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THE RECORD
OF THE WRP
IN COWLEY

THE elections for the Cowley Assembly Plant convenor, held on March 3 1980, saw the
decision of Gerry Healy to stand Tom White, a central committee member of the WRP,
against the current convenor Bob Fryer.

In the run up to the elections a polemic developed between Socialist Organiser and the
WRP daily Newsline which opened an attack on Fryer in its editions of February 15 and
February 19.

Those articles contained a legitimate criticism of Fryer — that he allowed management
to alter the text of a leaflet he intended to circulate to the membership.

Socialist Organiser supporters in the plant also criticised Fryer {or that action but con-
tinued to give Bob Fryer critical support in the election when'faced with the alternatives
of the organised right wing on the <ne hand and the appalling and unprincipled record of
Tom White on the other.

We have reproduced the exchange in full in order that readers can judge for themselves
— particularly Newsline readers who have probably only seen Healy’s side of the argu-
ment. Readers will note that despite the seriousness of the allegations made and repeated
against Tom White by Socialist Organiser, there is no attempt to answer any of them. We
hope that Newsline readers and WRP members will not be blinded by the venom created
inside the WRP against anyone who criticises Healy and draw the obvious conclusions.

(In the elections for the five deputy convenors held a month later Tom White's vote
plunged dramatically, dropping him from first to fifth position. Newsline chose not to
mention the elections at all).
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BY BILL PETERS

THE Workers Revolution-
ary Party {WHP), has a
long history in the Cowley
car plants. From 1986 until
1974 the WRP and its
forerunner, the Socialist
Labour League, had a very
large group of members in
Cowley. They included
important sections of the
trade union leadership in
several plants with a prin-
cipled record.

Early in 1974 an opposi-
tion developed inside the
WRP which challenged
the increasingly wild sec-
tarianism and paranoid
puolitical line of the Gerry
Healy leadership. Alan
Thornett and Tony Richard -
sun, as leading militants in
thi: Cowley plants. were at
the centre of the opposi-
tion.

it resulted in thetr ruth-
less suppression by the
vicious and bureaucratic
internal regime of the WRP
isee Battle for Trotskyism,
Folrose Books). They were
expelled in December 1974
along with 200 others {rom
the WRP’'s Western Region
just hefore they were to
present their views to the
WRP annual conference.

One member

Of the 200 expelled.
70 later formed the nucleus
of the Workers Socialist
League. Of the rest, a
few joined other tendencies
while the majority went out
of politics after the exper-
ience.

At the time of the expul-
sions the WRP had over 100
memhers in the Oxford
area. Only one stayed in
the WRP after the exper-

(ierry f’t’ﬂl.'

ience —Tom White, a full-
time deputy senior steward
in the Assembly Plant.
Since the expulsions
Healy has put considerable
resources —inciuding  fre-
quent visits to Oxford—
into keeping his lone Cow-
ley member inside the
WRP ranks. He has kept
White on the WRP Central
Comm.ittee to this day
despite his obvious inability
to rebuild a Cowley Branch.
Healy hangs on hoping

new conditions will arise-

where his foothold can be
used against the Workers
Socialist League.

Nov: Healy's paper, the
Newsline, is running a
campaign against TGWU
Convenor Bob Fryer.

This has centred on a
very bad decision of Fryers
to allow management to
redraft a leaflet he had
writte; w the member-
ship as a condition of them
authorising its distribu-
tion.

Socialist Organiser would
also criticise Frver for such
an action which wndoub-
tedly creates a very danger-
ous  pricedent: but  the
WRP and Tom White are
in no position to take
Fryer up un'such a matier.

Fryer in his 20 years as
convenor has established
a far better record than
Tom White. Fryer stuck W
his guns during the 3!:
years foliowing his removal
from office in 1974—a
major move by Jack Jones
and the leadership of the
TGWU au that time.

Reg Parsons, an extreme
right winger was installed
as convenor of the plant
in the midst of a hoge
witch-hunt against the left
which received national
prominence.

Socialist Organiser. Thursday 18 February, [982

White's record in thai
peridd  was  deplorhle.
When "Worker Participa-
tion’  committees  were
brought inw BL in the
Autumn of 1975 the WRP
verbally opposed them.
But when Healy found that
this disrupted his relation-
ship with a leading right
wing supporter of Parsons
whom he was hoping W
recruit, White stood for
election for the participa-
tion committees and was
elected a stand-in delegate
—despite the hostility of
the labour furce to the
scheme. Healy’s paper at
the time, Workers Press,
carried a whole page article
theorising the correct-
ness of White's move.

A few weeks later the
WRP supported a Joint
Management-'Participa-

Newsline attacks Cowley convenor

tdon’ Commiller set up
to investigate “qgualily and
performance” on the
Princess track. Although
wurkers on the track struck
and marched w Parsons’
office protesting about the
joint  investigation, the
Workers Press (November
26) praised its {indings.

Such pesitions  didn't
gv  unnuticed by Reg
Parsons and the right wing.
A few weeks later were the
biennial elections for con-
venor and deputy convenor
in the plant.

Parsons won the elec-
tion for convenor angd
published a recommended
list for the election of the
deputy scnior stewards.
Tom White was on it, with
a glowing write-up frum
rabid anti-Trotskyist
Parsons.




White pgave out a few
copics of a taken state-
ment dissociating himself
trom the tist- wien it was
toe late 1o make any differ-
vace  and  after Socialist
Press had challenged  the
issue.

The xame wmonth, the
elections for the officers ol
the TGWE & 293 hranch
wers held.

This was the dranch
which had bevn set up at
the time of the 1974 witch-
hunt and heen used as o
right wing base ayainst the
feft. A left victory there-
fore would be a matjor blow
against the rpeht.

Alan Tharnett was
standing 4= the Ieft candi-
date with a very " pood
~hanee of winning '

There were 140 members
at the highly charged moeet -
b with the press and TV
catawde. There were three
catdidstes for President —
Thornett, Albert Paintin --a
Parsons  sapporter,  and
Tom White of the WRP.

Support White

After hasty discussions
on the odds, Parsons & the
right wing decided (o with-
draw  Paintin and throw
their full support behind
White!

They figured that White
wouk] stand a better chance
since his  past lefl-wing
record might split & few
votes from the left. whilst
Paintin would unly get the
right wing vote.. -

lin the event the ~hole
woft yote  quite . iwarly
weat to Thornett and the
whale right wing, including
Psrsons personaly solidly
voted  for  White, giving
Thorneit  victory by 77
votes to 64.

Recause the elections
were given national cover-
ape by the media, mitlions
of readers of the national
press  saw  reports  that
““Frotskyist”"  Alan  Thor-
nett had defeated ' moder-
atc  challenger’” Tom

“White.

Thonett's victory at the
branch was followed two
vears later in December
1977 with & complete
victory for the left in the
convenor and  deputy
convenor elections Fryer
was re-elected coavenor,
Promptly Jack Jones and
the TGWU  bureaucracy,
who had originally installed
Parsons, laid trumped up
charges in a move o expel
the new leadership from

the union and put the-

defeated Parsons back in
control.

~ Nine  stewards—includ-
ing  Tom  White —were
charged. One of the
reasons  White was  in-
¢luded was because he
haid been elected a5 a mem-
ber of the 5/293 commit-
tee and most of the charges
were based on  articles
written in the 5/293 Branch
Report  which was  pub-
lished in the plant at the
time by the branch commit-
tee.

By March 1980 it lookea
as if the victimisation would
sucveed. Jack Jones and
the bureaucrats in Region
5. were ‘absolutely deter-
mined. two  kangaroo-
courts had been carried

vut. the defendents found .

predictably  gruilty”  and
the senfences announced.

The only problem was
the support the nine had
amongst the membership
11t the plant and the hroad
campaign which had devel-
aped throughout the
TGWU including a success-
ful conference in defence of
the nine —which the WRP
refused 1o support.

Then, at the most crucial
point of the struggle., Tom
White wrote a letier to the
TGWU officials resigning

from the branch committee

and denouncing the other

eight as guilty e charged!
He fully accepted that

. the Branch News articles
- were contrary to rule ii,

under which the nine were
charged and abso}ved him-
self by saying he had been
fuced with a built-in maj-
ority on the committee!

Such a treacherous and
cowardly letter could only
be intended to get Thornett
and the others expelled
from the union and there-
fore sacked from the plant.

Before the Newsline
Lalks about ‘‘dangersus
precedents’’ they should
comment on the precedent
involved in White's letler.
Antd before they criticise
Fryer for aliowing manage-
ment to censor his letter
they should say why they
approved of TGWU bureau-
cratd censoring publica-
tions like Branch News by
the use of rule 11?

White's letter was the
result of a decision taken at
the highest level in the
WRP. It was designed o
use the right wing TGWU
leacdership and BL manage-
ment to eliminate those
with whom they disagree.

Fortunately they failed.
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A welter
of evasion

TEIS WEEK'S ‘Socialist Organiser’ carries a
long. a veryv long. ‘account’ of events which
are alleged io have taken place in the BL
factory at Cowley, Oxiord.

It purports to demonstirate that the Work-
ers Revolutionary Pa::yv supports the right-
wing in the factory'! CWRP record of support
for right wing". *‘Socialist Organiser’, Febru-
ary 1&, 1982

The author of this slanderous nor -:nse is
one ‘Bill Peters’.

After all the convoluted story-telling,
there is just one thing that the author forgets
to mention: that ‘Biill Peters', better known
as Mr Alan Thornett, is supporting Mr Bob
Frver in the election for convenor.

This is carefully omitted because to make
a public admission of this would politically
expose them in front of Cowley workers and
the trade union movement at large.

Mr Frver. who is being opposed by deputy
senior shop steward Tom White. recently
sent out a circular Jetter 1o the membership
after it had been brutallv censored by
management.

Without a whimper of protest from Mr
Fryer. the letter was distributed. It was a
major concession to the management and
undermined the independence of trade un-
ion shop stewards Lo communicate direct
with the membership without company in-
terference.

If Mr Fryer is willing to submit to the
company censor with such ease now. what
will it be like if he manages to hold onto the
convenor's job after the election? ,

Thornett's ‘Socialist Challenge™ has given
him total conlidence. But when the leader-
ship contest goes to ballot. the Cowley
workers may well decide otherwise.

| |



TWO replies in Gerry Healy'™s

PAGE 2 The News Line Monday February 22, 1982

Labourite

THE ‘Soctalist Organiser’ is a
weekly paper specially caterin
for such people as the lecft an
right-wing members of the Oxford
Labour Purty,

Recently, atmest an enlire paﬁe
was given to one ‘Bill Peters” who
concocied a set of distortions about
the history of British Lcyland's
Cowley plant at Oxford.

C“Bill Peters’ is none other than
Mr Alan Thornet! who has applied
to join the Oxford Lahour Party so
that he can be near his 'old ma‘e’
Bob Fryer, who has been accepted
as an cstermed and respecled
member by that party.

The arlicle calls the Workers
Revolutionary Party a right-wing

arty. when everyhody knows that
it would be hard to f{ind a more
discredited right-wing body than
the Oxford Labour Parly.

The importance of the article is
not in what it says bul in what it
doesn’t say.

LRI

It omits, for example, {0 mention
that its publicalion is timed for the
election to decide the Cowley con-
venorship.

This is a malter of excruciatin
importance to the aforementione
‘Bill {Thornett) Peters’ whose man
in the election is Labourite Bob
Fryer, the curren! convenor,
though he does not admit it in the
article.

This Is because of Mr Fryer’s
recent unforiunate behayviour in
the faetory.

He allowed the maoagement to
censor ah important lelter from
the stewards 1o their members in
the factory. Whole paragraphs
were dropped and others were
rephrased in a form more acceept-
able to BL top brass.

It grossly violated the stewards’

OGS
NN

-scratching

right io communicate freely on
trade union maiters with union
members.

This capitulation, repoarted in
News Line on Tuesday, February
9, is completely ignored by ‘Social-
ist Organiser’. Instead, Mr Fryer
is fraudulently presented as the
champion of workers’ rights at
Cowley!

And ‘Bill (Thornett) Peters’
hopes he can get Boh Fryer elected
to carry on the kind of work so
much appreciated hy the Cowlcy
BL management.

In return, Thornett hopes thal
Fryer will persuade the right-wing
Oxford Labour I’arly to accept
Thornett a5 a loyal member, which
he certainly witl be.

Cowley workers will soon have
their own opportunity fo give a
verdict on Mt Fryer so the maiter
can be lef{ in their hands.

As for Thornett, he is just lyinj
about the WRP as usualj,u yink

Socialist Organiser, Thursday February 25, 1982 Page 15

Newsline attempt to refute SO

was upposed by the work- that Tom

White will be

Labour Party. it shouid Ge

and Tom White's Newsline
{Saturday 20th and Moenday
32nd) have cunspicucusty
failed 10 answer orF even to
refer to any of the questions
that I raised in last week's
Sogialist Organiser.

Since them Tom White
has been nominated as a
candidate in the eleetion for
the TGWU convenor of the
Cowley Assembly Plant.

In response o 4 camp-
sign in Newsline against the
current convenor, Bob Iry-
er. 1 pused fous questions
from Tom White's record in
the plant, showing that he i
i e posttion e CHItCie
Iryer.

1. Fhat Tom White stood
for clection far the participa-
tion conunitices in 1975 an
setton which was Jdelended
by Workers Press tforerunnet
of Newsline).

Y Ehat lom White and
Newsline suppoited o joint
managenwentf  participation
inquisy into productivily on
the Princess truck  (which

Force. and ked to the victim-
isation of 2 young Asian
worker),

3 That Tom Whiic was
on Repg Parsons’ (extbuon
fight  wing)  recommeaded!
list of deputy convenors for
the December 1975 plant
clections.

4. That Tom Whue
resigned  from  the 5,291
branch committee during the
campaign  to  delend  the
Cowley 9. and wrole w The

TGWU officialy denouncing
the other 8 as being puilty of
breach of rule.

The Newsline has nothing
o say aboul these four ser-
ious allegations against the
WRP's candidate for von-
venor of the plant.

In tact, the embarrassing-
ly weak reply {seprinted
insct) is the best proof that
Heuly and White have no
answer at all.

Saturday’s article says no
more except to confirm (in
advanee of the rominations)

standing.

Healy is reduced to a fow
fatwous and (aclually wrong
points  ubout  the  Osford
Labuour Party, like Hw assert-
ion that Afan Thorett Bas
applicd o jvin i T The
Oxford Labour Party would
be the tirel to condirm that
no suech
over been made. Nob tha
Akin Thomett has much
choive i the mancs, given
the  atmosphere o L
Oniord paity 0 the reveit
petiod.

The dett has been Ughtie:
far  the  reinststement ’
those expelied or biocked by
the right wing, The WRE has
never been pat of that tight,
The sectarian stanee of 1he
WRP  mcans  that  awither
Heals nor White have e

shightest idea what iy zoing
on inside the Ovtord | abowm
Pasty o amy ol Labow
Party. L
1€ Healy wanis Lo Criivise
I'eyer’s invalvement i the

applicarion has -

from the point of view of
what Fryer does, what poli-
cies he supposts, pot that he

_is @ member!

Hoaly' should drop the
smokesgreen and answer the
questions 1 have raised,

In fact, much more coudd
be said sbout Tom White's
record, since his record be-
comes ast dssue now bhe s
aspiving to the leadership of
the plant,

Fop eaample: last vear

the WRP distributed a leallat
in the Assembly Plant which
implied  that Alsp Thorett
wias working i the plant o
an agent of Scvotland Yard.
Tom While at 1irst ey pressed
jesenvations ubost the feal-
fet. but was then puiled into
tine and began detending it
Ir Healh ix prepared o
sink 1o Jics o7 that sort about
other people. he should not
object when some of the
truth begins o be told sbout
Tom Whie,
BiILL P TERS
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COMMENT

Leyland

workers
at decisive
turning point

MASS UNEMPLOYMENT and relent-
less Tory attacks on living standards
has created a mood of deep anxiety and
apprehension in the working class. This
uncertainty has been fuelled by the
cowardly retreats of the trade union
leaders in the face of this Tory class
war offensive.

At the same time the Labour Party
has been irreparably split by the right
wing while the fake °‘lefts’ have no
policy to fight either the Tories or the
right wing at the top of the party.

This has led to a vacuum in working-
class ieadership which is almost with-
out precedent in working-class history.
Reformism cannot answer the fun-
damental problems facing the working
class in terms of saving jobs, protecting
wages and conditions or defending
basic democratic rights.

The whole character of the wages and
jobs struggle has been altered by the
onset of the world slump and Tory-
inspired mass unemgloyment. Purely
trade union struggle has proved that it
is unable to save a single job or to meet
the political attack of the Thatcher
government.

This was painfully demonstrated in
the struggle at Leyland Vehicles Li-
mited’s bus and truck division where
Sir Michael Edwardes demanded the
sacking of 4,000 workers. After pro-
longed resistance at factory level, the
union leaders imposed a return to work
at Leyland in Lancashire which led to a
collapse at Bathgate in Scotland.

Further evidence of the mood in the
working class can be found in the De-
partment of Employment’s statistics of
days. lost through strikes since the
Tories came to power in 1979.

The number of days lost through
industrial action in 1979 was 29,474,000,
in 1980 it was 11,964,000 and last year
the total was 4,196,000. The 1981 figure
was the lowest in 15 years and was less
than a third of the annual average of
13,000,000 for the past 10 years.

The revisionists conclude from this
downturn in industrial struggles that
the working class has been defeated.
They throw up their hands in despair
and declare that the Tories are In-
vincible.

T:c Workers Revolutionary Party
totally rejects the pessimistic and im-
pressionistic conclusions of the middle-
class revisionist groups. We remain
proiundly confident in the power and
strength of the working class as the
only progressive force in society qnd in
the revolutionary role it will play in the
overrow of capitalism and the estab-
lish.::cat of a socialist Britain.

This perspective arises from our
Marxist analysis of the death agony of
the -apitalist system and the complete
banxruptcy, parasitism and historical
outmodedness of British capitalism.

What we are in fact witnessing today
is t* working class in transition. While
the .ories are gloating about their
apparent ‘victories’, the decisive strug-

gles are still in front. The working class
is being pushed and shoved into a
corner by arrogant Tory ministers,
High Court judges, police chiefs, news-
paper barons, bank managers and
tyrannical employers.

The situation is building up for a
shock followed by a class explosion.

It is against this background that a
crucial ballot was held this week for the
convenorship of the BL plant at Cowley,
Oxford. Mr Bob Fryer was re-elected
by a clear majority over the right-wing
candidate Frank Corti and Tom White
of the Workers Revolutionary Party.

White’s decision to oppose Fryer was
completely principled and correct. He
stood in order to expose the collabor-
ationist policy being pursued by Fryer
with the BL management.

The vote for Fryer does not express
any confidence in his leadership, but
reflect the hesitations that are present
in the working class as they face the
most momentous struggles in their his-
tory.

What is absolutely certain is that BL
management will now press their
attack against Cowley workers and that
Fryer will be tested in the fight against
Edwardes’ plans to smash trade union-
ism in the combine.

We are not very hopeful. Recently he
allowed management to censor a letter
which he sent out to the factory mem-
bership. A convenor who allows the
company to edit letters to the unions is
not going to lead a fight against victi-
misations, job cuts or attacks on work-
ing conditions -and wages.

BL workers should be given an im-
mediate warning of the opportunism of
the Thornett group in the plant. It
defended Fryer over the management-
censored document and backed him te
the hilt against White in the election.

This is a group which knows only too
well Fryer’s record of retreats in the
plant over the past two years. Its argu-
ment for backing him is based upon a
recent meeting in which Fryer said that
he would ‘reform’ himself. In the com-
ing weeks the Thornett group could well
rue the day that it sowed the seeds of its
own unprincipled destruction.

But this group is capable of any
opportunist amalgam because its sole
motive since its formation in 1974 has
been hatred of the Workers Revolution-
ary Party.

In the coming weeks BL workers will
have every opportunity to test out the
leadership of Fryer and his hangers-on
from the Thornett group. They can be
assured in advance that the Workers
Revolutionary Party will stand shoul-
der-to-shoulder with them through ev-
ery struggle in which they engage.

We invite BL workers in Cowley to
attend the national conference of the All
Trades Unions Alliance, the WRP’s
industrial departmept, in Birmingham
on Sunday, April 4, find to join the WRP
as the central step in the fight for
revolutionary leadership in BL.




Left-wing vic
in Cowley election

BOB I'RYER was re-elected
TGWL convenor of the BL
Cowley Assembly Plant last
Wednesday. Fryer received
710 votes in the secret ballot
lield in the plant. .

The right wing candidafé.
[‘'rank Cortt received 216
votes and Tom White of the
Workers Revolutionary Party
received 129 votes in a 45%
poll of TGWU membess,
{The pall was slightly below
average - its size reduced
by the strict administration
ol the ballot which required
attendance at a polling
station at an appointed time
and the production of a
cuirent contribution card).

Despite White'’s position
as a leading member of
Gerry Heuly’s Workers Revo-
wtionary Party, the result
was un important victory for
the left. it represents the
biggest majority for the left
candidate in the convenors
clections in the plant sincy
the secret ballot was intro-
duced in 1974 in order to
remove the left leadership
and install the right wing.

The WRP’s daily news-
paper ‘Newsline’ has
struggied to cover Tom
White's humiligting deicat,
since in previous elections he
has topped the pall for tie
deputy convenor positions
and WRP members have
been led to believe that he
was about o win this elec-
tion for convenor.,

Thursday’s *‘Newsline”

dacked  the issue, simply
printing a few abscure words
reposting T'zyer's victory and
noting that Tom White got
over 120 votes™.
. On Urday. Healy recov-
ered himself and produced a
lengshy “theoreticud™ ration-
slisation o White's defeat
fur  the  coasumption  of
bewildered WRP  muembers
twho may bave pot hold of
the voting firuresy.

Fryer’s viclosy., he <aid,
“reprosents  the  hesitations
that  are apparcent i the
woiking class as they fuce
the maost nomentous
struggies in their history,™

(Stil no voting figures
are given  this time Iryer
is said to have won by a
“clear majority™),

To blame the workforee
and poiat 6 Besitytior s
wrone  flom | every  stand-
pomi. The seulily i thn

tollowing repeated sell-outs, .

BL workers are fooking for
firm leadership. But this
aspiration does not Iead
them 10 vote for Tom White.

Far from i, The fact is
that White has worked jony
and hard to develop a bave
amongst right wing activists
in the plant. He has hecome
insepasable trom a number
of leading right wing stew-
ards and ex-stewards who
were ardent and loyal sup-
porters of Reg Parsons and
active supporters of the
witch-hunting of the Cowley
9in 19773.

Both camps

These¢ pcople  openly
campaigned for him through-
out the election. White,
therefore, was tiying to do
what he had  successfully
achieved in the past in the
depury cievtions - draw
votes froni Dot vashps.

He waated o pull & sub-
stantial  part ol the right
wing vole end at the same
time pwk up votes [
militant: whe have been
alicnated 1vom Peyer by the
bad positions he has taken
on a narther of ssues in the
past yeo

1o Lo vent, things went
very diffcrently. The night
wing  ORMO  campaign
{Organisation  Representing
Moderate Opinion) buacked
Cottt. And the impurtance
of the conveaor position
brought the spotlight on
White  which  had oot
happened before,

The right wing ensured
that his membership of the
WRP, nomudly kept oug of
sinitt Ry s pobhcity . AL

the <nn st I UON Wos
dromen o VR appdhine
recornd e lant which

vrevenivd iy TRt TeCeiv-
ipr wny suppaert i alt from
et activists cimaonest  the
stewaidls.

{The only iel't support he
received was from the SWP
who mass eafleted the plaat
on the day before the bullot
with o ikeatler which could

only he interpreted as heavy
support for White .y

As & resuit, he lost the
lefi vote and the bard right
wing swung to Corti.

Soctulist Organiset
published tous sertous alle-
gations aguinst Tom White
which are documented and
ircfutatie fund which the
SWP shouald think about},

1) That Tom White stood
tor vleerion for Hie participa-
tion committces iy 1973
an action which was Jefen-
ded hy Workers Press, fore-
runuiel vl the Newsline,

23 That Tom White and
Newsline <upported a joint
inumitgement/participation
inquiry into productivity, on
the Princess rrack which was
apposed by the workfloree
and fed to the victimigation
of a young Asisn worker,

3} That Tom White was
on Reg Parsons’ recommen-
ded Tist of deputy convenors
Toe clections in Degsimber
1975,

47 That Tom White
cesizned  from  the 57292
Bramch  Committer  during
the campaign to delend the
Cowley 9 und wrote 1o
TOWL officials denouncing
the other 8 as being guilty o
breach of the mtes.
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ctory

by Bili
Peters

Newsline has failed to
mention, et atone answer
a single one of these aliega-
tions apainst somebody they
have acknowledged since the
elections is a WRP candidate.

Newsline simply §aid that
the Sacialist Organiver_ .afle-
gations were jies. But they
didn't reveal to their readers
who ure strongly discouraged
froin reading the press of
other movements, the
content of these “tes™.

The only aspeet of the
SO artle referred to by
Newsline was a claim ihat
$O supported Prver's
ectrion to allow  munage-
ment to ¢ensor his letier 1o
the mumbers, somce weeks
earlier.

SO reuders will kpow
that in fact the main SO
article  on  Uebsuasy 3K
roundly condemned Fryer
for that incident.

SO supporters will con-
tinuc to give critical suppot!
to Bob I'ryer, as long as Iw
is prepared to offer a prin-
cipled resistance o the
offensive of BL manuge-
ment.

They certuinly will not
SUpport aryond as vnprineip-
led as Tam White,




