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PAT WALL, selected as parliamentary candidate by Bradford
North Labour Party, is under assault from the Tory press and
the Labour leadership for a speech saying that a Labour

government should sweep awa

y the House of Lords, the

monarchy, and the top figures of the army, police and civil
service. By some strange twist of logic, a challenge to these
unelected, undemocratic centres of capitalist power becomes
a challenge to democracy. But what-does the. Labour leader-
ship’s reaction mean for the prospects for a future Labour

government?

THE predictable media out-
burst against Pat Wall and
the continued witch-hunting
of Militant and left activists
throughout the party
demonstrates not just the
paranoia of the press but the
naivety of the leadership.

The vicious reaction of
the Tory government and
their extra-parliamentary
allies in the judiciary to the
GLC proposals to merely
reduce public transport fares
demonstrates what is in store
for Labour councils to be
elected this May on radical
programmes.

It also demonstrates that
the next Labour government
is going to face tremendous
pressure from the judiciary,
from the City and the milit-
ary to drop, weaken and
abandon the policies that the
party has adopted.

The tragedy in all this is
the blindness of the Labour
leadership to the realities of
‘power in this country. Does
Michael Foot really think
that a Labour government
can withdraw from the EEC
and nationalise major com-
panies without the City try-
ing to destabilise  that
government?

Do the parliamentary
leadership really believe that
we can unilaterally disarm
without tremendous opposi-
tion from the military high
command?

Or do they in fact have
no intention of pushing
ahead with Labour Confer-
ence policy commitments?

Disarm

The failure of the leader-
ship to be prepared to cam-
paign on the issue of the
power of a Labour govern-

‘ ment means that they are

disarming the labour move-
ment and preparing us for
the defeat and retreat that
characterised the Wilson and

WPat Wall

Genergl Kitson

Callaghan governments when
confronted with extra-parlia-
mentary opposition from the
City, the military and the
Pentagon.

The hysterical reaction
of Michael Foot to Pete
Tatchell’s ‘Briefing’ article
and his preparedness to use
the media to attack Labour
activists is a disgrace.

Party members have a
right to know why Michael
Foot and his cohorts are so

“The whole business is an
attempt to undo the idea of
re-selection, So far objec-
tions have only been raised
where -standing MPs have
been de-selected. If you
can’t de-select MPs, there’s
no point in having reselec-
tion.”

Pat Wall

keen on defending Ben IFord,
whose record of collabora-
tion with right wing dictator-

ships is well documented; or
of Bob Mellish who is ending
his right wing career by
accepting a post in the Dock-
lands Development Corpora-
tion to play his part in the
destruction of working class
communities.

The Labour leadership of
Southwark has been com-
pletely discredited — why
are they being supported?

Pat  Wall quite rightly
pointed out that a Labour
government committed to a
socialist programme  will
come under attack, and
quite possibly under violent
attack, from the forces of
the establishment.

Unprepared
The poverty of inner city
areas, the rising unemploy-
ment and increased military

spending  can only be
reversed by a- socialist
government. If that govern-

ment gains power by a series
of retreats and compromises
to appease their self-perceiv-

YES! SWEEP TH

ed media image it will be
totally unprepared for the
great tasks that will face it.

“With or without the article
in the Sunday Times, we
expected a re-run of the
selection and I’'m glad to
have the opportunity to
bury the myth that Ford was
in some way cheated in the
previous selection meeting.
I’'m absolutely confident
that Pat Wall will win the
re-run.”
Ronnie Fieldhouse,
chair, Bradford North CLP

Pat Wall is being witch-
hunted as a threat to dem-
ocracy. But what is Ben
Ford’s record as a demo-
crat?

1966: Heavily criticised
for accepting. an invitation
to visit Spanish dictator
Franco.

1973: Attended London
banquet for Portuguese
dictator Caetano. On the
following day, he joined
with Reginald Paget in
abstaining from a Labour
vote condemning the visit.

1976: The state visit of
Ernesto Geisel from Brazil.

hour supports

Sat

Ford: fascists’

friend

The NEC called for a can-
cellation of the visit.

Ford drew up a counter-
motion which commended
Geisel’s moves to ‘stren-
gthen Brazil’s parliament-

ary institutions’ and got
86  signatures, mostly
Tory.

At the present: a mem-
ber of the all-party group
on Namibia, an apologist
for the Namibian regime
and for South Africa’s
role in Namibia.
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CUTS WILL BE CENTRALTO
SCOTS LABOUR CONFERENCE

by Stan Crooke

THE debate on local
government cuts will be
among the liveliest at the’
Labour ~Party  Scottish
Council annual confer-
ence opening on March 12
in Perth.

Motions from Ca heart
West Renfrewshire, -
and Pollok CLPs, differ in
details but propose: no
cuts, no rent/rate in-
creases, and  publicity
campaigns, demonstra-
tions and strike action
against the Tories.

After last year’s confer-
ence, a mis-named ‘council
of war’, with represen-
tatives from the Scottish
TUC, the Scottish Labour
Party, and Labour Groups,
was established, allegedly
to fight the cuts. In prac-
tice, it did nothing at all.

This year there are nine
motions which do no more
than place demands on the
next Labour government
and/or call for ‘‘United and
effectivé resistance’’ . to
the Tories’ attacks — with-
out saying what this should
consist of.

Savage cuts in spending
have already been imple-
mented by Labour councils.
Rejection of the three no-

cuts motions would mean a .

continuation of that shame-
ful record.

They -are weakened,
_however, by amendments
proposed from North Edin-
burgh CLP and Lothian

Region  Labour  Party,
which advocate majority
opposition by Labour
Groups as an alterna-

tive to making cuts. This
is likely to emphasise
manoeuvres in the council
chamber rather than a
real confrontation with the
Tories.

Motions on Labour Party
democracy — less numer-
ous this year than resolu-
tions directly on the Tory

attacks — also focus on
local government.

At last year’s conference
Alex Kitson, conference
chairperson, fought tooth
and nail to ensure the
defeat of motions demand-
ing accountability of Labour
Groups. A repeat per-
formance from Kitson or
others, can be expected
this year to head off the
motions from Glasgow
District Party, West
Lothian CLP and West
Dunbartonshire CLP.

These motions call for
such measures as: annual
election of Group or Com-
mittee chairpersons by
joint Group/Party meet-
ings; implementation of
measures promised in
election manifesto; minutes
of Group meetings and vot-
ing records of the mem-
bers to be available to the

local Party; annual policy

" passed ‘on an 18.2%

Scottish TUC: unions need to mobilise against cuts

. motion

SOCIRLISM 1S NOT FOR €

&

BRIEFING AGAINST THE WITCH HUNT.
5p per copy, plus 11'p postage, or 20 copies for £1
post free, from Ann Matthews, c/o Bermondsey

Labour Party, 133 Lower Rd., London SE16.
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Bradford jacks up rates and rents

BRADFORD Council’s con-
trolling ~Labour . Group
I rate
increase and a rent increase
of £2.27 per week to Brad-
ford workers last week.

The budget was narrowly:
carried with only three

" Labour councillors abstain-

ing and so refusing to
endorse the increases.

conferences to discuss and
update policies.

There is also a dangerous
amendment from AUEW-
TASS to an East Edin-
burgh CLP motion. The
amendment seeks to delete
the final paragraphs of the
which  demand
implementation of party
policy by a Labour govern-
ment but defend the right
of groups such as ‘Milit-
ant’ to campaign for their
own ideas in the party,-and
replace them with a state-
ment of how imperative it is
that ‘‘Party policy is imple-
mented by Labour govern-
ment and supported fully in
opposition.”’ -

Shopping list .

Given what it aims to
delete, the amendment is
aimed not against the likes
of Dennis Healey but
against the rank and file
Left.

There are 27 motions on
public ownership, but they
read like a shopping list of
what the next Labour
government should nation-
re-nationalise:
British National Oil Cor-

poration, British Gas, the .

entire energy industry,
banks, friendly societies,
insurance companies,

building societies. salmon
fisheries. land.
all forms of transport. and,
of course. “'the top two
hundred monopolies
which dominate 85% of our
_economy.”’

They differ on compen-
sation. _

Eight motions are
against any compensation,
four are the Militant
tendency’s formula of
compensation only on the
basis of proven need, eight
leave the question open,
and a motion from Gallo-
way CLP argues that it
should be on the basis that
profits acquired in the priv-

forestry,’

Two turther councillors,
who had originally signed a
letter opposing increases,

caved in following a-meeting

with the group leadership
four days before the vote.
Six prospective councillors
also supported the letter
along with Bradford North
Constituency  Labour Party,
four Ward Parties, the secre-

R

ate these

operation of
assets will be recovered.”’

Two motions clearly
coming from Militant -sup-
porters, call for workers’
control and management;
one motion talks of ‘com-
munity control’ of national-
ised salmon fisheries;
the other motions are silent
and therefore presumably
accept the present form of
administration of national-
ised industries.

“No compensation’’
should be supported, as
the best policy against the
profiteers now snapping
up hived-off industries.

But even ‘‘nationalisa-
tion under workers’ control
and management’’ is
inadequate on the issue of
control, implying a bureau-
cratic concept of ‘‘social-
ism'’ as something bes-
towed from above by a
benevolent labour govern-
ment, -after nationalis-
ation.

The worst aspect of all
the motions on public
ownership is the absence of
proposals for a campaign

right now against the
Tories' plans for privatisa-
tion. Only one motion,
from Kirkcaldy CLP

refers even vaguely to tae
immediate need for strug-
gle, by ‘encouraging’’
the Labour Party Scottish
Council to do everything in
its power to stop this move
hy the Torv government.

Waiting
The 15 motions on train-
ing and youth employment
do mostly demand immed-
iate campaigning, rather
than waiting for the next
Labour government. ~
They condemn YOP
schemes and the Tories’
proposals for making them
worse than ever.
But the  section on
‘Industry and economic
policy’ might more appro-

taries of four tenants’ associ-
ations and Pat Wall as pros-
pective parliamentary candi-
date for Bradford North.
The right. wing leadership
of the labour group have
already begun a concerted
attack on the socialist coun-
cillors. Using their control of
the Executive of Bradford
South Constituency - they

priately be entitled:
“*Nationalism and the
Alternative Economic
strategy’’.

The next Labour govern-
ment is repeatedly urged to
throw up the Dbarriers
around Britain and estab-
lish a sort- of island of
socialism in the midst of a
capitalist Europe.

And this is seen prim-
arily, if not completely, in
terms of legislation passed
in Parliament. The working
class will remain passive
recipients of reforms,
bestowed from above.

And the motions fail
completely to relate the
blueprints for tomorrow
to the class struggle .of
today.

Liveliest

An amendment from the

Union of Communica-
tion Workers to a motion
from AUEW —TASS

will provoke the liveliest
debate in this section.
The original motion is a
clear statement of oppos-
ition to wage controls,
whilst the UCW amend-
ment seeks to add: . . .
but recognises the need for
a national economic assess-
ment between the trade
unions and Labour govern-
ment."’ .

They can only mean a
new social contract,
another pledge by union
leaders to keep  down their
members “wage demands.

The three other topics
most likely to put some
life into the proceedings
are defence, Ireland and

Poland.
Some motions call for
unilateral  disarmament:

one from the Co-op calls
for ‘‘progressive nuclear
disarmament’’ and one
from the AUEW (Construe-
tion Section)
“‘world disarmament’’.

calls - for

have sent a letter to the Dis-
trict Party calling for the de-
selection of Alex Corina, one
of the three socialist coun-
cillors who faces election in
May. ’
Bradford North GMC
Executive have made clear
their intention to appeal
against any District decision
which .goes against Corina.

But East Dunbartonshire

CLP demands immediate

withdrawal from NATO,
and Roxburgh, Selkirk and
Peebles CLP states that
unilateral disarmament
~should ‘‘have absolute
priority over commitment
to 'NATO, and over the
principle of  continued
membership of NATO.”
These will clearly be vital
to put teeth into the de-
mand for unilateral dis-
armament. But perhaps
even more worrying for
the cold warriors in the
Labour Party, is a motion
from Berwick and East

. Lothian CLP. The motion

calls for ‘‘support to any
local authority or organised.
group which tries to
prevent their installation

. . the Party should con-
sult with the STUC with the
aim of denying the avail-
ability of trade union labour
which will be necessary for
the preparation of the
military sites involved.’”’

A motion like this will
show up clearly who is
ready to fight actively
against the siting of such
missile sites in Scotland, as
opposed to those who want
no more than good inten-
tions for the next Labour
government.

Four motions and two
amendments have been
submitted on . ireland.
Two of the motions, from
Edinburgh District labour
Party and North Edin-
burgh CLP, call on the next
Labour government to
withdraw the troops from
Ireland.

Only two motions and
one amendment deal with
Poland. But sharp dis-
putes on this issue have
begun even before the start
of the conference.

The Labour Party Scot-
tish Council has turned
down a request from the
Solidarity Trade Union
Working Group for frater-
nal/sororai delegates  to
be invited from among the
exiled Polish trade union-
ists in Britain. On the same
excuse of ‘lack of time’,
the Labour Co-ordinating
Committee is not prepared
to have a Solidarnosc
speaker on the platform of
its fringe meeting.

One of the motions sub-
mitted on Poland is from
the EETPU. The anti-
Solidarnosc element in the

'Scottish Labour Party will

no doubt latch onto this as
‘proof’ that Solidarnosc is
a right wing plot to under-
mine socialism in Poland.
Delegates should reject
such  subterfuges,
come out clearly in favour
of the motion and amend-
ment from Cathcart CLP
which  spells out con-
cretely the kind of sup-
port needed to back the

Polish workers' struggle:
demonstrations, labour
movement delegations,

material support, breaking
off links with the state-
run  ‘trade unions’ in
Poland.

) against

and

The  three councillors
plus the prospective council-
lors who. signed the anti-
cuts letter are to meet to dis-
cuss to publicly campaign
for a ‘no cuts/ho rent or rate -
increase’ position over the':
next year and to organise to
support rent protests and
cuts fights. :
A public call for action”
rent . and = rate:’
increases has been made and ~.
a public meeting has been-.
called on the Buttershaw
Estate at Buttershaw Middle
School on Monday 15 March
at 7.30pm. Councillors and
prospective candidates will
speak.  Councillor  Alex
Corina told Socialist
Organiser: “I cannot support
cuts of this magnitude in
living standards for working,
class people. 1 hope that
council tenants and rate-
payers in Buttershaw will
support this meeting.”

If working people in
Bradford are not to be
forced to shoulder Tory cuts
then clearly some of the
strength shown in the Brad-
ford Labour Party around
the rejection of sitting MP
Ben Ford must be turned
towards the issue of local
government. Left councillors
must give clear, consistent
leadership -in a fight to
remove the right wing from
the Labour Group and
mobilise the labour move-
ment to confront this Tory
government.

Barry Turner

Star —
raps
Wall

THE whole left reacted
angrily to the Sunday Times
witch-hunt of Pat Wall —
except the Communist’
Party’s Morning Star.

“His words will cause
concern to many people on

the left . . .7, “ultraleft
rhetoric™, “conspiratorial
and elitist” — that was the
Morning - Star comment

(Monday 8th) on Wall and
the Militant tendency.

The best they could say
in defence of Wall was: “The
elitism of entrist groups will
not be overcome by a witch
hunt”.

“Ultra-left rhetoric”? On
the contrary, Wall stressed
that in his view the replace-
ment of the present Tory-
dominated capitalist state
machine by a working class
system could all be done
peacefully, provided Parlia-
ment were bold enough. The
question, surely, is whether
Wall’s view does not gloss
over the need for the work-
ing class to organise and
equip itself to meet right
wing violence, without rely-
ing on Parliament.

Is Wall “ultra-left”
because he challenges the
view that the permanent
state power of the bosses is
untouchable? The Morning
Star argues that the state
apparatus must be ‘trans-
formed® — but gradually.
(As if the bosses will peace-
fully tolerate their armed
might being dismantled bit
by bit!)

So when the right wing is
on the rampage against
Marxists, the CP soon dis-
covers that its Marxism is
something gradual, for the
future, and above all not for
now!




New! From the firm that brought you the “Fair
Rents” Act and the “Employment” Act comes Sir
Geoffrey Howe’s * ‘People’s Budget™. -

Of course some people do benefit from the
budget. A man on £40,000 a year for instance —
(why is it always men who get such salaries?) — will
be over £800 better off as a result of Sir Geoffrey’s
hand-out.

This may give such a man added “incentive” — to

carry forward the policies of rationalisation and -

imposition of speed-up being pursued by British
capitalism. Or it may just give him the cash to blow
on a few days’ luxurious holiday.

On the other hand Sir Geoffrey’s package leaves
single people earning between £120 and £240 a week
worse off. Married couples on average earnings gain
around 60p per week after the new increases in
national insurance are taken into account.

This is indeed 2 mighty incentive for all of us.
And Sir Geoffrey has offered so many ways for us to
spend our 60p. We could use it to defray the
increased cost of 7 gallons of petrol, of 12 packets of
cigarettes or 30 pints of beer. Alternatively we could
put it towards our soaring rents, our rates bills — or,
if we live in London we could blow the whole lot in

one go paying for one of Lord Denning’s special
iricreased fares on London Transport.

Mind you, the same 60p per week has also to pay
the forthcoming rise in electricity and gas bills — and
make up for the drop in living standards as our wages
lag further and further behind inflation.

For the unemployed, low paid and pensioners
there are similarly generous “incentives”. Dole goes
up to a princely £25 for a single person, pensions
up to £32.85 — significantly less in real terms than
two years ago. o

And the enterprising Tory cabinet has alloca-
ted £150,000,000 for a new cosmetic scheme to
force 100,000 unemployed off the register into
temporary jobs paying only dole money and “‘expen-
ses”. But we can be sure that by the time these vic-
tims have paid for fares and meals they will be worse
off than on the dole — and subjected to savage
exploitation into the bargain.

The “people” Sir Geoffrey is aiming at — the top
crust of the middle class and the big employers — are
already doing very nicely from three years of Tory
rule.

The level of tax on top earnings has fallen dram-
atically while the low paid are being screwed for

owe’s “‘People’s Budget”

more. Most big firms continue to pay virtually no
tax at all on their profits.

Now the budget has given industrialists another
£1,000 million hand out by cutting the National
Insurance surcharge, and reprieved them from
increases in gas and electricity prices. N

The banks — who make profits in a recession as
well as during ‘boom’ years — are notching up
increased takings.

The speculators have had a field day with the
bargain basement sale of Amersham International
and other ‘hived off’ property and concerns, and are
licking their lips expecting to make a killing on the
sale of BNOC. !

The warmongers — despite occasional squeals
from naval dockyards — are doing fine, with soar-
ixllg x;li]jtary spending (£14,000 million this year
alone).

The judges have got their teeth firmly into the
trade union and labour movement; hospital consul-
tants are cashing in on opportunities for private gain
opened up by the NHS cuts; and of course the
Queen is doing nicely with a £280,000 hand-out
with more to her entourage of spongers.

But for the vast majority of people — working
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class men and women, the Budget means simply
more misery and fhore exploitation.

Ironically, in 1909 the original “‘People’s Budget™
of Lloyd George and the Liberal Party proposed
steeply to raise income tax for the rich in order to
pay for old age pensions, introduced that year.

These measures — brought in under pressure from
a militant, menacing labour movement, in a frantic
effort to steer it away from socialism — caused a
two-year constitutional -crisis when the House of
Lords blocked them.

We are still of course saddled with the House of
Ib,,ords — and with the Liberal Party and its SDP boot

0ys.

Yet Labour’s right wing today concentrates its
venom against socialists who stress the impossibility
of overthrowing capitalism through peaceful Parlia-
mentary reform.

And their idle utopian fantasies of £9 billion
reflation schemes coupled with wage controls do
nothing to prepare the labour movement to fight the
Tory attack. g

The people’s answer to Howe’s “People’s
Budget” requires first that we ditch the people who
speak in our name, and build a leadership that will
struggle for a workers’ government.

TORY CLASS
WAR MOVES

The Tories are not content
with putting anti-union laws
on the books. They are also
mobilising the physical force
to suppress resistance.

Last week a new ‘Home
Service Force’ was
announced, to. supplément
the Special Patrol Groups,
Tactical Aid Groups and
regular army and police.

This force, made up of
4,500 people with regular
armed service experience, is
designed for ‘““our times of

by Patrick Spilling

TODAY Socialist Organiser
exposes the true nature of
the hard core right wing in
the Labour Party.

Last week, | infiltrated
a cheese and wine party in
a home counties constituen-
cy and secretly tape-recor-
ded a right wing Labour MP
brazenly speaking at a
gathering of the ultra-right
wing SDP.

The transcript — part of
which we print — shows
clearly that the Labour MP,
a member of Solidarity
whom we will call Mr H, is
in favour of violence and is
secretly planning to under-
mine democracy.

We filled our glasses from
a well-stocked drinks cup-
board before filtering up-
stairs to join the meeting.
The audience consisted of
identikit middle aged men,
in grey suits and sombre ties.
Mr H, completely at home,
was swapping anecdotes with
these open enemies of the
Labour Party.

During the meeting one
SDP activist claimed the
Labour Party had failen into
the hands of socialists.

Mr H replied with deri- .

sion:

«pDon’t worry about
them. Any constituency that
selects a Trot will have its
boHocks cut off.”

His remark drew
laughter from the normally
hatchet-faced ranks of the
extremists. They nodded and
thumped the table in agree-
ment as Mr H outlined his
chilling plans for the next
Labour government.

tension or war”.

Defence Secretary John
Nott last week also
confirmed his scheme to put
some 7,000 young unem-
ployed on two or three
week ‘courses’ in-the armed
forces.

Peter Shore may not
believe (or pretend not’to
believe) -~ in violent ruling
class resistance to working
class struggle. But the Tories
certainly do.

“As soon as we come to
power, we will have to —
and | stress this must be
done- quickly - axe
referenice to nationalisation,
purge all mention of restor-
ing the cuts, and above all,
throttle at birth unilateral
nuclear disarmament.”

Mr H clashed with his
audience, but only over
tactics on the question of
whether to . infiltrate the
Labour Party.

“The Labour Party is
still the party to which the
_people will turn. If we are
not there fighting to stop it
the party will fall into the
hands of people who will be
dedicated to changing
society as we know it. Your
anti-Labour split just makes
the real struggle harder.”

Exposed by our intrepid photographer...

Housing disaster Repeal
the PTA!

THE government’s record on
housing — failing to finance
new house-building or main-
tenance and rehabilitation
and setling off council hous-
ing — has already been
slammed by a select com-
mittee with a Tory major-
ity. ‘

[f further proof were
needed that the government
has something to_hide, then
you need look no further
than the publication of a
Department of Environment
report on the single home-

Mr H went on to out-
line in detail his group’s
sinister plans to prise all
remaining power from the
hands of constituencies into
the Parliamentary Labour
Party.

Another member of the
audience claimed Solidarity
would never change things
while Foot was in control.
Mr H said frankly, “Foot
will do what he is told. We
set the limits. He doesn’t go
beyond them.”

Last night my tape
recording spread shock and
dismay throughout the
Labour Party. The consensus
was now that Foot would be
forced to expel everyone
associated with the right
wing and hand the party
over to the left.

less. The report, commis-
sioned by the last Labour
government and carried out
by the no longer existing
Centre for Environmental
Studies, has been held up for
two years. It was released,
in shortened form on the
day before budget day, when
it would be overshadowed
by other news items.

Most of the recommen-
dations of the report, on
policy for the single home-
less, health checks and

changes in social security
regulations, have  been
deleted, as have detailed

criticisms of hostel provision
in particular areas.

Even so, the report dis-
pels many of the myths
about homeless people — the

: by Gerry

image of the socially inade-
quate/uneducated/drunken

dossers who are supposed
somehow to bring their
plight upon themselves is
effectively shattered.

One survey found half
the homeless people had
jobs: another than 40% had
been educated past the age
of 16 with 5% having univ-
ersity degrees and 7% tech-
nical education.

The report gives a detail-
ed picture, which could no
doubt be strengthened by
publication of the suppres-
sed parts, which confounds
the government’s complac-
ency and indicates just how
seriously the government is
prepared to take research
which shows up the inade-
quacy of their policies.

Byrne

Front-bencher Roy Hatters-
ley is reported to be pressing
for Labour to vote against
the renewal of the Preven-
tion of Terrorism Act this
year.

The PTA was introduced
by Roy Jenkins as Labour
Home Secretary in 1974,
after the Birmingham bomb-
ings — and has since been
regularly renewed  with
Labour support, and used as
a dragnet for Irish people
and Republican sympathis-
ers.

The Act altows police to
detain people for up to 72

IN the bad old days when
such SDP luminaries as
Michael O’Halloran and Bill
Bayliss were members of
Istington Labour Parties,

Blaming Heseltine!

It’s a hard life being the
leader of a Labour council.
We all know the problems
Ken faces with fares and
Law Lords.

But on Merseyside the
going’s even tougher. There
the courts ruled in favour of
the cheap fares policy. So
Jim Stuart Cole and Jack
Greshman had to "do the
decent thing. They resigned
as leader and deputy leader
of the County Council, after
the Labour Group had voted
against their proposals 1o
raise the fares by 14.5% in
line with Heseltine.

Careers

I’s a sad day for the
labour movement to see the

careers of such men of
honour cut short. )
“The transport issue 18

the main one that many of
my colleagues are taking a
stand on. That is their
decision and 1 respect them
for it said Stuart-Cole,

honouring the humble
Labour group with his
condescension.

“The problems have been
caused by Heseltine and the
House of Lords. I would
love to make a stand against
them, but I’'m not prepared
to lead my colleagues against
the law . . . Each councillor

is simply sticking to his
decision.”

Such magnanimity! What
a shame the courts couldn’t
have ruled Mersey’s cheap
fares illegal too, and thus
spared the wrench of parting
these two fine men from
their ambitions!

Supermum

DIDN’T we know it all
along. Underneath  that
glittering  callous exterior,
beats the ‘heart of an ordin-
ary housewife and mum!

In a late night radio
interview with Pete Murray,
Margaret Thatcher explained
that she found housework. “a
pleasure and a relaxation
these days™.

Don’t we all! There’s
nothing like a little trudge
down to the supermarket, a
relaxing two-hour wait for
the bus and the soothing
realisation that the shopping

_ bag is a little lighter this

week thanks to rising prices.

Or what could be better
after a hard days work
trimming the public purse,
to devise dainty little recipes
for nettle soup, potato peel-

- ings and bones cadged from’

the butcher for the non-
existent ‘dog’?

Still, when it all gets too
much for you, you know
where to turn . . . to Super-
mum at No. 10 who is
always ready to help out
with a bit of skivvying.

hours without charge. Up to

Old dogs up
to tricks

the end of 1981, thess
powers had been used of
over 5,300 people. Only 92
had been chared under th
PTA, and only 75 convicted
214 had been convicted or
other charges followin
detention under the PTA.
Also 255 people hav

_ been deported to lIreland -

without charge, trial or con
viction — under the Act.

Over the years there ha
been growing opposition t
the PTA in the ranks of th
labour movement. Last yea
35 Labour MPs voted agains
renewal.

accusations of ballot-riggir
were rich and plentiful.

It is generally acknos
ledged that O’Hallora
would never-have got his se:
without flooding selecti
conferences with extreme
dubious delegates from aff
iated organisations.

While leopards — m
change their parties, they ¢
not change their spots. B
Bayliss, ex-Labour depu
leader of Islington couIk
and current SDP councilk
is at the centre of an inqui
by the SDP into ireguks
ities.

It seems he delivered 1-
membership applications
party HQ on December
the closing date for eligib
ity to vote. in their pos
ballot selection of candida
for the May coun
elections.

Head Office refused
accept them since they w
not accompanied by the
membership fee. B

Now Bayliss and fi
other members, includi
nearly all the councillo
have called a special a
party meeting to overty
the party’s new constitu®
and enable all SDP supp
ters, including those ri
inelligible by head office.
vote in the ballot.

With the emoIT
experience acquired over
years in the Labour Pz
they clearly understané !
to do when the nues
uncongenial.
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John O’Mahony
concludes his
discussion of the
general election in
the south of Ireland

PEOPLE’S Democracy cand-
idate Bernadette McAliskey
talked of socialism in her
campaign literature in a
much more serious way than
the Provos and the IRSP did
in theirs.

But still the profile she
presented to the electorate
was predominantly national-
ist. ‘For a united independ-
ent Ireland’ was the keynote.
To the electorate, what she
siad will have seemed the
same as what the populists
of the IRSP and the Provos
(who talked of socialism
too) were saying.

This, for example, is the
way PD labelled itself for
new readers in the special
issue of its paper Socialist
Republic put out for the el-
ection campaign. ‘“People’s
Democracy is an anti-imper-
ialist socialist organisation
which puts the unity of Ire-
land as the first task to be
met by socialists in every
part of Ireland” (quoted in
full).

First national liberation,
then socialism? Given that
the border segments Ireland
into very different areas, the
focus in the South on the
Northern question, to the
exclusion of the class strugg-
le in the South, inevitably
means that.

Acting on a confused
notion that what is happen-
ing in Ireland is ‘the perman-
ent revolution’, PD wind up
having the social/political
reality that they fail to ade-
quately assess impose on
them the historical opposite
of the permanent revolution
— a stages theory.

PD would indignantly

repudiate the idea that their '

line now is like the-old line
of the Stalinists in Ireland
and  the successive - generat-
ions-of Republicans influen-

ced by them. PD would say

that in their view the nation-
al struggle is inseparable
from socialism, and will
grow into the socialist
struggle.

They never explain how,
though, and the self-label
above is not accidental
phrasing, but a clear descrip-
tion of what they do and
what they stand for in the
political life of Ireland.

This is how the front
page of Socialist Republic
described what their candid-
ate stood for and would do:

“If elected to Leinster
House, Bernadette pledges
herself to help lead the fight
against austerity measures of
both the coalition and
Fianna Fail. She will show
how Irish working people
and their families cannot get
justice in our partitioned
country, how the economy
is at the beck and call of the
multi-nationals, the politics
of high finance and the EEC.

“The fight by lIrish
people to take the wealth
and produce of Ireland into
our hands will be a central
part of her campaign. Unem-
ployment, high taxes, denial
of rights to women and
youth, lack of social facili-
ties, denial of civil rights and
repression will all he exposed
and combatted by Bernad-
ette. Give her your no.l
vote”.

Does “‘the politics of high
finance” refer to the Irish
bourgeoisie? In the context
it is not at all to be taken for
granted that it does.

Appeals  to ‘working
people’ are common stock
also for the Provos and the
IRSP. So is the tilk of the

fford

wait

for socialist policies

‘qrish people’. At best PD is
here mimicking the popul-
ists.

Part of the reason for
the politics of PD may be
that it is orienting to the
Republicans.

But the work of educat-
ing and uniting the working
class north and south on
socialist and anti-imperialist
politics can only be done by
a struggle against the popul-
ismand narrow-minded nat-
jonalism of the Republicans
— and above all by combatt-
ing their right wing politics
(despite socialist rhetoric)

Labour Committee on
Ireland: Box BM
5355, London WC1.

I onclo.  but

Provisiona

by John O’Mahony

PROVISIONAL Sinn Fein’s
campaign in the 26 County
election was a new depart-
ure for that organisation,
encouraged by the H-Block
vote last June. The initial
assessment published - in
An Phoblacht of February
25 — ‘Questions Posed’, by
Kevin Burke — suggests
that a recoil away from that
new approach may develop-

Initial

Writing = '‘an initial
assessment of Sinn Fein’'s
election intervention’’,
editorial  writer  Kevin

Burke says that ‘‘Sinn Fein
is faced with the serious
task of soberly, and intelli-

in the south, where the
working class forces primar-
ily exist which can solve the
‘Irish problem’.

If PD’s politics do result
from a desire to orient to the
Republicans, then it is the
‘orientation‘ of the chame-
leon, which becomes indist-
inguishable from what it
‘orients’ to.

PD proposed to the Rep-
ublicans that an anti-imper-
ialist united front be formed,
to build on the achievements
of the Armagh/H-Block cam-
paign, on the following pro-
gramme:

* For a united, independ-
ent Ireland. Complete British
withdrawal. Against collab-
oration with Britain.

* Defence of workers’ liv-
ing standards. Against auster-
ity. Give working people
control of the nation’s
wealth.

* Defence of democratic
and civil rights. )

* Complete opposition to
imperialist alliances. No to
NATO - out of the EEC.

PD’s appeal for a united
front was aimed at the Prov-
os and the IRSP and not, as
with the IRSP’s ‘broad
front’, at Fianna Fail or sect-
jons of it. It is doubtful if
the distinction will have
come across at all clearly.

All the populist republic-
ans use the ‘working class
nationalism

- gently, assessing its -struc-

tures, strategy and policy in
the light of its electoral
experience’’. His article is
an honest attempt to start
doing that. .

He says that Sinn Fein's
campaign was rushed and
Sinn Fein lacked ‘prepare-
dness’ to carry through its
recent decision to  offer
itself in elections.

“There was a level of
confusion in the electoral
strategy’’ among Sinn Fein
supporters, and “‘Sinn Fein
was struggling to develop a
policy to put on offer’”’. A
tendency developed for
Sinn Fein ‘‘to distance
itself from the armed
struggle in the North”' —
especially as they had to
campaign against a govern-
ment ban on their broad-
casts. (The ban was event-
ually declared illegal by the
High Court).

Difficulties  arose  in
arguing abstention, espec-
ially as people were confus-

_ed when Sinn Fein decided

to take the government to
court on the radio and tele-
vision ban.

Sinn Fein got drawn into
the ' ‘figure-swapping apd
suggested reforms'’ of the
election campaign. The
“defining of partition by
the economic cost of parti-
tion...” was a valid point
to make, but not the main
one.
““The vital message here

' Irish workers}
ant a

remains the axis around
which everything revolves,
not class. Of central import-
ance here is PD’s de facto
common front with the Rep-
ublicans on placing the
North at the centre while
keeping the ‘socialist’ ele-
ment at a vague and undefin-
ed level.

Bernadette McAliskey
was quoted in the — symp-
athetic — Irish Times as
saying that ‘her instinct’
would be to vote Haughey
for Taoiseach if she got to
the Dail... which is quite a
thing to say when most of
the ‘socialist republicans’ say
it too, and draw conclusions
like those of the IRSP (vote
Fianna Fail).

It means that, whatever
their intentions, PD and Mc-
Aliskey are at one end of a
linked ‘anti-imperialist’ chain
at the other end of which
many of the ‘socialist republ-
icans’ see... Fianna Fail.

What makes all this
extremely pernicious is also
the main lesson from the
experience of the Republic-
ans in the election. After 62
years the Border divides two
very different Irelands. The
massacre of 13 unarmed
Catholics in Derry ten years
ago had the power to stir
some active support in the
South for the Northern
Catholics. So did the hunger
strikes. In both cases it ebb-

s to

is the crushing vielent
oppression of the national-
ist population by a foreign
army as evidenced by
death, torture, imprison-
ment, constant harassment
and so on. To support those
taking up arms against this
enemy is vital and it is to
this support existing - in
the 26 counties that Sinn
Fein must always first
appeal’’ (emphasis added).

‘It is imperative that the
economic and social strugg-
le is not divorced from the

_national struggle; that is

the path of reformism. The
emphasis must always be
that native capitalism and
British imperialism are
inter-dependent and the
former can only be over-
thrown when the latter, its
prop in Ireland. is broken.

“*Capitalism in the Free
State thus depends on the
British as its first line of
defence and has come to
depend on it more than
most neo-colonies’”.

Now. while this may be
a convenient propaganda
‘line’ to link the northern
question with socialism, it
is nonsense as a description
of realitv. For example. the
Southern bourgevisie on
issues like agricultural
policy pursues policies in
the EEC hostile to British
interests. The implication
that military withdrawal
bv Britain would be the end
of the power of British capi-

Vi

ed very quickly.

The population in the
South is separated off, and
despite  the  sentimental
nationalism of sections of
Fianna Fail, essentially feels
itself to be separated off,
from the North and its
problems.

Probably the only road
by which the southern work-
ing class can arrive at James
Connolly’s republicanism
now lies through redevelop-
ing socialist conviction and
building a socialist . move-
ment which accepts its resp-
onsibilities to the oppressed
in the Six Counties and can
also propose class unity to
the Protestant workers, to
fight for a working class
socialist-republican solution
in Ireland.

To try to tell the south-
ern working class that the
border is the first questicn
and the main &ne, is to stand
no chance of bringing the
Irish working class into the
struggle. Only a movement
that roots itself in the
straightforward struggle for
workers’ interests in the
south, and offers immediate
answers there, can hope to
bring the strength of the
Irish working class into the
struggle for a solution in the
North.

That is the lesson of the
last dozen years of war in
the North, and now again of

Y-

talism — or perhaps of all
capitalism, including Irish
— in ‘Ireland is also
nonsense.

It is not an adequately
true view of the nature of
modern imperialism @ —
which does not mainly
depend on military occup-
ation — or of the nature of
capitalism and how to over-
throw it in Ireland. It ignor-
es the centrality of the
communal antagonism in
Northern Ireland.

It justifies the ‘national-
ism first’ political focus of
the Republicans — by way
of transparently spurious
and false definitions of the
realities of Irish economic
and political life.

Kevin Burke is merely
restating the central error

the election. That is the con-
clusion to be drawn from the
growth of Sinn Fein the
Workers’ Party (though it is
a precise mirror-inversion of

the Republicans, equally
though  differently one-
sided).

From the ’30s, at least,
Republicanism has repeated-
ly played the role of a social
lightning conductor in the
South. It has attracted gen-
erations of would-be revolut-

jonaries, propelled often by

impulses of social revolt, to a
nationalist movement that
related only to the North,
was essentially without a
social programme for all
Ireland (including, of course,
the South), and was there-
fore politically sterile. The
working class must wait —
that was its answer to
‘Connollyites’.

The decades of politically -

sterile physical force revolut-
jonism in the South are one
of the causes of the isolation
of the Catholic revolt in the

North now. Bits and pieces

of socialist rhetoric grafted
to the Republican movement
don’t change that. They only
emphasise the void of serious
policies and the absence of
precise class commitment.
The rhetoric — no longer
concerned exclusively with
qreland, mother Ireland” —
has changed, but essentially

the message is .still: ‘The

of socialists in Provisional
Sinn Fein — that the
national question can be
the main locomotive of
working class revolution in
Ireland.

Against the elements of
‘social work’ politics he
sees in PSF's election cam-
paign, against the huck-
stering and ‘clientelism’
that is dominant in 26
county politics, and against
the possible notion that a
socialist republic can come
by parliamentary decree,
he argues that the road to
the socialist republic lies
through ‘‘the moulding of
all the working class, inclu-
ding the unemployed, the
youth, women, small farm-
ers and the underprivil-
eged in whatever way, into
a definable and self-con-
scious class which is in a
position to take into its
hands and control for itself
the economic wealth of the
country. Without = that,
party political success is
meaningless’’.

Final goal

Exactly (though small
farmers are our possible
allies, not part of the work-
ing class).

But how? With what
slogans? With the class
struggle in the south relat-
ed how to the Northern
struggle?

Bu ke individual

working class must wai
But with mass unemplo
ment and poverty in tl

south, the working cla
cannot afford to wait.

Therefore, to mimic po
tics such as were offered t
the Republicans in tl
southern general election
to embrace and promo
their political sterility. It
also to abandon the strugg
to win rank and file republ
ans to James Connolly’s po
tics.

And it is to be ine
ective in bringing to t
oppressed Northern Irela
Catholics aid of an all-L
land working class revol
ionary socialist moveme
that can settle with capit
ism and imperialism throus
out Ireland, building on t
great strength of the sou
ern Irish working class.

All in all, with the exc
tion, despite everything,
Bernadette McAliskey, t
workers of the 26 Count
were not entirely off be:
to refuse the nationalist:
vote. The socialist-republic
programme of liberating a
unifying Ireland on the b
of working class polit
north and south was not
option they were presen
with in this general electio

The Irish working cl
urgently needs to build
movement that will pres
this programme, and work
organise  republicans ¢
socialists to fight for it
both sides of the border.

iew

battles and campaigns
housing, employment :
so on must be engagec
and fought with vigour:
the final goal must alw
be kept in mind, the poli
isation not or’y of Sinn I
members but of all

people towards the rem«
of the British presence f
the North and the o
throw of the capite
system, North and Soutl

(Emphasis added).

Burke’s conclusion
clearly that what
needed was a har
sharper version of the
ionalist core of their ca
aign, and a more gene
‘elevated’ and abst
proclamation of the so
ist goal alleged to be at
end of the nationalist r
That is,an intensificatio
everything that showed
impotence of PSF’s ca
aign in the 26 co
elections.

No, the lesson is that
national question musi
viewed, assessed, and
assessed in the light
working class prograr
for Ireland of which
only a part, and not
other way round.

Provisional Sinn Fein
its political satellites
an upside down, bac!
front view of the pr
relationship of the nat:
question and the figh
workers’ power. nortk
south, in Ireland today .

’



THE recent murder of
Moussa Khiabani and other
leading Mojahedin ‘mem-
bers in Teheran, just two
days before the anniversary
of the uprising that toppled
the Shah, is a tragic remin-
der of the despotic regime
which rules Iran today. for
the thousands of people
who took part in the demon-
strations and strikes which
finally brought down the
government of Premier
Bakhtiar on February 11,
1979, the strength, the ela-
tion and the hope that they
then felt has long since
died.

Rising inflation, unem-
ployment at 30%' and
chronic food shortages
are the reality of life in
Iran today. In the 16 month
old war with Iraq many
people have lost both

Khomeini

family and home and are
living in makeshift refugee
camps. Food and fuel are
rationed to provide for-
the war effort. Five gallons
of petrol can cost up to

£60.

The government tries to
foster and maintain support
amongst the urban and
rural poor by ensuring
efficient distribution of the
basic necessities through
the local mosques and
Islamic committees. At the
same time the Islamic
Republican' Party, now the
dominant force in the
government, has mounted
a systematic campaign to
eliminate all opposition.

Since summer 1981 some
8,000 people have been
executed, among them
children and pregnant
women. In this purge, the
Islamic opposition organis-
ation, the Mojahedin and
left wing groups such as
Fedayeen Minority, Peykar
etc., have suffered trem-
endous losses. In the past

few weeks the regime has
stepped up their activities
to paralyse the opposition
groups.

How is it that such a
reactionary regime could
have survived so far, com-
ing to power as it did on the
crest of a mass movement
against one despotic and
ruthless regime?

Part of the answer must
lie in the failure of the left
opposition groups to organ-
ise and build a base. Even
before Khomeini returned
from exile to Iran his future
Islamic regime had a base
of support built up via the
local mosques whose con-
tinued functioning under
the Shah enabled a level of
organisation which was not
possible for the left oppos-
ition groups. They were
unable to take the lead in

the 1979 uprising.

After the Shah’s downfall
there was, however, a short
period when a more demo-
cratic atmosphere pre-
vailed. The left failed toO
understand that prolong-
ing this period was vital for
their development and the
building of a firm base;
that the fight for demo-

_cratic demands was not a

‘bourgeois’ diversion away
from the real struggle for
socialism but a vital and
necessary part of that
struggle.

-

Autonomy

Early in 1979 struggles
for regional autonomy by
the national minorities in
Turkomansahra, Khusez-
tan and Azerbaijan were
crushed without heed to the

demands of the people.

Only in Kurdistan has
the fighting continued.

The move against the
national minorities was
followed by moves to rid
the country of any vestiges
of democracy and return
Iran to the dark ages. Fac-
tory committees which had
sprung up during the anti-
Shah movement were
rapidly transformed into
Islamic committees; liberal
newspapers were closed;
the veil became compulsory
for women; meetings of
left groups were attacked
as were people handing ot
leaflets and selling political
literature.

Instead of interpreting
these events as part of a
total picture, each attack
was seen in isolation and
either deplored or ignored

Wage cuts for US
carworkers -

“IN THE United States dur-

ing January of this year,
50,000 carworkers were
permanently laid off.
288,000 more were on
indefinite lay-off. One-third
of all US car workers are
out of work.

Yet Douglas Fraser,
President of the United
Auto Workers Union

(UAW) announces a wage-
cutting deal he’s just made
with Ford as a “*historic
breakthrough’’. At the end
of February the UAW
settled with Ford agreeing
to ‘concessions’ which will
save Ford a billion dollars

RIOTING BROKE out at the
Belfast Town Hall when it
was announced that lan
Paisley’s Democratic Un-
jonist Party [DUP] candid-
ate, Rev. William McCrea,
had been beaten into third
place in the by-election to
fill the Westminster seat
vacated by Official Union-
ist Rev. Roy Bradford, shot
last year by the Provisional
IRA.

Rev. Martyn Smyth, a
Presbyterian minister and
the Imperial Grand Master
of the Orange Order,

won

the seat, and the anti-
sectarian Unionist - party
Alliance, came second [as it

did in 1979, with about the
same vote].

The DUP, which did not
contest the seat in 1979,
attempted to grab it from
the OUP, claiming with
some justification that Roy
Bradford was a closet Paisl-
eyite. The DUP holds
two of the four Belfast seats
[the fourth is held by Gerry
Fitt], and had the Paisleyite
tide continued it might

have been expected to
win Belfast South.

Jubilant Official Union-
ists are saying that this res-
ult was Paisley’s 'Water-
loo’, and the decisive refut-

ation of his claim to be ‘the _

leader of the Protestant
people of Ulster’

It is too early to say
whether the tide has turned
that decisively. But certain-
ly Paisley’s credibility must
pe suffering erosion, as
whatJooks like increasingly
hard evidence emerges that
he must have known about
and helped to cover up
for the organisation o a
lhmzmsexual} child prostit-
ution ring in Belfast — the
still reverberating scandal
of the Kincora boys home. '

On the eve of the poll,
William MecGrath, former
house father there, issued a
statement from jail contra-
dicting Paisley. The size of
the problem fdv. Paisley
was illustrated in the elec-
tion, where the DUP and

‘Moderation’—
Belfast-style

by John
O'Mahony

OUP vehemently opposed
the proposal to extend Brit-
ish legislation on homo-
sexuality to the six count-

_ies. Paisley has revived his

notorious ‘Save Ulster from
Sodomy'  campaign to
defeat the proposal.

The South Belfast by-
election was very much an
intra-community affair of
the Protestants. In an elect-
orate of 66,000, the [Cath-
olic] SDLP vote of about
1.000 reflects the commun-
J divide. Thus the bitter-
ness among the Protestant
factions.

I'he rioting on
night was said to
been sparked off by
women, from the DUP and
OUP. getting into an acri

polling
have

two

monious dispute aboutl
point of bible interpreta-
tion. This is a world in

which the return to West-
minster of the Presbyter-
ijan minister who is also the
Imperial Grand Master of
the Orange Order is a
sort of victory for
moderation!

(£550 million) over the next
2V, years.

The concessions mean ho
annual wage increase for
this year, deferment for
nine months of - cost of
living agreements and the
loss of six days paid leave.

In effect a wage cut.

This was ratified by
43,683 votes to 15,933 by
the union membership and
Fraser hails it as a ‘‘his-
toric breakthrough, which
leads to greater security for
themselves and  their
families’’.

In return Ford is increas-
ing lay-off benefits slightly,
guaranteeing an income for
workers with more than 15
years seniority, offering a
profit-sharing scheme.
Plant closures will still go
ahead.

rationale for wage cuts —
namely that they would

then secure jobs — 1S
nonsense.

But Ford have made it
quite clear that they

won't guarantee johs. They
insist on their right as
capitalists to hire, fire and
lay-off or recall as they see
fit.

Price cuts

Even if the bosses passed
on to the consumers some
of the money they sa
through co sions from
workers this wouldn't lower
the price: of their 3
enough to increase sales,
and therefore increase the
number of cars produced.

£
when the

Indeed,

Motors workers
o accept
“ut earlier  this
led by the
that they

d
that has

do with saving

way and
prices

nothing to

iobs.
UAW. negotiatio

with Gen

yrokee

So the union leaders’ -

January when the workers
refused to accept the wage
cuts demanded of them,
but these are due to start
again now that Ford have
settled.

Campaign

But the UAW bureau-
crats have not had it all
their own way. Car workers
at the giant Ford Rouge
plant in Detroit weren’t
tooled. Several groups
along with independent
militants  organised  a
United Front Caucus to
campaign against job losses
and the concessions. in the
24,000 member UAW
local (branch) 600, they
gathered 3,000 signatures
demanding an emergency
mass meeting of Local
600 members to plan a
strategy to fight the con-
cessions, lay-offs and plant
closures. They also organ-
ised to bring thousands of
angry workers to the

Doug Fraser

Central Motors Council
where a sell-out was
planned on the wage con-
cessions. This rattled the
union leaders so much they
moved the meeting from
detroit to Chicago.

The UAW members in
General Motors are con-
tinuing to organise against
the  wage ‘concession’
though obviously their
fight has been made harder
by the Ford settlement.
Their strategy for a fight-
back is outlined in the
United Front caucus pro-
gramme.

“‘We are threatened with
plant closings. First the
Engine Plant was threat-
ened then Frame, and
Michigan Casting Centre
is next. The company does
whatever it wants to do. It
does not have to be this
way!

“We need a sit-down
strike of Local 600, author-
ised by the International

UAW, built by elected
strike  committees and
backed by an industry-

wide strike. This is how the
UAW was built.”’

That is how rank and file
UAW members will be

fighting  Fraser’s  next
attempt at a “*historic
breakthrough’’.

hasn 't had it all his wav

- despotic

Khomeini’s campaign of

|terror against the left

accordingly. For example,
when the newspaper Ayan-
degan was closed down,
some small groups defen-
ded press freedom but
the rest of the left consid-
gred it an unimportant
issue.

They thought their task
was to defend the toilers

not a bourgeois liberal
paper.
Similarly, when com-

pulsory veiling was intro-
duced. and women pro-
tested, this was again
another bourgeois issue,
nothing to do with working
class women. The question
of the veil and women in
general was secondary to
the main class struggle.

In November 1980 when
the American hostages
were seized, the confusion
of the left was seen most
clearly. The main groups.
such as the Fedayeen,
embraced the action as
genuine anti Imperialism
by the regime and failed to
notice how this act and the
propaganda coup it
achieved for the govern-
ment actually served to
disarm the left.

The Tuden Party gave
its clear backing to aya-
tollah Khomeini and the
IRP in the struggle for
control taking place within
the government, and even-

tually the Fedayeen:
split in 1980 with the
‘majority’  throwing  its

support behind Khomeini
as well.

Explicit

The Mojahedin, who
emerged in 1981 as, the
major opposition force to
Khomeini, for some time
gave explicit support  to
him. Even when the
severity of attacks on the
opposition increased, the
continued to appeal to the
‘good nature’ of Khomein!

_as if he was somehow

separate from the govern-

ment and unwittingly
allowing the attacks to
take place.

It seems their tactic was
to buy time in order to
rebuild for the eventual
toppling of the regime. But
in May 1981, when Bani-
Sadr was removed as
President, it became clear
that the IRP had won the
power struggle and that
Khomeini was  firmly
behind them.

With this consolidatior
of power the way was nov
open for an onslaught or
all opposition.

The Mojahedin joines
forces  with Bani-Sad
and the Kurdish Dem

cratic Party in the Nationa
Council of Resistance.

But their expectations
a quick victory have
materialised. Althous
moral support is given
the heroic militants of &

Mojahedin, and f
groups, this support nas
O jeveloped Int m

action. It seems tha
people of Iran face

long

t 1S

labour ~movement

their solidarity and su

to this struggle as
ntributing to the dis

which . by

from the experient

the past paves the =

stronger and mo

movement.
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BREAKING DOWN
' THE BARRIERS TO

ON Thursday March 4, over
20 hospital workers from
Herefordshire, Oxford and
London came to lobby the
COHSE NEC about our
claim, to

current

pay

demand that our leaders call
action from Aprit 1 — the
Review Date. ’

We were invited in and
two people were allowed to
present our views!

WOMEN IN THE
UNIONS -

THERE are now 3% million
women in trade unions.
That’s nearly one-third of
the TUC’s membership.

Over the past ten years,
women have joined unions
much faster than men,
though this is now levelling
off thanks to -the recession
and the fact that women are
losing their jobs faster than
men. )

Obviously great strides
have been made by women
in the unions since last
century. But, as many older
women militants would tell
vou it’s a long, hard struggle
which is by no means over
vet.

Despite women playing
an enormous, and heroic,
part in the fight for our
unions (just think of the
movement the match<girls
spearheaded) the trade union
movement has always to an
extent been organised to
exclude women.

Initially the trade unions’
official aim was to secure a
family wage for a man — to
keep his wife and family.

the conference..

- national level.

and the Third World.

This clearly meant that™
women did not have the
same right to work as men.,
Women were expected to be
dependent on men and to
earn lower wages if they
did have a job.

Stay at home

Obviously this was not an
attitude held solely by the
trade unions. It-was a gener-
ally held belief that women
should stay at home. But the
structures of the trade union
movement that reflected
these attitudes  haven’t
changed very much.

This month’s Labour
Research  highlights  the
recent changes in the unions
over the past few years.

- Some unions — GMWU,
AUEW, TASS - produce

Siobhan I;énigan, the sacked shop steward at the
centre of the unionisation fight at Foyles book-
shop in London, will be among those speaking at

The conference is designed as a focus for organ-
ising' women to change the unions on many fronts
and ghallenge their present leadership.

It is open to women either as individuals or as
delegates from any group, workplace organisation,
branch or women’s group at local, regional or

There will be an all-day creche. Workshops on
various topics under main groups: Pay, public
sector and the cuts; jobs; fighting sexism; racism

The conference fee is £3.50 (£2 for low-waged
or unwaged non-delegates). Credentials from 41,
Ellington Street, London N7.

special pamphlets on fighting
for equality. Other unions,
notably NUPE, have had
campaigns specifically aimed
at encouraging women to be
active in the union, with
reserved places on their
Executive for women.

More unions are sending
women to the Women’s
TUC. And more unions are
holding courses for women
in their unions.

However all this is rela-
tively recent, and no one
would say that the preju-
dices against women, sexism
and discrmination have been
overcome. Indeed all that
has been gained in the
unions has been fought for
by women over many years.

We still run into the most
backward attitudes, remini-
scent of the days when

sessecssassacs

ssssessasvecssey esnavssvessasnananes

I can offer/l will need somewhere to stay
on Friday 26th/Saturday 27th

| enclose £3.50 conference fee (£2 if low-
waged or unwaged non-delegate)

Send to: TU Conference, 41 Ellington
Street, London N7. Credentials will be
sent-out in early March, but please help

by registering early.

ising  women.

REGISTRATION FORM
NBIMIE: coeeeiriereeranraeesssseissssnssessesrssnsasassans
PRONE ..oeoeerenveereessnssssmssnnnmssssssascasanssnsssse
AAAIESS .ererervrererrsesmsssssesesmsssssessassssnes

e T TETT I RYERETTEIL L LELELRLE LA bbb

UNION woveevereereeneBrANCH Leiiiniincnniinieees

If a delegate, name & address of branch
secretary or contact:

.......... seeseancuseessnannte

------- sesssssoesssvreanaTrdunsansearany

women were excluded from

unions or reckoned not to ;
be radical enough to have
the vote (yes, many social-

ists used to argue that!).

It is still common to hear
male trade unionists saying
women should stay at home,
that women are only
working for pin money or
that women should be
sacked first.

Yet often if you object,
or try to organise women
together to take on these
attitudes, you get the age-old
complaint that you're being
divisive, you're splitting the
movement or you're ghetto-
Taking up
sexism is ‘trivial’ or ‘middle
class’.

Faced with this barrage
of non-arguments and down-
right sexism, we have to

swaessansasavenceannaesnn

avessssneascenssenvasrenanns
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The two spokespeople
were chosen — both women.
This was quite appropriate,
speaking to an NEC com-
posed — with just one

exception — entirely of men

organise = as women to
orovide the challenge to
existing structures and -atti-
tudes. We have to make
quite clear that there is no
division created by women
fighting for their jobs and
their rights in the unions,
that fighting sexism is part
and parcel of the fight for a
woman’s right to work.

This applies to all
sections of the unions. It’s
not just the union bureau-
crats or executives that have
backward attitudes towards
women, but that the fight

?é? 3
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Coming to the ¢

wormen’s caucuses.

onference: Siobhan Lanigan,

(COHSE’s membership is
75% women).

These spokespeople read
out a statement from all
lobbyists ‘and presented our
case — our inability to live

needs to be taken up in the
local branches, where you
can often find some of the
most entrenched chauvinists.

This is what the Fight-
back trade union conference
is going to discuss on March
27 with some 25 work-
shops on subjects ranging
from sexual harassment to
fighting Tebbit’s Bill and
health service cuts.

In the afternoon there
are workshops for ail the
major unions — with discus-
sion on how best to organise
ourselves in the unions,
hopefully ending up with

sacked by Foyles bookshop for trade union
activity. Women fight tremendous battles for
the right to a union; now let’s fight to cont-

rol our unions.

'Fighting nurses put male
 bureaucrats on the spot

on our wages, our determin-
ation to stick together, and
for nurses not to be bought
off separately from other
NHS workers; our anger at
our leaders’ apathy and inac-
tion over our pay claim.

We told them that mere
demonstrations separated
from any action would
demoralise the membership.
We should learn from
ASLEI’s lesson in how to
win by striking, even in the
teeth of opposition from the
media.

Strike action was the
only way to win against this
government.

The General Secretary,
Albert Spanswick, replied in
person. He said that a ballot
on industrial action would
be sent out as soon as the
management side made an
offer. However, until
management had made an
offer, no ballot would be
held at all.

He also made it clear
there would be no recom-
mendation from the leader-
ship on what, if any, indus-
trial action should be taken.
We should remember, he
said, that we were not trying
to defeat the government as
such.

Snail’s pace

The NEC’s tactics would
be to woo the media and
give a resounding lead by
calling . . . a lobby of Parlia
ment, followed, in a month
by . ..ademonstration!

We left with the impres
sion that the leadership wa
set on a snail’s pace-race tc
see if the membership could
be demoralised before the)
had to be mobilised.

But they are also wary o!
us, the membership — wary
enough to be afraid of their
image in the present situa
tion if they turned us lobby
ists away, wary enough tc
open up a closed NEC meet
ing for us to present ou
views — for the first time ir
COHSE’s history that I an
aware of!

For years we have had 1¢
watch while our health ser
vice is dismantled and ou
wages driven down.

Low-paid, often par
time and women workers ir
this situation, we don"
realise our own strengih

We cannot win a pa)
battle against the Thatche
government without takin;
strike action. This will entai
providing essential  patien
cover. Although our owl
union leaders try to hide i
from us, we do have th
strength, joining together, t¢
win this battle.

Foyles:
action
needed

WHEN the USDAW Execi
tive Committee meets nex
Monday 15 March, th
sacked workers at loyle
bookshop will be hoping fo
official support. -

16 have so far bee
sacked for being members ¢
the union, and are picketir
the shop. Many customel
have turned back, an
workers at  Heineman
Murray, and Edward Arnol
publishers  have blacke
deliveries, but  withot
official support the sacke
members are in a weak pos
tion.

Mass pickets are hel
every Saturday, and don
tions and messages of sy
port should be sent ¢
Colletts International Boo
shop, Charing Cross Roa
London WC2.



THE crisis in the Belgian
steel industry which only
last Autumn led to the
collapse of the coalition
government led by Mark
Eyskens now threatens
the future of the new
coalition government of
Wilfried Martens.

The Eyskens government
— the fifth government to
be formed since the 1978
General Election — collap-
sed when the Socialist
Ministers in it refused to
deal with any other busi-
ness until agreement was

. reached on a rescue plan

for the
industry.
A plan had been worked
out by the EEC, the Bel-
gian government and the
banks in January 1981.
When the banks refused to
pay up unless the previous-
ly ag’;eed number of redun-
dancies was dramatically
increased, the plan col-
lapsed. i

Belgian steel

Pressure

The steel industry is
concentrated in Liege and
Charleroi in French speak-
ing Wallonia. The ministers
of the French-speaking
Socialist Party were there-

fore under heavy pressure -

from the working class in
the South to pull out of the
government.

An election on november
8 resulted in Eyskens’
Social  Christian  Party
losing a quarter of its seats
in the House of Represen-
tatives — no mean feat in
an electoral system based
on a form of proportional
representation that usually
ensures only modest gains
or losses.

The  Socialist  Party
maintained its position,
gaining three seats, despite
having participated in the
outgoing government. The
Liberal Party — the most
right wing of the big parties
—made the greatest gains.

In attempting to put to-
gether a new coalition the
Belgian ruling class faced
serious economic  and
political problems that went
far beyond the crisis in the
steel industry. While infla-
tion stands at a relatively
modest 8%, unemploy-
ment is now running at
13.1% — the highest in the
EEC.

The government deficit
for 1982 was due to rise to
8% of gross domestic
product according to the
government, 15% accord-
ing to the banks.

At the same time the
divisions between Flemish-
speaking  Flanders and
French-speaking Wallonia,
which had receded into the
background during the
boom years, have been
re-emerging with the grow-
ing economic crisis.

Dilemma

So the dilemma facing
the ruling class was this:
To hold the country to-
gether, the widest possible
coalition was necessary,
preferably. a ‘Grand Coal-
ition’ involving all three

major parties. However,
the wider the coalition, the
less decisive it would be in
tackling the now urgent
economic problems facing
Belgian capitalism.

The Lberals were first
mswmes L. firm a2 govern-

before Christmas, a Social-
Christian/Liberal coalition
was put together led by
Wilfried Martens.

However, this coalition
was not put together with-
out difficulty. The Social
Christian party has a
Flemish and a French-
speaking wing. The French
speaking wing is very con-
scious of the threat the
Socialist Party poses on its
left and is fearful of losing
members of its trade union
federation, the CSC, to
the Socialist FGTB.

Liberal Party

They therefore scuttled
the Liberal Party’s attempt
to form a government and
only agreed to back a
Social Christian-led alliance
with the Liberals when it
became obvious that the
‘grand coalition’ could not
be put together. So the
Walloon Social Christians
represent a permanent
source of instability in the
new government, particul-
arly with the continuing
escalation of industrial
action in the French-
speaking South.

In seeking a vote of
confidence from Parliament
in the first week of Febru-
ary, Martens announced
that he was seeking the
right to rule by decree
during the next 12 months
so that he could act decis-
ively to bring the economic
crisis under control.

Among his proposals
were: )

* A change in the index-
azion svstem which gives
carners and the
: - social

w2 R

‘In 1961 (ab'Beliari workers shook the system with a general

security automatic compen-
sation for inflation. Mar-
tens wants to freeze wages
until May 31 and then allow
only partial compensation,
so that real wages fall by
3% in 1982. Only the lowoest
paid will continde to be
protected by indexation.

*Cut corporation  tax
from 57% to 45%.
*Force  ‘lame  duck’

industries.. being propped -

up by state aid — partic-
ularly steel, shipbuilding
and textiles — to cut wages
of workers by 5% and
salaries of managers by
10%.

*Reduce public spending
from BF325 Dbillion to
BF200 billion in 1982,
primarily by cutting social
security payments, which
are among the most gener-
ous in Europe.

At the same time the
government would try to
reduce unemployment by a
token amount through tax
concessions to the construc-

- tion industry.

After four days of debate
Martens won his vote of
confidence. He announced
that before introducing
the economic measures
there would be ‘‘real but
brief’’ consultation with the
unions. Lack of agreement
would not stop the govern-
ment acting.

The B lgian trade union
movement was split in its
response to these propos-
als. Leaders of the Catholic
unions tended towards
acceptance of the propos-
als, while the Socialist
union, the FTGB, called a
24-hour general strike for
Monday 8 february.

These differences had
already been reflected in

JOBS CRISIST
O TOPPLE BELG
OALITION -

strike. And 1982?
the textile industry where
workers in Flanders voted
to accept wage cuts in late
January while those in
Wallonia had burnt their

ballot papers.

The = 24-hour general
strike ~was total in the
French-speaking south

{(with the Socialist union
and the French-speaking
wing of the Catholic CSC
union observing the strike)
and widespread in Brussels
but not so widely observed
in Flanders.

The extent of the pres-
sures building up within
the French speaking wing
of the Social Christian
Party were illustrated by
a near unanimous vote on
the eve of the one-day
strike by workers in. the
CSC in Namur to form a
new political movement
because the Social
Christians — in supporting
the government — were
drawing away from their
grass roots trade union
support.

Two days later, Martens
called the receiver into the
state-owned Cockerill
yards, the leading shipyard
in Belgium. Since this was
one of the ‘lame ducks
propped up by state aid’,
the government had pro-
posed introducing the 5%

wage cut . for manual
workers and 10%  for
managers.

Close down

The 2.700 workers voted
narrowly to reject the wage
cuts, and in a show of
strength  the receivers
were called in.

Whether Martens will

™ecdrneciay Marrh 21

proceed to close the ship-
yard down remains to be
seen. An estimated 45,000
people in the Antwerp area
and 10,000 -engineering
workers in Wallonia
rely on the shipyard. -

Wage-cutting

Martens finally introdu-
ced his wage-cutting decree
on February 21 together
with an 8.5% devaluation
of the Belgian Franc — the
first devaluation in 33
years. The immediate
effect was to raise the cost
of food, energy and impor-
ted raw materials.

-The government no
doubt hoped that the shock
wave created throughout
Belgian society by the
devaluation would neutral-
ise union opposition to
government austerity

Prime Minister Martens
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plans. The response of the
unions to the wages decree
and devaluation was
certainly muted. They
suspended all industrial
action and announced their
intention of waiting to see
what cuts in social security
the government would
propose in their March
budget before deciding on
further action.

The crisis in the steel
industry, however, is forc-
ing the pace of conflict
between the working class
and the government.
Belgium, with a total
population of 9.8 million
produces . 12.3 million
tonnes: of steel a year
(compared with _Britain’s
15 million tonnes) but only
sells 20% of this to the
home market.

Overcapacity

With massive overcapac-
ity in steel-making through-
out Europe, the EEC Com-
mission is anxious to see
Belgium  contribute its
share to the reduction in
steel-making capacity with-
in the Common Market.
By heavily subsidising
the steel industry, succes-
sive Belgian governments
have safeguarded their
large shares of other EEC
countries' steel markets.
The EEC

responsible  for ensuring

the restructuring of the |

beigian steel industry is
Wimseil a Belgian  —
\ 4n: Eszienne Davigrnon
_ tne ubject of @ vivlern:
demonstration in Brus
by  steelworkers %
ended in cldshes near
parliament ool

March 7 30pm For vers

commissioner’

v

ENS

between sabre-wielding
mounted police and steel-
workers in which the police
came off worst!

) The heart of the problem
in steel is . Cockerill-
Sambre, the result of a
recent merger between
Cockerill of Liege and
Hainault-Sambre of Char-
leroi, in which the govern-
ment has an 80% holding.
The steel mills have been
kept going because they
are situated in areas of
high unemployment.

In Liege, unemployment
has stood at over 20% for
the last two years. Total
closure of Cockerill-Sambre
would result in a further
25,000 direct workers and

75,4000 indirect = workers
losing their jobs.
Cut capacity

The restructuring that
the EEC Commission now
wants to see would cut
capacity by 2 million tonnes
a year at a cost of 10,000
direct jobs. The Belgian
government also wants to
introduce its 5% wage cut
for workers in lame duck
industries into steel.

The response of the
steelworkers has been
militant. The march on the
EEC offices and Parlia-
ment was followed by a
general strike in Liege
against the threat to steel
and the government aus-
terity measures on 24
February which shut down
the city’s steel plants.
buses, department stores
and other factories, includ-
ing the leading Belgian
arms factory, Fabrique
Nationale. Trains on the
Liege-Brussels line were
blocked for 2 hours by steel
workers.

And when talks between
the = steel unions and
Viscount Etienne Davignon
—in which the Belgian
government conspicuoulsy
refused to participate —
collapsed at the end of
february, an all-out strike
was launched in the steel
industry from 1 March.

While the main objective
is to defend jobs and wages
in steel, militant steel
workers have rhade it clear
that they want to broaden
this strike into an all-out
assault on the Martens
government and its auster-
ity programme.

Half mast

Liege — with many
shops shut, flags at half
mast, and music only being
played by the strike bour:c
RTBF radio station — high-
lights the emerging politic-
al crisis in Belgium — =z
crisis which the workers
can only begin to resolve =¥
pressing further the teriz-
tive moves towards &
united front by the Fle—:
and French-speas.-
unions towards a ge=
strike against the Mz
government. The zx22
few weeks will see .= -
ant decisions take
cuts in social secur:s
budget and the faiz 7 ne
Belgian steel indusir:

The gouvernme:ol
on the surface ==




RATHER THAN accept
state-imposed limitations
on trade union activity, the
labour movement made it
impossible for the last
Tory government to rule.
Finally we brought it down.

But today the labour
movement is suicidally
passive and docile, as a
restrictive new legal frame-
work is imposed by Thatch-
er's government on the
trade unions.

If we don’t begin to fight
back now, we will find that

a major legal shift in the’

balance of power in indust-
ry has been imposed on
the working class — with-
out a fight.

Surrender

Nothing so shameful as
this surrender of what we
spent many decades winn-
ing has happened in Brit-
British labour movement
since the General Strike
was betrayed by the lead-
ers of the TUC back in
1926. Yet it is happening.

If the serious left does
not sound the alarm and
succeed in rallying the lab-
our movement to fight this
vicious government now,
then we will enter the next
round of industrial milit-
ancy at a massive legal
disadvantage.

We have now, and.can
decide to use, the power of
direct industrial action
to confront and defeat
the Tory attempt to shackle
the unions. We must galv-
anise ourselves to use it.

Look at the facts.

In 1980 the ‘Employment
Act’ was brought in by

James Prior. It outlawed
mass pickets and flying
pickets, and restricted the
right of sympathetic strike
action. -

The TUC responded
weakly and indecisively.
The slump deepened and
unemployment accelerated
dramatically. The day of
action on May 14/ 1980,
was not a shot across the

Tories’ bows, but proof the
TUC had deliberately let its

powder get damp.

It encouraged the Tories.
The TUC has not even tried
to do anything since.

Now Norman Tebbit has
brought in the second
instalment of what the
Tories want to do to the un-
jons. It is not likely to be
the last instalment if we

CONFERENCE

I

Democratise the
labour movement!

WHEN AND WHERE: Saturday April 3, 10.30 to 4.36, Digbeth
Hall, Birmingham. For details of transport to Birmingham,

phone John Bloxam on 01-609 3071.

SPEAKERS: Val Dunn (victim
Bernard Connolly (steel strike
(ISTC), Steve Longshaw
(Bermondsey CLP), la
unemployed branch, 6/612), plus reports
struggle and from Women'’s Fightback

unions; black workers,
de unions; organising the

. Broad Lefts etc;
irect election. Video

WORKSHOPS on: Women and the
Labour Party democracy and the tra
unemployed; organising the rank and file -
debate on officials — ‘accountability’ and d
'Question of Leadership’. And in the lunchbreak -
caucus meetings and video on Laurence Scotts.

SPONSORS INCLUDE: Socialist Organiser, London La
Trades Council, Trafford Trades Council, Basingstoke and Deane Trades Council,
Oxford CATC, Laurence Scotts strike committee, Kings
British Library branch, TGWU
ACTSS-APEX joint committee
trict Committee, Bradford District
Labour Party, Coventry Labour Le

(Laurence Scotts), Pete
n Williams (NUR), Bobby Owens (TGWU
from women in

trade union conference.

5/822, TGWU 5/287, TGWU 5
GEC Coventry,

capacity, Reg Race MP, Les Huckfield MP and Mike Cooley.

DELEGATES: and observers invited from all labour movement organisations. Creden-
Socialist Organiser.

tials £2. Cheques payable to
CRECHE: Will be available.

WRITE TO. Democracy Conference, ¢
Middle Lane, London N8.

Saturday APRIL 3

---------.----'-

ised Bakers’ Union militant),
leader, Rotherham), Ray Davies
r Tatchell

bour Briefing, Oxford

Cross ASLEF, CPSA
/104, Oxford NUJ,
USDAW D96, NUPE ILEA Dis-
Labour Party, Upper Stoke branch Coventry
ft, Birmingham Labour Left, and in a personal

/o Socialist Organiser, 28
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The TUC leaders are selling the
pass to Norman Tebbit —and
so far the rank and file has

reacted more with weary resign-

ation than with precise demands
for action. JOHN O'MAHONY

sounds the alarm.

don't fight back against it
more seriously, militantly,
and effectively than we did
against Prior’s instalment.

Certainly, the return of a
Tory government or of a
Tory/SDP/Liberal coalition
would lead to an attempt at
a third instalment.

These are the Tory
salami tactics to achieve
what Wilson failed to do in
1969 and Heath in 1971-4
by the tactic of all-out
assault. )

Tebbit’s Bill is the fourth
attempt to reshape the un-
ions in the last dozen years.
Wilson’s and Heath’s were
ripped up by trade union
action.

This is what the clear-
headed Financial Times —
which is as moderate or
extreme -as the bosses
need it to be at a given
moment — said in an edit-
orial on November 24 last

year:

““The Wilson govern-
. ment’s... proposals in 1969
fell foul of trade union
opposition.  The Heath
government’s attempts to
impose a legal straitjacket
on a voluntary informal
system of industrial rela-
tions was precipitate and

over-ambitious. .
“The present Conserva-
tive government has taken
a more cautious approach.
The 1980 Employment Act
dealt with specific abuses
relating to the closed shop,
picketing and certain other
matters. Now Mr Norman
Tebbit, the new Employ-
ment Secretary, has intro-
duced proposals which go
somewhat further, parti-
cularly on trade union
immunities and the defini-

tion of a trade dispute’’.
David Waddington,
under secretary of State for
Employment, has let the
Tory cat out of the bag with
the blunt warning that if
the trade union leaders
do not proceed to ‘reform’
the trade unions in time,
“‘the government will have
to react to democratic
pressure to democratise the
unions themselves’’
(Financial Times, Decem-
ber 1st). He has in mind

the ‘democracy’ made
notorious in the labour
movement by Frank

Chapple.

Thus the employers and
their government want to
. do what Heath and Wilson
attempted — to get the
trade union ‘leadership’ to
act as vigorously repress-
ive policemen for the ruling
class against the rank and

file.

Mr Walter Goldsmith,
director-general of the Inst-
itute of Directors, said that
the proposals, ‘‘begin to
bring unions within the

framework of law that
applies to the rest of
society, invite them to

undertake a long over-
due reform of their internal
democracy, and, above all,
put some onus on trade
union leaders to act respon-
sibly in the interests of all

their members’”’  (Daily
Telegraph, 24.11.81,
emphasis added).

They want to put the
trade union bureaucracy on

- the spot.

In the 1969 and 1971-4
attempts on the effective-
ness of the unions as instru-
ments of the rank and file,
there was not mass unem-
ployment and mass clos-
ures. There was a vigorous
rank and file shop stew-
ards’ movement.

Crust

From the mid-'50s on-
wards, the bureaucratic
crust imposed after the
defeat of the General
Strike (and by the slump)
was loosened and pushed
aside, along with the centr-
ality of nationally negotiat-
ed wage agreements. The
bureaucracy had time and
again proved unable to
deliver its goods over the
counter to the employers.

The law was brought in:
the goal was to compel
the union leaders, in tan-
dem with the state, to
police the rank and file in
the interests of the better
running of the capitalist
system.

But they still could not
deliver. They were forced
into opposition — caught

between the millwheels of’
- the government and the

rank and file. In the strugg-
le against Wilson, and then
again in the fight against
Heath, the bureaucrats
were driven into opposition
to the government.

Not vigorous oppuosition:
tail-ending, foot-dragging,
inhibited and inhibiting
opposition — but opposi-
tion. The opposition of the
bureaucrats helped  to
generate the. wide and
mass-based hostility to the
government's plans,
especially in 1971.

Despite the bureaucrats’
intentions, their agitation
stirred up workers who
were not easily quelled and
quietened — and thus help-
ed create the basis for mass
rank and file action, such
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as that which arose when
five dockers were jailed in
July 1972.

This period partly restor-
ed the union bureaucracy to
a central leadership role,
and - rehabilitated them
with sections of the rank

-and file. The dominant face °

of trade union officialdom
became of ‘lefts’ Jones and
Scanlon. But the credit
accumulated with the rank
and file was handed over
to the Labour Party in gov-
ernment after 1974.

Today things are very.
different from the early
’70s. There is mass unem-
ployment and slump. Open-
ly right wing trade union

leaderships are in the
ascendant.
Eroded

The upper layers of the
shop stewards’ movement
have been seriously bur-
eaucratised. Trade union
membership and rank and
file militancy have been
eroded. :

That means that the Tory
approach is not merely a
matter of taking a slice at
a time, but also of calculat-
ing that the bureaucracy is
now much more likely to be
able {(and therefore willing
to try) to comply with the
demand that they again be-
come effective policemen.

To judge by their re-
sponse so far, the bureau-
cracy are willing to try.
In any case they prefer
to ‘have a go' at policing
the rank and file, rather
than to take on the govern-
ment.

They have gone through
the motions of objecting
and protesting. Some of
them have proposed feeble
gestures like half hour
strikes. They have got the

The TUC: publc protest, privte willingness to live with :

Labour Party to agred
repeal the Tory legislat
And that's all! Like
unwilling soldier glad
let himself be a prisond
war, they now fold t
arms, accept Tory shag
for the labour move
and collect 10p a head
the legal expenses.
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The effects of the s
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expect anything else
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trade, and generatio
them have served a
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The anti-union legislation being driven through
Parliament by Tory hatchet-man Norman Tebbit
appears less draconian in content than the 1971
Industrial Relations Act. But it could be a bigger
threat, since it relies upon the TUC leaders them-
selves to police their membership — and because
these leaders themselves show every sign that they
will accept this ‘responsibility’. . L.

The Bill proposes to open up trade union funds
to claims for damages from employers hit by indus-
trial action.

And, as a follow-on to Prior’s laughably mis-
named ‘Employment Act’ of 1980, Tebbit’s Bill
further tightens the straightjacket on the unions’
shop floor activity by: )

*New moves to break up the closed shop and
prevent the establishment of new ones,

*Qutlawing ‘political’ strikes and makKing it easier
for employers to victimise militants and groups of
strikers.

*Decisive steps to undermine trade union demo-
cracy through secret ballots.

In addition a benevolent fund is set up to benefit
those blacklegs sacked for refusing to join a union.

What is the response of the TUC leaders?

In November Tebbit unveiled his savage new

plans. It took three whole months for the TUC
leaders to draw up policies for action to oppose the
legislation. )

And in the event even tentative suggestions of
half-hour lunchtime “strikes” against the law were
defeated by the General Council. The “8-point
plan” to be put to a conference of union Executives
at Wembley Conference Centre on April 5 contains
no call fogg action of any description. The TUC’s
proposals are:

1) “Affiliated unions should affirm their commit-

. ment to conduct a campaign among their own

members to highlight the dangers in the Employ-
ment Bill.” )

~In other words a few circular letters to branches
and perhaps a few leaflets: even badges, posters and
stickers, but no action,

2) “Affiliated unions shall not hold or partici-
pate in secret ballots on union membership agree-
ments under conditions laid down in the Employ-
ment Bill.”

—But will affiliated unions press a determined

" unionisation drive and fight to establish closed shops

in the traditional way in defiance of the Tebbit pian?
The TUC formula amounts in fact to an abandon-

bit’s law
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cracy. Even in 1969 and
after 1971, that was some-
thing the CP didn't dare do.

Now, shackled to the bur-
eaucracy, which has bowed
its neck to the Tories’
yoke, the CP and those it
influences have nothing to
offer to the rank and file
activists who want to resist
except a militant gloss on
the TUC policy of meek
surrender to the Tories and
prayers for the return of a
Labour government.

But a Labour govern-
ment may not be returned
at the next election. The
SDP and Liberals are press-
ing for a harsher attack on
the unions. The results of
the next election may well
give the signal for a third
round of anti-union legisl-
ation.

Damage

The policy of putting our
hands up now and waiting
for a Labour government to
come to the rescue is a
policy of peacefully surr-
endering — for the foresee-
able future — rights won by
the labour movement. In
many decades of struggle
and effort. The slump has
inflicted damage on the
jabour movement, but this
is surrender, not defeat.

Not to fight now is no-
thing less than treason to
the most basic interests of
the working class.

1f the official leaders
won't lead a fightback —
and they won't — then the
rank and file must. If
those, like the CP. active
and influential among the
rank and file militants an.d
shop stewards, won't
challenge the passivity,
acquiescence and treach-
ery of the bureaucracy,
then that responsibility

devolves on those of us who
are not tied to the bur-
eaucracy, who understand
that the trade union bur-
eaucracy is one of the most
backward, conservative
and often reactionary forces
in the British labour move-
ment — the central link
binding that movement to
the capitalist state.

Self-defence

Socialists and trade
union militants need to do
two things. We must cam-
paign in the labour move-
ment for the movement to
confront the Tory govern-
ment in self-defence.

We still have immense
strength. The rot, the debil-
itating lack of self-confid-
ence, the urge to do a deal
with the Tories — that all
comes from the top of the
labour movement.

Strike figures are lower

-than for many years, but in

a whole range of limited
struggles over the last year
the rank and file has
shown a powerful will to
fight.

Look at BL: treason by
Duffy and weakness among
convenors like Jack Adams
led to the collapse of the
attempt to get concerted
national action last Nove-
mber. It has been followed
for three months by a rash
of -struggles throughout
Edwardes’ empire — un-
fortunately lacking  co-
ordination.

Smashed

Edwardes could have
been smashed. The Tories
can be smashed. We must
argue inside the labour
movement for the prepara-
tion of a general strike to
throw out anti-union legis-

lation.

Immediately we must
argue for a one day general
strike — or a series of such
strikes — to mobilise and
galvanise the rank and file,
so that the labour move-
ment demonstrates to itself
that it still has a lot of
strength to deploy.

Trade union branches,
shop stewards’ commit-
tees and Labour Parties
must raise a crescendo of
demands that the labour
movement does what Tony
Benn has called on it to
do: break off collaboration
with the government and
all the state agencies.

Use Parliament to agitate
and obstruct and confront
them: refuse collabora-
tion in every area from
Parliament to the NEDC.

That is the way to rouse
up the labour .movement
for a fight back.

Respond

The conference called by
Socialist Organiser, Lon-
don Labour Briefing and
others on trade union
democracy will be discuss-
ing the Tory attack on the
unions as the most. threat-
ening immediate chall-
enge the labour movement
faces. We will be discuss-
ing how to respond to it,
hammering out policies,
and forging the rank and
file organisational sinews
for the necessary fightback.

We will discuss plans to
further the fight to ‘demo-
cratise the unions and to
break the power of the
bureaucracy, which is once
against showing itself to be
the best friend the ruling
class and its Tories have
within the labour
movement.
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July 1972: mass action against Heath's law

ment of the fight to establish 100% trade union
membership — just what Tebbit wants to achieve.
And no proposals are spelled out for the defence of
existing closed shops against Tebbit’s plan for impos-
ing regular ballots.

3) “Affiliated unions shall observe Congress
policy and not seek or accept public funds for union
ballots under the 1980 Employment Act ballot
funds scheme.”’ '

—The TUC is deliberately vague about what
would happen to a right wing union which did
accept funds ~ as appears to be the case now with
the actors’ union Equity. Will they be expelled from
the TUC? But, possibly more important, the TUC
leaders raise not a voice in defiance of the traditional
methods of workers’ democracy — shows of hands at
mass meetings — in opposition to the Tory strategy
of balloting individual members by post — in the
isolation of their own homes.

4) A call for “closer working between Unions’’ in
disputes. “The further aim, wherever possible,
should be to co-ordinate and concert negotiations
and industrial action.” i

—This poses as a challenge to the moves by
Tebbit and Prior to render ‘secondary’ strikes,

picketing and blacking illegal: but all of the evidence
of recent “close working between Unions” has been
of General Secretaries ganging up against the rank
“and file workforce to sell-out struggles on pay, jobs
and conditions. :

. Socialists of course support inter-union solid-
arity and the spreading of strikes: but the funda-
mental problem in achieving this is to win the solid-
arity of union officials for the struggles conducted
by their mempers on the shop floor. There is no
reason to believe this would be greater after Tebbit’s
Bill becomes law than it is now.

5) Empowering the General Council, on receipt
of a request from a union faced by legal action, to:

i) coordinate action by other affiliated unions in
support of the union in difficulties, including, if
necessary, calling for industrial action against the
employer concerned, or more widely.

ii) to provide financial assistance to a union
which experiences severe financial problems as a
result of damaging actions.”

—But this whole, militant-sounding proposal
relates to unions under attack after Tebbit’s Bill
becomes law! This is not so much a fight against
Tebbit but dishing out aspirins for the wounded
after the fight has been lost.

6) Financial assistance for unions faced with
legal action for pursuing existing TUC Disputes
Principles and Procedures.

~Once again conceding that Tebbit’s Bill will be
put on the statute books, and that the main bene-
ficiaries of the TUC’s ‘action’ programme will be the
legal profession pocketing fat fees.

7) “No trade union member of an industrial
tribunal or the Employment Appeal Tribunal should
serve on cases arising from the application of a union
membership agreement or arrangement.”

~In plain English this means that union bureau-
crats will continue to sit on Industrial Tribunals and
a whole panoply of collaborationist bodies with
management and government representatives right
up to the NEDC level — while the bosses sharpen the
knife for use against the shop floor.

8) A financial levy of 10p per member on all
zlz;fﬁlgzted unions to set up a ‘Campaign and Defence

und’.

—This is to pay the armies of lawyers who will
take over negotiations and to finance a stream of
ineffectual leaflets and posters justifying the TUC’s
inaction.

Yet this bankrupt package of surrender is being
vaunted by ‘left’ bureaucrats as a recipe for struggle
against Thatcher!

No challenge has been mounted by the Com-
munist Party — whose front organisation the Liaison
Committee for the Defence of Trade Unions is
calling a conference on Tebbit on March 27.

Recognising that the bureaucracy are firmly set
against strike action to stop Tebbit, the LCDTU has
not so much as whispered its usual demand — for a
one-day token strike.

Nor has such a demand yet been taken up in a
determined way by groups to the left of the CP. As
time ticks by, the need for action becomes increas-
ingly urgent. -

It is for this reason that we have spelled out
below the policies which must be taken at once into
every union branch, Labour Party and labour move-
ment organisation in the fight to defeat Tebbit.
There is no time to lose.

What to do:

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

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

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

_ﬁ

—

Carried at TGWU Birmingham joint automotive and power
and engineering quarterly shop stewards’ meeting:

“That this meeting of Engineering and Automotive Shop
Stewards fully supports the opposition being mounted
against Norman Tebbit’s Bill and calls on our Executive Com-
mittee to initiate and support positive industrial action (up to
and including strike action) at the special TUC conference to
be held on Sth April. We also call upon all members to active-
ly support the various campaigns that will be taking place in
the near future, including disputes if necessary, and further
undertake to hold factory/shop meetings to explain the full
implications of the Bill on it becoming law.”
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| Kremlin handicap!

THE inexorable march of old age and death through the
ranks of the Kremlin bureaucracy has for some time promp-
ted speculation on the probable successor to 75 year-old

President Brezhnev.

_ But a new touch has been added during the past week
wuth_ revelat:on.s of some of the scandals involving Brezhnev's
family and their political cronies on the party’s leading Polit-

buro.

In particular Brezhnev’s (53 year old) daughter Galina has
been linked both with a prominent diamond and currency
speculator Boris Tzigan (‘Boris the Gypsy’) and with the
police chief in charge of investigating him.

) Another close friend of Galina is another gold and
diamond speculator — the head of Soviet State Circuses

Anatoly Kolevatov.

Both speculators have been arrested in the last three
months and are under investigation. .

But more damaging still, it appears that the recent death
of the deputy head of the KGB, Semyon Tsvigun was suicide,
following a major confrontation with Brezhnev’s chief ideol-
ogical body-guard — the late Mikhail Suslov.

) Tho_a conflict was apparently around Tsvigun’s investiga-
tions into top level party corruption, which threatened to
spread their tentacles to embrace Breznhev's son Yuri's
activities 'in his lucrative post as Deputy Foreign Trade
Minister. Suslov himseif died a week after his exertions in

silencing Tsvigun.

But among Brezhnev’s surviving allies in beating back any
probe of the seamy affairs of his family and their jet-setting
friends are three other Politburo leaders who avail themselves
of a notoriously luxurious style of life — Andrei Kirilenko,
Konstantin Chernenko, and Viadimir Shcherbitsky.

The investigation is being pressed home by none other
than KGB chief Yuri Andropov — who as a Politburo mem-
ber himself, plainly has his own views on who should succeed

Brezhnev.

Unlike similar scandals in the capitalist countries these
bureaucrats are playing for high stakes. While capitalists can

engage in indiscretions secure in the knowledge that their .

private wealth will remain intact, in Russia the losers could
find themselves rapidly stripped of all of their present lavish
privileges and pilloried by their rivals as convenient scape-
goats for the rampant corruption of the bureaucracy as a

whole.

In this context, while Andropov tries to fix the odds and
arrange the result, Brian Lucas looks at the runners in the
race for succession at the Kremlin. '

BREZHNEV, throughout
his tenure of office has
conspicuously avoided

grooming, or more impor-
tantly, allowing the natural
emergence of a successor.

It is an anomaly of the
highly structured bureau-
cratic system of the degen-
erated workers’ state, that
no set procedure exists for
the ascension into power of
a subordinate on the death
or retirement of the leader.

Instead the leader will be
decided in much the same
way as the Vatican chooses
the next Pope, by man-
oeuvres in smoke-clad
backrooms.

As to who will succeed
to the throne in the Krem-
lin, the race is wide open.
Socialist Organiser book-
makers were quoting odds
of two-tooone on for a
triumvirate, 5 to 1 for one
outright winner, and 6 to 1
that Brezhnev died five
years ago and at the mom-
ent power -is held by an
android!

Though there are approx-
imately 24 runners in this
race, only 12 of these can
be regarded as serious
contenders. .

They are the Politburo,
as it stands today.

But even within these
12 there are some rank out-
siders who stand little or
no chance.

Outsiders

Under any circum-
stances Arvid Pel she must
be discounted. He is 82
now and although his
membership of the Polit-
buro goes back to Stalin’s
day his age — and position
as the secretary of the Lat-
vian CP — must exclude
him from the top post.

Only four others can
really be regarded as out-
siders, and two of these
mainly on the criterion of
age.

In their

50s, Grigori

Andropov
Romanov and  Mikhail
Gorbachev are very much
the babies of the Politburo!
But these cannot be totally
disregarded if Brezhnev
clings onto life for another
five years.

Romanov is certainly a
name for the future. He is
seen as the leading mem-
ber of a new. gereration of
super-bureaucrats. Other
leading members of this
group are Dolgikh and
Ryabov, but for the mom-
ent, at least, these can be
left out of the reckoning.

A third outsider is
Kunayev. Although he has
been a Politburo member
for a long time his member-
ship seems to be due o the
fact that he is both  First
Secretary of the Kazak
CP and a close personal
friend of Brezhnev!

Another personal assoc-,

iate of Brezhnev's who

would be an outsider for the
post is the high-living
Vladimir Shcherbitsky .

At the tender age of 63
he has comparative
“‘youth’’ on his side, but he
also has a considerable
experience of the inner
workings of the Politburo.

Furthermore, his posi-
tion as First Secretary of
the Ukrainian party gives
him some power base,
albeit outside the main-
stream of Soviet politics.

Virtually discounting this
younger element, we must
concentrate on the oldies.

Leading the aged. we
have Prime Minister
Nikolai Tikhanov. At 76, his
tenure on life must be at
least as precarious as
Brezhnev himself, although
he is quoted as saying
“*A 170 year long life span is
not a short one, but at the

same time it is not a very

long one. It is a good thing
that in our country this is

only considered middle
aged.” (1)
There are, however,

doubts as to whether he
is destined for any higher
office — he only joined the
Politburo as a full member
in 1980 and although his
rise to premiership can be
seen as somewhat meteoric
in Soviet terms, the pre-
miership does tend to be a
dead end position in terms
of political advancement.

However, Tikhanov must
be considered as a possible
member of any power-
sharing group who may
take control in the immed-
iate future.

Gerontocracy

Another member of a
power-sharing geronto-
cracy would inevitably be
Andre Kirilenko. At the
age of 75, he has spent
18 years in the Politburo
and 14 in the Central Com-
mittee and he holds the
post of secretary. to the
party.

It is from this post that
all three leaders since
Lenin have emerged. but
Kirilenko is extremely
unlikely to take sole charge;
instead it could be argued
that a more fruitful occupa-
tion for him woul¢ be to
look around to find a suc-
cessor to him as top party
organiser. -

Another member of the
“well over 70" group is
defence - minister Dmitri
Ustinov. Usually when his
name is mentioned, it is
accompanied by a glowing
reference like highly

. gifted’’, though quite why

or what he is highly gifted
at is not specitied.

He would certainly be
the choice of the powerful
military/industrial  sector
of the bureaucracy with
which he seems to have a
special relationship.

By the process of age and

pedigree elimination we
are left with the four best

_bets: Gromyko, Andropov,

Chernenko and Grishin.

Andrei Gromyko is prob-
ably the most difficult
member of the Politburo
to place. As foreign minis-
ter he is very well known to
Western television screens,
perhaps only second to
Brezhnev.

However, inside the
USSR his prestige is not
quite so high. He was made
a full member of the Polit-
buro in 1973 and has
enjoyed a position in the
top six thereafter.

But at 71 years of age, he
is no spring chicken, and’
he - suffered a setback in
the personality ratings in
the 26th CPSU Congress
last year, at the hands of
Brezhnev. E

Not only was he demoted
in the seating order
(usually a reliable source of
information as to who is
in favour at that particular
moment), but his chair-
manship of the conference
was also put back after all
the top leaders and Shcher-
bitsky, Kunayev and
Pel’she.

So how much influence
and support Gromyko will
eventually get is a puzzle.

Another contender = for
the top post who joined the
Politburo in 1973 is Yuri
Andropov.

Mystery

There is little mystery
-about this man. He has a
solid army background,
rising to the post of General
(if Poland is regarded as a
trend setting for the Soviet
bloc, Andropov must be the
man for the USSR).

He has for many years
been the head of the KGB

but despite this ‘‘recom- °

mendation’’ he is said to be
a cultured, well-educated

 uand able man, possessing a

‘solid’ political back-
ground.

Being ‘‘only”’ 67 is also
advantageous. The largest
single factor that will
prevent Andropov from
reaching the top is his lack
of any broad support
among the party secre-
taries. But I think he will be

among the front runners.

Rising star

The favourite of the bi-
monthly magazine ‘‘Prob-
lems of Communism’’ is
Chernenko. It is incredible
to note that Chernenko
would have qualified for
an old age pension in
Britain four years ago.
However, his career has
blossomed in those years
and again he is seen as
something of a rising star.

The seating arrange-
ments of the 26th Party
Congress put him above
anyone except Suslov.
Another remarkable factor
in his rise to the top
eschelons has been that he
is nominally in charge of
agriculture while in the last
four years agriculture has
been a total disaster in the
USSR. :

However, Chernenko
seems to have exonerated
himself from any blame for
these calamities.

Perhaps the major reason
for this is his close personal
friendship with Brezhnev.

Chernenko comes as
close as anyone to being
Brezhnev's confidant ‘and
advisor. These factors
may augur well for eventual
takeover — provided
Brezhnev himself does
p~. go down in a tide of
scandal and corruption.

Brian Lucas’s tip for the
top, is the head of the CP
in Moscow, Viktor Grishin.
A spritely 67 year old, he
has had 11 years at the top.

He has  consistently
come before the likes of
Gromyko in seating

arrangement and he is

Kirilenko

Cherfnenl&;

without a doubt a ‘‘hard-
liner’’.

It seems to have been
Grishin who first moved
for the invasion of Afghan-
istan, and he has always
argued for a tougher line in
Poland.

“With the US plunging into

a massive arms. build-up
associated with a new type
of cold war politics, the
Kremlin may feel the need
for a hard man at the top,
and Grishin seems to fit the
bill.

Some commentators tend
to dismiss Grishin as not
capable for the job and
better suited to his present
position in Moscow, but
it is that position in the
mainstream of Russian
political affairs that has
enabled Grishin to man-
oeuvre himself into the
extremely healthy position
he is today.

The problem with favour-
ites in this race is that it is
very much like the Grand
National rather than the
Gold Cup, in other words
they don’t always run to
form and they can get
pulled down by séme stray
runner which has no hope
of success for himself.

The main features of the
winner of this race will be
the ability to conform,
ruthlessness to get to the
top position and ability to
live a long time.

On past form the charac-
teristics the  successor
will have to have are:
an age of ten years younger
than the incumbent;

" close association with him;

>

a long tenure in both the
Politburo and the Central
Committee; and to be an
ethnic Russian.

However, the face of the
Soviet oligarchy is chang-
ing, antiquity is now a
prerequisite. Although
Stalin was 73 and Kruschev
70 when they died the aver-
age age of the Politburo
was then much younger.
Kruschev was 59 when he
took control and Brezhnev
58.

The major reason why
the average age has increa-
sed quite so dramatically is
basically due to a dearth of
the old-style purges.

Whether this will start a
new trend of leadership
where one geriatric passes
on control to another so
vastly increasing the fre-
quency of change of leader,
we have yet to see.

This also could have the
by-product of increasing
the instability at the top of
the bureaucratic machine.

So the most likely out-
come of the Kremlin chase
is some form of dead heat,
with the top prize being
shared by three runners,
quite  which permuta-
tion of bureaucrats will
very much d}a\pend on how
long Brezhnev lives — and
how long he stays in office.



- MUST
FIGHT!

AT THE time of going to
press, Wednesday’s strike call
on London’s buses and
undesrground trains is expec-
ted to receive substantial
support from London Trans-
port’s 60,000 workforce.
The one-day strike was
called by all LT unions
(acting together for the first
time ever) in protest against
the Law Lords> decision in
December to outlaw the
Greater London Council’s
‘Fares Fair’ policy which cut
fares by 32% last October.

The strike call, as part of -

a larger campaign involving
a publicity campaign
launched by the unions and
the GLC, received unani-
mous endorsement at a
meeting of 600 shop stew-
ards and staff representa-
tives in mid-February. Sup-

port for the strike streng- -

thened last week when both
the TGWU and the NUR, the
major LT unions, made the
strike official.

Staff cuts

The doubling of fares on
March 21 itself has serious
implications for jobs in the
coming three years. But the
Law Lords decision has
also forced LT to announce
immediate staff cuts totall-
ing 5,000 by the end of
1983. The strike is also
against these cuts.

Many LT workers have
criticised the one-day strike
as an action quite incapable
of winning the campaign on
its own. Nevertheless, a solid
strike on Wednesday will
show the power of the work-
force to take action which
can force a major retreat by
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events and many campaigns
are carried free. Paid ads:
5p per word, £4 per column
inch. Send to: Socialist
Organiser (What's On), 28
Middle Lane, London N8.

TURKEY

l Turkey Solidarity Camp-
aign Democratic Platform
Speakers’ Tour

Wednesday March 24: 11am

press conference at St
ride’s Institute, off Fleet

by Andrew Rossing

the government.

LT workers face three
hurdles in preparing for
decisive action: working for
a co-ordinated response:
overcoming LT  manage-
ment’s disinformation,
specifically ~ designed  to
create a fake sense of job
security, and cutting through
the variety of strategies
touted by union and GLC
leaders.

The basis of an all LT
shop stewards committee
met four weeks ago, but
with the immediate priorities
of winning the call for, and
then winning support for,
the one-day stoppage, it has
not met since.

A further meeting is now
planned for Sunday 14th,
which leaves only a week to
act before the fares increases
and cuts. A recall of the Feb-
ruary delegate conferences
to confirm future action is
the obvious and urgent step.

LT management has tried
to reassure workers that
though it intends to cut
5,000 jobs by the end of
1983, there will be no redun-
dancies. This argument can
be destroyed. )

5,000 will leave LT over
two years through normal
staff turnover. But inevit-
ably, they will not leave in
the right places.

At risk

Particularly at risk are
LT’s 7000 conductors. Some
40% of buses are ‘one-person
operated’. Yet in 1970, LT

St, London. 6.30pm meeting
for MPs at House of Comm-
ons {(room 10) — chaired by
Ernie Roberts MP.

Thursday March 25 — meet-
ings in the London area.

Friday March 26. 7.30.
Meeting at McLellan Galler-
ies, Sauchiehall St, Glasgow.
Chair: a representative of the
STUC. Also meetings in
Glasgow, Edinburgh and
London.

Saturday March 27, 2pm.
Public meeting at The Pleas-
ance, 60 The Pleasance, Ed-
inburgh. Chair: Secretary of
Edinburgh Trades Council.
Speakers include Gavin
Strang MP.

Monday March 29. Meetings
in the Manchester area.

Tuesday March 30. 7.30.
Public meeting, Bridge Hotel
Newcastle upon Tyne.

7.30. Public meeting, Trades
Club, Leeds. Also other
meetings in Leeds and New-
castle areas.

Wednesday March 31.

Public meeting, Oxford Town
Hall. 7.30. Public meeting,
AUEW House, Furnival Gate,
Sheffield.

was planning for 100% one
person operation of buses by
the end of the decade.

And the fewer

‘Viable’
passengers, the more ‘viable’

are single person operated
buses.

the

Conductors will only be -

retained in the more heavily
loaded central London area.
Conductors employed in the
suburbs will either be made
redundant or have to travel
(by car?) very early in the
morning or late at night to
get to or from work.

Routes will also be cut
and the more lightly loaded
ones in the suburbs will
bear the brunt, leaving
drivers there with the same
problems as conductors.

The strongest reaction so
far, though, has been to the
announcement of 15% to
20% cuts in rush hour under-
ground train services from
March 21. Provided NUR
leaders’ protests arc turned
into an official instruction
train crews may refuse to
operate the new timetables.

Network

LT will send them home
and this will bring a major
part of London’s commuter

Public meeting, Transport
House, Islington, Liverpool,
7pm. Sponsored by Kirk-
dale CLP, TGWU 6/612,
and Tuebrook ward LP.

Thursday Aprit 1. 7pm. Pub-
lic meeting. TUC, Congress
House, Gt Russell St, L.ondon
WC1.

7.30. Public meeting, Wesley
Hall, Cambridge.

SOCIALIST
ORGANISER
MEETINGS AND
FORUMS.

NORTH-WEST LONDON.
Monday Mar.15: A Woman's
Right to Work. ’
Monday April 12: Fund-
raising social to commemor-
ate the Easter Rising.
Details from SO sellers.

SHEFFIELD: Every other
Wednesday, at the Brown
Cow, The Wicker. Business
7.30, discussion 8.30.
Mar.17: The decline of US

" capitalism.

Mar.31: Women and the
labour movement
ISLINGTON: 7.30 Fridays,

upstairs room in Caxton
House, 129 St John's Way.

Mar.12: A Woman's Right
to Work :

Mar.26: Central America —
still the USA’s backyard?

HOUNSLOW Socialist Org-
aniser social. 8pm, Saturday
March 13, Hanworth Labour
Hall. Waged £1, unwaged
50p, please bring a bottle.
Half the proceeds go to the
Hanworth Ward election
campaign.

BASINGSTOKE Socialist
‘Organiser forum. ‘The Case
for Extra-Parliamentary
Action’. 7.30, Friday March
12, Chute House, Church St.

LAMBETH/SOUTHWARK
Thursday March 18: The
fight for trade union demo-
cracy. Lambeth Town Hall.
8pm.

MARXISM

London Workers Socialist
League classes on basic
Marxism. Next one: The
general law of capitalist
accumutlation. Friday 19
March, 7.30pm. For venue
write to PO Box 135,
London N1 0DD.

*“THE POLITICS of the
Socialist Workers Party’ —

;;;;; .

But they voted ér the fare rses .

network and all of the
centre’s rail services to a
halt.

Fares

‘Can’t Pay, Won't Pay’,
a campaign initiated by two
GLC Labour Councillors,
Valerie Wise and John
McDonnell, is pressing the
public to refuse to pay the
new fares, instead carrying
on with the old fares from
March 21.

This has the obvious
attraction of being able to
unite LT passengers and
workers in joint action
against the government, at
least over the fares implica-

- tions of the Law Lords’

judgement.

LT would run out of
money in a mafter of days
and short of effectively
forcitg a closedown of the
bus and underground net-
works, the government
would have no 1eal alterna-
tive to a massive climbdown.

Toleration

Success will need more
than mere toleration and
non-harassment by conduc-
tors and ticket collectors of
passengers trying to pay the
old fare. To have a big
enough impact on LT fares
income, will require the LT
workers involved trying to

pamphlet produced by
Glasgow Socialist Organiser.
Sections on: history of the
SWP, SWP and trade union
work, SWP intervention in
industrial disputes, SWP and
women, SWP and internat-
ionalism. Prices 43p for one
copy, £1.81 for five. Cheques
payable to lan McLeish.
From: MclLeish, 2 Quarry
Ave, Halfway, Cambuslang,
Glasgow.

WOMEN AND TECH-
NOLOGY CONFERENCE
At the Adult Education and
Extra Mural Studies Dept.,
Leeds University on Satur-
day March 20. Registration
(£1 waged, 50p unwaged)
from TUCRIC, 6 Blenheim
Terrace, Leeds 2 (Tel.
39633). Cheques payable to
TUCRIC.

ABORTION AND THE
HEALTH SERVICE
Conference called by the
National Abortion Cam-
paign and the Abortion Law
Reform Assocation, on
March 13, 10.3(em to S5pm
at 21 Star St., London W2.
Registration: £5 sponsored,
£2.50 unsponsored, 50p un

q
|

waged from NAC, 374 Grays
‘inn Road, London WC1.
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whole
GLC Labour Group buckled

Eventually the
and voted for the
including the fare
rises. But the first break
from the Labour Group
decision to vote against fare
rises was on January 26.

Ken Livingstone moved
the implementation of the
fare rises and 25 Labour
members voted for:

Bramall, Branagan,
Davies, Dawe, Dimson, Ed-
wards, Garside, Handy,
Harrington, Hart, Hinds,
Judge, Little, Livingstone,
McBrearty, Mclntosh, Mor-
gan, Nicholson, Ross, Sieve,
Stead, Turney, Ward,
Williams, Wilson.

Nineteen voted against:

Banks, Boateng, Bun-
dred, Daniel, Davies B,
Gouge, Hammond, Harris,
Herbert, McDonnell,
Mackay, Moore, Morrell,

under
budget

Pitt, Rossi, Ward, Wetzel,
Wise, Wood.

charge the old fares to all
passengers. The tactic was
tried successfully in Milan
where it had precisely this
union direction.

But if success needs the
participation of the LT
workers, then the difficuity
is that management would
hit back with disciplinary
action against the (relatively

few) workers directly
involved with ticket issue
and fare collection. To

prevent this, all other LT
workers would have to be

ready to come to their
immediate defence.
Strike

‘Can’t Pay, Won’t Pay’
and the real threat of strike
action must go together if
management is to be dissua-
ded from such disciplinary
action.

A recall “conference of
shop stewards and  staft
representatives would be the
ideal forum to decide
whether to go for ‘Can’t Pay
Won’'t Pay' with the threat
of strike action to back it up

or go directly for an all-out

strike on a given date. The
first of these is much the
harder to put into effect and
many may feel that it is an
inadequate response to the
jobs und wages questions.

Iither way, all LT unions
need to prepare now for
strikc action.

Fares crunch I

CAN'TPAY

Ken Livingstone told last
weekend’s London Labour
Party Annual Conference
that he supported the March
10 stoppage and is now
reported in the press as sup-
porting any future strike
action though at the same
time suggesting that a ‘Can’t
Pay, Won’t Pay’ tactic would
be more imaginative.

If the GLC leadership
added its weight to the
‘Can’t Pay, Won't Pay’ cam-
paign (which so far it has
steadfastly refused to do)
then its support and chances
of success would be many
times greater. Instead.
Livingstone offered the Con-
ference the prospect of con-
tinuing the propaganda cam-
paign — until the next
General Election if neces-
sary. These are empty words.

Subsidy

The GLC has put the case
over well so far for restor-
ing subsidy to London
Transport and reversing the
Law Lords’ decision. But the
crucial question is whether
the GLC leadership and the
Labour Party as a whole is
willing to urge action —
Can’t Pay, Won't Pay’ and
an all-out strike — to make
its policies stick in the face
of government opposition.

If it is not, then no
amount of rhetoric will con-
vince the working class to
turn o<t at the polls to
support it And rhetoric,
whilst acting on the govern-
ment’s terms, has already
meant the GLC approving an
LT budget for 1982 which
has only a 5% pay increase.

‘Campaigning  till  the
next election’ will count for
nothing besides this kind of-
thing.

The London Labour
Conference allowed itself to
take neither debate nor votes
on any of these pressing

questions. An emergency
resolution calling for Labour
Party support for strike

action was kicked out by
Standing Orders Committee.
who were allowed to get
away with it by Conference.

The transport debate was
squcezed into a mere 30
minutes.

. London Labour Parties
must fight to get the GLR
Executive and the GLC to
campaign for action. London
Borough elections in May
will depend upon it.

*Meeting for London
Transport workers to organ-
ise for immediate future
action. 14 March at 7pm at
the Prince Albert pub.
Wharfedale Road, London
NI
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Fight back
-don’t take
cover!

IN THE Science Column in
SO 74, Les Hearn argues
for Labour councils to
reject the half-hearted
attempts at  protection
against nuclear = attack
offered by the government
and draw up their own
counter-proposals for civil
defence.

1 agree that we should
argue for Labour councils
not to participate in Civil
Defence exercises, espec-
ially since the Govern-
ment’s form of civil defence
is based on preserving
some form of -capitalist
‘law and _order’” not
only after a nuclear war
but also, it seems to me,
during a major upheaval,
such as a general strike,
which threatened the exist-
ence of capitalist rule.

However, | feel it would
be wrong for us to argue
for labour councils, to
counterpose their own‘deas
for civil defence to those of
the government. In my

view, the only real protec-
tion against nuclear war is
for the working class to
disarm the capitalists.

Arguing for ‘‘better’”’
civil defence can only
deflect us from that aim.
We should argue for
Labour councils to use their
rejection of civil defence
measures to agitate for the
working class to disarm
the imperialists.

Alternatives

Nuclear war, even if
originally limited to Europe
would lead to the destruc-
tion of not only most of the
population but also of much
of the material base of
capitalist society. it is on
this material base that we
seek to build a socialist
society.

We should fight for
socialist alternatives to it,
not seek protection from its
barbarism.

Will Adams
Cambridge

Writeback

We invite readers

to send us their

letters,up to a

usual maximum

length of 400 words.

Send to

‘Writeback’,

Socialist Organiser,
_cfo 28, Middle Lane,

London N8.

PORN AND
POLICIES

DAVE SPENCER suffers
more from muddled think-
ing than I do. (8074
letter).

My point is not that por-
nography is not sexist, but
that the way to fight or
destroy sexism is not by
bans and censorship,
whether these come from
the state or the women’s

—
SCIENCE -~
__ -

jow fall-out Kills

THE longterm _effects of
nuclear war are caused by
radio-active fall-out (partic-
les of dust made radio-active
and thrown into the air by
a nuclear explosion).

Most fallout comes
down locally — in our
example of a one-megaton
bomb on the centre of Lon-
don, with a stiff breeze
towards Manchester, heavy
deposits of fail-out occured
as far away as Glasgow. Up

to onefifth of the fall-out.

may be shot higher into the
atmosphere and be carried
around the earth by the
prevailing winds, most stay-
ing in the northern hemis-
phere (where it was pro-
duced)

Long-term

Most will descend in a
belt around the world over
the next four weeks. The
longer it stays in the air the
less radioactivity it will con-
tain as this gradually breaks
down.

Only the longerived
radioactive elements
(Caesium-137, Carbon-14

and Strontium-90) will be
left.

Cancer

. But what are the long
term effects on humans of
radiation? There are two
types of long-term effects —
one is on those who have
survived immediate exposure
to fall-out, the other is on
people who may be thous-
ands of miles away.

In the first case there is
a greater risk of cancers —
in our example, 5-10% of the
survivors of an LD50 dose of
450 rads*
would develop cancers.

Even in Glasgow, some-
thing like 1,000 cancers will
be caused — from a bomb in
London! .

A similar number of
genetic (i.e. inherited) handi-
caps will also be caused.
Other long term effects suf-
fered by some of the victims
of immediaté fall-out will be
cataracts, leukaemia, retar-
ded development of unborn
children and infertility of

* aemia

(Derby area)

men lasting for years.

There will also be an
increase in stillbirths and
mental retardation of some
newborn children.

Now what about delayed
fall-out? This will pose a risk

to anyone in the world —-

more so in the north. For
example, there was a small
increase (about 5%) in leuk-
cases, when atom
bomb tests were taking place
in the atmosphere. An all-
out nuclear war would pose
a far greater threat.

The long-lived elements
mentioned previously are
easily absorbed by plant life
which will eventually be
eaten by various animals
including us. Strontium-90 is
very similar to calcium and
goes straight to the bones
where it can cause leukaemia
while  Caesium-137  and
Carbon-14 will go to all parts
of the body where they can
cause other types of cancer.

*The LD50 dose is the
amount of radiation that will
kill 50% of people who
receive it.

movement.

If pornography is to be
banned because it is sexist,
then we must be consistent
and ban everything that is
sexist. Dave Spencer is in
favour of shutting down
sex-shops — is he then in
favour of closing every
newsagent in the country?

He should be, because
they all stock the Sun — not
to mention explicitly porno-
graphic magazines.

If he thinks the way to
challenge sexism in news-
papers is to ‘rip them up
and tear them down’,
then where does this policy
begin and end? Presumably
we would have to tear to
pieces every newspaper
from the Daily Telegraph to
the Militant. And what
about novels and paint-
ings?

John Ruskin destroyed
all of Turner’s erotic
paintings after Turner’s
death. It is probably fair
to assume that these paint-
ings were sexist — did
Ruskin do a service to
women? Not only did he
not do a service to women,
but he also did an immense
disservice to art: [ would
have liked to have seen
those paintings, sexist or
not. : :

It may be a tired old
liberal argument, but it is
nevertheless true that
banned books and maga-
zines gain a certain mys-
tique simply because they
are proscribed. Even if it
were possible or correct,
banning pornography
would not get rid of it.

Dave is right to point out
the way in which the
‘sexual revolution’ has
benefited men more than
women. But the answer to
this is not to go back to the
days of puritanism and
monogamy: the gains may
not be unqualified, but they
are nevertheless gains.

The way to fight men’s
distortion of our
sexuality is to assert
women's sexuality, to pro-
duce women's erotic liter-
ature.

Unless we resist the
creeping reactionary move-
ment against sexual liber-
ation (such as it is) none of
this will be possible.

[ do not argue against

hanning pornography
simply  betause Mary
Whitehouse wants it. 1

that  feminist

recognise
arguments are the opposite

own

INTERNATION,qL
ACTION

TOUR

AS part of the Turkey Solid-
arity Campaign’s drive to
draw attention in Britain to
the plight of trade unionists
in Turkey who are facing
death penalties by the milit-
ary prosecutors of the Junta,
we have planned the follow-
ing event.

This is a tour around
Britain of several leading
members of DISK (the pro-
gressive trade union confed-
eration), TOB-MER (the
teachers union representing
100% of unionised teachers},
TMMOB (the union which
represents all the architects
and engineers in Turkey),
Tabibler Birligi {the doctors’
union)- and the owner of the
newspaper, Demokrat, which
was the sixth largest daily
newspaper before the coup
when it was banned.

Abolished

DISK had about 800,000
members before it.was abol-
ished by the military regime
immediately after  they
seized power. All the people
who will speak are presently
exiled in Europe.

The purpose of the tour
is to create an awareness in
Britain of the threat to trade
unionism in Turkey, and to
point out the links between
the two countries.

TFhese are both political
and ancial, and include
commen membership of the
Council of Europe and
NATO, IMF links and British
firms having investments in

Sodialist Organiser Alliance

campaigning  paper

SOCIALIST Organiser fights to act as a reat
which
workers in the struggle for new leadership.

To do so we need consi
money. Socialist Organiser Alijance groups
nave been established in most hig towns,

stent support and

Turkey, such as British Ley-
land, International Harves-
ters, and Lucas Electric
Diesel Motors.

Furthermore, the present
British government gives un-
conditional support to the
five-man Turkish junta as
witnessed by the £15 million

military aid package
proposed, and by various
statements made by con-

servative MPs after the coup.

The speakers will be able
to answer questions about
the latest situation of their
52 colleagues from DISK
whose trial began on 24
December 1981 and who al}
face death penalties; the
many thousands of trade
unionists who have been
held for long periods with-
out trial or being aliowed
access to their relatives or
lawyers, and about the tor-
tures being done to them in
the prisons.

Finally, they want to dis-
cuss what sort of effective
solidarity actions the British
labour movement may be
able to take in order to help
their brothers and sisters in

- Turkey.

_ *Give your name, or the
name of your organisation as
a sponsor of the tour.

can organise

*Help to support
tour financially (it will ¢
in the region of £2,000),
sending a donation to ¢
Box 5965, London WC
3XX. Cheques payable
Turkey Solidarity Campail

*QOrganise meetings
which the speakers
invited. These could be
the form of one to one M
ings with MPs, trade un

leaders, etc., workpl
meetings, informal dist
sions or larger even
events.

Details of tour meetin
see page 11.

—CUTIONS [
-
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oty &
Turkey Solidarity
Campaign: Box Bl

5965, London WC
3XX.

1o Whitehouse's. But the
attitude that pornography
Jhould he hapned. torn up.

Yo

Why not join with us? Supporters arg
askrd to undertake to sell a minimum of 6
par.. : per week and contribute at jeast £1.50
cer .~onth {£0p Tor unwaged!.

1f thete is no group in your area why not

[ nr
fightn part
of the. reactionanes’ policy
of restoring happy family
{ife, putting women back in
alloted place in the
home. persecuiing homo
sexuals and soon.

nis anti-pornography

heip us to dDusid ones
To 'Gui Organised’, writg at cnce te us at
28 pMiddie Lane, Londor NEg.

fegistation  will he usec

“We were going to get a fallout shelter, but we thought
s bomb would be safer.”” .

against women, not for us
ANN EVANS.

Heath, United Kingdom Lambeth
4
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AFTER a prolonged period
of shamefaced .inaction, at
iast an- official labour move-
ment. event has been staged
to ‘mobilise solidarity for
Solidarnosc.

A Labour Party rally will
be held in Central Hall, West-
minster on the evening of
Wednesday March 16.

Chaired by Joan Lestor,
the meeting will feature a
mixture of speakers ranging

Hands off El

by Harry Sloan

THE Thatcher government
has been the only European
government to lend its back-
ing to the farcical ‘‘elec-
tions’’ scheduled for El Sal-
vador at the end of March.

Two British observers
will fly to the country
where, according to the

latest Amnesty International
reports, the savage activities
of right wing murder squads
against working class milit-
ants and opponents of the
regime are backed up more
or less openly by the so-

called ““forces of law and
order’” — the army and
police.

They will spectate from a
safe distance on elections
which are boycotted by the
main progressive political
opponents of the regime, the
Democratic Revolutionary

‘Don’t dig there

Dig it elsewhere

You're digging it round

It ought to be square

The shape of it’s wrong

1i's much too long

And you can’t put a hele
Where a hole don’t belong’

the bowler hatted gent giv-
ing -arbitrary instructions
to a labourer at work in the
old Bernard Cribbins
song.

But they seem equally
apt as an explanation for
the curious display of
sectarian  hostility by
Socialist Challenge to this
Saturday’s labour move-
ment demonstration in
support of Solidarnosc.

Socialist Challenge has
now appointed itself the
arbiter of solidarity activity
— and decided for its own
reasons, to publicly attack a
demonstration which it has
been repeatedly urged to
co-sponsor. From such
behaviour nobody can
benefit.

The demonstration was
called at the initiative of

Socialist Organiser and
London Labour Briefing
as the continuation of

appeals by both papers —
at first supported by Social-
ist Challenge — for a cam-
paign of labour movement
support to  Solidarnosc
independent of the Thatch-
er/Reagan cold war propa-
ganda blitz.

" 1t has been supported
by the London Regional
Executive of the London
Labour Party, by ASTMS
No. 7 Divisional Council,
and by a number of CLPs
and union branches.

Ken L:vingstone has given
a news conference to supp-
ort it, and Reg Race MP—
and the Solidarnosc Trade

These were the words of

from Dennis Healey and Roy
Evans of the ISTC on the
right, through Clive Jenkins
(representing the TUC) . to-
Eric Heffer on the left as one
of the few Labour MPs to
have taken an active interest
in. building .labour move-
ment support.

Solidarnosc activist
Zbigniew = Kowalewski is
expected to fly from Paris to
speak at the rally.

US-backed candidate Duarte
Front (FDR).

The political strength of
the FDR flows from the
mass popular support of the
war in the countryside being

by Harry Sloan

But there does
appear to have been as.much
work devoted to building the

. attendance - at the: rally as.

there 'has -in ‘assembling a
platform of speakers.

It 'is vital that socialists
support .the -event -and
prevent - any -attempt by
Labour bureaucrats to use a
poor turn-out as an excuse
for further inaction on

-Poland.

‘Salvador

waged by the guerrillas of
the FMLN — a war which
junta chief Napoleon Duarte
now admits his army is
losing.

Dragged

As a result the Reagan
government is being dragged

.- more and more into open

involvement through econ-
omic and military aid, the
provision of equipment and
advanced training, and the
sending of US ““advisors” to
the battle zones.

But as the tide continues
to flow towards the anti-
imperialist  fighters, the
“hawks”’ of the Pentagon
and in the junta are looking
increasingly to direct US
military support. *

An opinion poll con-

Union Working Group are
to speak at the rally.

It has been advertised
by Socialist Worker and
Labour Weekly. And it has
been opposed by only one
tendency — Socialist
Challenge.

" To justify this curious
stance, Socialist Challenge
has taken a whole page of
their March 4 edition.
Readers are treated to an
introduction of innocuous
generalities on the need for
labour movement solid-
arity  with Solidarnosc,
the failure of either the

. TUC or the Labour Party

leadership to offer such
solidarity, and the fight
that has been waged by
rank and file socialists to

rectif‘)ﬂhis weakness.

‘The article points to. the
concrete example of such
work done in Scotland —
carefully omitting the lead-
ing role of Socialist Organ-
iser supporters in the local
committee.

It correctly underlines
the need to build local
labour movement support
for Solidarnosc:

“now, through financial
aid, adoption of internees
and other suitable means.”’

We quite agree: And we
agree when author Martin
Meteyard goes on to insist
that. the campaign must
“puild up such a head of
steam in the labour move-
ment on this issue that the
TUC and Labour Party

not

. solidarity  action —

-- Solidarnose, and the fight

" The. target must be the
mobilisation of the Labour
Party and TUC in.concrete’
) fund-
raising, demonstrations and
propaganda in support -of

for trade union blacking of
trade (with the exception of
food and medical supplies)
with the Jaruzelski junta.

ducted last week by the right
wing magazine Newsweek
reveals overwhelming hostil-
ity within the US to any
such intervention.

Now is the time to step
up the fight to turn such
anti-war sentiment into an
active campaign by the inter-

" national labour movement in

solidarity with the fight in El
Salvador.

A demonstration in
London with this objective
has been called on March 28
— to coincide with the
phony elections.

It  begins at Speakers
Corner at 1pm, and will go
to a rally in Trafalgar
Square. .

And all labour movement
bodies should affiliate to the
El Salvador Solidarity Cam-
paign.

leaders are themselves
forced to organise action
in support of Solidarnosc.’

Their proposals to take
such a fight into the labour
movement are positive. But
then comes a curious

senterice. which marks the-

switch from general discus-
sion “to  particularised

sectarianism. From calls :

for local, rank and file
activities in support of
Solidarmosc, Meteyard

suddenly turns round and
insists:

*‘Nothing less will do
than for the TUC and
Labour leaders to organise
a national demonstration in
support of Solidarnosc, a
national tour of the labour
movement by Solidarnosc
activists, and a national
financial appeal to help
Solidarnosc  rebuild  its
shattered apparatus.’’

N thing less? Does this
mea tha the local demon-
stra ions jointly sponsored
by Socialist Challenge and
Socialist ~ Organiser  in
places such as Oxford,
Glasgow and Birmingham
should not have occurred?

Is this what Meteyard
means when he declares:

“Any attempt by rank
and file activists to substi-
tute themselves for this
process  risks harming
rather than helping the
cause of Solidarnosc in
Britain.”

From  this haughty
position Meteyard launches
into the main purpose of his.

article — vigorously
denouncing the demonstra-
tion called by SO and
Briefing.

With a lordly wave of the
hand he dismisses Socialist
Organiser and Briefing as
“two small groups in the
Labour Party .

And ignoring the evid-

IRELAND

“WE feel that British Labour
policy should support
majority rule in Ireland and
the establishment of an inde-
pendent, democratic state
there, which could allew for
safeguards for minority
rights and local autonomy.

“It is important to appre-
ciate that the overwhelming
majority of the Irish labour
‘movement endorses  this
policy.”

Matt Merrigan, a District
Secretary of the Amalgama-
ted TGWU -in Dublin, was
explaining the views of Irish
trade unionists to a 400-
strong labour movement
conference on Ireland in
London on February 27.

The conference  was
attended by 274 delegates,
about half from trade unions
and half from Labour
Parties.

Inez  McCormack, a
NUPE official from Belfast
also spoke in the morning
session and pointed to the
sad reality of a divided work-
ing class in the North. British
socialists who ignored the

ence of at least one meet-
ing on solidarity work
convened by SO and atten-
ded by leading Socialist
Challenge supporters,
_he falsely claims -that the
demonstration was called
“with no attempt to con-
sult”” activists who have
been organising support for
Solidamosc.

Concealing the fact that
the march is backed by the
London Region Labour
Party, he claims that there
has been ‘‘no attempt to
take such a proposal
through the official struc-
tures of the movement."’

Meteyard goes on to
make the ludicrous sugges-
tion that the march could
“seriously set back'’' the
fight for solidarity because
it could be used by (un-
named) ‘‘supporters of
martial law [?!] as an exam-
ple of how little ‘national
labour movement backing’
there is for Solidarnosc.”’

Following this catalogue
of falsifications and inven-
tions. Meteyard announces
that — for all his earlier
pronouncements in favour
of building “‘local labour
movement  support  for
Solidarnosc now = — the
policy of Socialist Chall-
enge is not to build this

Glasgow demo: should they have waited for Atile TUC?
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February 27.

colonial  aspect of the rela-
tions between Britain and
Ireland, and the real, if
marginal privileges enjoyed
by the Protestants in the
North and their impact on
the Northern Ireland labour
movement, fly in the face of
reality, she said.

The aiterpoon session
was given over to a discus-
sion of what could be done
in the British labour move-
ment.

Union groups

But it was only after a
Socialist Organiser supporter
insisted, from the floor, that
it was agreed to put aside
time for delegates from
different unions to meet.
The groups that met must
form the core of Irish solid-
arity caucuses in the unions.

It was also decided that
the committee
organised the conference
should remain in existence
and organise another confer-
ence at the end of the year.

campaign for support in
London, but to urge us to
call it off!

What . do they
instead, ‘‘now’’?

*‘We urge the organisers
to . . . commit themselves
to working with other sup-
porters of Solidarnosc in
Britain to force the TUC
and Labour Party leaders
into action on this ques-
tion’’.

Beneath the fig-leaf of
quibbles and objections,
therefore, Socialist Chall-
enge proposes no tangible
course of action for social-
ists to build support for
Solidarnosc in the London
area!

offer

Minimise support

Blinded by sectarian and
factional motives, their
prime objective is simply to
minimise support for the
march that has been called.

This single-minded sec-
tarianism reaches.the level
where this whole page
supposedly on building
labour movement solid-
arity fails seriously to
advertise the Labour
Party's own national rally
in support of Solidarnosc
in London on March 16!

which '

. enge

abour Poland rally,BUILD TRADE UNION

Bruce Robinson reports on the Labour
Movement Conference on Ireland on

. If the conference is not
just to be a re-run of this one
it is important to focus it
on deciding on activity and
in the meantime to organise
a solid base of support in
the unions and Labour
Parties to make it really rep-
resentative.

To this end, the Labour
Committee on  Ireland
National Council last week-
end decided to call on the
committee to focus on build-
ing up the trade union
groups initiated at the con-
ference.

We realise of course that
Socialist Challenge has
problems deciding its
policy on Poland. A heated
dispute is raging among its
supporters on whether or
not to fight for trade union
blacking of trade with the
Polish junta — a policy
supported by Socialist
Organiser and by Solid-
arnosc activists.

And with many Socialist
Challenge readers be-
mused by _their paper’s
uncritical support for the
sell-out strike leaders in
the recent Leyland Vehicles
dispute, obviously there are
sectarian currents in their
organisation pressing for a
policy of isolating their
militants from SO suppor-
ters.

But the fight for solidar-
ity with the Polish workers’
movement is too important
to be transformed into a
sectarian battleground.

We urge Socialist Chall-
to reverse  their
f:}ct.ional stance and to
participate jointly with our
supporters on the March 13
demonstration. For our part
we will continue to press for

the broadest  possible
joint. work towards prin-
cipled labour movement

solidarity with the Polish
workers.
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BOB FRYER was re-elected
TGWU convenor of the BL
Cowley Assembly Plant last
Wednesday. Fryer received
710 votes in the secret ballot
held in the plant.

The right wing candidate
Frank Corti received 216
votes and Tom White of the
Workers Revolutionary Party
received 129 votes in a 45%
poll of TGWU members.
(The poll was slightly below
average — its size reduced
by the strict administration
of the ballot which required
attendance at a polling
station at an appointed time
and the production of a
current contribution card).

Despite White’s position
as a leading member of
Gerry Healy’s Workers Revo-
lutionary Party, the result
was an important victory for
the left. It represents the
biggest majority for the left
candidate in the convenors
elections in the plant since
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
struggled to cover Tom

White’s -humiliating defeat, .

since in previous elections he
has topped the poll for the
deputy convenor positions
and - WRP members have
been led to believe that he
was about to win this elec-
tion for convenor.

Ducked

Thursday’s ‘Newsline’
ducked the issue, simply
printing a few obscure words
reporting Fryer’s victory and
noting that Tom White got
“gver 120 votes™.

On ['riday, Healy recov-
ered himself and produced a
lengthy “theoretical” ration-
alisation of White’s defeat
for the consumption of
bewildered WRP members
(who may have got hold of
the voting figures).

Fryer's victory, he said,
“represents the hesitations
that are apparent in the
working class as they tace
the most momentous
struggles in their history.”

(Still no voting figures
are given — this time Fryer
is said to have won by a
“clear majority™).

Blame

To blame the workforee
and point to hesitation 18
wrong from every stand-
oint. The reality is that
following repeated seH-outs.

¥ S :
i Industrial

BL workers are looking for
firm leadership. But this
aspiration does not lead
them to vote for Tom White.

Far from it. The fact is
that White has worked long
and hard to develop a base
amongst right wing activists
in the plant, He has become
inseparable from 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 1977-8. .

Both camps

These ~people openly
campaigned for him through-
out the election. White,
therefore, was trying to do
what he had successfully
achieved in the past in the

.---------------1
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BLACKING action can help
win the strike by 1,200
workers in the Bernard
Matthews turkey processing
factorics.

Some 16 year old
workers are on £48.45 for a
40 hour week. Matthews is
o_flering an across the board
rise of £5.67 which would

v

“ictorious: Bob Fryer

deputy elections — draw
votes from both camps.

He wanted to pull a sub-
stantial part of the right
wing vote and at the same
time pick up votes from
militants who have been
alienated from Fryer by the
bad positions he has taken
on a number of issues in the
past year.

In the event, things went
very differently. The right
wing ORMO  campaign
(Organisation Representing
Moderate Opinion) backed
Corti. And the importance
of the convenor position
brought the spotlight on
White which had  not
happened before.

The right wing ensured
that his membership of the

WRP, normally kept out of
sight, received publicity. At
tlic same time attention was
drawn to White’s appalling
record in the plant which
prevented him from receiv-
ing any support at-aill from
left activists amongst the
stewards.

(The only left support he
received was from the SWP
who mass leafleted the plant
on the day before the ballot
with a leaflet which could
only be interpreted as heavy
support for White.)

_As a result, he lost the
left vote and the hard right
wing swung to Corti.

Socialist ¢ Organiser
published four serious alle-
gations against Tom White

niser, 28 Middte Lane, London N8
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raise the adult minimum
wage to £76.71 for 40 hours.

The National Union of
Agricultural  and  Allied
Workers — noting that
Matthews made £4%; million
profit last year — is demand-
ing the full rise awarded by
the Agricultural ~ Wages
Board, twice Matthews’

which are documented and
irrefutable (and which the
SWP should think about).

1) That Tom White stood
for election for the participa-
tion committees in 1975 -
an action which was defen-
ded by Workers Press, fore-
runner of the Newsline.

2) That Tom White and
Newsline supported a joint
management/participation
inquiry into productivity on
the Princess track which was
opposed by the workforce
and led to the victimisation
of a young Asian worker.

3) That Tom White was
on Reg Parsons’ recommen-
ded list of deputy convenors
for eclections in December
1975.

15,00

THE  largest all-student
demonstration  since the
1960s was how the NUS
described the 15,000 strong
march and rally in London
last F'riday. The rally marked
the end of the NUS week of
action designed to publicise
the importance of Further
and Higher Education and
the increasing hardships that
students have to face.

The aim, an NUS spokes-
person told Socialist Organ-
iser, has been to persuade
Tory backbenchers to
pressure the government into
ploughing more financ;‘into
higher education. Yet-at the
same time, the Left Alliance
(Liberals, SDP and Commun-
ist Party) which controls the
NUS Executive has cam-
paigned vigorously 10
prevent occupations and rad-
ical direct action by
students.

Recent

Recent  oveupations o
the Polviechnic of Centiol
fondon and elsewhere have
been denounced by the NUS
feadership.

Yet o government which
shows 1o sign of weakenng
s attack  upon cducation
At al seems enconraged by
NS fecbleness.

[ust  vear  saw massive

Defeated: White (with Healy, right)

offer.

Ironically, Matthews was
helped to make that profit
by the union - which,
instead of throwing its
resources into improving its
members’ conditions, has
campaigned against imported
French turkeys!

The TGWU — with which

4) That Tom White
resigned from the 5/293
Branch Committee during
the campaign to defend the
Cowley 9 and wrote to
TGWU officials denouncing
the other 8 as being guilty of
breach of the rules.

Newsline has failed to
mention, let alone answer
a single one of these allega-
tions against somebody they
have acknowledged since the
elections is a WRP candidate.

Newsline simply said that
the Socialist Organiser alle-
gations were lies. But they
didn’t reveal to their readers
who are strongly discouraged
from reading the press of
other movements, the
content of these “lies”.

the NUAAW will merge on
April 6 — has backed the dis-
pute, though 12 TGWU
drivers have been sacked for
refusing to cross picket lines.

. Contributions: Strike
Fund, c/o .Land Worker,
308 _Grays Inn Road,
London WC1.

The only aspect of the
SO article referred to by
Newsline was a claim that
SO supported Fryer’s
decision to allow manage-
ment to censor his letter to
the members, some weeks
earlier.

SO readers will know
that in fact the main SO
article on February 18
roundly condemned Frye:
for that incident. )

SO supporters will con
tinue to give critical suppor
to Bob Fryer, as long as h
is prepared to offer a prin
cipled resistance to the
offensive of BL manage
ment.

They certainly will no
support anyone as unprincip
led as Tom White.

 on student

march

by Steve Macarthur

increases in fees for over-
seas students, cuts and a
grant rise of only 7%. This
year the rise looks like being
nearer 4% -—-well below the
rate of inflation.

The scale of parental con-
tributions has been frozen so
that students from low-paid
working class families will
have to depend upon their
parents to contribute
towards their grants.

Grants are becoming even
harder to obtain for many
courses. Most students in the

Further Education sector
receive no  grants, at all.
Now therce is 'talk of

closing whole departments in
Universitics  and Polytech-
nics. - .

The present NUS leader-
ship seems to be bringing
about cynicism and demoral-
isation amongst  students
Yet also a degree of frus-
tration could be seen at
Friday’s rally.

Heckling
and heckling

to Neil
front-

Sceptical
students listened
Kinhnock, Labour’s

bench education  spoke
person, who promised th:
Labour would honour i
policy of guaranteed cours
and grants for all 16 to 1
year olds.

The second speaker, SD
MP Ian Wrigglesworth w.
met with howls of abuse ar
rally organisers had to appe
to students to stop throwi
eggs. The NUS President m
with only a slightly warm
response from the crow

mmxmm
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Nurses leaders
prepare sell-out

by Jane Goss

IN A well-timed article, pub-
lished to coincide with the
management side’s offer to
ancillary, nursing and admin-
istrative and clerical workers,
a major trade union official
has given a clear indication
of how the NHS pay struggle
will be fought — with hollow
word; and endless, useless
negotiations.

David Williams is the
assistant general secretary of
COHSE, but more import-
antly he is chairperson of the
Staff Side of the Nurses and
Midwives Whitley Council
which makes him the chief
negotiator for nurses pay.

Luxury

Not renowned in COHSE
for being a militant, he con-
firmed to a Times Health
Supplement reporter (26
February) that “radicalism is
a luxury of youth”. He says
that as you get older you
“drift over . . . become less
idealistic™. .

For thousands of health
workers facing a 4% pay rise,
idealism is not the issue. The
reality of inflation running
at well over 12% (the staff
side’s claim) and the erosion
of jobs is enough to occupy
most people.

Many  health  service
workers take home pay
below the poverty level. All
grades in the NHS are fed up
with being low paid. The

tough

FRED Court, an electrician
at Ford Dagenham, has been
sacked on a trumped-up
clocking offence. He follows
some 30 other workers
sacked on various charges in
the few months since
October.

220 electricians struck in .

support of Fred Court, but
went back this week without
winning his reinstatement.
They had had no official
support from the EETPU,
and their calls for blacking
of their jobs were turned
down by other Dagenham
workers. :

Under pressure of a
relentless management offen-
sive on clocking offences,
workers conceded to Fords
argument that Fred Court
had clocked out four other
workers. But the four were
still on their jobs 20 minutes
later!

Ford is up in front with
BL in setting the pace for
tighter management control
on the shop floor.

%

climate is right for industrial
action.

But in a paper read
almost exclusively by top
managers and DHSS officials
(the Times Health Supple-
ment) David Williams says
we are so strong that we
daren’t use our strength.
We are in a better position
than anybody else in the
country to bring pressure to

Nurse pressing for action@ring 1978-9 “winter of discontent’

bear. The only thing is, the
consequences are too terrible
for anyone to contemplate.”

The consequences could
be a 12% pay rise and a
humiliating defeat for the
government.

It could aiso be a politic-
ising of thousands of health
service workers and a realis-
ation of how much can be
won through challenging the

management and the govern-
ment — and consequently a
realisation of how little the
trade union leaders and the
TUC have done to fight the
Tories.

Consequences

This is the real conse-
quence that the bureaucrats
do not want to know about.

Ownership of
key to i

THE drive for a right of
reply against lies and witch
hunts in the press, is a
demand which has already
gained wide support among
victin®®s of such attacks.

The Campaign for Press
Freedom has built its most
concerted pressure around
the Right of Reply and
called a 500-strong audience
at the weekend to discuss
how it should be taken
forward.

The demand has been
shown at its best by the
ASLEF and ‘NUR members
who blacked the Sun and
other Murdoch papers during
the rail strike after the paper
turned its pages over to an
attack on the train dirvers in
an open attempt to break
the strike.

The blackings forced a
right of reply of some sort
in the Sun and caused fear
and consternation to ripple
throughout Fleet Street. But
while the “reply” (accom-
panied by a further attack)

AUEW action
needed

R

*“THIS BRANCH believes that the Executive Council
has mishandled the Laurence Scotts Electromotors
dispute. As this is an issue of concern to all AUEW
members, this branch demands a ballot for the
removal of the Executive Council in line with rule 14,

paragraph 5.

Send to AUEW, 110 Peckham Rd, London SE15,
with copy to LSE Strike Committee, c/o 20 Round-
croft, Romiley, Cheshire.

was the token concession, it
was the removal of
Murdoch’s papers from large
areas of the country which
provided the real power and
force of the action.

- "But now the Labour
Party Executive has voted
for a commitment to a legal
right of reply to be included
in the next manifesto. Frank
Allaun has already sponsored
a private member’s bill
which would give the courts
the power to fine news-

papers which refused to
grant it.
Allaun supported the

ASLEF action but presented
his bill as an improvement
and a refinement. It
shouldn’t requijre industrial
action”, he told the confer-
ence.

Yet speaker after speaker
correctly identified the root
of the witch hunt as being
the class interests of the
press owners which are of
course the same class inter-
ests that the courts uphold.

Moreover, the attacks
are not always based on
identifiable  “‘inaccuracies”
but rather on a whole on-
slaught of smear. To identify
the problem as one of inac-
curate reporting is to miss
the point by a mile.

A legal right of reply
would give an occasional

" platform to Len Murray or

Tony Benn to write a piece
in the centre pages of the
Daily Mail or the Daily
Express.

If they were to take up
that right its effect would
be to increase the smug-
ness of the press without
altering its coverage.

I'leet Street would not
only be able to attack the
left’ but would have official

credence for a policy of .

fairness.

(In fact AHaun’s Bill has

hto

a mnaive simplicity which
conjures up some strange
images.

He- calls for the right of
reply to be- given equal
space and the same position
in the paper as the original
attack. This conjures up the
vision of the Daily Mail
running some extremely odd
front pages, probably every
other day.

This would include head-
lines screaming out messages’
such as “Red Ken loves
peace and freedom” .

But then the Right of
Reply Campaign has already
produced some macabre
oddities.

The main victim of the
campaign so far has in fact
been the New. .Statesman
which has been inundated
with demands for a right of
reply from Frank Chapple.

A legal right of reply
alréady exists in Germany
and in France but has not
stopped a single witch hunt.

Denis MacShane, a
former president of the NUJ
who supports the right of
reply campaign, admitted
frankly in a paper he wrote
for the conference that in
Europe “people do not
bother with the right of
reply because, in the end, it
does not add up to very
much.”

Fig-leaf

Even the fig leaf of the
right of reply would no
have becn available. )

In fact, experience
France suggests that a more
powerful democratic
demand would be the duty
of national distribution
centres such as W.H. Smith
to stock the left  press.

The Alaun Bill is not a -

partial gain. kt will foster
illusions in the “fairness” of
the press and will tend to
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Industrial®

_ The claim lodged for 12%
is not enough. We need
£20 a week linked to a 35

hour week and increased
Jleave allowances for all
grades.

We need to show

Williams and the other com-
promisers that we will take
the consequences of strike
action — a decent wage and
better conditions.

ress
repl

demobilise direct action
against its grossest witch
hunts.

A Right of Reply Cam-
paign does have a progres-
sive role to play but it is not
in sponsoring Bills; rather it
is in urging unequivocal sup-
port from the Labour Party
and from the trade union
leadership for direct action
such as that taken by the
ASLEF members.

In practice, the leaders of
the labour movement could
be guaranteed to capitulate
under prolonged pressure
and call off any such action
to defend “press freedom”.

Tony Benn, winding up
the conference made a
speech well to the left of the
Allaun bill, in which he iden-
tified the ownership of the
press and the structure of
the IBA and the BBC as the
problem -to be directly
attacked.

“It is not enough to say
go on printing lies and then
establish a right of reply.
The question is why such
lies are being printed.”

He called for the NUJ
to affiliate to the Labour

‘Monstrous

lies over

““MONSTERS”’. That’s
how the Sun described
striking NALGO members
in Islington.

Despite the fact that the
council’s SDP leaders had

to back down on the orig- .

inal issue that provoked
the strike, despite the fact
that it was the council’s
management who shoved
kids in two of Islington’s
children’s homes into a
sgualid, damp, unsuper-
vised replacement build-
ing.

IS

by Peter '
Mcintyre

Party — an embryonic cam-
paign has already started
within the union.

The question is not to
uphold some abstract con-
cept of accuracy but to
recognise that all campaigns
should be directed at a
political battle against
capitalist ownership of the
press which is not a separate
problem but just part of
capitalist exploitation of the
working class

ion to the Labour Party

Benn called for NUJ affiliat-

| NALGO
strike

Nik Barstow
reports

Despite the fact that the
council’s leaders prolonged
the strike by making a
snap decision to close one
of the homes for good in the
middle of the strike.
Despite the fact that the
SDP group threw out a deal
made by their own negotia-
tors to end the dispute.

The Sun might like to be
seen to speak on behalf of
the kids who've been
“affected by the strike”’,
but the kids spoke for them-

selves in a letter to
NALGO:

“‘Dear NALGO,

Us kids at Colgrain

Children’s Home  support
all our staff and want
them to win this dispute.
Since this strike began
management have hardly
been to see us and the only
way we have carried on is
because of the pickets out-
side.

‘““We all read in the Sun
that our staff were ‘‘mon-
sters”’. This is not true.
They are really nice people.
1t is Islington council who
‘are the monsters, not our
staff.

‘“We want our staff back
but only if all our homes
can stay open.

““Thank you to everyone
who has supported this
dispute. Thank you.

Susan, Irene John, Gill,
Marcella.”

Despite being 100% in
the right, it looks like the
strikers may be beaten by
NALGO’s own  highly
bureaucratic structures.
Because official support for
all-out action will only be
given after a ballot of the
members is taken, the
action has been running on
a day-to-day basis that has
weakened its impact.

If there isn’t a % major-
ity for action in the ballot,
a return to work is likely.

But this action is only a
taste of what will come if
Britain’s first SDP council
keeps on the way it has
begun.

Times: NATSOPA retreat

AS we go to press,
Rupert Murdoch’s black-
mail against Times workers
seems to be succeeding.

The Sunday Times on
March 7 reported that
NATSOPA clerical chapel
negotiators had agreed to
200 jobs going — 60 un-
filled vacancies remaining
thai way, and 140 voluntary
redundancies.

This would make a pack-
age of 450 job cuts, which
Murdoch  found  close
enogh to his initial
demand for 600-plus.

O¢ Wednesday 10th the
Times reported that the
Times and Sunday Times
clerical .membership had
approved the deal.
Tiie main group which had
not yet conceded was the
Times NATSOPA machine

assistants.
The deal could still trip

‘up. But nothing is being

done to prepare direct
action by Times workers to
save jobs — and without
that action, the cards have
always been stacked in
Murdoch’s favour.



3 months after
martial law imposed

LABOUR MUSI

dLabour supports

SUPPORI

SOLIDARNOSC!

THIS Saturday March 13 —
the three month anniversary
of the imposition of martial
law by Poland’s Stalinist
bureaucracy — is the date of
the first labour movement
march in London in support
of the repressed Polish
workers’ movement.

As Ken Livingstone told
a news conference in
promoting the demonstra-
tion last Tuesday:

“The labour movement
needs to organise its own
class solidarity with the
Polish workers, completely
independent from the cold
war politics and actions of
Reagan and Thatcher.

This demonstration — the
first labour movement march
on Poland — has been called
as part of such a fight: to
build understanding and
support for the Polish

Why Bradford

ford North Labour Party
explains why the constit-
uency chose Pat Wall in

In “Briefing Against

Witch Hunt”, published this
week, Barry Turner of Brad-

published by the Socialist Organiser Alliance,

the

struggle in the trade unions,
Labour Parties, student
unions and communities.

| urge every trade union-
ist, every socialist to take up
this call and fight within
their organisations for
official contingents with
their banners on March 13,
and for the following
political demands as a plat-
form of working class solid-
arity.

*End martial law. Free
Lech Walesa: release all
political and trade wunion
prisoners in Poland. An end
to all restrictions on Solid-
arnosc. :

*No Warsaw Pact inter-
vention!

*No to the state unions:
build tinks with the under-
ground workers’ resistance.
Send money, food and litera-
ture to these organisations.
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groups, he is a convinced

supporter of the South

African-backed Democratic

Turnhalle Alliance in

Namibia, in public defiance
o

28 Middle Lane, London NR,

*Unconditional support
to the Polish workers’
fight!”* )

Livingstone went on to
attack the hypocrisy of the
imperialist outcry over the
repression in Poland:

““Reagan wants to ‘let
Poland be Poland’ but to ‘let
El Salvador he Vietnam’.
Thatcher supports trade
union rights in Poland but
attacks the wunions in
Britain.”

Thatcher’s closest allies
in the labour movement —

the Terry Duffy’s, Roy
Granthams and Frank
Chapple — have of course

been quick to exploit the
Polish events for their own
reactionary purposes.

But the left within the
official labour movement has
been to slow to respond
with genuine class solidarity.
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Livingstone, together
with Eric Heffer and Tony
Benn has sponsored a
Labour Poland Solidarity
Fund to help Solidarnosc’s
underground resistance.

And at rank and file
level a number of areas-have
established important links
with Solidarnosc activists
through successful speaking
tours — particularly in Glas-
gow, the North of England
and the Midlands.

Saturday’s demonstration
— timed to allow militants
to support the London
Transport Fares protest in
the afternoon — is the first
of its kind in London.

Called by Socialist Organ-

iser and London Labour
Briefing, it has been sup-
ported by the Greater

London Labour Party Exec-
utive and a number of labour

went to Wall

place of Ben Ford.
“Involved with a long

string of reactionary states

via various parliamentary

of the wishes of Bradford
North GMC.

He campaigned with
International News Service,
a public relations organisa-
tion used on behaif of
Bristol Ship Repairers in

% their fight to prevent the

Labour government’s plans
to nationalise the shipbuild-
ing and repair industry in
1975.

He is also a director. of
Welltrade International Ltd
and was until January 1981
a director of Saunders
Walker and Associates.

A supporter of Dennis
Healey, he naturally ignored
fthe call of Bradford North
GMC to vote for Benn in the
deputy leadership contest,
d and refused to comply with
a call to. resign from the

R all-party group on Namibia.

ber 24, announcing a cam-
paign to challenge the selec-
tion conference. ’

Qur lifelong Brother Ben -

has now announced his
intention to stand as an inde-
pendent candidate if the
NEC do not find in his
favour.”

The Briefing broadsheet
also includes articles by
Peter Tatchell, Ernie
Roberts, Jo Richardson, and
others. Reg Race criticises
the ‘archaic, isolating and de-
radicalising effects of parlia-
mentary life’:

For the ruling class, he
says, the Tory party is ‘only
one of a number of divisions
in the army used to control
society for the benefit of the
rich and powerful. But we,
poor socialists, are asked to
limit our activities to parlia-
ment  alone, for fear of
offending those who we seek
to remove from power. It is
too pathetic for words.”

The broadsheet was joint-
tly produced by Socialist
Organiser, 1.ondon  Labour
Bricting and  Bermondscy
Labour Party. with the help

movement bodies.

Speakers at the rally will
include Reg Race MP and a
representative of the Solid-
arnosc Trade Union Working
Group.

Concrete support

From this demonstration
Socialist Organiser suppor-
ters will be redoubling their
efforts to build concrete
support for Solidarnosc in
the labour movement —
beginning with the Labour
Party rally in Central Hall on
March 16.

As Jeremy Corbyn of the
London Region Labour
Party said at the news con-
ference ‘The very fact that
events like this are called
forces union branches and
Labour Parties to discuss
Poland.”

THE strike by 2,000 ramp
workers at Heathrow is still
solid. As we went to press, a
meeting of all TGWU stew-
ards in Heathrow was being
held on Tuesday evening,
9th March, and TGWU mem-
bers in the short-haul base
were planning a stoppage
from Thursday evening . in
protest at scabbing by other
Heathrow workers who are
doing the ramp workers’
jobs.

Suppaort

The TGWU has officially
approached all other unions
at Heathrow for support,
and drivers from outside
tanker companies, in partic-
ular, are honouring the
picket lines.

The ramp workers were
locked out by British Air-
ways bosses four weeks ago
when they refused to accept
new work schedules, with an
extra 1% hours a week, a
block on guaranteed over-
time, stiffer penalties for

My roots are in the of individuals from other ]
§ L.abour Party and that is ] ondon Labour Parties. being late, and moving work-
where I intend to stay’, said lor details of distriba- ers from job tojob.
a determined Ford on Octo- tion see page 2. Last week the govern-
and printed by ast Fnd OFfsei (VU Repistered as i newspaper

1 Plessey

fight
must be
pread

OVER 50 workers travelled
down to London on Monday
8th March where they
were joined by other work-
ers including representat-
ives from every other
Plessey plant in picketing
the company’s HQ. They
then went on to lobby
Parliament. The other rea-
son for the trip, however,
was to attend an ACAS
hearing which had been
requested by management.

At the time of writing,
the outcome of these talks
is unknown, but  there is
to be a mass picket on
the morning of Sunday
12th.

Appeal

The appeal launched by
Plessey against the inter-
im interdict was post-
poned on Tuesday to await
the decision of this mass
meeting.  Although no
details of these negot-
iations have yet been rel-
eased, it is believed that it
involves the takeover of
Plessey Bathgate by
another company, possibly
run by Harold Jackson,
managing director of the
Bathgate plant, who put
forward proposals some
time ago for retention of

—Airport strikers—
rne Kt OM

ment arbitration service
ACAS said it would inter-
vene but no talks have yet
taken place.

Mike Le Cornu, chair-
person of the ramp workers’
committee, told Socialist
Organiser that the strikers

FUND

80 jobs. It seems unlikely
that the contempt which
was expressed for this
proposal when it was
first mooted will have
changed sufficiently for the
workers to accept it.

Solidarity

We can only hope that
the offer is rejected on
Thursday. If this is the
case, then the need for lab-
our movement solidarity
will be even more vital.
That means sufficient
broadening-out of the
action will have to take
place almost immediately.
Several of Plessey’s plants
staged a token stoppage on
Friday 5th March. While
this is to be welcomed, it
in no way goes far enough
to force Plessey’s to change
their plans.

Redundancies have been
announced at the Ilford
factory and the lead shown
by the Bathgate women
must be followed up by
cross-plant strike action.
Plessey’s run-down plans
will not be over if they

succeed in chopping
-Bathgate.
Dave Milliken

especially need financial
support from the whole
labour movement. Donations
should be sent to: R. Davies,
1/238 TGWU, c/o Feltham

Community Centre, Han-
worth  Road, Feltham,
Middlesex

The fund is dangerously slow this week. We've
had £35 from Coventry, £4 from Oxford, £2
from Bridgewater, and £4.75 from Leigh. The
total of £45.75, with £89 in standing orders
so far this month, leaves us with £208.25 to-
wards the March target of £1 ,000.

We can’t afford to fall short!

Send contributions to Socialist Organiser,
28 Middle Lane, London N8.
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