests of
the Palestinians,

The fact is that these
leaders lack sufficient polit-ical independence from
imperialism, and fear the
revolutionary mobilisation

.
Of the workers and peasantsin their own countries more
than they fear even militarysetbacks at the hands of the
Zionists.

It is only through estab-
lishing an alliance in strugglewith the toiling masses of
the Middle East, fighting for
the overthrow of the bour-
geois Arab regimes, that the
Palestinian people can taythe basis for the struggle todestroy the racist state of
Israel,   TURKEY
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A STEPIN BEGIN’S STF
‘By JOHN NELSON,
Executive member of
Bradford Labour
Movement Campaign
for Palestinian Solid-
arity.
THErecentIsraeli invasion
of the Lebanon has to be
seen not as a reaction to a
particular event but as part
of an ongoing concerted
campaign bytheZionists.

It is a campaign which
aims at eliminating or at
leastneutralisingthePales-
tinian leadership, both the
national leadership provi-
ded by the PLO and the
local leadership in the post-
’67 occupied, territories of

_

the West Bank and Gaza
Strip.

This would enormously
aid the Zionists in realising
theiraimsof bringingabout
the ‘autonomy’ plans
embodied within the Camp
David Accords.

These plans themselves
would circumventthelegit-
imate rights of the Pales-
tinians to national and
political self-determination
and facilitate the further
colonisation of the terri-
tory underthecontrolof the
Israeli Army, leading to
its eventual annexation to
the StateofIsrael.

These aims are not new,
not only the designs of the
right wing Likud govern-

 
ment under the leadership
of Menachem Begin, but
theyhave beenthepolicyof
the Zionists, both Labour
and Revisionist, since the
colonisation of Palestine
began.

The Zionists have openly
started major wars_in
1948, 1956 and 1967, with

* two aims:
*territorial expansion

— but of territory ‘clean-
sed’of its Palestinian Arab
population so as not to
incorporate too many Arabs
into the Jewish state there-
by endangering Jewish
homogeneity;

*and secondly, to pre-
vent any articulation of
Palestinian national and

political rights, least of all
claims to a state of their
own in competition for the
same land as that of the
Jewishstate.

The Israeli invasion of
Southern lebanon of 5 June
1982 has its roots in the
June 1981 Israeli elections

_thatreturnedto office for a
second term the right wing
Likud coalition led by
MenachemBegin.

Begin sees himself as
fulfilling a historical
mission, and he reported-
ly wants to go down in
history as the man who
restored Judea and Sam-
aria, (the biblical name
used by Zionists for the
West Bank) to Eretz Israel 

  HARRY SLOAN
charts Reagan’s pro-
gress around Europe
in the first week of
June.
[a
DESPITE the official fan-
fares and flag waving, Presi-
dent Ronald Reagan’s Euro-
pean foray last week was by
no means an_ unqualified
success.

His embarrassments were
not simply the hundreds of
thousands of demonstrators
who turned out to protest
against US warmongering.

Indeed, the period of his
visits to France, Britain and
West Germany revealed a
wide range of divisions and
confusion between the
leaders of the main imperial-
ist nations,

There was, of course, the
semi-comic fiasco of the
USA’s miscast vote at the
UN over the latest proposal -

to resolve the Falklands
conflict.

Daily brutality against Palestinians trapped in racist state of Israel

(literally the Land of Israel
of thebiblicalpromise).

On 18 December1981 the
Jewish Chronicle in London
commented: .

‘Associates of the Israeli
prime minister are increas-
ingly convinced that he
now regards the restor-
ation of Eretz Israel as his
primepurpose on earth and.
that nothing,not even the
wrath of his best friends
will deter him from his
mission’’.

To this end in July 1981
Begin appointed Ariel
Sharonasdefence minister;
previous to his new post he
wasminister for agriculture
and thespearheadofIsraeli
expansionist settlement in
theoccupiedterritories.

One of Sharon’s first
announcements as new
defence minister — whois
thede facto authorityin the
occupied territories — was
the launching of a cam-
paign against ‘pro-PLO
elements’ in an attempt to
encourge ‘moderates’ to
take controloflocal affairs.

He accused the PLO of
terrorising local people into
unwilling opposition to
Israeli rule. ‘Expressions of
sympathy’ for the PLO
were madeillegal.

On 1 November 1981
(sixty-fourthanniversary of
the Balfour Declartion,a
day marked by strikes in
the West Bank) the formerMReagan tour expose

American UN
ambassador Jeane Kirkpat-
tick vociferously denounced
her State Department team
as ‘a bunch of amateurs”
following belated instruc-
tions from Secretary of
State Haig for her to abstain
rather than join Britain in
vetoing the cease-fire plan.

And Reagan was subjec-
ted to the embarrassment of
being completely ignorant of
the foul-up <‘hen questioned
by journalists as he sat next
to Thatcher.

These crossed wires are
however only a symptom of
a much bigger divergence on
policy over the Falklands
issue.

While the imperialist
nations of Europe, the USA
and Japan have rallied
behind Thatcher’s war
effort, welcoming it as a
teassettion of imperialist
military authority, they are
by no means overjoyed at
the prospect of Thatcher
installing a permanentlarge-
scale garrison to keep the
islands firmly under British

 
Arab Affairs advisor to the
government Menachem
Milson was appointedcivil-
ian administrator and the
new civilian authority in
Judea and Samaria was

\rought in by the Israeli
& 2vernment.

The civil administra-
tors, now in civilianclothes,
were in most cases the
same people who the day
before walked into their
offices in army uniform,
being part of the military
administration of the
occupiedterritories!

The means used by the
new civil authorities in
attempting to eliminate
and neutralise local leaders
is the power of arrest and
imprisonmentwithouttrial.

Every member of the
National Guidance Council,
a pro-PLO body set up in
1980 by the municipal
councils and national
institutions to direct local
affairs, has been placed
under house arrest or had
theirmovementsrestricted,
so that they cannot leave
their home town or village
in daylight hours and must
be in theirhomes from dusk
to dawn.

To replace this leader-
ship the Israelis set up an
alternative structure run
by collaborators, the
‘villageTMleagues’, first in
the Hebron area in the

“south of the West Bank,

tule.
Such a move would be a

thorn in the flesh. of the
diplomats and dictators
attempting to cement long-
term relations between the
imperialist nations and the
various regimes of Latin
America, whose reserves of
raw materials and cheap
labour are an important
component in the super-
profits of the multinational
banksand corporations.

Provocative

Nobody other than a
handful of Tory  back-
benchers seems too keen on
the Thatcher proposal for a
so-called “self governing”
system — in which the
survivors of the 1,800 “‘inde-
pendent” inhabitants nestle
under the guns of a British
military garrison sporting
anti-aircraft guns and
missiles and a contingent of
troops twice as big as the
population.

Reagan has been more or
less openly demanding that

Child victim ofZionist bombing:how many thousandmore a

and later attempted to
introduce them in other
areas.

The leagues have
becomethechannel for all
Israeli-sponsored develop-
ment projects, offering
financial and_technical
aid.

Two million dollars have
beenallocatedto thevillage
leagues andall permits for
travel and residence are
now issued by them.

Money from the joint
PLO Jordanian committee
which used to come into
the West Bank for devel-
opment has now been
stopped by the Israelis;
hence the village league is
the only place left to turn
for money — but‘stillthey
have been unable to. per-
suade any Palestinian
official to workwiththem.

Informed estimates put
the league’s active mem-
bership at a few hundred.
Nevertheless the Israelis
try to bolster the credibility
of the village leagues by
giving great publicity to
cases where refugees that
have been denied entry
since 1967 have. been
allowed to return and
reunite with their families
due to the intervention of
thevillageleague.

Teachers have been
sacked andinstructed to go
to the heads of their
village league who coulddivision
Thatcher pull back from
such a provocative “‘solu-
tion” and concede some
form of joint settlement
with the Argentines to
enable the rebuildingof links
and alliances.

But ironically in the
Middle East the voice of
prudent “moderation” over
the Zionist invasion of
Lebanon came not from
Reagan but from Thatcher.

Just as Reagan’s adminis-
tration has had its finger,

-most closely on the pulse of
political developments in
Latin America, so .

the
Thatcher government, with
its long-standing close rela-
tionship with the reactionary
and feudal Arab regimes of
the Gulf region has been
best placed to warn of the.
problems of offending them
by giving the Zionist war-
mongers a blank cheque in
the Lebanon.

.

So even while Haig in
Washington defended the
Zionist invasion — arguing
that Begin’s government was
defending Israeli sovereignty

 
  
  
  
 
  
  
   

  
  

 
  
  

 
   
 
 
  

 
   
  
 
 

   
    
  

get their job back, and
on.

The introduction of th

civilian administration
its village leagues an

its policy of eliminatin
the elected local leadershi
has led to strikes an

demonstrationsin the occu

pied territories throughov
the early part of 1982, wi
unarmed demonstrato
being killed andinjured b

the Army.
These strikes an

demonstrations har
been the pretext for th
sacking of elected mayo
of the major towns in th

, occupied territories, no

because, as the Israeli
.say, they are incitin
demonstrations and are
threat to peace and se
ity, but because thos
mayors support the PLQ
and have a great following
amongst theirpeople.

In parallel with Zionis
policy in the West Bank
a fatal blow to the Pales
tinians in Lebanon would
serve the interests of the

Israelis with regard t

Paleseliminating the
tinian leadership.

It would also serve the

interests of Israel’s allies

in the Lebanon, the Leban-
ese Front, which groups
all the main Christian
elements under the leader
ship of the Phalangists
who are determined, a

in the sameway as Britain
was defending its sovereignty
in the Falklands — Thatches
attacked the same invasio
in strident terms. Her arg

ment? That the Israeli in
sion into Lebanon is the!
equivalent of the Argentine!
invasion of the Falklands!

Thatcher’s message im
this instance was the sameas
that of the other EEC coun
tries — and it was more
effective than Reagan’s
lobbying of Thatcher. US
pressure was soon stepped
up in the effort to force the
Zionists to a cease-fire.

But of course on the
need to strengthen the
armed forces at the dispos
of the imperialist rulgrs =
threaten the international
workers’ movement, Reaga
and Thatcher speak as one.

The NATO summit mj

Bonn saw Thatcher make
call for their anti-comm
ist alliance to extend a

operations on a world sa

and for heavy new spea

on conventional as wel
nuclear weapons



 

  
 

last week? 
they see it, to liberate
Lebanon. from both the
Syrians and the Palestin-
ians and to set up a Maron-
ite Christian state.

At regular and increas-
ingly frequent intervals the
Israelis have attacked
PLO positions in the
Lebanon and bombedcivil-
ian targets with the aim of
isolating the PLO from the
Lebanese people, thus
making the Zionists’ aims
easier to implement.

In 1978 Israel invaded
Southern Lebanon and
more recently for 15 days in
July 1981 attacked

_

PLO

  
 Begin, heading notorious Irgu

‘The speech was made as
200,000 peace demonstra-
tors joined a huge rally on
the other side of the Rhine
~ underlining the pressure of
West German Chancellor
Schmidt to moderate the
pace of the war drive.

But while imperialist
leaders have grown accus-
tomed to putting up with
Schmidt’s timidity — and

terrorists, 1 948.

“—¢@tthd
- Peace demonstrationsblossomed in Reagan’s path across.Europe

positions and bombedcivil-
ian centres of Beirut,
killing hundreds of civil-
ians, mostly Lebanese.

Israel used the Polish
crisis last December to
divert attention from its
annexation of the terri-
tory of the Golan Heights
occupied in 1967.

Now it appears Israel is
taking advantage of the
opportunity afforded by the
Falklands crisis and the
European summitin divert-
ing media coverage and the
attention of the US execu-
tive while it carries out its
aims in theLebanon.

aS

sill

plainly look forward to animpending electoral defeat
for his right wing Social
Democratic Party ~ theNATO camp as a whole is
far from a harmoniousone.
_

Most rowdy of the
inmates is the newest
entrant, Spain. The Spanishgenerals have set the .cat
amongst the pigeons bydemanding the establishment
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Zionist troopscelebrate invasion of South Lebanon, 1978

‘ ie 

 
of a new southern command
under Spanish control — to
include not only the Canary
Islands and Spanish enclaves
in North Africa but also
Gibraltar!

The Spanish military also
want NATO’s Iberian sub-
command transferred from
Portugal to Spain.

Needless to say neither
the Portuguese generals, nor

JOHN
HARRIS

the British government, nor
many other NATO chiefs
(reluctant to spread their net
to include Africa) are
enthusiasticabout thisplan.

And on top of thisSpain
has for its own diplomatic
reasons refused to back
Thatcher’s war in the Falk-
lands, and has_ withheld
cooperation from US moves
to aid Egypt and Israel in
the Middle East.

But while the soldiers
and strategists squabble over
the best way to divide up the
task of repressing the world’s
working class, it might be
thought that at least the top
industrial ruling classes could
agree on how best to
confront the economiccrisis.

lnconclusive
But no: the conflicting

and competing cconomic
interests of the ‘top ten’
economic powers brought an
inconclusive mecting in Ver-
sailles. No concessions were
made by the Reagan govern-

erialistsIi
ment to the demands that
the USA assist efforts to
stabilise international curren-
cies and reduce worid-wide
interest rates. ~

In exchange, Reagan’s
attempts to tighten restric-
tions on trade with the
USSR and deformed workers
states met a cool responsefrom EEC leaders desperate-ly anxious to find markets
to sustain their own floun-
dering homeindusstries. And
Japanese leaders stonewalled
calls on all sides for them to
ease off their export drive.

The disarray among the
leaders of the capitalist
world is,an indication of
the scale of the political and
economic crisis they face on
an international and national
level.

But our task in this situ-
ation is to prepare the neces-
sary revolutionary leadership
and mass mobilisation to
overthrow their reactionary
governments together with
the capitalist system of
éxploitation on which they
all depend.

 

  
 

 
The politicsof Israel’s

 
 

“Labour
THE Zionist Labour Party
of Israel, headed by
Shimon Peres,is affiliated
to the social democratic
“Second_International’,
andis thus a sister party of
the British Labour Party.

Like all reformist parties,
the main line of policy of
theIsraeli Labour Party is a
reflection of the policies of
the domestic ruling class.

In Israel Labourpolicy is
rer?basedon four ‘’no’s’’:

*No to thePLO;
*No to Palestinian self-

determination, national
rights. and Palestinian
statehood ;

*No withdrawal from
Jerusalem;

*No return to the borders
of pre-June 1967.

From this standpoint
Labour leaders have
disagreed with the Auton-
omy plans in the Camp
David accords.

Instead they advocate
what is called the ‘‘Jor-
danian option’, whereby
Jordan would control the
West Bank while the
Zionists would retain their
settlementsthere.

Though these  settle-
ments amount to only
40% of theland, they are in
fact 60-70% of the fertile
land available.

Settlement
Settlements are key to

Labour’s position. During
theelectionslastyear Peres
argued that Begin had no
real idea of how to estab-
lish settlements: and that
by electing a Labour
government, Zionists
would get a real settle-
ment programme!

This is part ard parcel of
a generalline of ‘‘practical
Zionism’’ through which
the Labour leaders believe

fA 2

Major pro-Zionist- Wilson  

7 Party”’
political sovereignty over
the dispossessed Palestin-
ian people must emerge
from the faits accomplis of
colonial settlement.

That aparty with such
overtly oppressive, warlike
and reactionary politics
should be admitted to the
ranks of the Second Inter-
national should come as
no surprise: after all the
British Labour leaders,
their hands bloodied by
practical complicity in
eighty years of imperialist
and colonial wars, are
amongtheleadinglights of
the ‘‘International’’.

Indeed withinthe British
Labour Party and its NEC
there is a vocal pro-Zionist
lobby which has so far
crippled the necessary
struggle for solidarity with
the dispossessed Pales-
tinian people and-with the
Arab and Jewish working
class in their struggle
against a vicious, maraud-
ing racially-exclusive
regime.

It is vital that this
struggle is taken up. Social-
ists should demand:

1) Opposition to all forms
of racism including anti-
semitism. Unconditional
support for all genuine
anti-imperialiststruggles.

2). Recognition of the
right of national  self-
determination for the

_

Palestinianpeople.
3) Recognition of the

right of the Palestinian
people to choose their own
representatives, at the
present time their repres-
entatives being the Pales-
tinian Liberation Organis-
ation (PLO).

4) Recognition of Zion-
ism as

a
racialistcolonialist

movement.
5) For a secular demo-

cratic state of Palestine.
For the right of refugees
to return. For the right of
all resident in occupied
Palestine, including the
Jewish settlers, to remain
in Palestine, to retain their
own language and culture
and participating as equals
in thepoliticsof thearea.

6) For the blacking by
the labour movement of
all military equipment
and suppliesto Israel.

7) For the breaking of all
links between the trade
union and labour move-
ment and Zionism, in par-
ticular for -the disaffilia-
tion of Poale Zion from the
Labour Party.
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FOLLOWINGaseries of
bizarre incidents in Dublin
the ‘‘Official IRA’’, which
officially went out of
existence in the mid-70s,
has come out of the shad-
ows and into the light of
day.

Andthethreedeputies of
the Workers Party which -

evolved from the old
politicalwing of the Official
IRA have been given spec-
ial guards to protect
them against possible
assassination attempts by
the INLA,themilitary wing
associated with the Irish
Republican Socialist Party.

The three Workers
Party deputies hold the
balance in the Dublin par-
liament and the Haughey
government is dependent
on theirsupport.

The sequence of events
which led to these devel-
opments was as follows.

‘The May issue of the
monthlymagazine ‘ Magill
published an article which
proved that the Official
IRA had_never really
ceased to exist. but had
gone underground.Nor had
its links with the Workers
Party leaders been severed.
The ‘‘military wing’’ was
still a weighty and perhaps
decisive voice in a the
leadership of the Workers
Party which presentsitself
as having broken complete-
ly from the typical repub-
lican type of organisation in
which the more or less
conspiratorial ‘military
wing’is thereal power and
the political groups and
parties linkedto it so many
glovepuppets.

Two weeks ago at 2 pm
on a Friday afternoon a
certain James Flynn was
shot threetimesasheleft a

public house in Dublin by
a man whothenescaped on

THE last chapter in the war
for the Falklands drew to a
close none too soon for the
battle-scarred media.

Gung-ho militarism is a
phenomenally difficult
weapon to sustain at long
distance for long periods.
Keeping up the war effort
in Fleet Street has not been
easy under appalling con-
ditions.

For the last few weeks
this has been under

a
virtual

blackout of military disin-
formation, even to its most
loyal and trusted servants.

Moreover, the media has
been forced to open a
second war front in Spain
under far less predictable
conditions than those in the
South Atlantic. There the
British forces may find that
wrapping themselves in the
Union Jack may not be
enough.

Some idea of the diffi-
culties in the Falklands for
the press can be gained from
the 50p phonecall disaster.

The papers attacked with
a barrage about the British
Brigadier who made an

  
JOHN O’MAHONY
reports on some
strange developments
in the Irish repub-
lican movement.

the pillion seat of a motor
cycle.

Anative of Crossmaglen,
Co. Armagh, Flynn had
served two years on arms
charges in Britain in the
early ’70s, and then been
deported underthePreven-
tion of TerrorismAct.

The INLAissued a state-
ment claiming respon-
sibility for the shooting.
They had shot him, they
said, because he was the
man who murdered Seamus
Costello, founder of the
IRSP/INLA. Costello had
led it to a break with the
Official Republican move-
ment at theend of 1974. He
was shot deadin his car in
October 1977 near the spot
where Flynnwasshot.

The INLAhavethreaten-
ed that if there is retalia-
tion for the shooting of
Flynn they will shoot
leaders of the Workers
Party, thes the extra secur-
ity for the three important,
government-sustaining
Workers Party deputies.

At this point the Official
IRA camebackinto public
life. It issued a statement
to the state broadcasting
system, RTE,on the shoot-
ing of James Flynn.Flynn,
the statement said, had
been ‘Director of Opera-
tions’ of the Official IRA
and had been ‘‘on active

‘advance through a_ phone
call. Armed only with a 50p
piece he approached one of
the island’s telephone boxes
and phoned a farmer in the
area that the British were

trying to capture.
“Any Argies around?” he

asked. “Not at the moment”
came the laconic reply.
“Right then, we’re on our

way”, replied our hero, dash-
ing his men onto a helicop-
ter. '

But the

—
self-confident

press assault turned out to
have been made without
enough cover. It was
revealed that there are no
50ppieces on theisland. The
Falkland Islanders are so
British they have stuck with
the ten bob note.

This might have been
laughed off but the next
revelation was a bombshell.
There are no phone boxes
either.

Finally it was revealed
that all cails on the island
have to be put thrgugh the
telephone exchange in Port
Stanley, then under Argen-
tine control.

service’’ whenkilled.
Vincent Brown, editor

of Magill says he has
received threateningphone
calls in the name of the
Official IRA. So has one of
his informants in preparing
the article, the former
editor of the old Official
Republican paper, the
‘United Irishman’’ and
now editor of the Commun-
ist Party of Ireland’s paper
‘Trish Socialist’.

In fact, though what the
Magill article said could
hardly have been ‘informa-
tion’ to the INLA, the
article may have led indir-
ectly to the shooting of

 These damaging revela-
tions could have left our

reporters exposed to enemy
snipers, for ever carping
about such outdated virtues
as truth, honesty and objec-
tivity.

The Ministry of Defence
came under attack no doubt,
as it has done from our

press consistently, through-
out the campaign,for reveal-
ing not too little, but too
much information!

But defence secretary
John Nott swept aside all
criticism of our lads in the
press corps. Praising their
reports, he said “They have
been vivid and have given
the country a great deal of
information that has been of
value to us.”

There is
about objectivity or truth
here. Steady, sustained
assaults on enemypositions.
That was what won us the
war. It does not matter
what the “information” is
so long as it is of value to
our side.

But now our lads in
Spain are free to open their

no nonsense ~

The ‘Officials’
break cover

Flynn.The INLAclaim that
they shot Flynnat thistime
because they thought
that after the expose of the
Official IRA in Magill, it
would now be ‘‘acceptable
to thepublic’.

INLAis sensitive to such
things. It shot the Orange
bigot and para-military
John McKeague some
monthsago just as he was
about to be implicated in
the Kincorachildabuse and
prostitution scandal.

The political conse-
quences were such that the
automatic assumption
was that his killers were
concernedto keep thepolit-

  assault untroubled by
attacks from their flanks.
General Kevin Keegan —

who has picked up a groin
injury practicing bowing to
her majesty — and the rest
of his team have bequeathed
profits from theirWorld Cup
song ‘This time we’ll get it
tight’ to the South Atlantic
Fund.

Rebound
The decision not to show

the opening Argentine match
live on television — surely
the only football game any-
where in the world over the
next three weeks not to be
shownin its entirety reboun-
ded badly when the Argen-
tines lost.

The sale of World Cup
bulldog tee-shirts has already
proved a disaster .

One firm
which won the contract to
make themhaslaid offall its
extra staff, complaining that
the bulldog emblem looksso
much like the National
Front image that no-one was

buyingit.
By Patrick Spilling
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Trish youth on

ical aspects of the scandal
from boilingover. Then the
INLA admitted respon-
sibilityforit.

The Workers Party
leaders deny that theycon-
tinue to have links with
the now again ‘public’
Official IRA. But still some
of them marched in the
traditional Republican
funeral for Flynn (who was
not a party member). .

The oration at his funeral
was given by Seamus
Collins, chairperson of
Clann Na H’eireann, the
Workers Party: support
group in Britain. Gerry
Doherty, himself deportedGLC
ON Monday June 14 the
London Region Executive
passed a resolution declaring
that:

“The Executive Commit-
tee of the Greater London
Labour Party calls upon the
GLC Labour Group to
implement immediately its
resolution of a year ago
calling for the disinvestment
of its monies from Rio Tinto
Zinc — the company which
is engaged in giving succour
to the policies of the racist
government of South
Africa.”

The motion was strongly
supported by Lambeth’sTed
Knight, who argued that
they had found nodifficulty
in simply instructing their
council’s brokers

  
thestreets of the Six Counties

from Britain under the
PTA in 1975, described
him as a friendof the party
and a great help to it
financially.

The Workers Party lead-
ers may not be sufficient-
ly in control of the milit-
arists to prevent retaliation
against INLA.

What impact the reem-
ergence of the Official
IRA will have on the
development of the
Workers Party remains to
be seen. It could stymie
it — and no doubt the
expose was intended to
stymieit.

investment in RTZ.
An amendment was

moved unsuccessfully by
GLC leader Ken Livingstone
and by the resolution’s main
opponent Mike Ward,stating
that the “GLC had no power
to disinvest from RTZ”.

Livingstone, though he
did not support, did not
vote against the resolution
after the amendment had
failed.

Though the policy of dis-
investment has little to offer
in practical terms for the
struggles of the South
Africanworkers, the attitude
of the Labour GLC tothis
stated policy is an important
test of accountability and
the willingness of Labour
representatives to break with
legalistic restrictions.

VIDYA ANAND,of the
London Region Executive,
points out the scale of
GLC involvement.

One year ago, the GLC
Labour Group at County
Hall voted nem con tosell
off all. investments in Rio
Tinto Zinc because of their
financial involvement in
South Africa.

One year later, what has
been achieved? Nothing.The
GLC’s multi-million pound
Pension Fundis still play-
ing its part in propping up
an apartheid regime which
has been universally con-
demned by the labour move-

NUJ
backs
Poli
Uni

ONthe authorisationof the
union’s national executive,
the President of the National
Union of Journalists,
Jonathan Hammond, hasofferef to share his office at
the NUJ’s headquarters —

Acorn House — with mem-
bers of the Polish Solidarity
Trade Union Working
Group.

That offer has©been
accepted and members of
the group have now moved
in. They are using their
own equipment, stationary
and facilities, not those of
Acorn House.

Mr Hammond commen-
ted: “Anyone can pass fine

- resolutions at annual confer-
ences provided it doesn’t
mean you have to take
action of any kind. But what
Polish Solidarity needs is
practical help and J am glad
that my union is able to
provide it.”

The group can be reached
on its own telephone line:
01-837 9464 which has been
installed for its exclusive use
in the President’s office
tather than through the
Acorn House number.

.

July 3
demo

The demonstration in
solidarity with Wilson-
Rowntree strikers in
South Africa jointly
called by AAM and York
Trades Council is on
Saturday July 3 in York.

Assemble 1.30pm,
Heworth Green, Monk-
gate Roundabout, York.

ment and civilised people
throughout the world.

The GLC’s cover-up of
this dark stain on its record
came to light as a result of
the recent Rio Tinto AGM
of 2 June, which ended in
chaos and the police being
called in to eject demon-
strators. Questions from the
floor demanded to know the
attitude of the GLC Pension
Fund to investment in the
company. Its current invest-
ment in RTZ is of the order
of two and a half million
pounds.

Over the last year, the
Labour GLC has been vigor-
ously lobbied by RTZ’s
victims — ranging from uran-
jum miners in Namibia who
allege gross violations of
international law and trade
union rights, to Australian
aborigines who have had
their lands stolen and their
legitimate interests ignored.

Nor is RTZ: the only
beneficiary of GLC largesse.
Pension Fund cash is
currently assisting the good
works of others in South
Africa:

*British American,
Tobacco, £6.2 million: Bar-
clays Bank, £3.8 million;
NatWest Bank, £2.6 million.

Why, one might ask, is
the Fund’s account not with
the Co-Op Bank,as has been
suggested on many
occasions?

 



 A police novel
 

Reviewed by
Terry Smith

with a difference!
GORKY Park, now ou: in
paperback, is a cop novel
with a difference. Its action
is set in Moscow and the
Soviet Union. The cop is
Arkady Renkov,chief inves-
tigator for the People’s
Militia.

’ "The case opens with the
discovery of three bodies
— two men and a woman
shot dead and left in the
snow of Gorky Park with
the flesh stripped from
theirfaces.

But its investigation
leads througha sequenceof
events which strip away
muchof the mystery oflife
in themiddle reachesof the
Soviet Bureaucracy.

In his depiction of a
living Moscow, with a
feelingforits street life and
its toilers as well as a
willingness to probe
beneath the facade of its
most obvious institutions,
author Martin Cruz Smith
establishes a real parallel
to the established crime
fiction centred in the west-
ern countries — of Ray-
mond Chandler, Georges
Simenon, Ed McBain and
manyothers.

Indeed too many people
in Britain fall victim to the
clash between the hyster-
ical Cold War propaganda
ofthecapitalist class on the
one hand, and the laughab-
ly idealised, stage managed
and retouched picture of
life in the Soviet Union
offered by Stalinist apolo-
gists on theother.

Ordinary
It is all too easy under

such pressure to forget that
within the vast geograph-
ical spread of the USSR
tens of millions of ordinary
people — workers, peasant
farmers, national minor-
ity groupings — lead real,
ordinary lives like we do, in
which the great issues of
world politics are as remote
from their thoughts as they
are on any council estate in
Britain.

Even someof the issues
they face are the same —

thoughthestate machinein

BRAZIL'SBEES
CLEAN UP :.....

HEREis a bizarreexample
of the interaction between
humans and nature. It
involves a species of Brazil-
ian bee which has prob-
ably existed for hundréds
of thousandsof years, and
a chemical invented only a
few decades ago.

Males of the

=
species

Enfriesia purpurata spend
‘ their lives flying from

.

flower to flower, collect-
ing the attractive-smelling
substances they produce
(and incidentally pollin-
atingtheflowers).

Soonafter thelaunchof a
malaria-controlprogramme
in one area of Brazil in
which the walls of -houses
were sprayed with the
insecticide DDT. (sounds
prettyunhealthytome), the
residents noticed thatthese
bees were visiting their
houses and spending a lot
of time on the DDT-sprayed walls, They noticed What do they do with@?_00 ee
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the Soviet Union rests not
as in Britain upon the
defence of private owner-
ship of the banks and
means of production, but
upon an economy national-
ised as a result of the great
OctoberRevolutionof 1917.

Theisolationof thatrevo-
lution and the economic
weaknesses of Tsarist
Russia combined to create
the basis for the bureau-
cratisation of the world’s
first workers’ state — a
bureaucratisation which
has remainedto this day an
obstacle to the develop-
ment of the economy, and
which means that the
Soviet state apparatus
exhibitsnumerousparallels
with its capitalist. counter-
parts.

Just as in Britain, for
instance:

‘“‘A directive goes out to
raze—_—_-workers houses
to construct cooperative

-apartments that workers
can’t afford, a seeming
breachof workers’ rights.’’

But while in Britain the
argumentfor such action is
unashamedly in defence of
‘free enterprise’ and profit,
in the Soviet Union the
state ideologists offer a
different rationalistion.
There is no contradiction
between workers’ interests
andthestate, because:

“This is the workers’

because of the incessant
buzzing of the bees, loud
enough to be a

_
serious

disturbance.
Researchers, intrigued

by reports of unusual
‘*bee-haviour”’ caught
someof the bees and anal-
ysed them,They found that
the bees were collecting
the DDT in pouches on
their back legs, obviously
finding the smell rather
nice!

The amounts collected
were quite incredible —

some 5-10% of the weight
of each bee — and even
more incredible, the DDT
wascausingnoill-effectsin
thebees.

While 6 micrograms
(millionths of a gram) will
killyour average honeybee,
E. purpurata males were
happily flying around with
an average 2000 micro-
grams of DDT.

MARTIN
CRUZ SMITH

state. What benefits the
state benefits them. By
tearing down their houses
we protect their rights.’’!
(Chapter 1)

Gorky Park does not
focus on such exposes: they
are simply a part of a rich
pattern of convincing
detail which forms the
background to a complex
and gripping plot in which
Renko . finds himself in
progressively deeper and
deeperwater.

The whole plot gains in
credibility in the present
period in which the corrup-tion of the top layers of
Brezhnev’s entourage has
cometo the surface. Scan-
dals involving diamond
smugglers, black market-
eers and circus impres-
sarios havefilteredthrough
to the outside world —

quite probably as part of
an attempt by various con-
tenders for the succession
to discredit Brezhnev’s
camp followers.

The murder hunt in-
volves the: links between
the militia and the KGB,
the KGBandtheParty, the
Party and the army,politi-
cians and western busi-
nessmen, and the tangled
web of corruption, career-
ism, censorship and silencewhich holds the wholeapparatus_togetherOCIENCE
No one knows yet, though
the bees seem to break
down the DDT and may use
the products as territorial
markersorsex attractants.

Is this phenomenon any-thing more than a curios-
ity? Well, how about
unleashing a swarm of
DDT-collecting bees into

pollutedenvironments

defiance of the interests
of the Russian working
masses.

It gives a hint as to the
huge geographical and eth-
nic diversity embraced in
the general abstract cate-
gory ‘Soviet Union’ —

which stretches from the
metropolitan sophistica-
tion of Moscow to the vast
barren fastness, geolog-
ical wealth and rugged
struggle for human survival
in Siberia.

Procreate
It underlines the ‘Great

Russian’ chauvinism which
remains such. a marked
characteristic of Stalin’s
heirs in the Kremlin
bureaucracy:

‘‘Russiansprocreate! the
article demanded.Fertilise
a glorious roe of young
Greater Russians lest all
the inferior nationalities,
the swarthy Turks and
Armenians, sly Georgians
and jews,traitorous Eston-
ians and Latvians, swarm-
ing hordes of ignorant
yellow Kazaks, Tartars and
Mongols, backward and
ungrateful Uzbecks, Osset-
ians, Corcassians, Kalmuks
and Chukchis tip with their
upraised organs the neces-
sary population ratio
between white, educatedRussiansand dark .{Chapter 2)

Corruption
But if Cruz Smith

appears excessively hard
on the Soviet Union in his
dissection of its corruption,
the USAis not portrayed as

any contrastingparadise.
The book is well worth

reading. It shows in more
graphic than political terms
someof the reasons why we
as revolutionary socialists,
and Soviet workersfrom
their own standpoint, must
struggle for political revo-
lution to overthrow the
Kremlin bureaucracy and
open up theroadto the full
development of the gains
made in the 1917 Revolu-
tion.

by DDT (whichisafterall a
persistent insecticide,
causing lots of damage to
harmless animal life)? And
perhaps wecan find muta-
tions of thisspecies thatare
attracted to other polluting
chemicals (like dioxin)

The possibilities are
endless! 
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State education failstocapture the enthusiasmofyouth

ur chance

 
to

educate theunemployed
THE growth of unemployed
centres provides an excellent
oppertunity for working
class people to organise their
own education courses. A
major part of any unem-
ployed centre must be the
education of unemployed
workersandit is thiswhich I
wish to discuss in this article.

Firstly, the effects of
unemployment are well
known and need not be
listed here but we must
recognise that unemploy-
ment destroys people and it
would be arrogant to assume
that the unemployed will
have the motivation let alone
the money to seek state
education courses.

Autonomy
Secondly, before con-

sidering the style and
content of education we
must consider who it is we
are offering education to. We
must not think of the unem-
ployed as disabled in some
way to whom weare gener-
ously giving assistance to or
see them asclients.

The unemployed are
workers without paid
employment. Whilst they are
dejected, disillusioned and
looking for answers, they are
also sick of being patronised.

The working class has a
proud history of organising -

effectiveeducation,especially
in times of economic depres-
sion, the Chartists’ classes of
the 1830s, the Educational
Settlements of South Wales
in the 1930s and the Social-
ist Sunday Schools: of the
1880s were all marked by
their independence and auto-
nomy.

We must also show the
relationship between educa-
tion and the state.

Just as the school system
“trains” young workers to
fit into the machine of
bourgeois society, so state
unemployed education is
styled to make the unem-
ployed more attractive to
employers, it offersqualific-
ations which sharpens the
competition for jobs or it
provides a harmless pass-time -

to prevent frustration and
unrest.

We must point out the
futilityand oppressiveness of
the ‘old’ education of
which Lenin said “nine-
tenths was useless and one-
tenthdistorted.”

But. working class educa-
tion must differ from bour-
geois education more than
its teaching of the state and
theclass structure.

To replace the capitalist

BOB TOWERS
ee
teacher with the socialist
teacher is not enough,just as
it is not enough to replace
a right-wing parliamentary
government with a left wing
parliamentary government.

It. is the system, the
apparatus, the relation
between pupil and teacher
we mustattackand destroy.

The question then arises
how do we go_about
changing this relationship,
and how do we go about
learning? Our approach to
education is democratic, as
we support workers’ control
of industry we also support
teacher-pupil control of edu-
cation,

State educationis policed
by the feeling of powerless-
ness. We must build educa-
tion that installs self-confid-
ence and the will to partici-
pate, to take responsibility
and to take power.

When the working class
control their education they
too shall control their econ- -

omic and political develop-
ment. The teacher is not
tequired, the pupils have
taken over. The class room
has becomea forum.

When education is men-
tioned people immediately
think of books and the
pupil as one who collects
and assimilates as much
knowledge as she or he can
gather.

Never can one be further
from the truth. To. over-
estimate the rift between
books and practical life is
difficult to say theleast.-

However, if we are to
advance society, then it mayonly be advanced on the
study of all that history
and science has thrownatus. 

  
  

 
  
 
  
  
 

The principle is to reject
all limitations and prejudices
that cage us and interpret
and relate science and
history to class and prac-
ticality.

We then see education as
a challenge to the old ideas,
attitudes and morals. An
extension, or vital part ©

previously overlooked, of
democracy. An_education
which studies, probes and
analyses, prompting the
pupil to act.

How can we practically
achieve this now? I see this
arising from local education
units and groups, working
from unemployed centres
(theunemployed being a test
case for working class educa-
tion generally) linked to, and
financed by, the labour
movement, perhaps sharing
with the WEA but the
resources must be controlled
by the unemployed.

I see this as part of the
broader struggle for premises
for the unemployed, creches
and the defeat of the 21
hourrule.

Knowledge
To sum up, Lenin said

at the Third All Russian
Congress of the Young Com-
munist League:

“If you were to ask why
the teachings of Marx have
been able to win the hearts
and minds of millions and
tens of millions of the most
revolutionary class, you
would receive only one
answer: it was because Marx
based his work on the firm
foundation of the human
knowledge’ acquired under
capitalism, After making a
study of the laws governing
the development of human
society, Marx realised the
inevitability of capitalism
developing towards com-
munism.

“What is most import-
ant is that he proved thison
the sole basis of a most
precise, detailed and
profound study ofthiscapit-
alist society, by fully assim-

ali that earlier science
had produced. He critically
reshaped. everythingthathad
been created by humanBE society,without ignoring a

.
He reconsiderr-

8 subjected to criticism,ponyverified on the working
movement everything

that. human thinking had
* greeted,formulated

therefrom
conclusions

which people hemmed in by
bou: i limitations or
bound by bourgeois preju-
dices could not draw”.

and



  
 

On the centenary of
Georgi Dimitrov,
often best remem-
bered as a_ servile
hack of Stalin’s Com-
intern, JOHN RILEY
points also to. some
of his strengths.

JUNE 18 marks the centen-
ary of the birth of the Bul-
garian Communist Georgi
Dimitrov, the hero of the
Reichstag Fire trial of 1933.

In Bulgaria, where
Dimitrov is very much a
national hero, (eulogized as
such by the Zhikov bureau-
cracy), massive celebrations
are planned to commemor-
ate this event but in many
other countries his name is,
or should be, rememberd.

This is because Dimitrov,
although very much part of

_

the Stalinist monolithof the
30s and °40s, has distinctly
separate claims to fame
which do deserve a measure
of respect’ and attention
from socialist revolutionaries
everywhere.

He was born on June 18
1882 in the village of Kova-
chevtsi which is some forty
‘miles to the South West of
Sofia. His working class fam-
ily moved quite soon after
his birth into the slum dis-
trict of Youchbounar in
Sofia, and at the age of 12
Georgi became a printer’s
apprentice in the Bulgarian
capital.

Almost from the start
of his working life, Dimitrov
was involved in intensive
class struggles when he
organised an apprentices
committee to support the
1894Sofia printers’ strike.

In the late 19th century
the Bulgarian working class
were forging their own trade
unions and, in 900,
Dimitrov became an early
member of the Company of
Printing Workers. In 1904,
at the age of 22 he became
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one of the founder members
of Bulgaria’s TUC .—_ the
General Workers Trade
Union.

Playing a leading role in
the two big miners’ strikes
in Pernik in 1906 and 1908
helped him to be considered
for the position of secretary
of theGWTU.

He was appointed on the
recommendation of Georgi
Kirkov, the brilliant revolu-
tionary journalist who was
one of the BulgarianWorkers
Social Democratic Party
(Left Socialists) leadership at
the time.

Dimitrov joined the Bul-
garian Social Democratic
Party in 1902, at about the
same time the party was

splitting into two factions —

one proletarian, the other
petty bourgeois and revision-
ist. (As Trotsky noted in his
Balkan War correspondence,
this apparent propensity for
splitting was just one of

_

several interesting political/
cultural similarities with
the Russian Social Demo-
crats).

ss I.

 

  
  
  
  

Having avidly studied and
indeed applied the works of
Marx, Engels and Plekhanov
the young Dimitrov sided
with the proletarian Tesnyak
(orthodox) faction in oppos-
ition to the class collabora-
tionists of the Obshtodeltsi
(CommonCause).

.

Pioneered
The Tesnyaks were led

by Dimiter Blagoev who had
pioneered Marxism and
Social Democracy not only
in Bulgaria but also in
Russia (in 1884 he establish-
ed the St. Petersburg Social
Democratic Circle, for which
he was deported by the Tsar-
ist authorities).Like the Bol-
sheviks

_

the Tesnyaks
opposed imperialist.=war
from the standpoint of
proletarian internationalism,
but in Bulgaria’s case the
Great War was preceded by
the two Balkan Wars of
1912-13.

These wars stemmed
from the Balkan Peninsular’s
artificial division into six
independent, but not viable,
states by the imperialist
intrigues of the British,
Russian, Austrian and
Germanruling classes.

With the decline of
Turkey in Europe the tiny
Monarchies fought to unify
the Balkan Peninsula, not by
cooperation but by forcibly
trying in two wars to estab-
lish Greater Bulgarias or

Greater Serbias.

Crusade
During and before these

wars the Bulgarian Tesnyaks
had organised Balkan social-
ist opposition. The ruling
classes spoke of a Pan Slavic
crusade against the Turks
and organised a Sotia
Congress of reactionarics to

support their aims.
The Tesnyaks replied by

converting their annual Sofia

based congresses into Slav
socialist rallies, addressed by
foreign delegates such as
Leon Trotsky. To the
mystical Pan Slavic war cries
of the Balkan kings, the
party of Dimitrov and
Blagoev replied with
resounding calls for peace
and a Balkan Federation of
States.

These calls for proletar-
ian unity against imperialist
war were continued by the
Tesnyaks during the First
World War when most other
socialist parties, except the
Bolsheviks, caught war fever.

During World War One
Dimitrov was elected an MP
for the districts of Vratsa
and Troyan and remained
an MP till1923.

As part of a Parliamen-
tary socialist grouping, he
attached his nameto a docu-
ment appealing to the
Bulgarian working class, urg-
ing it to struggle against
Bulgaria’s involvement in the
imperialist war.

Mutiny
In August 1918 Dimitrov

was arrested and jailed for
inciting servicemen to dis-
obedience around the time
of the Vladya_ soldiers
mutiny for an end to the war
involvement and for a repub-
lic.

The period immediately
after the Virst World War
saw the Bulgarian revolution-
ary socialists miss several
important opportunities.

The Tesnyaksgreeted the
Russian Revolution, changed
their name to the Bulgarian
Communist Party and
entered the Communist
International. However,
though |.

they adopted
Leninist forms they had not
yet adopted a Leninist
content.

The party failed to cash
in on its big influence

* Soviet troops move in against Hit

amongst the mutinous
soldiers at Vladya and were
sectarian in their attitude
towards the Peasant Agrarian
Party.

This sectarianism towards
the peasants did much to
isolate and bring about the
defeat of the massive rail-
way and postal strike in
1919/20 (which Dimitrov
had led).

In 1919 the Agrarian
Party were elected into
governmental office.
Dimitrov went to some
trouble to persuade the BCP
to be more flexible in its
approach to Stamboliisky’s
Peasant government but was

unsuccessful.
In this period Georgi

Dimitrov attended the early,
still revolutionary,
congresses of the Third
International (the
Comintern). His hazardous
journeys to these congresses
in tiny fishing boats, braving
Black Sea storms and
Romanian gunboats are
straight out of the adventure
comics.

In the Soviet Union he
met Lenin who spoke of the
need for the BCP to force
closer links with the peasants
in Bulgaria. This advice. was

not heeded bytheparty who
missed a golden opportunity
for revolutionary action and
instead stood by and
watched a right wing coup
d’etat overthrow the Peasant
government and establish a

proto-fascist dictatorship in
June 1923.

Rising
Forced to correct its

errors the BCP formed a

united front - with the
peasant Agrarian Party and
began tofight back.

3 months latg,. Dimitrow:
Ied the brave, but ill-consid-
ered, poorly prepared and
abortive anti-dictatorship
rising in north west Bulgaria

ler, 1944. (Above)Dimitrov

in the September of 1923.
After the defeat of this

uprising, Dimitrov and the
insurgents escaped into
Yugoslavia.

For the following ten
years Dimitrov moved under
false names all around
Western and Central Europe.
He spent much time engag-
ing in activities for the
Comintern and its trade
union organisation which
were increasingly_falling
under the thumb ofStalin’s
bureaucracy.

Coordinating
A Bulgarian Party in exile

was formed and Dimitrov
worked at coordinating @
Balkan Party grouping
within the International. His
most important position in
this Stalinist International
wasthatof head of the West-
ern European Bureau.

/

As the bureaucracybegan
to take more and more con-
trol in the USSR, Dimitrov
toed the line — making a

speech as early as 1926
denouncing “Trotskyism”
and ‘“Zinovievism” in Ger-
many (which was the centre
of the Comintern’s Western
European Bureau).

At the same time he
appears to have shown some

degree of independence from
the Stalin line when in 1932,
on the basis of his Bulgarian
experiences, he urged the
formation of united workers’
fronts against fascism.

At this time the Comin-
tern was carrying out an
extremely sectarian political
line which characterised the
non-communist workers’
parties as “social fascist”.

Dimitrov’s political work
took him to Germany when
the German Communists
were carrying out thispolicy
with great enthusiasm.(Even
to the point of working in
some cases against the ‘social
fascist? SPD in alliance with

 
  

the Nazis who were seen
the lesser enemy!)

Ultimately this lun
did much to pave the v

for the Nazis comingto el
toral power in January 19
Hitler needed to consolid
thisparliamentary success
finding a suitable route
the establishment of
fascist dictatorship his
business backers needed
crush the working class.

The powerful Ger
labour movement was do
at thisstage but not out. °
burning down by arson
the Reichstag building (
German parliament) on
February 1933 provi
Hitler with his much nee
excuse to rush thro
draconian ‘enabling a
banning all left wing opp
tion parties.

The Communists ‘

immediately blamed for
attack on the symbol
German democracy. H
claimed the fire was tc
a signal for a Commi
uprising in Berlin and o

German cities.
Of course this we

true, the fire was actt
started by the Nazis.
mentally retarded yo
Van der Lubbe wascor
into starting the fire
Nazi conspirators who
followed this up by obs
ting the fire brigade’s a
to it. .

Frame-up
By the time the

appliances reached
Reichstag building the ¢
was beyond control. Ma’
Van der Lubbe wasarr
for the crime but so *

Dr. Rudolf Hediger.
This was only a pas’

name. The police soon
covered that they had cz

Georgi Dimitrov —

“notorious internat
Communist”. This arre‘
to the Reichstag Fire -



 
one of the trials of the
‘20th century and Georgi
Dimitrov’s finest hour.

At first Dimitrov didn’t
think he was going to be
charged with complicity in
the Reichstag Fire, but it
soon became clear to him
that the Nazis were trying to
frame him. He decided to
embark. upon a course of
defending not only himself
but also the working classes
of the world who werealso
going to be menaced by the
Nazi menace.

He planned to utilise the
inevitable show trial as a
platform for launching a
Communist ‘counter-attack
on the Hitlerite lies and
fascism.

Brilliant
In the long months

before coming to Trial,
Dimitrov, permanentlyhand-
cuffed, met with much
obstruction, as might be

‘Nazi frame-up trial wasthwarted by Dimitrov’s defence
‘a

organised labour and its
parties, he began to put the
Hitlerites on trial. Dimitrov
in order to show his aware-
ness of the situation he was
in, quoted Goethe to the
court, “He who does not
want to become an anvil
must be a hammer!”

It was because he
succeeded in turning him-
self from an anvil for the
Nazis into. a hammer to
attack them, that the Nazi
(!) court was forced to
acquit him. After a couple
more months in prison,
while Hitler tried to thinkup
ways of liquidating him,
Stalin granted Dimitrov
Soviet citizenship and he
was deported to the USSR,
to a hero’s welcome.

On the strength of his
fame and prestige Dimitrov
was made Secretary General
of the Comintern and his
talk of a united front against
fascism appeared to be taken
up by Stalin.

“The leader of the short-lived Hungarian Soviet Republic
of 1919, a much-loved hero, Bela Kun was a memberofthe
Executive Committee of the Communist Internationaland in
charge of the Balkan countries,

One day in the spring of 1937 Bela Kun arrived at a
meeting of the Executive Committee of the Comintern.
Around the table were Dimitrov, Manuilski, Varga, Pik,
Togtiatti and a leader of the French CP, Manuilski took the
floor and said he had an important announcement to make.
According to documents furnished by the NKVD, Bela Kun
had been a Rumanian spy since 1921. Everyone knew Bela
Kun, everyone was aware of his devotion to the cause of
socialism, only an hour before, they had been warmly
shaking his hand. Yet not one of them protested or even
asked for further information. The meeting was adjourned.
Outside the building,a car from the NKVD was waiting for
Bela Kun, who was never seen again...

I want to cite the example of the Bulgarian representa-
tives. They had asked to see Dimitrov, the Comintern
president, and they used strong language. “If you don’t do
something to make the repression stop,” they told him,
“we'll murder that counterrevolutionary, Ejov”. Ejov was
head of the NKVD.

The president of the Comintern left them noillusions.“I
have no powerto do anything,everything is in the hands of
theNKVD”.

The Bulgarians did not succeed in killing Ejov, but he
killed them like rabbits.Yugoslavs, Poles, Lithuanians Czechs — all disappeared
. ...

The Korean section was decimated, the delegates from
India had disappeared, the representatives of the Chinese CP
had been arrested

. . .
the revolution had degenerated into a

‘system of terror and horror, the ideals of socialism were
ridiculed in the name of a fossilised dogma which the
executionersstillhad the effrontery to call Marxism.”

Leopold Trepper, ‘The Great Game’

expected from his Nazi
captors as he worked onhis
defence.

Thetrial began in Leipzig
on 21 September 1933 with
the eyes of much of the
world watching. The Nazis
hoped to use the trial to
brand the communists as
terroristic enemies of demo-
cracy: but Dimitrov’s
brilliant defence strategy
soon made this aim blow up
in their faces.

They. tried so hard to
convict Dimitrov of con-
spiracy but his courageous
stand against them succeed-
ed in convicting them.

One by one the top Nazi
bosses like Goering and
Goebbels strutted in to the
court room to speak their
rehearsed testimonies against
Dimitrov and one by one
they were exposedas liars by
the logic of Dimitrov’s
answers.

As he beganto bring out
the real purpose of the
Reichstag fire, that of
providing a pretext for the
destruction of German

The view of Stalin
towards a united front was
not really a united front of
workers’ parties but theclass
collaboration with ‘progres-
sive’ sections of capitalists
in the form of the Popular
Front.

Dimitrov’ speech to the
7th and last Comintern
congress in Moscow in 1935
referyed to the need for ‘a
broad popular anti-fascist
front on the basis of the
proletarian united front.’
Although sounding similar to
each other united fronts and
popular fronts are quite
different things with quite
different practical conse-
quences.

The united front means
unity in action of the work-
ing class organisations in
order to achieve common
aims. It can be positive inso-
far as it provides a living
arena for revolutionary
activity in the struggleagainst, say, fascism.

Thus Trotsky advocatett.
a united front between the
Communist Party and the

Social Democrats in
Germany, before 1933, in
order to combat the rise of
Hitler. The Popular Front
which Stalin pushed,
through the medium of the
Reichstag hero Dimitrov,
was a bloc of the workers’
parties with ‘liberal’ sections
of the bourgeoisie against
the fascist threat to ‘demo-
cracy’.

To achieve this the
Stalinists watered down their
programme in order to woo
bourgeois democrats. This
class collaboration led to
more defeats for the working
class in Spain and in France
where such Popular Front
governments were supported
by the Stalinists to the
exclusion of revolutionary
action — and similar policies
brought catastrophe in Chile
in 1973.

As Secretary General of
the Comintern and
puppet of Stalin, Dimitrov
became more and more iden-
tified with the disastrous
Popular Front policies and
the use of the International
as a mere instrument of the
Soviet bureaucracy’s foreign
policies.

Dimitrov was an anti-
fascist up to the 1939 Hitler-
Stalin pact (with a battalion
of the International Brigade
named after him) then he
opposed the “Imperialist
War” of 1939 to June 1941
until — following Hitler’s
invasion of the USSR‘ it was
renamed the ‘‘Great Patriotic
Democratic Anti-fascist
War” of June 1941 to May
1945.

In other words Dimitrov
zig zagged exactly according
to the requirements of the
Soviet leadership. In 1943
Stalin dissolved the Comin-
tern as a sop, to Churchill
and Roosevelt whom he
needed asallies during World
War Two. Dimitrov was out
of ajob.

The last years of
Dimitrov’s life saw him as
Prime Minister of the
People’s Republic of
Bulgaria (when it suited
Stalin to socialize that
country’s economy in
Tesponse to the cold war-
mongering of the US
Marshall Plan). In this posi-
tion Dimitrov was beginning
to display some revolution-
ary independence again
when he spoke of the need
for a Balkan l‘ederation and
was possibly discussing this
with Tito.

Stalin attacked him for
this and his talk of including
a Communist Greece in a
Balkan Socialist Federation.
(This was particularly irritat-
ing to Stalin as Greece was
an area he had agreed to
hand over to British ‘influ-
ence’ and he’d specifically
observed thisby allowing the
British army to crush the
Greek Kapitano Communist
partisans in 1945/7).

However, Dimitrov was
too decply a part of the
Stalinist monolith to serious-
ly challenge his master and
did not have the indepen-
dent powerbase in terms of
a solid party apparatus
which Tito had in revolu-
tionary Yugoslavia.

After falling if] in carly
1949 he wassent to a Soviet
Sanatorium where he died
on July 2.
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Garcia line
wrong on war

CARLOSGarcia was wrong
before and he is wrong now
that he has changed his
position.

Certainly Britain as the
imperial power was blame-
worthy in a special sense;
this he neglected last
time, and this marred his
then approach. But his
current rediscovery of this
essential fact leads him to -

far-fetched statements.
Galtieri's appeal to the
bourgeois opposition
parties, and to the Peron-

R-A
TORY FIRST

AT the national LPYS
conference 1980 there first
appeared a caricature of
Margaret Thatcher on a
poster.

The poster called Plunder
Woman portrayed Thatcher
dressed in an overtly femin-
ine sexy bikinisuit.

My reaction as a socialist
and feminist was to deface
the poster with anti-sexist
slogans as did others, after
repeated but unsuccessful
attempts to convince
members of Militant that it
was sexist and why it was
sexist.

With the production of
that sexist. backward carica-
ture on plastic bags more
progressive members of the
YS, sympathisers and sup-
porters of Socialist Organiser
carried an active campaign
againstits use.

At YS conference this
year only one was visible
on show (though unfortu-
nately we were inundated
with personalised Ted Grant

Yes!
Stan Crooke’s letter (SO88)
spills the beans. Now Argen-
tina has been put into the
same category as Tsarist
Russia, after the previous
parallels (SO82 letter by J.
Connell) with Czechoslovak-
ia.

Therefore, he concludes,
we do not have to support
Argentina — even if it were
invaded by imperialist
forces!

Trotsky and Lenin did
not hesitate to call Tsarist
Russia and Czechoslovakia
imperialist. But now confu-
sionists, trying to cover
themselves, come up with a
fig leaf term “sub-imperial-

Where and how does
Argentina export capital?
And what does “‘sub-imper-
ee oe

Turkishnationalistfigurehead KemalAtaturk

“he’s my hero”posters).
Whydid weobjectto this

caricature? Plainly Militant
saw Thatcher as a woman.

Whilst this may be
biologically indisputable her
politics are far from sympa-
thetic with the rights and
emancipation of women —

so first point.
Thatcher is a Tory first

and in the capacity that she
is a woman,it is in the role
as the defender of capitalist
ideology which oppresses
women.

Secondly, that it regards
women as sex objects by
using women as mere bodies
caricatured by thebikini.

It reinforces a stereotype
of women — one which has a
double standard under
captalism — women as sex
objects as in magazines and
adverts, and women as

passive beings, wives,
mothers, housewives.

Why, oh why, then does
Socialist Organiser of which
I am a supporter degrade

Defen
ialism” mean scientifically?
Is it a new phenomenon
superceding Lenin’sthesison
imperialism? We have no
answerso far.

More thoughtful
|
argu-

ments are presented by
Martin Thomas in SO87:
“Argentina is now on a level
with countries like Portugal,
Greece or Turkey.”

Strategy
He informed us that “in

1969 foreign capital owned
60% of the 160 biggest
industrial companies which
controlled 32% of industrial
production.”

After the Second World
War, imperialism developed a
new strategy towards the

itself by the use of sexist
cartoonery as on the front
of SO 87?

Thatcher may see herself
as a Brittania ruling the
waves, she may also be a
woman, but why exaggerate
the size of her bust?

Sexism
This may be something

palatable to the Sun comic
strip readers, no doubt, but
to readers of Socialist Organ-
iser? If the cartoonist is so
concerned with a_clear
expression of gender in his/
her drawing (my thoughts
implicate a him) are we to
expect bulges on male caric-
atures where the balls and
prick are?

Some ofus will not toler-
ate any degree of sexism —

language, comic or cartoon.
I would hope all SO

sympathisers dissociate
themselveswith such sexism.

JUDITH BONNER
“Coventry

ist stooge leadership of the
CGT may allow workers’
groups for the moment
someslight measureofcivil
liberties but it certainly
won't have all the effects
he suggests.

If the Junta, through
spurious anti-imperialism
and a demagogic national-
ism, can gain itself a mass
plebian — if not prolet-
arian — support, it will
gain what it has so far
lacked as a fascist
movement. (Peronism had
the mass appeal but its
fascistic character was
derived from the ‘‘left
fascism’’ of the Strasser,
‘rather than the Mussolini-
Hitler— Francovariety).

Carlos Garcia’s original
position, when published
in England,was bad mainly
in so farasit provideda left
excuse for Liberal suppor-
ters of limited war (boththe
Guardian and Radio our
referred to Carlos Garcia
— ‘‘a leader of a small
Argentinian Socialist
Party’’ — and his state-
ment, though not saying
wheretheysawit).

But though published
here, it was a dangerous
adaptation to_liberal-
bourgeois ‘‘anti-fascist’’
imperialism; the same
statement published in the
Argentine (if perhaps,
there, ‘‘ultra-left’’by Trot-
skyist standards — I speak
as an ~“‘ultra-leftist’’)
would have been a courag-
eous blow against the
Junta.

The present letter justi-
fies the liquidation of
opposition to  Galtieri,
while — though right in
insisting on a more vigor-
ous opposition to British
imperialism — argues for
this so crudely as to alien-
ate support.

Fraternally,
LAURENS OTTER

Argentina!
countries like Turkey or
Argentina. Direct exploita-
tion of these countries was
replaced (as a concession to
bourgeois nationalism like ©

Kemalism, Peronism, etc)
with new economicrelations
which we mightcall “import
substitution’’.

Imperialist capital began’
to involve the indigenous
bourgeoisie in their invest-
ments, sharing out the fruits
of the exploitation of the
toiling masses.

The majority of these.
investments consist of
producing goods for the
internal market -— where
previously these goods were
imported by these countries.

Stan Crooke might be
fool enough to believe (and°
doing so disbelieve the

-

theory of permanent revolu-
tion) that these underdevel-
oped countries have secured
their economit  indepen-
dence from imperialism (and
themselves become
imperialist).

But imperialism has been
clever enough to ensure over
the last decadgs that these
countries are in fact further
subordinated to the interests
of imperialist capital.

Subordination

Military dictatorships in
Latin America and the 1980
military coup in Turkey
followed by
omic measures of the IMF
offer living examples of the
way in which the toiling
masses in these countries
(unlike Stan Crooke’s) have
paid the price of this subor-
dination with their blood
and flesh.

The actions of the
military regime in Argentina
may be difficult to under-

subsequent -implementation of the econ- °

stand; but it is equally hard
to understand, for example,
the 1960 military regime in
Turkey. This regime drafted
a constitution which allowed
trade unions to organise, the
tight to strike, freedom of
expression,etc.

The working class went
beyond these formal con-
cessions, to establish its
major class organisations
such as DISK, the Turkish
Labour Party, etc., in the
mid-’60s.

Trotsky explained these
dialectical relations as
follows:

“In the industriallyback-
ward countries foreign
capital plays a decisive role.
Hence the relative weakness
of the national bourgeoisie|in relation to the national
proletariat. This creates
special conditions of state
power (. . .) Actually it can
govern either by making
itself the instrument of
foreign capitalism and hold-
ing the proletariat in the
chains of a police dictator-
ship or by manoeuvring with
the proletariat and even
going so far as to make con-
cessions to it, thus gaining
the possibility of a certain
freedom toward the foreign
capitalists.”

A victory of Britain over
Argentina would -certainly
guarantee the first one of
these options,.but a defeat
of British ‘imperialism by
-Argentina would create the
“possibilities, for the Argen-
tinidn working class to
tepeat what the Turkish
working class did in the
1960s.

In my view, to abstain
in between these options
would be the biggest error
for the revolutionary Marxist
in the present period.

JACK JOHNSON
London
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S&Kfight for
union rights —

30 black workers at Sandnar
and Kang Wholesale Ware-
house in Digbeth, Birming-
ham are now entering their
second month onstrike. The
dispute is essentially about
union recognition but it also
involves the victimisation of
former head cashier
Baljinder Singh (suspected
by management of being the
main force behindorganising
the workforce into the
TGWU).

Underlying the whole
struggle are the poverty
line wages (as little as 80p
per hour for some workers)
and appalling conditions at
S&K.

One of the women
strikers, Robina Talat, toid
Socialist Organiser: ‘“We’ve
come a long way in four
weeks. S&K started out by
refusing to recognise. the
union or reinstate Baljinder
Singh under any circum-
stances. They even refused
to meet John Partridge, the
TGWUofficial.

“Now they’ve agreed to
recognise the TGWU and to
have Baljinder back. But we
are not  accenting this
because they +i not give
Baljinder his o1a job back.
They want him to work in
the packing department on a
job that would be complete-
ly unsuitable for him.

“But still it shows that
the management are back-
ing down. If we stand firm
and don’t allow ourselves to
be split I’m sure we can win
all our demands.”

Baljinder Singh added:
“Management have tried to
buy me off with cash. But
this is a matter of principle
with me. As long as the
others are willing to fight
on, P’ll continue to insist on
full reinstatement in my old

. job.”
The strikers are now

picketing S&K’s other ware-
houses in Coventry and Wol-
verhampton. And they are
prepared to extend the
picketing to S&K’s other

Part- timers
in the firing
line

HOW DO youget rid of
part-time workersyou don’t
particularly want? Simple.
You lengthen the hours of
the remaining full-time
workers to do the work of
the part-timers. And how
do you do that when the
full-timers have got nation-
ally negotiated contracts?
No problem!

You tear up the exist-
ing contracts, effectively
sack all the workforce and
tell themthe only way they
can get theirjobs back is by
signing new ones.

This didn’t happen in
some cut-throat capitalist
factory — it happened in a
local authority. And not
even in a.Tory controlled
one. It happened in Man-
chester which is solid
‘Labour.

Last March a one line
item on the budget went
unnoticed through the
council which stated that
£400,000 would be saved
by altering the conditions
of service of further educa-
tion. teachers. NATFHE
members soon found out
what this meant when the
education department came
to them with proposals for
lengthening class contact
hours (these are the hours
that teachers actually
spendin theclassroom).

This would have had the
effect of doing away with
about 500 part-time teach-
ers, many of whom are
single parents.

NATFHE flatly refused
to negotiate on this point,

.
either at national or local
level, so in Aprilthe council
gave the Chief Education
Officer the go-ahead to
unilaterally change the
further education teachers’

contracts. Now Bill Eger-
ton, leader of the Labour
Group, has sent a letter to
all councillors saying that it
was ‘“NATFHE’s intransi-
gent. attitude and_their
failure to accept the reality
of the financial difficulties
which we face’’ that is to
blame for the present
situation.

In fact it is Egerton and
his supporters whoare fail-
ing to face the reality of the
Tories’ attacks on workers’
jobs and conditions.

An attempt was made by
left councillors at the last
Labour Group meeting to
get thewhole issue referred
back to the education
committee. Unfortun-
ately the vote was tied 29
eachsotheresolution fell.

So now it looks like
NATFHEwillcall a nation-
al dispute over the issue
and industrial action will
start at thebeginningof the
new term in September.
Meanwhile, NATFHE
members have been
instructed not to sign any
of thenew contracts.

.

It is important that
the right wing aren’t
allowed to get away with
this one.If theycan do this
to NATFHEtheycan doit
to any other group of Town
Hall workers. Already the
Town Hall unions forum
has voted to back the
teachers. This support will
have to be turned into
strike actionif this measure
is to bedefeated.

And Labour Party mem-
bers in wards where there
are councillors who voted
for the measge must
organise to bring them to
account.

businesses like the approp-riately named Paylo Super-
market.

Although the strike is
official, the TGWUisn’t pay-ing out strike pay because
the workers haven’t been in
the union for 39 weeks.

This is an issue that all
SO supporters within the
TGWU should be taking upfor under rule the TGWU
can, and in the past often
has, made ex-gratia’ pay-
ments to workers in similar
situations.

Meanwhile donations are
urgently needed c/o TGWU
211 Broad Street, Birming-
ham 15.

Jim Denham

 
 
  
 
  
  
  
  
 

By Terry Smith
RESULTSof“plant audits”
in BL’s two main factories
at Cowley have now been
announced. Management arecalling for a cut of 4.2%in
manning levels in the
Assembly Plant and 10.7%
in the Body Plant across the
road.

In the Assembly Plant a

EDPstrikers have received a
couple of boosts this week.
Abbey Taxis of Sheffield,
which have been crossing
picket lines with scabs, have
agreed not to cross in future
and the city’s other four
major taxi firms have also
agreed to cooperate by not
crossing the picket line.

Somescabs, however, are
still getting through to work
with the help of the manag-
ing director’s second car — a
Daimler. His Rolls Royce
was discovered to have a
1981 tax disc and has not
been seen since the mass
picket last Thursday.

Others are getting
through in the company’s
chauffeur’s car. He was
sacked a while ago but un-
fortunately—still has this
amount of loyalty to his
former employers. .

Boostfor

 

4.2% cutback means 160
jobs face the axe on top ofa
prolonged scries of manning
cuts. already imposed. The
Body Plant cutback means
400 jobs — 200 of them
among time workers. Skilled
workerstoo are under attack
— with demands for amaiga-
mations between trades. The
AUEW has already held a
mass meeting and begun an
overtime ban in defence of

By Brian Wood
.

The feeling ofthestrikers
has intensified and morale is
high, thanks in part to their
unity — nobodyhas returned
to work since the beginning
of the strike when four
people did go back. Two of
these have signed renegotia-
ted contracts, part of which
involved tearing up their
union cards in front of
pickets.

Union backing and
messages of support have
also boosted morale. Some
support and donations have
been received from local
AUEW, TGWU and the Job
Centres CPSA.

A member of ASTMS
Executive Committee met
with the managing director
of EDP in London for the
first time since the dispute
began and wasducto report

KIGASS WOMEN
GO BACK

WOMENworkers at Kigass
Engineering Ltd, Leaming-
ton Spa, and Abex Ltd,
Warwick, voted to go back
to work as from Tuesday 15
June at mass meetings held
last Friday 11th.

It is not altogether clear
what the conditions are on
the boss’s side. Clearly he
has had to concede a great
deal. He has agreed on paper
to recognise the workers’
demands for better condi-
tions and facilities, negoti-
ations on measured day
work, and he says ‘no
reasonable demand will be
refused’,

As for pay, the women
will have to wait until
November, when hopefully
negotiations on a domestic
level will bring them in line

Paid ads Sp per word, £4 pera column inch. Send to Social-
a ist Organiser (What’s On), 28

Middle Lane, London N8.

a
a

Islington Socialist Organiser
meeting “Islington — Wom-
en’s City?”. Speakers.
Rachel Lever (Women’s
Fightback) and speaker from
Islington Council’s women’s
committee.
3pm, Sunday 4 July, Thorn-
hill Neighbourhood Project,Bl Orkney House, Caiedonian
Road. Tea, coffee, sand-

WM

wiches provided. For baby-Bl sitting ring 607 5268.

 
with federated companies.

They will get an immed-
iate rise which was_intro-
duced for the scab work-
force who stayed in and
those who went back during
the strike.

Union recognition has
been granted on condition
that there’s no harassment
from eitherside.

Presumably this means
that more open methods of
getting workers to join the
union like a leaflet will have
to be replaced by one-to-
onetalks.

It would also appear
that the workers will still
have no choice about
whetheror not they do over-
time.

If they refuse they face
the risk of dismissal.

Basingstoke SO Group Polit-
ical Forum: The Falklands
War: Who are the real
winners and losers? Saturday
19 June at 2.15pm at Chute
House. Further info, phone
0256 57038.

Contact:
Solidarnosc Trade Union
Working Group, 64 Phil-
beach Gardens, London
SWS. 01-373 3492.
Glasgow Polish Solidarity
Campaign. Ian McCalman,
18 Mossgiel Rd., Glasgow
G43. 041-632 1839.
Edinburgh PSC. C/o Edin-
burgh Trades Council, 12
Picardy Place.
Oxford Labour Committee
on Pland, 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 LemanSt., London E1.

 

WOMEN, Politics and
Trade Unions: beyond June
5. Dayschool for women
organised by Manchester
Industrial branch of WEA.
Saturday June 19, 9.30 to
4.30 at 8411 Community
Education Centre, Moss Side
Precinct, Manchester 16. £1
(SOp unwaged).

By Judith Bonner

All in all, compared to
what the workers’ lot was
before they came out, the
strike has brought consider-
able gains. But not cnough.
Harsh exploitation and no
negotiation has been
replaced by exploitation

can be negotiated.which

Stronger
The Kigass and Abex

women have learnt and
become muchstronger from
their struggles. They have
shown that womenwillfight
against the capitalist system
that exploits and oppresses
them and they have shown
male trade unionists that
without them, their struggle
is futile.

_

“Labour and the Falklands
War” Public meeting spon-
sored by Islington South and
Finsbury CLP. Speakers:
Reg Race MP, Chris Mullin
(Editor of Tribune).Tuesday
22 June at 7.30pm,: North
Islington Library, Manor
Gardens, (off Holloway Rd
by the Royal Northern).

LABOUR COMMITTEEON
IRELAND
LOBBY of Labour Party
NEC to demand Labour
Party oppose the renewal of
the PTA. Wednesday 23
June at 9.00am at Labour
Party Headquarters,
Walworth Road, London
SEI7 (nearly

—
tube

Elephantand Castle).
CAMPAIGN FOR LABOUR
PARTY& TRADEUNION
DEMOCRACY
‘A Question of Leadership’.
The film HTV refused to
screen. Discussion after
showing of the film ted by
Ken Loach, the film’s pro-
ducer, Alan Thornett, film
participant and British Ley-
land shop steward, Ray
Davies, ISTC and film par-
ticipant. Wednesday June 23
at 7.30pm, Ringland Club.
Newport. Sponsored by
Llanwern Steel Action Gp.

 

 
 

their members’jobs.
Where did the “plant

audit” come from? Have
managementgot the right to
impose the results of it?

The audit came out of
last November’swage review.
It was one of the things
negotiated by_national
officers and General Secre-
taries during those negotia-
tions late on the Saturday
night which led to the sell-

EDP
to pickets on Tuesday with
the outcome. A further mass
picket has also been planned.

There are reports of
some of EDP’s cystomers

  

suffering ” delays in
completed jobs.

Blacking is obviously
going to have an impact and
I urge all readers to track
down any company using
EDPproducts.

Fight
pit
closures!
By John Cunningham
(Dinnington NUM)
THEstruggle against closure
in the mining industryis still
going on. despite the victory
of February 1981.

In Yorkshire, the NUM
-has given notice to the Coal
Board that they expect some
news of the Orgreave. Drift
development very shortly.
Orgreave Drift is a planned
replacement for the old
Orgreave mine which closed
in 1981. But the Board have
so far come forward with no
concrete proposals.

Industrial action is being
contemplated unless the
Board delivers the goods
very shortly.

In Kentthe threat of the
NCB to partially close
Snowdon colliery has met
with a firm response from
the Kent area, who have
called all-out strikes from
June 19.

Whatis necessary now is
for the NEC to throw the
full weight of the NUM
nationally behind the Kent
men.

London Workers Socialist
League classes on_ basic
Marxism. Next class: The
TransitionalProgramme.Fri-
day June 11, 7.30pm. For
venue write to PO Box 135,
London N1 ODD.

WORKERS’ march against
Racism: FROM Brick Lane
through Brixton to TUC
conference in Brighton.
September 4 to 8. Sponsors
include: Jayaben Desai,
Anwar Ditta, Nasira Begum,
Tony Benn, Ted Knight, Ken
Livingstone, Paul Boateng.
Details 01-274 3951.
 

 
   

   
    
    
  
  

   

Edwardes usesthe ‘audit’
out of the strike. Manage-
ment were given the right to
“audit” each plant and
produce findings. Once those
findings were implemented
that plant would no longer
be restricted to a bonus
ceiling of £22.50, but could
go up to £30 (which is
great for Cowley workers
since they have never got
even near to £22.50!)

Whatwasnotsaid in that
deal was that the findings
could be imposed withoutnegotiations and in defiance
of all existing agreements.
but that is what manage-
Ment are now claiming.

A plant audit industrial
engineer now goes into a
department and makes a
brief “assessment” of the
effort, probably only
looking at one operator. On
the basis of that he may
overturn all the agreed
manning and IE sheets which
may exist.

Secret
His “study” is not

subject to the industrial
engineering agreement,
which provides for shop
steward involvement, trade
union access to the observa-
tion sheets and calculations,
and negotiations over dis-
puted factors.

Now all the timings and
calculations remain secret;
all the stewards and the
operator see is the findings
— how many jobs haveto go
(on top of this the company
in most cases is refusing to
carry out the Movement of
Labour Agreement).

Such a procedure has
never been agreed by the
unions: but only firm action
to fight back will halt this
management steamroller.

;Stewards’ meetings must
be called in both Assembly
and Body plants, to agree a
policy to defend existing
agreements on manning
levels and the movement
of labour.

And BL workers, who
have suffered heavily as a
result of top-level betrayals
by their union officials and
negotiators, must turn
seriously to the struggle for
a new, accountableand prin-
cipled leadership to defend
their interests against
managementattack,

The Leyland Action
Committee, which leafleted
both Cowley. plants this
week explaining the scope
and meaning of the ‘plant
audit’ offers a rallying point
for such a struggle.

Contact: LAC, c/o 194,
Dawlish Road, Birmingham
29.

POLISH SOLIDARITY
CAMPAIGNbulletin:
new issue out now.
Individual copies, or sale-
or-return bundles, can be
obtained from
Marion Pitman, 29
Hampton Road, Twick-
enham, Middlesex.
(01-898 7165) at 30p
per copy.
Subscription (six issues)
£2.50. 

he ont os at

Class Fighter, paper of the NationalLeft Wing Youth
Movementof the LPYS. 10p plus postage from BM Bo
5277, London WCIN 3XX.



Solidarity strikes defy
Tory union

By Terry Smith

THE dramatic emergence of
mass picketing and
sympathy strikes around the
NHS pay claim, together
with an overtly political
strike by the dockers last
week showed the basis to
crush Tebbit’s anti-union
legislation.

.Under Tebbit’s Bill, it is
unlawful to fight for sympa-
thy strikes, and unlawful to
stage them.The healthwork-
ers picketing mines could be
sued for damages arising
from lost production — and
so, if the sympathy strike
were official, could the
NUM.

Under Prior’s Employ-
ment Act, picketing is res-
tricted to six people at their
own place of work — the
contingents of miners and
other trade unionists who
have joined mass pickets of
health workers are strictly
outside Tory law.

Action
But police have in almost

all cases pulled back’ from
confrontation with pickets.
and it is plain that in the
face of mass action, gaining
momentum throughout
wider layers of the labour
movement, the Tebbit legis-
lation, like the government
which spawned it, can be
defeated.

These developments run
in stark contrast to the
defeatist words and gestures
of the official. trade union
“campaign”against Tebbit.

And indeed they point
once again to the kind of
conditions in which — even
after the TUC has permitted
the Thatcher government to
put draconian new laws on
the statute book — mass
action can turn the law into
a deadletter.

Support
We must continue to

warn and explain the dangers
of Tebbit, and fight for
action on this issue. But at
the same time we mustfight

HESELTINE’s legislative
war against local govern-
ment has taken a back seat
as Thatcher slugged it out
with Galtieri in the South
Atlantic. But the war
against Labourin the local
boroughshas not been for-
gotten by theTories.

The Tories still want to
see tighter legal controls
onlocal spending;an end to
or substantial reduction in
direct labour services; and
increasing rent charges to
be laid on tenants, not rate-
payersor thegovernment.

Theresults of the London
local elections on May6, as
well as in the metropolit-
an areas must have given
Heseltine some problems
to ponder.

Despite Labour losing
‘red’ Lambeth, Brent and
WalthamForest in London,
and someofthebig metro-
politan areas like Birming-

throughout the labour move-
ment for full-scale practical
support — sympathystrikes,
blacking action, mass pickets
and other solidarity — to
every struggle against this
government and the capital-
ists it represents,

In this practical way
LEEDS
OTHER

PAPER

workers can gain in confid- -

ence and develop the “cus-
tom and practice” of defy-
ing anti-union legislation —

in preparation for the
struggle to come.

 ei

 
Miners march with he

-bashers
alth workers in Yorkshire
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mustLINKS WITH 
OFFICIALS’ DAY OF INACTION

“MOVE along_there,
sunny, you ca’t give oui
that stuff here.’’

“But I’m Ron Todd,
fiery leader of 2 million
trade urionists!”’

“Yes, lad, and I’m
Ronnie Reagan. You're
nicked!’

This is an imaginary
reconstruction of one of the
highlights of June 10 —

dubbed ‘‘Union Day’’ by
TUCofficials.

TGWU National Organ-
iser Todd — a class war
prisoner! — was arrested
handing out copies of the
TUC’s anti-Tebbit leaflet
inside Kings Cross station.
Few rank and file workers
werein sightat thetime.

Elsewhere TGWU
General Secretary Moss
Evans was ‘‘moved on”’ as
he hovered nervously o:1t-
side Waterloo  Str:ian,
limply offering leaflts to
commuters for the benefit
of aTVcrew.

TUC leader Len Murray
and a gaggle of fellow
bureaucrats had picked an
easierpitch — Fleet Street,
where anti-union hacks and
passers-by were again
given leaflets. Murray told
TV crews thatthe TUC was
“Asking . . . even begg-

  
Todd: Class-warprisoner!

ing’’ the government to
drop Tebbit’s anti-union
Bill which is soon to
becomelaw.

TUC spokespeople
claimed that millions of:
leaflets were  distribu-

19: counci
prepare f

ham,thecontrol over many
of the Inner London bor-
oughs such as Islington,
Camden, Haringey and
Southwark was given over
to the left of the Labour
Party.

These left wingers
have said in the past that
they are prepared to fight
the Tories rather than
dance around them as did
Knight in Lambeth with
fiery speeches and

_
silent

cuts.
Meanwhile Heseltine’s

failureto develop adequate
legal powersthatwill allow
discrimination against
Labour-held councils
meansthatthe Tories have
to find new waysof hitting
Labourdirectly.

On June 19 London
LabourBriefing is organis-
ing a conference for labour
movement delegates and
councillors to plan the new

&.

figh
fight against theTories.

Recognising the failure
of the London Labour
Party EC to lead a fight in
the last round of Heseltine
it is very encouraging that
a number of London
Region EC members
{including known support-
ers of Militant) are also
sponsoring this confer-
ence.

The central task faced by
this conference is the need
to organisea fight to tackle

|the Tories that goes well
beyond the Council cham-
ber and well beyond the
boundaries of each partic-
ular borough.

The lesson of Lambethis
that while resistance must
begin at local level, a
single borough cannot try
to or pretend to stand
alone. The other lesson is
that it is necessary to
organise the resistance to

fac-
tories and on High Streets
on June 10.

It is not even worth
debating the truth of this
claim or whetherin fact the
two-colour leaflets remain-

ted outside stations,

lors
Heseltine which is rooted
in the workplaces, estates,
and labour movement
organisations.

Socialist Organiser wel-
comes the June 19 confer-
ence and the proposal to
initiate the Association
of Socialist Councillors as
a way of linking all those
Councillors — whether in
Labour majorities or not —

who are prepared to
implement the Briefing
policy statement.

Only by campaigning on
policies along the lines. of
thatstatementcan the drift
towards “councillor
socialism’’ be halted;
and the drive outwardsinto
mobilising the community
and labour movement be
achieved.-

The necessary direct
challenge to the District
Auditor (possibly Hesel-
tine’s only real weapon

ed unopenedin their boxes
in union district offices.
The fact is that the leaflet
itself — plainly angled at
non-trade unionists — said
next to nothing and asked
nobodyto do anything.

And while it may have
offered a day in the sun for
a handful of over-paid
union bureaucrats, ‘Union
Day’ was in no sense an
attempts to mobilise the
trade union rankandfile.

Two years ago on May 14
1980 the TUC held a so-
called ‘Day of Action’
against Prior’s Employ-
mentBill — in the run-up
to which union leaders
argued time and again
againstanystrike action.

In the event and in the
teeth of a press witch-
hunt, hundreds of thous-
ands of workers took action
despite the lack of any
official call. But ever since
TUCleaders have referred
to May 14 as their stock
example of workers being

now) can only be mounted
by those determined to
stick to the policy of
defending ‘‘jobs, services
and living standards of the
people of London’’.

Showdown
The ground must be

prepared for a_ show-
down with this govern-
ment. This means:

*opposing privatisation
of council services;

*refusing to put up the
rents;

*campaigning for a
nuclear free London and
scrapping of all Civil
Defence;

*breaking up Tory
control of national wage
bargaining bodies,to settle
on wage increases that
break theTory norms;

*refusingto carry out any

‘‘unwilling’’ to fight Tory
anti-union legislation.

For June 10, there has
been a studious attempt to
avoid even the term ‘Day
of Action’. But thisdoes not
mean that union leaders
will not use thealmost com-
plete lack of any activityon
that day as an excuse for
their inevitable complete
capitulation before the
TebbitBill.

This grim pattern of
organised inaction was
broken in only a_ few
bastions of trade union
strength. Dockers,. follow-
ing a lead from their un-
official shop stewards —

and at the same time
underlining a_separate
grievance of their own on
jobs and conditions —

struck for the day in Liver-
pool, Cardiff, Newport,
Swansea, Ayr and Kings
Lynn,withpartial strikes at
Hull and Felixstowe.

Shipyard workers’ at
Cammel Lairds too downed

STEVEN CORBISHLEY
looks at the issues before
the conference ‘Running
London Our Way’called
by London LabourBrief-
ing.

The conference is on
June 19 at County Hall.

of theprovisions of Tebbit’s
anti-unionBill;

*using local council
resources to campaign for
occupations against
redundancies;

*supporting NHS
workersfighting to defend
living standards.

And aslongasthefight
to stop the Tory attacks
also focusses on building
effective alliances at rank
and file level between
Labour Party members,
trade union activists, and
community organisations,
especially those of blacks
and women, then the Tories
will face a real threat.

Such a threat frightens
the pants off Labour's
PLP leadership. The ASC
should also take up a fight
within the right wing’s
bastion — the national
Local Government Confer-
ence.

tools against Tebbit.
Elsewhere there were
workplace meetings in
Rolls Royce plants’ in
Bristol and London.

Some trades councils
organised local activity —

notably in Liverpool. In
Oxford where an evening
demonstration was called
by the Trades Council,
union officials conspic-
uously boycotted the cam-
paign and the march —

and have attempted to
exclude Trades Council
officers from a bureaucratic
local ‘‘educational cam-
paign’’ against Tebbit run
by theTGWU.

Strike
So where next after the

June 10 fiasco? The Tebbit
legislation is nearly on the
statute books. If enforced
it threatens the most
basic trade union functions.
It must be combatted by the
full strength of the labour
movement.

Plainly this means com-
batting also those union
leaders who would sooner
throw in the towel to the
Tories thanmounta fight.

The dockers have shown
that given a lead workers
willstrike on thisissue. The
fight should be taken up —

|particularly in those unions
already vaguely pledged to
one-day stoppages against
the Bill — for a one day
general strike on the dayit
becomes law, as a dress
rehearsal for the class
action needed to defeat it
once andforall.

To do thatwould demand
union leaders really take a
stand in defiance of the
law: at least it would be
better than getting nicked
for leafletting at Kings
Cross! 
40p plus postagefrom Socialist Organ-
iser, 28 Middle Lane,London N8



 THEstrident opposition of
COHSEleader Albert Spans-
wick to calls for all-out
strike action on the NHS
pay claim this week shows
the real stumbling block
faced by health workers.

Three successful one-day
strikes have shown workers
increasingly ready to fight:
sympathy strikes have shown
others ready to fight along-
side them. Yet the TUC
Health. Service leaders con-
tinue to hold back from the
all-out action needed to win
the claim.

At the TUC Health Ser-
vices Committee last week
the NUPE conference policy
of indefinite strike action
was not even put to the vote
despite a vocal lobby of
nearly 150 health workers
outside,

Instead a further one-
day stoppage was called on
June 23 and more partial
action authorised, together
with talk of a “rolling pro-gramme” of regional 24-
hourstrikes after June 23.

Arbitration
But in addition to this

half-hearted policy, there
was agreement of union
leaders to seek ACASarbi-
tration — and NUPE leader
Rodney Bickerstaffe wel-
comed the involvement of
the ACAS chief — former
BL union-buster Pat Lowry!

The officials’ strategy is
described as “hit and run”:

SERRERRR....;£6000 fund
A single donation of £100 is the total amount
we have received this week for the Special
Fund. This brings our total so far to £1851.80
— still a long way short of our £6,000 target.

This fund is not a luxury that we could
manage without. We are committing substan-
tial resources to the campaigns we are support-
ing against the Tebbitanti-union legislation and
in support of health service workers fighting for
all-out industrial action to win their 12% pay
claim in the face of determined opposition by
their union leaders who want to limit action
to ineffectual one-daystrikes.

In the next week or so we will almost
certainly be posed with the need to campaign
against witch-hunting in the Labour Party when

the Militant Tendency is

 
 
  
   
 
   
  
 

 
but there is far more running
going on than hitting the
Tories!

With rail workers having
called for all-out strike
action from June 28 and
massive popular support for
their case throughout the
workers’ movement, health
workers must continue to
press. for an escalation of
their struggle into indefinite
strike action — with emer-
gency cover under the con-
trol of strike committees.

NHS union_branches
should pass resolutions for
their executive committees
declaring outright opposition

the report on
published.

All this requires a lot of money. And we
depend on you, our readers and supporters,
for that money.

So please send us a donation today so that
we can continue this work. Our address is:
Socialist Organiser, 28 Middle Lane, London
N8 8PL. 

 

 

  
 

to arbitration, and insisting
that whatever the antics of
the scab leadership of the
RCN the unions refuse to
settle until the full claim is
met for all sections of NHS
workers.

Meanwhile let us build
for a massive display of
solidarity and determination
on June 23 — with flying
pickets to extend-still
further the sympathystrikes
thathave already begun.

A newissue of the bulle-
tin of the rank andfilegroupHealth Workers for the Full
Claim is now available, priceSp. Donations are urgnetly
needed to support this pub-
lication which has consis-
tently fought for the per-spective of all-out action in
the NHS. Contact Anna, c/o
78 High Street, Atherton,
Lancs — phone Atherton
877296.

A_ national meeting of
Health Workers for the Fuli
Claim is to be held this
Sunday June 20 from 1.30
to Spm at Manchester Area
Resources Centre, 61 Bloom
Street, Manchester (near
Chorlton St Bus Station),

 
  
  
  

 
         
  
        

 

Striking dockers march on ‘UnionDay’, June 10 against Tebbit. Union Day report — page
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IT SEEMSpretty likely that
next week’s NEC will have
proposals before it recom-
mending that Militant sup-
porters are kicked out of the
Labour Party. Already
several weeks before the
June NEC the. press had
been whipping up as much
dirt. as they could on the
Militant Tendency.

‘Calculated conspiracy’,
meetings’, ‘clearly

subversive’ and so onare all
supposed to prove that
Militant don’t belong in the
Labour Party. Yet all that
has very little to do with it.

Clearly what’s broughtall
this to a head has been the
advance of the Left in
‘general ~— not specifically
Militant — over the last two
years. The democratic
reforms won at the last two
annual conferences — elec-

“Yes 1 think it’s quite
possible that there will be a
limited purge of Militant.
Perhaps their full timers will
be asked to “choose”
between the tendency and
the “Party”.

If that does happen it
will be full scale war in the
Party.

Gwynneth Dunwoody at
the Solidarity fringe meeting
at the weekend (at the
Labour Party Women’s
Conference) was calling in
effect for a wholesale purge
of everyone to the left of
Solidarity. She suggested
that anyone making anyqualification at all in their
Political allegiance to Labour
ought to be expelled.

I think the “centre left”
on the NEC is also moving
very fast to the right with

tion of the Leader, manda-
tory reselection — proved
too much for some to
stomach, resulting in the
defections of some right

- wingers to the SDP.
However there still

remains a strong and fight-
ing right wing in the Party
which is using the hesitancy
of the Left in the Party to
stick the beot in the conven-
ient scapegoat of the
Militant.

There has been a waver-
ing in the Left about what to
do next. Labour Liaison 82,
which could have organised
the Left in the Party into a
stable campaigning force has
been wound up by its own
Steering Committee. Tony
Benn is not going to stand
against Foot for the leader-
ship this year, though it is
clear that Foot needs replac-Reg Race:

‘Weneed a
united fight’

the prospects of office as the
election loomscloser.

What is remarkable is
that the right wing obvious-
ly think everyone ontheleft
is a Militant supporter.

Anyone under 35, or
women who wear denim
jeans, or any man wearing an
open-necked shirt and
pullover is branded as
Militant. That’s how

_
ill-

informed they are — and I’m
not just talking about the
loonieseither!

What is needed now is a
concerted, united campaign
against the witch-hunt. I
think we will have to wait
before we act untilafter the
report on June 23.

I know Militant have not
waged much of a fight so
far: but they must do now.”

ing.
There is a desire on the

Left to be legitimate to
show that they are as ‘res-
pectable’ as any of the right
wing Labour Party members
and: this has resulted in a
pulling back. The enthus-
jasm generated in the rank
and file through the
campaign for Tony Bennlast
year and the winning of the
reforms theyear before is in
danger of being dissipated in
the drift towards respecta-
bility.

Dangerous
This kind of thinking is

dangerous. Theentire left in
the Party must stand united
and firm against the right
wing attacks. Militant must
be defended. We need a joint
campaignto doit.

In February, Socialist
Organiser wrote to the Mili-
tant Editorial Board suggest-

 
 
 
 

ing just such a united cam-
paign. We received no reply
and Militant continue to goit alone with dribs and drabs
of support throughout the
Party.

Resolutions
The experience of the

Wales Labour Party Confer-
ence where a witch-hunting
motion was passed narrowly
surely shows that there is
nothing to be complagent
about. The Left must fight
against bans and proscrip-
tions now.

All SO supporters should
make sure that resolutions
from their Labour Parties
and trade unions condemn-
ing the witch-hunt. And the
LPYS, which ‘is also a
possible target for the witch-
hunters must not be left to
fight off any attack alone.

  
“The heavy parent: ‘My dear, if the violence of those
Militants succeeds in establishing the excellent principle
of the deportation of the politicallyundesirable, well, |
for one will feel that they have not lived in vain.
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