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LABOUR PARTY and trade union leaders are trymg to

commit us to a re-run of the 1974-9 Labour government.

The TUC-Labour Party liaison commlttee document,
‘Partners in Rebuilding Bntam , is due to be published At
Easter. Under the tltle of the N ational Economm Assess-
ment, it promises, effectively, a system of TUC-policed
incomes poh ,

Each spring there would be an ‘‘agreed statement on the
framework within which decisions wi]l be made on invest-
ment, prices, employment and pay’’. The Labour Party
‘campaign document’ (on which the Labour election mani-
festo will be based) states that the National Economic
Assessment ‘‘will take a view on what changes in costs and
prices will be compatible with our economic and social
objectives’’. And the joint secretaries of the ' TUC-LP com-
‘““The question of incomes...
would form an essential part of discussions concerning the
national economic assessment... Considerable extra re-
sponsibilities would fall on unions...”’

Amendments rejected

There are still a fair few radical promises in the cam-
paign document, and unfortunately some on the Labour
left have argued that we should accept it as being as good
as we'll get.

At a Labour Coordinating Committee rally in London on
March 21, Robin Cook declared that ‘‘If the left doesn't
campaign for the policies in this document, nobody will”’.

True enough. The right wing will not campaign for the
document’s compromises: it regards them only as a first
step in its drive to gut Labour’s radical policies. But the
left’s answer should not be to accept the compromises, but
to campaign for full Labour conference policies.

The campaign document isn’t the end of it. The mani-
festo will be more diluted still. Then a right-wing Labour
government will most likely ignore most of the manifesto.

On incomes policy the campaign document includes a
sentence from Tony Benn: ‘“We will not return to the old
policies of Government-imposed wage restraint’’. But a
further amendment by Benn to replace the word ‘old’ by
‘any’ was lost at the Labour NEC. And an amendment by
Dennis Skinner to delete all reference to the National Eco-
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a 3% per
year rise §
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NHS
spending
IS missing
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campaign
document .

nomic Assessment governing incomes was also defeated

— being supported only by Jo Richardson, Frank Allaun,
Laurence Coates, and Audre Wise.
~ This process of trimming the labour movement’s aspira-
tion to flt within the admuustratlon of capitalism can only
be challenged by a determined fight, every inch of the
, to hold the leadership to account. That’s why the
fight for Labour democracy over the last four yvears has
been so important — and why it must be continued, with a
fight against the fudges in the campaign document and the
TUC-Labour Party document.

Tony Benn at the LCC meeting spoke in the same spirit
as Robm Cook, thus dealing a considerable blow against
the left. He also said'a good deal in a completely different
spirit.

- Station

‘““We need to make demands... the Manifesto is the
interim demands. Our job is to make demands after the
election as well as before

““The Greenham Common women would be making a
big mistake if they packed up their camp the day a Labour
Minister moved into the Ministry of Defence.

‘“We should struggle for what we want... see the Gen-
eral Election as one benchmark Once you stop struggling
they take it all away’’

Yes indeed! The ‘Socmhste for a Labour Victory’ cam-
paign has been set up so that the Left will not stop strugg-
ling for Labour democracy and for implementation of radi-
cal Labcur conference policies.

Labour’s campaign document: a new Social Contract, p.14; lessons from France, p.2: fudging the
issues, and SL Vgets underway, p.12. People’s March, centre pages. CND and Greenham Common,

back page and page 2

National Union of Students conference, page g

.\I

Ford workers fight Japanese methods back page, and report from Japan, p. 5
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INST RACIST LAWS
tion and Nationailty Acts

Ist ﬂenoﬂallons

BLACK PEOPLE have suf-
fered the heaviest of the
Tory attacks that have
been meted out to the work-
ing class.

Under Labour’s right
wing governments pre-
viously they had faced dis-
crimination, racist immigr-
ation laws, and shared in
the general fall of working
class living standards.

Since Thatcher came to
office, amid a new barrage

_of racist propaganda and

pressures from the Tory
rank and file to strike new
blows against black people,
these problems have been
redoubled.

In the generalised slump,
the highest levels of unem-

‘ployment are amongst

black people, especially
women and youth. In the
housing crisis, it is black
families and black areas
that face the most dire
shortages and appalling
conditions.

New racist provisions
and ‘checks’ in the NHS
and Department of Employ-
ment have added to harass-
ment of black people, while
the Nationality Act has
piled on the misery for
thousands of divided fami-
lies, and the toll of deport-
ations continues to rise.

While derisory sentences
have been meted out to
white youth who beat up
blacks, the Bradford lz'had
to battle to secure recogni-
tion of the right to defend
themselves, and police
racism has been repeatedly
exposed in the case of the
Newham 8, and more rec-
ently in the death of Colin
Roach and the Brent SPG
raid (page 3). John Fernan-
des, the black teacher who
lifted the lid on racism at
the Hendon Police College,
was sacked.

The challenge before the
labour movement is wheth-
er it can throw off the
appalling racism and in-
difference shown by the .
bulk of its official leader-
ship towards the problems
of black people, and make

‘the struggle against racial

oppression a central plank
of its fight against the
employers and the Tory
government.

Not until black workers
see in practice that the org-
anised workers’ movement
is prepared to act in their
defence does the workers’
movement have the right to
count on the necessary sup-
port from the black working
class for the re-election of a
Labour government and the
struggle to secure soclahet
polu:les.

In giving our support to
the CARL demonstration,
Socialist Organiser urges
our supporters in union
branches and Labour Part-
ies to follow through the
fight against every aspect
of racial discrimination as
part of the socialist cam-
paign for a Labour victory.
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What is the Hull Women's
Peace Group, and why did
you decide on the action
you took in the city cenire a

few weeks ago?
The  Hull Women S

Peace Group is a group of

about-..20 women = who
started meeting together
towards the end of last
year., We went to Green-
ham for the December 12
and 13 action, and went
down for the court appear-
ance at the beginning of
February.

Eight -of us had been to
Greenham very recently.
When we returned to Hull
we felt it was necessary to
take immediate action to
try to stir people. The
women at Greenham are

very hopeful that women "
will take direct action all

over the country — and not
just at Greenham. S

So we decided to occupy
the local RAF recruiting
office. Four of us decided
this on the Friday evening
and by the next day 30

women and some men. had 4-

turned out.
‘We had' contacted., |
various groups in the

women’'s movement, the
labour movement, CND,

etc. Unfortunately when we -

arrived the recruiting office

was shiit for the day, so

we set up a vigil and asked
passers-by “to sign a

petition in support of the
who .

Greenham women

were in prison.

- This didn’t seem to be
gaining an awful lot of
attentiov, and some women

felt it would be more effec-

tive to lay down in the main
road.

This was quite impromp-

tu — and in the end some
twelve women were laying
across the road stopping
the traffic. The
_eventually arrived after half
an hour and arrested 15
people, including three who
were standing on the pave-
ment. The police seemed to
be taken quite by surprise
and didn’t really know how
to deal with us. -

Do you think that this

sz Moore 1s a part-tume
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Leonne Griggs spoke to Anne, one of the women
involved in a demonstration in Hull to show support
for the Greenham women in their fight against Cruise

missiles.

Anne is one of twelve women from the Hull
Women’s Peace Group who lay down in the road out-
side the RAF recruiting station on 19 February,
stopping the busy Saturday traffic for half an hour.

She was arrested along with the other women,
including her 15 year old daughter. After a court
appearance on the following Monday, which was
picketed by over 100 supporters, she and the others
were bound over on surety of £200 each.

action was effective?

I feel that it was effec-
tive in that it sparked inter-
est in people. The busy
traffic was stopped for half

an hour and some people

got very angry — one man
almost kicked me. A lot of
other people showed their
support ~ by srgnmg the
petltlon |

- People don t  want to
think about nuclear wea-

"pons "and don’t want to

think about ‘demonstra-

- tions against them. The two

are linked. |
By taking direct action
that affects people, they
have to decide how they
feel about it, and they have
to discuss why the action

- was taken. Support for our

action was also shown by
the large numbers picket-
ing the court on the follow-
ing Monday. This gained
local press and TV cover-
age. | |

'Why do you thmk that

women-only
important?

I think it is difficult for
the police to be violent
towards women in this con-
text, therefore women only
demonstratlons can be very

actlon 1s

effective. I also think that

men would find it difficult
to restrain themselves
from being violent whilst
taking direct action. How-
ever I do not think that the

siting of cruise missiles will

be stopped . by - women
alone o -
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to run must be designed to
win, and not just token
protests.

The people who say that

students can’t win anything
by themselves are wrong.
Minor gains can be made
by students by themsely-
es. But if we are to defend

the whole of the education

system agamst the Tory
attacks, then it’s got to be
by united action with the
people who work in the
colleges.

Unity has got to be bullt

" become confident.

Now
women to demonstrate and
state that they do not want
men to go and fight wars. |
feel that it is important for
women to become informed
about nuclear issues and
learn to argue and to
become articulate. .

The best way for this to
happen is for us to be iIn

- women'’s groups, where the

emphasis 1s on encouraging
each other to speak and to
- Mixed
groups do tend to be
dominated by men in them
and the- atmosphere can be
competitive.

Women only action also
means that we begin to
realise that we too can have
power, and that we start to

“think about our lives in
relation to society and gain

strength ‘and confidence to
act and change

"I have _recetitly heard the

notion from some Labour
women that the women of
Greenham are men-hating
and do not see an end to
nuclear weapons being
related to a change to
socialism. Do you have

sany comments on these

views?

First 1 would say very

‘strongly that the women of

Greenham Common are not

men-hating. Many are
married with children.
Men play very strong

supportive roles to the

Students

is the time for

“Women-only actzon also means that we too can have power

women and are encouraged

to do so.

The women of Green-
ham realise that nuclear
weapons can only ‘be abol-
ished with a change in the
structure of society
work closely with other
groups tothatend.

What future action is being

and .

| planned in Hull? .
- We had a planning meet-

ing attended by 30 women
and decided to start a
network called ‘women’s
web’. This will mean
women forming affinity

- groups. They are groups
consisting of ‘about 10-20

women who meet regularly
together

in action, otherwise it’s a
false unity. That’s why
occupations are a good tac-

uc. which puts the campus
Plables L ¥} ..he Spot .
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a sChooi where 1me N\
and ASLEF participated.

We've got to look for
unity in colleges and am-
ong the wider working
class.

'WHAT’S coming up at NUS

conference?

The main policy debates
are on further education,
government economic pol-
icy, lesbian and gay liber-
ation, and women.

Politically the most con-
tentious is lesbian and gay
liberation, and we should

not underestimate the suc-
cess of the activists who got
it prioritised for debate.
““hat I hope will come
out "h_L 1S an acceptance
172l .£30:2n and gay liber-
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debate. the mos ':,zt:-*r_:z
position comes
exec and NOLS (the .\at-
ional Organisation of Lab-
our Students), and that's
the Alternative Economic
Strategy.

There are a couple of
interesting amendments.
One from the SWP says
there 1s no difference be-
tween the Labour Party and
the Conservative Party,
which illustraces to the

majority of students that
the SWP has given up poli-
tical analysis for good.
There's also a position
on calling for an NUS
campaign for a Labour
vote. and that's going to be
very strongly opposed by

£ DELCnE. eXecutlve.

WHAT do ysou think of
5. F S

- T — v b——

. a:uc;:“., 3% Som-
pulsorv membership of
student unions. and the
reduction of funds to stuc-
ent unions.

Basically students and
student unions will be sub-
ject to a full-scale attack.
We've got to do every-
thing within our power to
make sure thev den’t get
in, and I certainly have al-

We are hoping that many
women will go to Green-
ham on the morning of
March 30 ready to block-
ade the base at 6.30am on
the 31st — and then go on
to the CND-organised link

between Greenham and

Aldermaston on April 1 and
2nd

'NUS has to stand up and | fight Tories

ways argued that students
should vote Labour.

DO YOU think it would be
wrong for NUS to call for a
Labour vote?

No. But whatever gov-
ernment gets elected, we
still have to mobilise. If it’s
the Tories, then it will be
to get them off our back. If
it's Labour. well. I'm sure
that the marufesto will have

0o attract
lhe WD A student vote,
-::s:»{ia_.v in the 42 margin-
z.¢ wnere the student vote
.3 cecisive. But the govern-
ment won't just give them
to us. We'll still have to
campaign long and hard
for them.

We'll also have to mob-

ilise to ensure nuclear
disarmament.
- WHAT DO YOU MAKE OF

THE NOLS backing Jane

" unconditionally
close down nuclea:r - bases,

LABOUR CND is campaign-
ing to commit CLPs, trade
unions and Labour MPs and

prospective  parliamentary
candidates to fight for
unilateral nuclear disarma-

ment, It is circulating the
following statement:

We, the undersigned,
express our concern and

“alarm- that the draft cam-

paign statement leaked to
the press does not contain a
full commitment to unilater-
al nuclear disarmament
which was carried by well
over a two-thirds majority of

the Labour Party confer-

ence. We note in particular
that the proposal to keep the
Polaris force as a negotiating

‘tool 1is totally contrary to

the spirit of the conference
vote on Composite 51.

. Conférence clearly and
voted to

both British and American

-on British soil or in British

waters. We demand that this
clear commitment should be
contained in the campaign
document without compro-

~mise or fudge. Furthermore,
.- we demand that a clear com- .
‘mitment should be made in

the document to support for
the position of Nuclear Free

Zone local authorities.

Notify support to: Joy
Hurcombe, secretary Labour
CND, 11 Penbury Road,

Worthmg, Sussex.

Taylor of the Left Alliance
(Communist Party, Liberals
and fellow- travellers) for
national secretary instead
of yourself?

Essentially NOLS be-
lieve that there is a need for
the NUS right wing (the
Left Alllance) to have a full-
time officer on the national
exec. | totally reject this
idea, particularly now when
we are going to be involved
in a big fight.

It’s a tactical decision by
NOLS to try to cover them-
selves from attacks from
the right. These will come
anyway — from Tories
inside and outside of NUS.
Any attempt to placate the
right wing will be futile.

I believe that NOLS dele-
gates to NUS conference
will see this, and mstead-
vote for a socrahst




-school

FRANCE'’S
government is
through its equivalent  of
the last Bntxsh Labour gov-
ernment’s 1975-6 turn to
cuts at the behest of the

Socialist-led
goihg

International =  Monetary
Fund. | |

It has announced a new
package of austerity meas-
ures and a government re-
shuffle.

It is the quid pro quo for
an agreement with other
EEC powers in the Europ-
ean Monetary
(EMS) to readjust exchange
rates ‘and thus allow a
devaluation of the franc.
(The EMS normally fixes
exchange rates within a
certain range, in order to
give more stability for capi-
talists doing international
business in the EEC).

IMF team

To complete the picture,
an IMF team arrived in
Paris on Wednesday 23rd
— though the IMF declar-
ed that it was just its rout-
ine-annual survey.

The French government
wanted devaluation be-
cause of their foreign trade
deficit — $14 billion for
the last 12 months. They
hope the devaluation will
improve this by reducmg
imports.

The austerity measures

‘ROOTS, Rules and Tribula-
tion’ 1s a play written by An-
drew Bethell, the ex-head of
English at Brondesbury and
Kilburn High School.

It concerns six years of
doing community service,
and involves racial, exual
and social conflict in modem
Britain.

The performance of the
play on Wednesday, March 9
at Bromsbury and Kilburn
didn’t - take place,
however. Many of the cast
had joined 100 of thenr
schoolmates down at Kil-
burn police station to de-
mand the release of 3 black
B&K school students, who
had been arrested at half
past three that afternoon.

Witnesses told SO that
a fight had started between 3

racist youths, who were not

B&K students, and the 3

arrested. .

When the first police
arrived, they went straight
tor the black youth, which
caused their schoolmates to
protest.

Isolated

Feeling isolated, the pol-
ice called up reinforcements,

- Witnesses told us that four

vans arrived, aswell as a car
of plain clotes police. Police
drew truncheons, pushed
students around, and almost
ran over several of them as

they screamed off, closing
the doors as they went —

real Sweeney-style.

The school students went

down to the station en masse

to demand their friends be

&

System

~trade deficit,

ommunity
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nch lessons

increased minimum wag-
gislated for a one

Mitterrand
are designed to ‘deflate’
the French economy,
reduce imports, cure the
| and = avoid
further devaluations. |
The Socialist-led govern-
ment came to power in 1981

with a policy similar to.

the - Alternative Economic

Strategy. It was more radi-

cal in some respects, such
as natlonahsatlons. It

Really we only want to help....

‘released, and that the racists

‘be arrested which eventually
occurred.

Even the policeman in-
jured

Strachon, told the local

 paper that he thought  the

local police had ‘Erred in
only arresting the blacks at
first’.

vince us on the night that
the SPG weren’t involved,
Well, we feel that it wasn’t
the SPG, but the Instant Re-
sponse Unit (a synonym for
the SPG when under local
control).

The SPG issue has been a
live one in Brent for a couple
of years now. In 1981 they
went into Harlsedon, and
now they’ve been sent into
Kilburn for the last three

weeks.
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in the incident, PC

Some police tried to con-
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es and le
hour reduction in the work
week without loss of pay.

The result? An inrush of

imports, the trade deficit,
rapid inflation —

at 2 million (9.4%).

German

Last June the govemn-
ment shelved most of its
programme and went for
wage controls and defla-

tion. It was rather like July

1975 in Britain — the Jack
Jones/Dennis Healey £6
limit. Now the new econo-
mic course will be drama-

tically confirmed.

The French Communist

- Party’s answer is in line
;Wlth their slogan — ‘No to

a German Europe’. ‘‘The

Germans and the Belgians

want to bring us to heel’’.
In truth the main enemy

s closer to home — French
capital. The CP is only

counterposing the capitalist
policy of the 1930s — pro-
tectionism — to the ca ltal-
ist policy of the 19809 and
pumping nationalist poison
into the French working
class in the process.

What are the lessons for-

- and
unemployment slightly up,

the British labour move-

ment?
The Natlonal Economlc

This itself caused a local
furore when the police only

“told the Council about it the

night before they were due

to go in. Most Labour coun-
cillors refused to attend the

meeting, or walked out, as it

became clear that this ‘con-
sultation’ was nothing but a
sham. .

‘No objection’_

A local meeting on the

- South Kilburn estate had

been held six weeks before,
and, in a wideranging dis-
cussion on estate security,
not one tenant called for
SPG-ty pe presence.

The Brent community re-
lations council bears a lot of
responsibility for this by in-
dicating to the police that

Assessment idea got
overwhelming support from
Labour Party conference
because it was presented as
a way of extending working
class power via collective
bargaining to issues be-
yond wages and conditions.

In fact it is just the oppo-

site: a means of hamstring-
ing the unions. The cam-
paign document and the
TUC-LP document make
this clear.

There is a lot about
industrial democracy, but
nothing about forcing the
bosses to do anything they
don’t want to. The bosses
are to be conciliated and
cajoled: meanwhile
unions undertake
responsibility with employ-

ers to ensure that industrial

relations arrangements
contribute to the needs of
economic
and that any disputes are
conducted with proper
regard for the interests of
the community and in ac-
cordance w1th TUC guide-
Imes

A Labour government
could either fight for the
interests of the working
class, or aim for social
harmony within capital-

| ism It cannot do both.

. ¥

It can support every fight
for better pay, or try to trim
wages to-the level suitable

of p
on public services instead

the -
'y ‘the i

reconstruction

for profit-making. It can cut
the work week without loss
av, and spend millions

of arms — or try to nudge
capitalism into expanding
fast enough to reduce un-

- employment.
It can support workers’

control, or try to ‘‘appeal to
managers’’. It can take
over the commanding
heights of industry and fin-
ance and make democratic-
ally-controlled  economic
planning possible, or be the
victim of the ebbs and flows
and capital. It can link up
with working class strug-
gles internationally, or be
tied by the constraints of

collaboration with other

capitalist governments.
It cannot do both.

And the same princip le
~applies to the TUC. It can

represent workers’ inter-

. ests. Or it can be the gen-

eral conciliator of all class-
es. But not both.
Labour’s radical confer-

ence policies are moves on'

the class-struggle road.
The job of socialists is to
fight for implementation of
those policies  while also
explaining the mass strug-

gles and the overall revolu- °

tionary programme which
we think will be necessary
to get them implemented.

‘Brent East Labour Party has .
called for the withdrawal of
the SPG from the area. MICK
WOODS reports. |

they had had ‘no objection

to the SPG going - into K]]-
bum |
- This. attltude has got to

be changed

‘Brent ‘'East CLP passed an
emergency resolution the
next night, calling for the
SPG’s removal from the area;

its disbandment; a public in-
quiry ito the incident; and.
for the fledgling Police Co- -

mmittee to take up this in-
cident.

image

Cricklewood AUEW has
sent a sitmilar resolution to
the Police Committce and
the Trades Council, where
we hope to have it debated
this Wednesday, 23rd. '

There has been a lively
debate over policing in Kil-
burn, in which the Jocal
paper attacks Socialist Or-
ganiser’s position on la-
bour moevement community
patrols. S’ response in-
cluded various accusations
of police malpractices in Kii-
burn nick, evidence of which

18 at present being collected.

The local police have

tried desperately to present a -

‘Community Police’ image to
the population at large,
whilst not changing their
more traditional practices.
In fact, while we were wait-
ing in the station for the
youths to be relcased, my

eye caught a poster by the

desk. Yes, it was an advert
tor ‘Roots, Rules and Tribu-
lations’.!

Mick Woods

cillor

- day picket outside

children,
is appealing against

~ given no 'date for

OVER 60 people attended a
meeting following the arrest
of a Tower Hamlets coun-
at a Colin: Roach
demonstration the prev1ous
week,

‘The response clearly
shows concern at the lack of
an explanation or any res-
ponse from the authorities
concerning Colin Roach’s
death and in addition the

increased viciousness of the

police, with arrests now
numbering over 80 — the

‘vast majority of them black
~youth.

Speakers from the cam-
paign stressed the difficulties
they were experiencing as a
result of police harassment,
but how they were still
maintaining a regular Satur-
Stoke
Newington -Police Station,
where Colin died.

On his arrest, Dennis
Twomey saw the. police.
coming for. him in the mis-
taken belief that as a white
person he was responsible
for bringing the white people
to the demonstration and
must be some sort of leader.

by Susan Carlyle

In the police bus, where

he discovered his ear was
bleeding, he realised that the
police would have to accuse
him of assault to justify their
actions during his arrest. The
need to discredit him was
continwed in the refusal of
the police to allow bail on
the grounds that he
shouldn’t have been there!
A defence committee

with backing from sympa-

Colin Roach

L 7]

Drop the charges'

thetic solicitors and legal aid

-1s also meeting weekly to

co-ordinate the many defen-
dants, for whom money
must be raised.

The  campaign has
extended to include the
demand: ‘Drop all charges’.

Labour councillors organ-
ised this meeting and are
looking to spread the cam-
paign throughout the
borough, but espec1a11y with-
in Tower Hamlets Labour
Party, which though already
supporting it, has not gone
beyvond the paper resolution
stage.

In - addltlon left coun-

cillors facing expulsion for

following Labour Party
policy are attempting to set
up a police committee,
Wthh like that in nelghbour-
ing Hackney, can try to
focus the labour movement
and ~ bring about police

~accountability in the long

run.

The meeting endorsed
the Roach Family Support
Committee call for a full

- independent inquiry into the

death of Colin Roach.

Halimat Babama came to
Britain from Nigeria in

1980 to join her husband. In

July 1982, after separating
from her husband because
of his violence, she applied
to the Home Office for
permanent residence for
herself and her two young
Hakeem, aged
four, and Mustapha, aged
one. She was refused. She
this
decision.

The Home Office has
the
appeal.

Halimat points out that
her children will be taken

Muslim Law, Dr.

that her hus-

from her,
band’s violence  will
continue and that she her-
self will be made destitute
if she is forced to retum to
Nigeria.

A leading expert in
David
Pearl of Fltzwdham Col-
lege, Cambridge, has con-

firmed that Halimat's
husband ‘‘would have little
difficulty in  obtaining

custody” He adds, ‘‘so far

as authority over the wife is
concerned, the husband
has the right to control the
wife’s activities such as

whether she works and so

on.

- women’s group,

SIS G RV R g R N O U S T T

’9

What you can do:
1. Write to- David
Waddington, The Home

Office, 50 Queen Anne’s
Gate, London SW1.

Wnte to Halimat's
MP, Stan Cohen House of
Commons, London SW1.

Write to your own MP.

2. Pass resolutions of
support for Halimat at
your union branch,
etc and
send donations.

Contact: Friends of Hah-
mat Babamba, Box HB,
ggz Cookridge St., Leeds

B
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FINES against the confed-
eration of Quebec’s
teachers’ unions, the CEQ,
could total 5.5 million
Canadian dollars [£3
million].

14,000 teachers have
been charged under the
province’s labour codes,
and 145 charges have been
brought against the CEQ,
against constituent unions,
and against union officials,
under the Quebec govern-
ment’s draconian new -
Law 111. h -'

No charges have yet been
brought against individuals
under Law 111 — if they
are, the total in fines could
rise much higher still.

The charges arose from
strike action taken by the
teachers against moves by
the provincial government
to extend working hours
and cut jobs. The govern-
ment has also cut and
frozen public sector wages.

Despite calls by other
union leaders for all-out
action in their support, the
CEQ and other teachers’
unions have suspended
their strike action. Initially
it was until March 14, and
now, for the duration of
negotiations with third-
party conciliators.

The government still
insists that, while it will
modify details, it will not
budge on the total amount
of the cuts in its teachers’ -
wage bill. |

‘““THE easiest thing in the
world would have been to
bull-headed and not
agree’’. ‘

So claimed Joseph Odor-
cich, the vice-president of
the American United Steel
Workers Union, as he
emerged from marathon
talks with the seven main
steel firms in which event-
ually took the ‘harder’
course — and conceded a
9% wage cut for his
260,000 members!

His rationalisation for
concessions that saddle
steelworkers with a 41-
month deal while handling
the employers a $2 billion
bonus was a classic state-
ment of the thinking of
reformist union leaders
around the world.

Instead of starting from
the needs of the workers,
and the defence of their
interests, he sees first the

problems of the employers.

‘““To have a union you
have to have a company —
and that company has to
make money’’. -

It is no great surprise to
read such statement for a
US trade union leaders,
who like almost every
American bureaucrat, is
tied hand and foot to the
twin political parties of US
capitalism — the Demo-
crats and Republicans.

With soaring unemploy-
ment in the USA and Reag-
an’s policies grinding liv-
ing standards ever lower,
the need for the unions to
build a political party that
champions the needs and
demands of the working
' class and oppresged in the
USA — a Labour Party —
is greater than ever.

Odorcich shows that such
a fight will need to combat

the union bureaucrats —

just as the fight for mass
action and socialist policies
in today’s British Labour
Party demands a fight ag-
ainst the bureaucratic lead-
ers of the TUC.

lega
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IN the fast few weeks, well
over 2 500 people have been
killed in communal violence
in the state of Assam 1In

| Ne "h-East India.

- In the worst-hit area, the

Brahmaputra Valley, martial

law was declared on Wednes-
day Murch 2 in a desperate
attempt to stop communal
riots. Here, 230,000 people
have been made homeless
and the refugees have settled

in 130 camps in Assam and

West Bengal.

Of the casualties, 1,000

were Bengali Muslims mur-
dered by local hill tribes in
the midst of a mass ‘anti-
foreigner’ campaign.

The occasion for the

communal atrocities was the

decision of Indira Gandhi’s
Congress (J) government to
hold a state election in
Assam after a year of direct
rule from Delhi which saw a
marked increase in Assamese
chauvinist agitation. |
The origins of the con-
flict date back to the consol-
idation of British rule and
the colonial development of

the area. R

Migrate

Before 1901 Assam, de-
spite its high soil fertility

and abundance of well-rri-

gated land, had not been de-
veloped by either the Assa-
mese or the British. From
1901 onwards, however,
peasants from the densely
populated Bengal began to
migrate to Assam In search
of land. This process started
sfowly but was quickened by
the extension of the rail net-
work in 1903 and the unifi-
cation of Assam and East
Bengal into one administra-
tive unit by the British from
1905 to 1912,

By 1921, 258,000 Ben-

galis had settled in the Goal-

para district of the Brahma-

putra valley, and by 1947

the numbers of settlers and
their dependents numbered
over one million.

The British colonialists
welcomed the migration. It
increased the labour supply
in this isolated province and

Bengali peasants were ac-
quainted with more ad-
vanced agricultural tech-

niques than the indigenous
Assamese. "
Divide and rule

But- immediately there
were cultural conflicts. The
Assamese Hindus viewed the
mainly Muslim Bengalis as

foreign invaders from ano-

ther country, and feared the
loss of their religious and lin-
guistic identity.

The British had almost
perfected the art of divide
and rule since they began to

leads
' Assam
‘massacre

-
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ALY MIR looks
at the history of
the recent conflicts
in North East
India.
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conquer the Indian“§ub-con-
tinent in the eighteenth cen-
tury. From 1920, the colo-
-administrators intro-
duced a type of apartheid —
the 9ine system’ — which
geographically separated
Assamese from Bengali, and
so reduced local conflict in
the short-term while con-
tinuing immigration and
maintaining communal mis-

trust. The Assamese agitated
for stricter controls on Ben-

gali immigration.

By 1936, 37.7% of the
total occupied land in
Assam’s Nowgong district
was under Bengali settle-
ment, whilst 62.3% was still
under Assamese cultivation.
Yet many thousands of land-
hungry Muslims still wanted
to move to Assam, and re-

sented their forced settle-
-ment on crowded settlement

land whilst vast areas of Ass-
amese land went unculti-
.vated.

Organise

Soon the Bengalis began
to organise against the segre-
gation and they received
support from some Assamese
Muslims, such as Khan
Bahudur Nuruddin Ahmed,
who tried — unsuccessfully
— . to unite Bengali and
Assamese Muslims.

In 1926 the chauvinist
demagogue Ambikagiri Ray-
organised the
Assam - Samrakshini Sabha
(Association for the Conser-
vation of Assam). C.S.
Mullan, an English colonial
official, systematically aggre-
vated the already delicate
situation by stirring up fears
of immigration, launching a
Muslim-scare campaign
amongst Hindus and referr-
ing to a ‘Muslim invasion’
that would leave the Assam-
ese with only the Sibsagar
district.

Thus, the same colonial-
ists who maintained constant
Bengali immigration for their

- own economic interests con-

sciously exploited Assamese
backwardness by inflaming
communal prejudice.

The Assamese press laun- |

ched a campaign for the clo-

~to Hindu prejudice.
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sing down of Bengali school
classes and the introduction

of tighter segregation.

The bourgeois national-
ists of the Indian National
Congress equivocated on the
question of opposition to
the line system and adapted
Con-
gress leader  Jauraharlal
Nehm echoed the concerns
of the colonialists when he
said in 1937; ‘From the
point of view of developing
Assam and making it a weal-
thy province immigration is
desirable. The real problem
is how to control and organ-
ise this immigration.” |

Another Congress leader,
Rajendra Prasad, considered
introducing Bihari Hindus to

“Assam to hold back and in-

timidate the Bengali Mus-
lims! f |
Left isolated from the

Assamese Muslims and de-

serted by the Congress, the
Bengalis organised under
Maulana Abdul Hamid Khan
in opposition to the Assam-
ese Hindu majority. ‘The
Maulana of Bhasani’, as he
became known, exploited
the immigrants vulnerability
in order to build a political

“base for himself on a peasant

land reform programme and
the preservation of the Ben-
galee language.

In 1943 the colonial-
dominated - Assam govern-
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ment moved towards dis-
mantling the line system in
the areas where Hindus were
in a safe majority. Yet this
only provided chauvinist

- Assamese groups with an

opportunity to raise the
‘Hinduism in Danger’ slogan,
whilst the Muslim League
pressed for the complete
-abolition of the line.

Sir Saadulla’s government
‘continued to hope that this
compromise might work.
But prolonged govérnment-
sponsored AllParty Talks in
1945 revealed that there was

no basis for agreement be--

tween the Muslims, who
wanted the abolition of line
segregation, and Congress,
which refused to even accept
an amnesty for Bengalis who
had illegally settled on land
eight or more years ago!
Thus, by the end of the
period of direct British colo-
nial control, Assam, already
legally divided into two sep-
arate electorates, was soci-
ally- divided, and as Partition
transformed East Bengal into

Fast Pakistan communal vio- |

lence broke out.

Three years after India
became independent,
communal riots erupted
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again in Assam and 100,000

Muslims  were forced out.
The Congress regime in Delhi
suppressed the dissent of the

Assamese-and hill tribes, but.

neither Delhi, nor the Assa-
mese-dominated state coun-
cil of Ministers, made any
effort to tackle the funda-

“mental cause of the commu-

nal friction, which was the
unequal land settlement and
the
from Moslem.

The communal violence
of 1950 intimidated many
Bengalis into falsely giving
their language as Assamese in
answer to census officials.
The publication of this cen-
sus in 1951 gave the Assam-
ese an apparently substantial
majority, and the Assamese

separation of - Hindu.

governments
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In four vears four state
have  been

brought down by ‘people’s

fews’.

strikes’ and ‘people’s cur-
Oil production, vital

to Indian capitalism, and
banks and local government

offices were all closed. The

All-Assam  Students’ Union

had led the calls for mass re-
patriation and denials of
rights to Bengali immigrants.

Faced with the choice of

giving power to the popular-
front ‘Left and Democratic

Alliance’, led by  the

Communist Party of India,
or imposing ‘Presidential

rule’, Assam’s governor
chose to do the latter be-
cause Congress (I)  had

proved completely incapable

mobilised to remove Bengalis -

from prominent posttions.
But after 1971 things

changed. The Pakistani civil

war which created Bangla-
desh also led to a conside:r-
able refugee displacement —
many settling in neighbour-
ing Assam.

This restored some of the
confidence of the Muslims
and led to a revival of the
Bangalee language. This in
turn alarmed sections of the
Assamese petty bourgeoisie
who raised the old ‘Hindu-
ism in Danger’ slogan of the
1930s
Hindu-Assamese cultural re-
vival.

Stalinists -

It is ironic that two of
the most prominent Assam-
ese writers to be revered in
this chauvinist climate have
been Jyoti Prasas Agarwala,
once a sympathiser of thie

- Communist Party of India

(CPI), and Bishna Prasad,
formerly a2 member of the
Maoist Revolutionary Co-
mmunist Party of India
(RCPI).

Today’s Stalinists have
confinued to flirt with Ass-

- amese nationalism, and by

doing so have played into

the hands of the extreme

right-wing,

But it has been the more
consistent chauvinists of the
right who have made the
greatest impact. "

It was against a reaction-

| ary cultural offensive that

the currect agitation ma-
tured. It only” took a care-
less remark in 1979 by the
then chief election commi-

ssioner S.L. Sakhder, and the:

‘discovery’ of 45,000 illegal-
ly registered Bangladeshis on
Assam’s electoral rolls, to
start the mass antiforeigner’
movement.

and encouraged a

either of controlling comm-
unal violence or crushing the
Tea Workers’ Strike (Assam’s

biggest ever labour protest).

When the year of Presi-

dential Rule allowed under

the election.

the constitution
Gandhi

expired,
gambled on calling
_ But the boy-
cott by the extreme right
and the world focus on the
elections led to the near hys-
teria that caused India’s
worst communal atrocities
since Partition.

Even though Congress-(I)

beat the Left & Democratic

Alliance the victory is a

hollow one given the desta-

bilising |
violence and the Assamese
strikes that have paralysed

influence of the

- most of the state.

The crisis in Assam is a

result both -of British colo-
nialism’s near-apartheid land.
settlement segregation, and

the

post-independence re-

cord of the Indian bourgoisie
which has neglected India’s
remote peripheral states and
become - increasingly depen-
dent on imperialism, |

.
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Ford bosses in Halewood openly model their
- plans ““After Japan’’. In the last of his series
‘on Japan, Bill Peters looks at the grim proto-

ty pe.

I HAVE tried, in this series
of articles, to give a flavour
of the conditions faced by
the working class in Japan;
the dominance of the yellow
unions in the major manu-
facturing industries and the

tremendous control Japan-

ese management is able to
exercise over the workers
through those unions.

Such a picture, however,
would be far from complete
if I did not say something
about a ‘union’ which, as
far as I can see, excells

‘even in Japanese terms in

the despotic rule it syste-
matically imposes. on its
members on behalf of the

- employers.

I am talking of the
notorious yellow union at
Nissan, which is affiliated
to the Federation of Japan
Auto Workers — Jidosha
Roren.

Nissan — maker of the

Datsun — is Japan’s
second largest vehicle
producer.

Whilst iIn Japan I was
privileged to discuss with a
group of workers from the
Nissan Kawaguchi heavy
truck and bus plant in the

Northern suburbs of Tokyo.

These, workers have
waged a courageous fight
for many years against the
brutal  Nissan Union/
management set up, in-
cluding physical assaults by
union goon squads.

Not endugh

One of the workers 1
met in particular, Yoshij
Azuma (who has been 10
years in the Kawasuchi
| personally
‘beaten by goons, -and union

- officials, when he argued at

a lunch fime meeting that
the demands of the 1981

- wage claim were not high

enough.

(At Nissan the ‘claim’ is
fixed behind the scenes
with the Company before
it is publicly announced so
that agreement -is always
reached). |

Azuma was eventually
forced to go to the police
after repeated - physical
attacks, illegal confine-
ments, abuse, threats and
intimidation  over  the
course of a month.

This case is not the
exception but the real face
of the Nissan ‘union’.
Its leaders see themselves
as a campaigning force for
yellow unions on behalf of
the Japanese employers as
a whole.

It 1s an afflhate not just
of Jidosha Roren but also
of the ultra right wing

IMF-JC Federation.

'The Nissan- union in .its

By
Bill
Peters

“present form was founded

on violence.
When Nissan merged

~with the Prince Automobile

Company in 1965 there
were two unions in the new
company. The Nissan
union which even then was
reactionary and affiliate®to
the Doriec Federation; and
the union from Prince Auto,
Zenkin, which belonged to
Sohyo

Dissolved

As soon as the merger
was completed the Nissan

union demanded that Zen-
kin be disolved and the

member join the Nissan
union.
- Many of the activists iIn

Zenkin were opposed to.

being absorbed by a yellow
union and refused to join.
Many of them were
beaten up by goon squads
and subjected to physical
assaults in various ways.
Zenkin was forced to take
legal actions for such

assaults against over 50

officials of the Nissan
union. .
The bureaucrats who
control the Nissan union
also have means of intimi-
dation other than physwal

violence.

In 1979 seven militant

workers from the Atsuz
Parts plant were expelled
by the Nissan union for
persistently campaigning
for trade union democracy.
Because of the closed shop
they were promptly sacked

by the Company.

After they were sacked,
militant activists in the area
mounted a defence cam-
paign to demand their re-
instatement. Supporters of
the campaign were prompt-
lv beaten up by goons and
had their cars smashed.

ideological
I don't want to give the

~ impression, however, that

the Nissan union ruies its
members .of behalf of
management simply
through féar and intimi-
dation; far from it. - Like all
the big yellow unions in

international

Japanese mzhtants demonstmte agaznst plzms to merge the more mzlztant So}z Yo unions
with the yellow Domei federation

Japan it has sophisticated
methods of political and
ideological control of the
workers.

The Nissan union does
have influence. It is much
more powerful in a formal
sense than for example
the yellow union at Toysta
— which is structurally
broadly similar. -

It has to be consulted by
management for example
before a worker can be
moved from one job
another. The union Presi-
dent has to be consulted
before a promotion at any
level can take place. Even

“at multi-national level it has

considerable influence in,
for example, investment
policy or the decision to
build a plant n another
country.

The Nissan union makes
its assessment of the labour
relations in a country where
a plant is to be built — and
may veto the decision 1if it
assesses that  militant

unicns are likely to be

established. .

It has been reported, for
example, that the President
of the Nissan Union Shioji
Ichiro went to Mexico in
1981 to ensure that no
militant unions were estab-

lished in the new Nissan

plant there.

The question of how that
influence 1s used, however,
i1s adequately answered by
the Nissan unions slogan —
‘The Company’'s  Pros-
perity’. It 1s a slogan that

the union sets out in the

most determined way to
make a reality.
In addition to the genera-

‘lised methods of Japanese

management {(which have
been described in previous
articles) in such as QC
circles, wage rates based
on loyalty assessments,

‘to the

etc. — all of which of
course - operate  within
Nissan to great effect,

-Nissan has some systems

of its own.

Nissan has a slogan

‘Productivity, Progress and

Participation’ — summa-
rised as ‘P-3’.

This refers to the ‘Eco-.

nomic Co-operation Comm-

ittees™. It 1s a land of
ultimate in ‘Worker
participation’ — as 1its

‘name suggests.

Hard to oppose

These committees are
established at every level
in the Company. There, all
Company decisions are put
‘'union reps’ and
endorsed, thus making
everythmg joint union/
management policy and
much more difficult for
anyone to oppose.

Another
Nissan is the degree of
integration between the
inidividuals who staff the
‘union’ and those who staff
the management.

This has reached the
pomt where a period as a
‘union official’ becomes a
recognised part of the
career training of a  top
manag=r. If the Company
decides that one of iz
managers should becone
a union official it simpiy
gives them an instruction to

that effect: they then go off
-and become a
rofficial.

union

- A few years later man-
agement will probably
decide that they have
gained their experience and
return them to a formal
management position.

The ‘democracy’ In the
Nissan union which allows
and facilitates such in-
credible practices must be

feature of'

the envy of Frank Chapple
or Terry Duffy. It operates
in the following way:

Shop stewards, the

lowest level of representa-

tion, usually covering about
10 workers, are not elected
but appointed by the
senior shop steward.

The members are then
asked to endorse the
nomination at a morning
meeting. Those nominated
are invariably unani-
mously endorsed since the
implications for a worker
raising an objection to the
Senior Stewards nomina-
tion are far reaching.

In the history of the
union no nominated can-
didated has failed to get

“elected.

The election of a Senior
Shop Steward is even less
‘democratic’. The nomina-
tion for this post is decided
by a committee appointed
by the union. There 1s no
other way to be nominated
therefore there is never
more than one nomination.

Having only one candi-
date, however, 1s not
enough for the bureau-
cracy. They demand a
100% vote for that candi-
gdate. Anything less would
undermine the authority of

“the union In front of the"

management (7).
They can achieve this

~due to the voting proce-

dures. The workers line up
at the ballot box-to have
their names checked off.
They then fill in the ballot
forru sn a table in front
of the foreman. Under
these conditions it is very
rare that a blank paper

is returned. If it does, an’

enquiry usually occurs to
try to establish how it
happened.

It can easily be seen by
thiS method how the
management can put their

idents
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Nissan - where union goon

leztarzsnc Przme Mzmster Nakasone stsan workers views

on him are kept on file

peOple in and out of the
union structure.

In the same way that
‘elections’  obtain 99%
votes, so do policy deci-
sions. Major management/
Participation decisions are
taken in front of section
meetings and mass meet-
ings. There the unanimous
approval of even the most

potentially unpopular de-

cisions is the norm.

A worker who asks a
critical questin or abstains
on the vote (a vote against
would be very unusual
indeed) would be brow-
beaten, victimised, black-
listed and may well end up
outside the plant.

The -bureaucrats argue
that the union would be
embarassed if views con-
trary to its policy were
voiced at one of its meet-

‘think of the new Prim

Minister? .. What do yo
think of various critics ¢
the government?

Workers are asked whe
they do in their spare tim

or what they did at th
weekend, which intim
dates workers agains

involvement in any kind c
leff wing or militan
activity.

These reports when the
are compiled are sent to
secret sub-committee, dis
creetly called. the-mte111
gence - sub-committee’
From there they are sent t
the union President and th
Federation.

From this the obviou
intimidation arises. Wor
kers are told not to speak t
militants and so on.

It 1s a great tribut
to the small number o

As we go to press, we hear that Yoshiji Azuma anc
fellow dissident Masao Kayama hkave been endorsec
by the Nissan Union to run for the next elections in Augus
1983. This abrupt and unexpected switch of position b
the leadership appears to flow from the decision of the
management to scrap some of the formal consultation:

with the wunion.

In retaliation the Nissan Union las

October announced its withdrawal from the P3 movement
as Union Chairman Shioji Ichiro manoeuvres to restore
his close working relationship with Nissan Presiden

Ishihara Takushi.

ings. (In reality, of course,
that is views contrary to
management policy). ‘

The direct 1deolog1cal
control of the workers is
horrific.
‘shop steward’ or rep has to
make out an . ideological
report on the 10 or so
members he {there are no
women production workers,
of course, in Nissan plants)
represents.

The report has to in-

clude: who is complaining:

about anything? Who has
caused any  trouble?
Questions must be _asked of
the workers:

Once a week the were

what do you

militant activists in Nissai
that they continue
struggle under  thes
conditions.

The workers I spoke t
organised witl
activists outside the plan
who  could  distribut
leaflets for them and stoo
a candidate for shoj
steward in the 1981 elec
tions for shop steward
They intend to do the sam
at the next elections.

We should salute tha
struggle, and the struggle:

of other militant activist
in Japan, and w1sh then
success. SEETENE
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AN astoundmg court case
has just concluded in the
USA in which a lawy
expelled from the Socialist
Workers Party in 1979
unsuccessfully demanded a
Federal Court act to rein-
state him and remove from
the SWP’s leadership
people whom he alleges are
government agents.

The plaintiff, Alan Gel-
fand, a $30,000 a year
attorney in Los Angeles,
was expelled after he took

court action against the

SWPin 1978.

The bizarre behaviour
however is not the idiocy

of an individual, reaction-
_ary, petty bourgeois
crank: it is a smlster well-
financed, disruptive oper-
ation, in which Gelfand
admlts he has been working
hand-m-glove with Gerry
Healy’s British Workers
Revolutionary Party, and
its American offshoot, the
Workers League.

Since 1975 Healy and his
acolytes have waged a
slander campaign against
the leadership of the
Socialist Workers Party,
alleging that veteran SWP
leader Joseph Hansen had

been for 40 years a double

agent of the FBI and GPU
— and then that Hansen’s
colleagues and successors
in the SWP leadership were
also spies and agents.

The late Joseph -anse

READERS

may  have

missed newspaper accounts
of a recent repoit by the
National Radiological Pro-
tection Board (the govern-
ment agency which over-
sees all aspects of radlo-
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lawyers’ fees.

‘no serious effect on

These slanders have
been roundly condemned
by every self-respecting
revolutionary organisation
around the world. o

Gelfand in 1977 began to
raise these very points

within the SWP, in close

collaboration with the
British WRP. In evidence
given under oath in pre-

- trial depositions, he admit-

ted that his campaign with-
in the SWP began only
after a ‘‘vacation’’ in

England in 1977.
In the summer of 1978,

‘he contacted the WRP’s

paper, and spoke to WRP
Central Committee mem-
ber Alex Mitchell. Shortly
after that he contacted

Healy’s leader in the US,

Workers League National
Secretary David North. In
December 1378 he began
the legal action against the
SWP.

He discussed on as many
as six substantial occasions
with North up to the time of
his expulsion in 1979. Such
collaboration with an
opponent organisation is
clearly In breach of the

- constitution of the SWP.

Since his expulsion he
has met WRP leaders in
england in 1980 and 1981,
and- admits to over 15
meetings with WL leaders.

From = October 1980
onwards he admits to
receiving money from the
WL ““to help with the costs
of his case’’, which in 1980
alone totalled

During 1980, 1981 and

- the first quarter of 1982,

Gelfand spent no less than
$115,000 simply on legal
fees — over and above
other expenses including
travel and transcript
costs.

He admits that he had by
then received no less than
$40,000 from the WL
towards these expenses,
while North and two other
WL members had been
working full-time on his

lawsuit as ‘‘investigators’’.

His case 1is that the
SWP is not a legitimate

activity and safety)

The report, into the long
term effects of the famous
fire at Windscale in 1957
caused a lot of embarass-
ment at the Sizewell Public
Enquiry, because it esti-
mated that, far from having
peo-
ple’s health, the radioactive
fall-out in Cumbria which
resulted from the fire may
have caused up to 260
cancers of the thyroid gland
with some 13 deaths!

The  Windscale fire
caused the release of clouds
of radioactive Jodine-131
{the ordinary non-radio-
active form of lodine is
Iodine-127). Now in abso-

- Heisler,

$30,000 1In

public

Sloan

P
]

political party since its

leadership was taken over

by US government agents
40 years ago, and that he
was expelled because he
sought to expose the agents

~in the leadership.

Gelfand’s panel of wit-
nesses is a motley array of

- Healyites, cops and narks.

They include David North,
long-servmg WL member
Jean Brust, and WRP
veteran Cliff Slaughter,
along with Los Angeles
cops Richey  Gibby and
Vincent Perizzi, who infil-
trated the SWP in the
1970s, and FBI informer Ed

once -a leading
member of the SWP.

United front W|th
cops

These are curious bed-

fellows indeed for Healy,

whose. stock response to
political opponents is to

attempt to portray them as

‘police agents’.
Here — at enormous

expense — the WRP and

WL constructed a ‘united
front’ with self-confessed
cops in an effort to disrupt
and destroy an opponent
political organisation.

‘Wil

ough iInvestigation into the
links of the ‘Workers Revo-
lutlonary Party’ (WRP) with
various Arab governments.
There is a lot of circum-

stantial evidence which sug-

gests that the WRP receives
ubstantial sums of money
from Libya, and possibly
from
ments,
Not long ago it was put-
ting out Iragi government
relations: handouts
with 1mprint of Newsline on
them. One glossy Newsline
pamphlet, for instance, carr-
ied an account of the career
of the butcherous Ba’athist
dictator Saddam Hussein
sycophantic enough to be an

~activities by
Angeles police against left-

other Arab govcrn-

Court circular

Derbyshire school in 1975

And the continuation of
the case rested on the co-
operation of District Court
Judge Mariana Pfaelzer,
who admitted that Gelfand
has no evidence to present,
but who herself has a
seamy record of involve-
ment In approving spying
the Los

wing organisations like the
SWP

Mensheviks

What are the ‘principles’
which Healy and his lawyer
friends are claiming to
defend? Gelfand is deman-
ding that the court appar-
atus of the capitalist state

WRP sue the

THERE is need of a thor-

official handout ‘At the
same the wretched Newsline
hacks wrote articles justify-
ing the shooting of members
of the Communist Party of
Iraq by Hussein’s regime.
Relations with Iraq seem
cooler now: but sycophancy

towards Col. Gadaffi and his
‘green revolution’ oozes all

over the pages of Newsline,

In the past the WRP has
— wrongly — called him a
fascist.

Regular readers of SO
will know that while we are
being sued for libei by the
WRP, they have surprisingly
ignored our repeated state-
ments that they are widely
believed to receive Arab gov-
ernment money.

intervene in the internal life
of an organisation of the
workers’ movement and
overturn its rules, consti-
tution and leadership.

In 1903 when Lenin and

‘the Bolsheviks split with
the Mensheviks, one of the
. central issues was precisely

that of party rules, and thus
the type of party that was to
be built.

Lenin fought tooth and

nail against the Menshevik

conception that anyone who
chose to do so could regard

" themselves as a member of

the party: he insisted upon
a level of political agree-
ment, disciplined political
work ‘and financial support
as the basis for a revolu-
tionary organisation.

Last Sunday s BBC Mon-

ey Programme carried an in-
vestigation of the financial
links between Libya and the
WRP. It established a circ-
umstantial case based on the

‘fact that the tiny WRP hasa
- vast printing press,

and a
daily more lavishly printed
than any [Fleet Street paper
with a tiny circulation (they
said 10,000, probably it is a
great deal less). |

Print works

The programme showed
shots of the Astmoor Litho
printing works at Runcorn.
The WRP would not answer
the door to them. Sinister-

Science

by Les Hearn

lute terms, lodine-131 is
not very dangerous. It
breaks down very fast and
1s virtually all ‘gone in a
few weeks.

Unfortunately, it 1s con-
centrated by the human
body into the thyroid gland,
where it is incorporated
into thyroid hormone,
which controls the body’s
metabolism, and some
aspects of growth and de-
velopment.

So a small amount of
radioactivity

can become a relhtively
large amount when concen-
trated into a small gland at
the base of the neck.

spread
~ throughout the whole body

'

WINDSCALE FALL-OUT
DEATHS

Most at risk are young
children, and because
thyroid cancer typicaly

takes decades to appear,

some of those exposed in
1957 (namely children in
the northern counties) may
still be at risk.

How come it has taken
26 years for this report to
come out? British Nuclear
Fuels Ltd. used a much
lower estimate of the radia-
tion released by the fire,
and also instigated the

pouring away ‘of milk from

cows grazing across 500
square kilometres of Cum-
brian farmland. - At the

time BNFL said they were

‘erring wildly on the
cautious side’ but accord-
ing to the NRPB they
missed about 88% ot the
Iodine-131!

" check |
“of contamination,

AND again from Sella-
field [Windscale].

Last week a former em-

ployee, John Taylor, was

appealing = against  dis-
missal, claiming that he
had been forced into re-
signing after he had
alleged that:

®The plant’s laundry was
inefficient and failed to
completely remove radio-
activity from overalls.
*That a report he wrote on
this was not acted on.
*That - automatic
‘were adjusted so as not to

" go off too often.

“Taylor says that
‘suffer a significant radio-
logical exposure which
could easily remain com-
pletely undetected.’
is because the detectors
the overall level
though
contamination is
‘highly  localised and
correspondingly intense’.

Do YOU believe THAT?!

‘activists realised,
fand and his -

alarms

- sta£f

This

often

Healy (foreground, with Slaughter to his right) on WRP march agamsz‘ a police raid on their

Yet the self-styled
‘Bolshevik’ WRP has urged
on and financed a court
action by Gelfand in the
USA which flouts all of
these principles, by seeking

court action to impose upon
the SWP a “member’’ who

-plainly has no agreement

with them, has for years

acted in defiance of SWP

discipline, and whose
public legal attacks on the
Party have cost it tens of
thousands of dollars, and

threatened its very inde-

pendent existence.
As many US trade union-
ists and labour movement
if Gel.
Healyite
backers had succeeded, the
precedent would have stood

looking closed-circuit TV
cameras filmed the fiimers.
The usual paraphernalia of
the WRP’s paranoid Ayatol-
lah Healy, it will have imn-
pressed the viewers that the
left are very odd indeed.

The programme was both
shallow and underresearch-
ed. It talked of the revolu-
tionary left in general as pos-
sible linked to Gadaffi by
chains of gold. It talked ab—
out the left and ethnic press,
but said nothing about the
ethnic press. |

The programme suggest-

ed that as much as £1% mill-
lon may have been channell-

~ed to the WRP by the Liby-

an government by way of
overpayment for ‘commerc-

Sweet
nothings?

ANOTHER aspect of our
unhealthy capitalist diet.
Medical researchers in
Manchester and Nova
Scotia have found a striking
correlation between the

amount of sugar in the

diet and breast cancer —
across 20 countries. And
Britain has the HIGHEST

sugar intake and the

HIGHEST rate of breast'

cancer!

Baked ’Beans

Why do we eat so much
sugar?
Sugar is added to vir-

action was an.
attack on the constitutional

- scruple in invoking
- apparatus of the caprtalist

"needed to

the BBC?

tors.

 diabetes,

as a threat to every left

-wing or radical organisaion.

No longer would the

‘membership be able to

determine who should or
should not be a member or
a leader of the organisa-

tion: the courts would do
| that over their heads.

As such, the Healyite

outright

rights not only of the SWP
but the whole American
labour movement. o

Its complete lack of
“the

state against its opponerts
in the labour movement is
parallelled by the court
action for libel being taken
by Vanessa Redgrave and

the WRP against Socialist -

Organiser, the costs of
which threaten our paper

with the prospects of bank-

ruptcy. - -
SO has consistently
argued that the WRP

allegations of libel and our
defence should be dis-

cussed not in the capitalist

courts offering a field day
for the media witch-hunters
but presented to an inde-
pendent labour movement

inquiry.
In the meantime, we face

mounting costs as the court
deadline looms ever closer.
Donations are urgently
the Labour
Movement Defence Fund.

LMPDF: ¢/o 214 Sickert
Court, London N1 25Y

1al work’. It did not investi-
gate the financial side of

WRP films like “The Palestin-

ian’, which are popular in
Arab countries.
It left a great many aven-

ues unexplored. But it did

plainly allege that the WRP
gets money from Gadaffi.
Will the WRP sue the BBC?
Such a libel case would force
the WRP to ‘open its books’
to their opponents’ solici-

There is still a'need for a

thorough investigation .into

the links of the WRP with
Arab governments — a lab-
our movement investigation.

Sean Matgamna

tually all processed foods
for no reason in most

casés [why is it added to

processed

baked beans,
peas, tomato
Daddie’s = Sauce and
Colman’s - mustard?!).
it is addictive, and there-
for ‘adding it to processed
foods makes it more likely
that people will keep on
buying them, in preference
to fresher food products
which carry lower profits.

And the price we pay is
obesny, heart
disease, and now, 1t seems,
breast cancer.

ketchup,

-
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On Saturday’s lively
demonstration against
the threatened closure
of South London
women’s  hospital,
Andrea Campbell and

Debbie = Cameron
interviewed  Frank

Faulkner, NUPE Branch
Secretary (Bolingbroke
and South London
Hospitals). |

WHAT is manhgemen't
saying about the closure?

I've written to the DMT

{District Management
Team) three times, asking
about the situation , Tre-
questing figures about bed
- capacity in the District and
for other information.
- Three times, and they have
not replied. -

What support have you had
from NUPE?-

I'm disgusted. It should
not just be left to the
members. The top people
'in the union should do
something. It gives the
members a lack of confi-
dence in the union.

If the one area officer
doesn’t support the demon-
stration and pickets it’s
bad. He always says he
was busy. But what could
be more important than this
demonstration today?

They know all about it
at head office. They sent a
reporter to write something
for NUPE news. Then they
only put a small article .on
the back page.

Management are putting
a lot of pressure on union
reps in this district. One
has resigned under severe
pressure. Another is being
harassed because he raised.
the question of asbestos in
his hospital. We need
-support.

SI4HVH NHOr

1Is

the
maintained?

What they are trying to
do now is scare people.
Two doctors from St
George’s, who will gain if
we lose, are complaining
that it is not up to stan-
dards. Well, if that is the
case, why did they allow it
to happen in the first place
and only point it out after
they decided to close it?

Is that part of a smear

- campaign?

-

Yes, I think it is. It’s
all part of their propa-
ganda — that the hospital
isn’t safe. I am watching
every minute; very care-
fully. |
~ They are trying to phase
out the Health and Safety
Committee. -

—— — 4 S ptant

hospital being  Why?

Because it keeps the hos-
pital upgraded. If we
didn’t pressure them
through the Health & Safe-
ty Committee, then the
hospital deteriorates.

A month ago we de-
manded to see the DMT
about the future of this
hospital. Now, they come
to tell us it has to close.
When I asked why they said
because Wandsworth
Health Authority is too

rich. -
Is it rich?

It can’t be that rich, or

they wouldn't keep closing

hospitals. Where is the
money they  supposedly
saved from St. Benedict’s,
the Weir maternity, and

Queen Eli‘zabeth house?
 We keep getting told by

The m

the Tories that they haven't
got the money |

Do you think that is true?

- No — it can’t be if they
can pay out all that money,
billions, on the Falklands
war and now billions
more to keep the army
there.

It’s priorities. Their
priority is arms. There is
too much spent on defence.

Do you think you will
win the fight to save the
hospital? S

Yes, definitely. We will
keep fighting and we
will win.

NHOr
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~ New ‘Life’ attack

on women .....

THE Director of Public
Prosecutions is considering
whether to prosecute the
British Pregnancy Advisory
ervice for supplying the
‘morning-after’ pill. This
follows complaints made to
the Sheffield police by the
anti-abortion ‘Life’ group. |

A successful prasecu-
tion could make the ‘morn-
ing after’ pill illegal and
have far reaching conse-
quences.

At the moment, scientific
opinion takes pregnancy to

L start from the time the

fertilised egg is implanted
the womb. So

1n

. German wo

the

morning-after pill, which
stops the egg being implan-
ted, is counted as a contra-
ceptive measure not as an
abortion. -

But ‘Life! believes that
life starts from the moment
of conception the
moment the egg is fertil-

—— :

‘ised. If the DPP and then

the courts accept this view,
then thé' morning-after

pill will be subject to the -

legal controls

'é'

same
abortion. - :

There are also implica-
tions for women using the
‘Intra-Uterine - Device
(IUD) as a method of

T -

as

defend abortion

FIVE thousand women and
several hundred ‘men
demonstrated in Karls-’
ruhe  on February 26,
against attempts to curtajl
abuortion - rights in West
(termany. A counter-
march attracted 300
mostly men.

The protest took place on
the eighth anniversary of a
legal decision in Dortmund,
which  interpreted  the
constitutional right to abor-
tion to mean that there was
no  obligation - for = the
National Health Secrvice
(brovided by private insur-
ance companies) to pay.
The  court’s ruling . has
meant that the whole legal
pusition  of abortion is
under doubt.

WHICH meeting could

pass a motion calling for

peace, applaud the Green-
ham Common Peace Camp-
ers yet muster an

A —-

~audience of ony ten people

at a fringe meeting

~addressed by a woman

from Greenham?
The TUC
Conference. |
Which' meeting could
pass a motion calling for an
end to sexual discrimina-
tion in- the immigration
laws, ignoring a cail from a
CPSA delegate to reject the
motion on the grounds that
implicitly it accepted
racism ' in - immigration
procedures? |
The  TUC  Women'’s
Conference in a move

hardly likely to inspire’

union of SPD

Women’s

The "'218-group’’
(named after the relevant
clause in the constitution) is
campaigning for  the
removal of this confusing
clause, and calling for the
state to fund full abortion
and contraception facilities .

The campaign sees this
as an 1mportant part. of
fighting the reactionary
moves to force women
back into the home and
stress their role within the
family which the govern-

ment has been making as
the economic recession
worsens. "

By broadening out the
campaign, they have attrac-
ted the support of lesbian
groups, who hadn’t been
involved in the fight for
abortion rights before, and
of women trade unionists.
The Karlsruhe @ "DGB
(West German TUC)

“mobilised for .the march

(although only supporting
limited demands), and
there were solidarity greet-
ings from the ASF — the
(Labour)
women, |

The women come from

~ different political groups,

but are united seeing that a
fight against cuts in public

spending is the only thing

that will defend and extend
women’s rights. -

The 218-group is now
preparing for September
4. This the first anniversary
of the founding of a Cath-
olic anti-abortion group:
the ‘“‘Choose Life Initia-
tive’’. 80 women protested
on the day it was founded:
now the task is to see that
the protest is much larger
when it celebrates its first
anniversary.

confidence among black
women workers. |

One look at the Women'’s
TUC bulletin shows how
little it is concerned with
the everyday struggles of

its women members. The

-height of activity is the odd

presentation to government

“bodies; a report here, a

conference there.

The  Labour Party
Women’s Conference has
shown the way forward for
women unionists. By build-
Ing  up Labour Party
women’s - sections, and
ensuring participation at

. Conference by rank and

file. delegates, Labour

women are slowly winning

control ‘over their own

men

issing ranks

contraception. This methoc

‘relies on inserting a ‘coil

into the womb, to prevent
the fertilised egg being
implanted.

Medical research would
also be affected. Doctors
check that fertilised eggs
havent been damaged
before they implant them in
the mother’s womb for

‘test tube’ babies.
- Damaged ~ eggs  aren’t
implanted.

- If it were decided that a
fertilised egg is a ‘life’,
then not implanting an
egg would be murder.
Doctors researching into
infertility and genetic
disorders would also be
affected. Their research
depends a lot on being able
to fertilise eggs and then
see what's wrong.
Life’s argument puts
pseudo-scientific specula-
tions above  women’s
real, immediate rights.

- For the woman who has

been raped, whose contra-
ception has failed, or who
has had sexual intercourse
without - - contraceptive
protection, it is a much
better alternative to take
the ‘morning after’ pill than
to wait to see if pregnancy
is confirmed, and then
make the choice between
abortion or carrying on with

the pregnancy.

And there are 250,000
women in Britain using an
IUD for contraception.
Many of these use the IUD
because medical reasons
prevent them using the pill
on a daily basis.

We need to defend the
partial rights we have at
the moment, and fight to
extend them to a right to
abortion on demand. |

Contact: ,
National  Abortion
Campaign,

374, Grays Inn Rbad,
London WC1.

.
1

conference. | _-

There is already a clear
difference at the TUC
Women's Conference
between the unions which
send their full-time officials
as delegates, and thdse that

‘elect women at national

conferences.

There must be more such.
rank and.file delegates if
the Women’s TUC is to be
changed into a body that
Can co-ordinate campaign-
Ing activity to fight “for-
women’s interests in and
out of work. - o

In the meantime, we’ll’
Just .have to console our-
selves with the thought that -
at the TUC Women'’s
Conference, out of a
platform of 15 only five
were men! - |



" Carol Hobbs looks at some questions about
the new People’s March for Jobs |

SHOULD we support the People s March for Jobs"

Every single step of the way. We should pull out all
“the stops to build the March and ensure that as many
of our comrades as possible are involved.

- We have to take up our criticisms by participating.
It is only in the context of active support that they
will gain an audience and be taken seriously.

A" march like this, with all the pubhclty it will

receive, can be a tremendous focus for the anger and
seethmg frustration millions feel against a govern-
ment which openly accepts responsnblhty for the
devastation of unemployment. -
- We have to take this march and try to nnbue it
with the spirit of the National Unemployed Workers
Movement of the 1920s and 1930s which sang from
one end of the country to the other:

“Millions of workers are starving in revolt.

With our flag of red we blaze the trail.
-Marching forward onto London Town.
- Marching forward onto victory.
Give us your help boys (and girls).
We’re fighting the battle for you -
With the NUWM we flght as the shock troops of the

Unemployed »?

‘Those are fine words but
‘wasn’t the 1981 People’s
March organised on a very
| different basis? Wasn't it
aimed not at rousing resis-
tance to fight the Tories but
rather as an attempt to
plead for jobs? Wasn't it
more like the Jarrow
Marches than the NUWM
demonstrations?

Unfortunately
quite right and it does look
as if this march will be the
same.

The real basis of the last
March was that unemploy-
ment was a natural dlsaster

— something like an earth-
qu’ake or an outbreak of
| cholera. |
- Something that we all,
rich and poor, belted earl,
archbishop,
ployed school meals
worker would oppose, if we

were of good will and keen

conscience.
? Nothing at all to do with
“capitalism or the Tories.

The unemployed were

therefore unfortunate

casualties, objects for sym-

pathy and soup kitchens.
Len Murray described the
1981 London
‘another compelhng call for
compassion’, and it was
quite appropriate that its
finale should be the presen-
tation of a humble petition
at 10 Downing Street,
politely requesting Mrs
Thatcher to change her

Natural disaster, &
or the fruit of
a rotten system? }
“The real basis 2
of the last ;
March was that §
unemployment {y;
was something %
like an earth-
quake or an out- =
break of
cholera....”’

you are

and unem-

Rally as

&

mind and help the victims.

If you think a bit about it
— and Len Murray and the
march organisers have —
you will see that reality is
completely different.

Four million or more
unemployed is in the inter-
ests of Thatcher and the
class she represents. That's
why she has intensified the
inherent movement of
British capital towards that
figure.

We won’t change the
minds of Thatcher and
Tebbit and the interests
they represent by petitions,

~but rather by confronting

*them head on.

This government is as
unresponsive
bending as it is to logic or

reason. All they understand“

is the equivalent of a
Kirkby kiss or a Yosser

Hughes as I believe it is |
- now styled.

But why isn 't the TUC
supporting political
-marches against Thatcher’s
pohcles? Surely Murray

stiff of or

to knee-,

“The massive rally in London provzded a platform where Arrimr Scargdl called for industrial action as a reply fo redundancy

wants to get short of
Thatcher and get Labour
back into Downing Street

again, like with Jack Jones

and Wilson and Callaghan?

Len Murray, like most
full time officials, is scared
ganising a real
fightback, or even moving
in that dxrectlon -

At the time of the last
March there were numer-
ous groups of workers

actually fighting the unem-

ployment the March was

supposed to be against —-

Plansee, Ansells, Laurence
Scotts, Schrelbers Lee
Jeans, to name a few.

If Murray had wanted to
stop the Tories in their
tracks he would have tried
to link up these struggles

.and fuse them with the

March, calling at least a
one-day national
instead of a petition as the
march’s culmination.

This would have been
difficult then.
harder now — but possible.

Murray and Co were not

prepared to gamble their

positions and organisations

on this kind of struggle. If

the Taries win, they reckon,
they will have Jess prestige
and privilege. But If such a
struggle wins, then it will
radicalise the workers a
thousandfold and acceler-
ate the forging of a com-
pletely new leadership and

the ditching of Murray and

Co.

" George of course

strike

It is even _~

So they are not going to

lead this kind of struggle,
and they are going to try to
make sure that nobody else
does.
So the last People s March
was a way of showing
workers that Murray and
Co were doing something
while diverting attention
from what they were really
up to. And that makes a
very unsavoury story.

At the end of the Plansee
dispute, the strike commit-
tee declared their disillu-
sion with their District
Secretary, George Caborn.
was
deeply involved in organ-
ising the People’ March.

When  the Ansells
workers went to the March
Rally in Birmingham who
should they see large as life
on the platform but their
regional official Brian

Mathers, who had tried to

get them to accept redun-
dancy at several mass

meetmgs, and had instruc-

ted them that their strike
was official only in Region
5 and outside plcketmg was
barred. |

And John Boyd and
Terry Duffy spent months
sabotaging the attempts by
the Laurence Scott workers
to fight for their jobs. But
of course they totally sup-

ported the People’s March
against unemployment.

So 'Murray and Co are
supporting this year's

march on the same basis as-

the 1981 affair?
Not quite!
mind is even more on the

- election and less on the

plight of the unemployed
than it was two years ago.
And he thinks that pictures

“of unemployed marchers on

the telly shouting slogans
and abusmg the press helps
Thatcher hammer home
arguments about ‘‘extra-
Parliamentary action’’ and

‘‘violence on the streets’’,

| alienates middle class and
‘right wing voters,

and
Labour’s election
Michael

affects
chances.

- thinks the same.

Secondly, Foot and
Murray know that a march
gives ‘extremists’ the
chance to agitate

trouble generally.

. Thn'dly they feel that the'
resources needed to keep

the march in ‘good order’

could be bejter used in the

-
]

Murray’s

Foot. cated afterwards.

about
unemployment and cause |

Trade Unions for a Labour
Victory drive at present
getting under way in the
constituencies. -

- So Foot and Murray are
far to the right compared
with 1981, The General

- Council in November voted

not to support this year’s
march. Several major
unions, TGWU, NALGO,

NUPE and NUM felt they'

~had been railroaded. -

At the next meeting of
the Finance and General
Purposes Committee — the
TUC’s ‘“‘inner cabinet’’ —
Murray got beaten 7-4. At
the December General
Council he was outpomted
23-17, |

“l have a very busy
year,”’ Len Murray pontifi-

““I shall
use my time how (sic) it is
most effectively used — in

‘the interests of the trade

umon movement ’?

So who will be actually
organising the March? Are
there any problems here?

The march will be in the

‘hands of the TUC Reglonal
Counclls and trades

More ‘people’ to

be united against
unemployment?
March organiser
Jack Dromey
argues that we
must ‘reach out

and persuade. the |

centre ground to 4

join us’

%

councils, which are answer-
able to Congress House.

~ Power lies in the hands of
fulltime  officials like
Colin Barnett (North West
NUPE), Pete  Carter
(Midlands UCATT) and
Jack Dromey (South Ea.st
TGWU)

As for the unemploy ed

“themselves, even the TUC

unemployed centres are

" not given even a 50% say in

decision-making.

This was the same la‘st
time around, and it meant
that the march was tightly
controlled fromthe top.

In terms of respecta-
bility and a looming elec-

~ tion, it will be even tighter

this tlme out. ~

In 1981 there were TUC-
appointed marshalls and
stewards. On the Eastern

leg you had to sign a form

stating you agreed to love,
honour and obey them,
otherwise, quick divorce.
Plansee strikers on the
march who visited work-
places to raise support were
reprimanded. The organ-
isers then called a general
meetmg and warned
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- “We'd like to see the march led by groups of unemployed women and: bIacks.

marchers that if disobedi-
ence continued, the March
would be halted,

So there was little intern-
al democracy.
the death of Bobby Sands
some marchers wore black
armbands, they were
ordered to remove them.

On the Liverpool leg the
marchers '~ were more
successful and were able
to elect their own stewards.

A constant problem was
the attempts to stop the
marchers linking up with
anti-redundancy struggles.

‘Twice the Ansell workers
were  prevented from
- addressing  rallies, while
‘the likes of Roy Hattersley
- and Mathers held forth
speaking volumes for the
- organisers’ priorities.

In Sheffield the Plansee
- convenor was refused per-
- mission to speak from the
platform because, it was
argued, the local bishop,
also down to speak, den t

When, after

""""""""

llke strikes!

The youthon the Ewtem
leg who had been chanting
‘What do we want? The
Right to Work. How do we
get it? Organi
Kick the Tories Out’ were
}n tl:;e end reduced to chant-
ing 1n answer to the second
question  ‘We're not
allowed to say!’

But that’s ridiculous. What

kind of politics did the
organisers have?
Basically those of the

Communist Party and the

Stalinist-influenced section
of the Labour Left. You get
a lot of left junior bureau-
crats who thmk like that.
They wan't to go place.

No. 2, takes over in a year
or two, then Jack will be
TUC general aecretary in
1990.

Peter Carter told the
marchers ‘‘you have got to
umtethenatmn. It’s a very

ganise, Occupy, )

_people,
small businessmen being

Jack Dromey thinks that =~ uneble to find work. The

if Norman Willis, Muraay’s

_ ~ workers
@ donkey work while the
.mlddle class call the tune.

front.

big job on your hands.’’

- Dromey - told  Tribune
““some on the left may
criticise the People’s March
for being. too broad. We
utterly reject this. We want
to see socialism in Britain,

but we are not going to see

socialism unless we reach
‘out and persuade the centre
ground m British politics

t¥join us.”’

Peter Carter retorts in

the CP magazine
Challenge that as far as
unemployment is concern-
ed, ‘‘the middle classes
are also feeling the effect,
with students, professnonal
executives  and

march will unite these

- people behind a call on the
government to make ﬁf;ﬂl
' first

it’'s called a
People’s March and not a
‘Peter
‘‘res-
the - views of the

| employment its
priority.’’
‘That’s wh

| wotkers-’- march, why
Cm'ter could - state

and

l;.'i'eepe(:ting those . views
meant that the Plansee
convenor was not allowed

to speak.

But don’'t we want the
support of everybody
regardless of colour, creed
or class? I know people like
Cyril Smith supported the
1981 march and also build-
ing companies like Tyson.
Doesn’t every little bit
help? |

First off, while the kind |

of people you talk about

gave some support it was

minimal.
The March was organ-
ised, built and sustained by

the working class. But,
despite the fact that the
Cyril .Smiths an the

bishops gave little real
suppert to the March, and

nohe at all in terms of

reducing unemployment,
the organisers were so
thankful for the respect-

" ability that they . trimmed

the basis of the march to
what Liberals and vicars
would find acceptable.

In this kind of alliance,
always do the

Yes, we need a broad
Thousands -and
thousands of employed and

"ent to those of

‘March already

- ployment is

“ment.

)

unemployed wor‘i;eref -

not support the 1
March. Shouldn’t we be

- concentrating on getting

their support?
What about
that when the 1983 march
comes rolling through each
town, every single worker
downs tools to welcome

them. Isn’t the real broad

front one between unem-
ployed and employed
workers? What have
Tysons done to help the

working class movement? I
bet you a pound to a penny .

they donate to Tory Party
funds. I know that if there

- was an upturn in the build-

ing trade, Peter Carter
would find them trying to
weaken trade unions, and
sacking workers once the
downturn came again.
Our-interests are differ-
Tysons.
They can’t help because it’s

their system - that causes

unemployment and it is
they whodo the sacking.
- In1983we've alread

- "CP members and Bob
- -Litherland MP saying that

$§63

what is required ‘‘is a
broad movement like
CND*: |

But CND is not already

‘based on the unions like the

People’s March is. Our job

is to take CND into the

unions. What the CP argue
is that we should dissipate
the strengths the People’s
has by
taking it into the middle
class and saying ‘‘If you
support us, we’ll just say

‘what you want. We won't.

criticise your system at
all. We’ll pretend unem-
something
you can catch like fHerpes.”’

imports '

"Wasn’t the last march also

based on calling for import
controls? Wasn’t there s
‘buy British’ policy
amongst the organisers?
That’s right. But import

controls are no answer to

the problem of unemploy-
Like the Tysoans
business, they can lull
some workers into believ-

ing that the gaffers are not
thetenem-y‘, foreign wolfkers

are.

At the time of the last |

1981 - g

ensuring

'March Moss Evans was

saying about the bosses’
'faxlure to call for impeort. .

controls: ‘We take the view
that the CBI ought to end
its silence and represent
the interests of its members
properly’!

Import controls will be
met by retaliation in other
countries and this
reduce the standard of
living of British workers.
But that’s not the point.
They increase nationalism,
unite us with the bosses,
and divide us from our
brothers and slsters in
other lands.

You've pamted a fairly
black pictire of the last
People’s March and the
prospects for this one.

I don’'t want to do that,
‘but we are looking at what
the problemswere last time
so that we can try to draw

the lessons this year.
There. was .another side

‘to it. There was constant
tension between the rank

and file marchers and the
organisers. One of the
great perils of a march is it

brings workers, particularly

the youthful, together.

As in some of the
examples I have given, the
rank and file were constant-
ly chafing at the bit. Thous-
ands demonstrated,
hundreds struck, as the
March went through each

town and city.

The way the TUC left
struggles like Ansells or
Plansee isolated was at

least raised. Attention was

focussed on the politics of
unemployment. The last
massive rally in London
provided a platform where
Arthur Scargill called for

industrial action as a reply

to redundancy and Gar-
diners’ convenor Tom
McAfe. pointed out ‘‘We
will not beat them by
speeches, but by action.
We must ' strike and

- occupy’’

The l\darch- "made an

impact. Our argument is it
could have made a blgger
and better impact. If that is
to happen this time, then it
1s up to us. Nobody else.

To anybody who says"

N we shouldn't support the
march, I'd ask what is the
alternative?

will

The marchstarts from Glasgow

a rally in London on June 5.

WHAT T0 DO

qn April 23 and finishes with

The route is: Carlisle (May 1), Lancaster, Preston

. Chorley, Bolton, Manchester, Stockport, Altrmcham North- B

wich, Crewe, Stoke (May 15), S.tafford Wolverham pton,
Sandwell Bu'mmgham (May 22), Daventry, NOIthampton

London

Bedford, Letchworth Luton Watford Brent, Southall,

A TUC national organising committee has been set up,
with Ron Todd of the TGWU as chair and Alan Jmkmson of

NALGO as secretary.

They are planning
marchers, to be selected by the TUC Regio

for 500 ‘core’
nal Committees.

Appllcatlon forms and gmdelmes are being sent out this
week from Congress House to regional TUCs. The regional
TUCs are then responsible for circulating the forms to trade
union branches in their regions and recruiting marchers. TUC

- guidelines call for an effort to make sure there are good-

numbers of women and black people on the demonstration,
The TUC expects that other marchers in addition to the
‘core’ 500nwill join the March as it moves through the

country.

Feeder marches will also run from Humbersxde and from -

Keighley thro

ugh Rotherham and down the route of the
1981 People’s March Eastern Leg

to Northampton; from

Land’s End to Swindon, from Ltverpool to Manchester and

-What can we do?

*Get marchers nominated and

from Great Yarmouth to London, -

sponeored now through

your trade unjon branch or trades council, and write to your
Regional TUC requesting the relevant forms.

*Participate in the town march committees, or take the
initiative in setting them up. Fight for the maximum influ-

ence of these committees by the unem

ployed themselves.

*Argue for the march itself to be under the democratxc

control of the unem ployed.

*Fully support and partlcipate in the march but argue
that a march alone is not enough, The unemployed need to

be organised locally and nationally in a movement that will

ployment

canzpmgn against all the effects of mass urem-

*Stress the need for the march to have contact with the
employed, especially those involved in struggle, to build lmks

between the unemployed
* Argue for the right o

So what would you want to |

see on this year’s march?
We’d like to see a politic-

al, workers’ march aimed at

uniting employed and
unemployed workers
against the Tory govern-
ment.

We'd like to see the
march led by groups of
unem loyed women and
blacks — the greatest vic-
tims of Thatcherism.'

We'd like to see workers
striking when the march
comes to their town. We'd
like to see the march visit-
ing every workplace where
there is industrial action.

We'd like to see this time

e

a democratic march placed

d the employed.
of all unemployed to have access to

full trade union membershli. . - .

under the control of the
marchers. We’'d like to see
the TUC call a one day

. general strike on the da
the march enters London.

Len Murray Opposed' this year’s March — and now
hints he may keep away. I have a very busy year”

- We have to argue for all
this and more. Whether
we get it is another matter.
We should certainly

to get together on thls basis
all groupings in the Labour
Party (and outside it, like
the SWP) who will ﬁght to
turn the march into a
weapon for fighting unem-
ployment now as the best
means of electing a Labour
government, - pledged to
socialist policies in the
coming contest

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘
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CHRIS KNIGHT of
London Labour
Briefing replies to the-
‘Open Letter to Lond-
on Labour Briefing’
which we published
last week from Brigh-
ton Labour Briefing
‘and others. The Open
Letter criticised LLB

for political accommo-

dation to ‘former
comrades now in lead-
ing positions’ and
fudging issues for the
sake of formal umty
This reply was written
as a letter to Dave
L.owney, one of the

signatories of the
Open Letter.

r <.

b

Dear Dave,

- Between Graham and
myself on the one hand, and
Tony Greenstein on. the
other (with supporters on

each side), we seem to have

got omselves locked into a
fight over ‘principle’ which is
threatening to blow up out
of all' proportion, as such
conflicts tend to do. It
“would seem to me ludicrous
to allow a ‘split’ which be-
. gins m personal incompati-
bility between Greenstein

and Bash and then flows out-

wards to turn into anything
remotely like a split between
you and your comrades in
. Brighton and myself and my
comrades up here. I'm not

| - writing to you to try and fob

~ you off or ‘mollify’ you all
in Brighton as Tony as all-
eged P’m offering to do. The
fact is that at the last LLB
Editorial Board I offered to
try and see if matters could

be cooled a:bit by youand 1

corresponding- -and perhaps
arranging a meeting between
us. My idea is to by-pass
Graham and Tony, who
seem to be driving each
other crazy. I also want to
make sure that your joint
‘Open Letter’ to Briefing is
published by us, as I think it
must be (I don’t think there
is any dispute about that on
the E.B.: I will come to
what happened there later).

Fissiparous

Let me explain what I
think the dispute is about.
It concerns a conflict be-
tween.two ‘principles’, each
of which is absolutely corr-
ect. The first 1s programmat-
ic; the second is organiza-
uonal. It’s bike the differ-
ence between speaking in a
meeting and trying to con-
vene and chair the meeting
so that it takes place. Gra-
ham f<els that he has to be
the ‘car.a’ 1n order that the
T1ssi2 ous  tendencies of
wk-ck the Briefing alliance is
cmposed  hold  together.
S »metimes the chair has to
e wery fom and just shut
- ﬂle up if they’ve gone on
TIr Do Ion. or if an issue is
‘:;e..a:"-.' ind somebody’s still
F.7 z ~=2 1 the bonnet a-
TelalT 1T 2T I WZeDTs orasurrect-

step i

.
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Often someone has to

“Yes, there are times when Ken needs keeping on the rails, but I think we’ve done more of this than anyone...”

ing it. Sometimes a whole
meeting can get completely
derailed because a single in-

“dividual is allowed by a weak

chair to dominate the whole
thing, to the exasperation of
everyone else who had
thought the meeting was
supposed to be about some-
thing quite different. You
know the sort of thing I
mean, I'm sure. The two
principles, then, are ‘free
speech’ on the one hand, and
firm structuring of dis-
cussion by an 1mpartial
‘Chair’ on the other.

Individual view

Tony’s problem is that he
doesn’t see the need for a
‘chair’. He wants the ‘chair’
to state openly and explicit-
ty that he takes one hundred

per cent one individual’s — -

Tony Greenstein’s, to be pre-
cise - side In an argument
between two factions pre-
sent at the meeting. It is no
secret that the two factions
in this dispute are really So-
cialist Organiser on the one
hand and Socialist Challenge
on the other. That’s what
it’s really all about. If you
want my political views,
Dave, then 1 can state quite
openly: I feel and always
have felt immeasurably clo-
ser to SO than SC.

It so happens that I know
that this has usually been
Graham’s position, too, in
terms of polxies and poli-
tics. But as ‘chair’, would it
be right for Graham to state
that and to say that in his
capacity as editor of Briefing
these are the positions held?
Please be clear about this: i
is precisely this that Tony is
demanding. Instead of pre-
senting the arguments on his
own behalf and within the
framework of a properly-
chaired discussion, Tony 1is
insisting that Briefing itself
adopts his own ‘line’, in the
context of a dispute between
two factions within which
this line’ follows consistent-
ly one side. In effect, this is
demanding that one faction
occupy the chair.

When  bitter disputes
blow up out of small beginn-
ings, there i1s often a need for
someone — 1t doesn’t-really
matter who — to step in and

say ‘Cool it?” This is so even
when it is clear as daylight

that one side is absolutely -

right and the other absolute-
ly wrong.
are part of the movement
“*nd we need them both,
then someone just has to act
fairly toughly to make them
calm down. There is no
question in my mind as to
who was right or who was
wrong as between Tony
Greenstein and Ted Knight
in the Labour Committee on
Palestine Conference. Nei-
%her Graham, nor anyone
else on the Briefing EB, ex-
cept, of course, for the So-
cialist - Challenge comrades,
entertained any doubt on
this score. We made this
clear enough, even to the ex-

tent, unusually, of inserting

in LLB an editor’s note to

. that effect. My own person-

al view 1is that, because
Knight’s was:-such a scanda-
lous violation of democratic
procedure, Graham should
not have changed the word
‘outrageous’ to ‘regrettable’
as he did. But please give
Graham the benefit of the
doubt here, instead on fling-
Ing accusations at him in the
way Tony is doing. In trying
to ‘chair’ the discussions in
Briefing on this issue, Gra-
ham just wanted to cool
things down a bit. He also
wanted to protect his own
position as ‘chair’, in order
to protect the formal relative
‘impartiality’ of Briefing it-
self. If Tony doecsn’t under-
stand the nced for this im-
partiality in form, he really
understands nothing of the
secret which has enabled

" Briefing to be so successful

in the past, and nothing of
the method we will nced if
Socialist Urganiser and So-
cialist Challenge are to fuse
— as we hope can be achiev-
ed — to enable a really
powerful united revolution-
ary organization and paper
to be built in the pernod
immeditely ahead.

Warning

Tony’s ‘open letter’, in
the form in which he de-
manded 1ts publication at
the meceting last week, con-
tained:

I. A usctul political warning

If both factions

“bank

to us and a criticism of our

relative ‘lack of direction’ in
Briefing. This point is taken.
2. A criticism of our ‘inabil-
ity to adopt any position or
perspective’
‘the acrimonious debate over
rates’. This i1s a valid view-
point, although I don’t share
it. Our position is perfectly
clear: unless or until we can
find some other source of fi-
nance (e.g. expropriating the
vaults in the City
through armed insurrection)
then we must ensure that
local services are financed

and employment maintained

within the system to the ex-
tent that the Tories remain
unable to prevent us. Our
commitment to no cuts is
absolute. Those of us con-
trolling Labour Councils will
listen to comrades’
tions

the rates, but they must
show us that the money will
be available before pay-day
at the end of this week. If
we were to offer the local
authority work-force ‘social-
ist campaigns’ and ‘pro-
grammes’ in place of their
wage-packets in this present
political climate and situa-
tion we should get a boot up
the arse from the trade

‘unions and dcad right. This
is what we think. We could __

have made all this the ‘line’
of Briefing, as Tony in other
contexts demands. In the in-
terests of a fair discussion,
however, we have tried not
to do this but have publlshed
articles expressing our view-
point alongside others with a
different line.

Courageous

3. An attack on Ken Living-
stone’s contribution at the
Briefing Conference. Tony
speaks mock-pityingly of
Ken’s ‘harrowing tale’ of be-

ing under fire from all sides

at County Hall. Ken Living-
stonc 18 among the most
courageous leading  class-
fichters this country has so
tar produced, in my opinion,
and 1 must say | valuc Brict-
ing’s links with Kcn’s supp-
orters throughout London

and beyond cven more than

I valuc my links witt Tony

Greenstein of Brighicn La-

in relation to.

sugges-
regarding alternative.
sources of finance other than

‘Workers’

bour Briefing. Yes, there are

times when Ken needs keep-
ing on the rails, but (a) I
think we’ve done more of
this than anyone in the
movement anyway and (b)
Tony’s comments sound like
cheap sneering and wouldn’t
have the slightest positive

effect with Ken’s supporters

whom, presumably, it 1S

‘Tony’s intention to try and

reach

Unions

4, An attack on us for not
having taken up Jeremy Cor-
byn’s appeal for us all to
take trade union work more
seriously. I grant Tony’s

right to make comments like-

this, but still I find 1t 1rrita-

img when people keep tell-
ing other people to ‘take the
trade unions seriously’ in-
stead of giving up their tea-
ching jobs, etc., and doing it

themselves. The letter is an
‘Open Letter’ from Brighton
Labour Briefing as a whole.
Is it that somehow, BLB
feels angry that we have
little industrial coverage and
involvement compared with
what you have in Brighton?
I would have thought it was

the other way around, but

we don’t write ‘Open Lett-
ers’ to you complaining that
you are ‘too much student-
based’, etc. These are matt-
ers for comradely discussion
amongst ourselves, not for
flinging down public gaunt-
lets., Unless, of course, we
are polmcal oponents trymg
to ‘expose’ one another in
public. I was utterly astoni-
shed to learn at the Editorial
Board meeting that this was,
indeed, how Tony felt things
should proceed. It came
completely out of the blue.
5. An attack on the ‘highly
original’ proposal of Social-

“ist Challenge to set up a ‘So-

cialist Campaign for a La-
bour Victory’. @I presume
that the barb about ‘highly
original’ proposals refers to
the fact that we set up —i.c.
~Action and the
Chartists as we then were —
the first ‘Socialist Campaign

~for a Labour Victory’ in

1978 and 1979. Why com-
plain when SC tlip on their
backs, -change ther pelicies,

admit that we were right and

L W T W TN AL e T SAY CTaw e T T N NP T RN M "“M,

~ that’s it.

try to make themselves feel
good by ‘taking the initia-
tive’ in doing something
which they knew we were

poised to do anyway? Why

on earth assume, from this,
that SC are going to run the
thing?> Nothing has been
decided regarding this, and
it’s really up to Socialist Or-
caniser and the rest of us to
make sure Socialist Chall-
enge don’t get away with the
sogey, mainly-CND cam-
paign which they perhaps
lean towards if they were
left on their own.

S)Lndication

6. ‘Brighton Labour Briet-
ing’s proposals for syndica-
ting articles was ignored’ at
our ‘for a National Network
Conference.” That is really
rich. I remember speaking at
Brighton Labour Briefing’s

founding meeting about the.

desirability of syndicating

~articles nationally, and re-

peating this suggestion at se-
veral joint meetings with
BLB after that. It was invar-
iably BLB who seemed most

anxious to preserve autono-

my and not to synchronise
production times with or
between us. We respected
that, and cver since then,
have tried to be very tenta-
tive, tactful, cautious and
sensitive about mentioning
anything suggestive of a
nation-wide integration and
tightening up of structure.
But if you’ve all changed
your minds . — great! Let’s
start! But why on earth was
not a word of this said-at the
Conference itself? |

7. The points about Ted
Knight and the Palestine Co-

- mmittee refer to a coires-

pondence we have decided

to close. That’s all. We’ve

decided to say: ‘This corres-
pondence is now closed’, and
We’re fed up Wlul
it and so is nearly everyone
who reads Briefing in Lon-
don. In any long-drawn out
wrangle in the correspon-
dence columns of a paper,

there comes a point when

this sort of thing has to be
done,
This has nothing to do with
our political position, It’s
just the sort of thing you

have to do if you find‘your- |

self in the chair. To Tony I

- would just say: don’t keep

challenging the Chair’s rul-
ings unless you are really
moving a vote of no confi-
dence and have got an alter-
native chair in mind who
could do better. Shut up
and sit down. I’m as angry
as Graham over this, and
fully behind him.

8. A complaint about the

fact that one article, a very

long one, among all the
many long articles submitted
to us by Tony Greenstein,

was actually not published in

the last issue of Briefing. We
just hadn’t the space for it.
It’s going in the.next issue.
It’s on Women and Zionism,
and seems to me to be well-

argued and essentially corr-

ect. Instead of shortening it
oursleves, we asked Tony to
do his own editing-down and
I believe he’s agreed. This
saved us having to chop it
down or say ‘No’ to the ar-
ticle as a whole. But why on
earth make our earlier deci-
sion to delay publication an
item in an ‘Open Letter’
from Brighton Labour Brief-

ing as a whole? Who the hell

does Tony think he is? -~
9. An accusation that we
want ‘unity at all costs’ with
Socialist Challenge’, even to
the extent of abandoning
our principles and politics. I

T AN mwvegrrr T e et T aS,

and we’ve done it.

can’t understand why Tony
believes or writes such crap.
To take only two points. On
personal politics and femin-
ism, we are miles apart from
Socialist Challenge. Socialist
Oganiser are much morc¢
opcn—myldc think.
Equally” on the questlon of
Clause 4 as central to a ‘So-
cialist Canipaign for a La-
bour Victory’ (Socialist Clia-
llenge don’t want to stress
it). On most issues, we are
much closer to Brighton La-
bour Briefing, and also to

Socialist Organiser, than we

are to Socialist Challenge.
Why accuse the chair of be-

_ing in league with the other
side all the time just because

he/she doesn’t want two
separate meetings in place of
cne?

10. An accusation that we
are becoming ‘increasingly
irrelevant’, retreating ‘down
the road to oblivion”. But in
that case, why does Tony
keep wanting to publish his
long articles In owur paper?
Or is it that he realises that if
he didn’t publish his articles
in London Labour Briefing

they would be unlikely ac-~

tually to be read?

Let me explain now that

at the Editorial Board meet-
ing we did -agree to publish
Tony’s letter, but asked him

to take account of what we

had said at that meeting in
taking it back to you in
Brighton and seeing if you
wanted it re-drafted at all.
We just couldn’t believe that

‘this letter was the considered

verdict of all of you, thrash-
ed out and discussed at a
proper Editorial Board meet-
ing of Brighton Labour
Briefing.
been signed in Tony’s own
name alone, then of course 1t
would have been published
in full and without question,
as we publish all letters sub-
mitted to us as a matter of
principle. But when (a)
other people’s
dragged into a letter, when
we know these people per-
sonally and when (b) the
collective name of Briefing

as such is used, we have to |

make the proper checks.

‘Rgal debate

‘Dave,- please tell me: is
this letter really yours? If
you respond in writing and

would like your letter pub-

lished, I can guarantee you
that it will go in Briefing be-

~cause that is what we are for.

If you really insist on reply-
ing only with the draft rejec-
ted at the last Editorial
Board you would give us all
a real headache, although I
suppose I myself would feel
obliged to vote for it. My

own view is that it would be -

far more productive for all
of us if a real debate were to
take place, and if the ques-
tion of form in these matters
was given a certain amount
of weight. Tony really
didn’t give us a chance, He
just said he wasn’t changing

a word of the letter and

faced us with an ultimatum
point-blank. It turned out
that this ultimatum was:
either we agreed, or he’d
publish it in Socialist Organi-
ser.- Faced with that klnd of

thing, all we can say is ‘Get -
Stuffed!”

Since - Tony
pushed it to a vote, we had
to say: No, we r__‘e‘not pub-
lishing the letter until you’ve
taken it back to the Brighton
comrades for their re-draft-
ing in the hght of our own
response: |

I think I'll ledve it there.

- Warmest comradely gree-
tmgs

Chris Knight
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cadershipis the ke
|rank and file consciousness

TONY RICHARDS
opens a reply to John

Mcliroy’s recent series

of articles in Socialist

Organiser-on the state
of the industrial |
struggle -

Mclliroy, Richards
argues, minimises the
role of leadership. But
“the central problem
was and is the leader-
ship given, not the
rank and file. It is
certainly true that
betrayals can have a
cumulative effect on
workers’ attitudes
over years. But the
problem remains one
not of consciousness
of the rank and file,
but of leadership”’.

THERE are advantages and
disadvantages in the fact
that the series of discussion
articles by John Mcllroy on
the state of the class
struggle
weeks.

spanned five

The disadvantage was

that so much space was
allocated to an analysis
which played down the role
of the union leadership in
the defeats, setbacks and
retreats

occurred.

_which have

But the advantage was

that even during the publi-
cation of Mcllroy’s analysis
events in the class struggle
were showing it in practice
to be defective. By week

five, the first part of the

article — which said that
any movement by
mir.ers against closures *‘is
unlikely in the short term”’

the

L3 Py

— had been demolished by

the developing mass strike
spreading from the South

Wales coalfield, only to be

bétrayed by the leader-

ship’s call for a ballot.
A confrontation at

national level between the
miners
government would have
dramatically changed the
political situation in the
country, including the situ-

and the Tory

ation in the Labour Party.

The betrayal has allowed
the Tories to run rampant
over the working class.

lronic

- It was bitterly ironic that
at this very high point of
leadership betrayal Social-
ist Organiser was complet-
ing Mcllroy’s four-part
series minimising the role
of leadership.

There are two central
themes to the articles.
Firstly, the argument that
the industrial downturn is
not solely due to the leader-
ship but also to the state of
consciousness of the work-
ing class.

‘ n

And secondly that we
need to ‘‘politicise’’
struggles through the
Labour Party. Mclroy
even goes so far as to say
that this is what is happen-
ing anyway, through work-

ers joining the Labour
Party.
There is also a third

strand of argument, which
directs away from the
necessary programme of
transitional demands
through which we.as. Marx-
i1sts must connect with and

raise the present-day con-

sciousness and struggles of
the working class to the
level of grasping the need
for revolutionary leadership
and revolutionary mass
action to resolve their prob-
lems.

Accepts n

Leadership. Some of the

examples used by John
Mcllroy to argue that
“‘in today’s conditions the
rank and file share many of
the ideas of the bureau-
crats’’ must be analysed.

I think the problem is
that in pursuing such an

~argument Mcllroy himself

accepts the same pre-
conceived position of the
‘left’ bureaucrats - that
the rank and file are to
blame for the situation.
They then look round for
‘‘facts’’ to bear this out.
The main example used
by Mcllroy is the miners.
He cites the fact that they

voted for strike action in

1972 and 1974 but not in
1982 in the ballot on jobs

and wages. On top of this

he adds Kinneil

the
decision. |

But he leaves out the

T
W E

“The main exampZé used by Mc[lrby is the miners. But he leaves out the background... ”?

background which shaped
those decisions. In 1972 the
miners were one of the
lowest paid sections of the
working class — getting a
little over half the wages of
carworkers. Today they are
among the top paid manual
workers, well ahead of car

workers.

In 1972 and 1974 the
NUM was led by a right
winger. When the right
wing lead a strike, the left
wing supports it. But when
the left are in the leader-
ship they invariably face
sabotage from the right
wing.

In the 1982 wage review,
miners had already been
offered 8% — more than
almost any other section
got, and without a strike.

On top of this, coal
stocks were huge, there
was a personalised witch
hunt against Scargill, and
an overall media witch-
hunt against the left in

general, including - Peter
Tatchell. -
‘With closures threat-

ened, but none actually
announced, wages were the
immediate issue before
most miners. It is for this
reason it was wrong to put
everything into winning the
vote by throwing in the
question of pit closures.

Drift |
Once the ballot on the

“combined issues had been
lost, -the Coal Board was

encouraged to step up the
offensive on jobs. Yet the
NUM leadership, far from
intensifying its efforts to
educate the membership on
the growing danger to jobs,
allowed matters to :drift.

4

o

The wealth of informa-
tion they have assembled
on the scale of the NCB
attack on manning levels
and ‘‘uneconomic’’ pits
was not made accessible to
the members.

Worse, the ' struggle
against closure at Kinneil
was sabotaged by the Com-
munist Party-led Scottish
area leadership, who left it
up to the militants at rank
and file level to fight for the
spreading of the action, and
when this ran into difficul-
ties, moved in to declare
the struggle defeated.

Weakened

This criminal role played
by McGahey and his com-
rades weakened the fight
by the Welsh miners: they
were forced to take action
in the wake of a well-
publicised sell-out, while it
was clear that the right
wing would not fight and
important elements of the

left were scared. .
But the Lewis Merthyr

strike triggered action
throughout South Wales
and began to spread,

securing strike decisions in
most areas. Scargill at
first insisted — correctly
— that a ballot was not
needed, and appeared to be
giving clear, decisive
leadership. | |
- The very next day, in the
face of a press campaign,

Scargill switched his posi- |

tion and declared for "a
ballot. This move was
catastrophic. By killing the
strike wave stone dead, and

conceding everything to the
right wing, it ended any

chance of winning the vote.

hate/assessment

Miners, already faced by

a determined,
government, huge

hostile
coal

stocks and a situation of

high - unemployment,
needed a  determined
leadership, who they could
rely upon to stand firm.

But instead the left —
mouthing meaningless
phrases about ‘unity’ —
backed down in the face of
a press witch-hunt and
dealt a body-blow to NUM
militants.

Trotsky . " describes
precisely this kind of
betrayal in his book ‘Where
is Britain Going?’, when
writing about
trade union leaders in
Britain, he points out that
they are guided by bour-
geois ‘public opinion’.

A brief period in the
NUM has therefore expos-
ed the limitations of the
most left wing of the

reformist leaders, as well

as the Communist Party.

But the lessons John
Mcllroy draws are not in
relation to the leadership of
the class, but the con-
sciousness of the rank and
file! | |

Victimised
A second example | he

cites is that of the victimis-
ation of Alan Thornett in

Bl's Cowley Assembly
Plant: '
“"When, for example,

Alan Thornett was victim-
ised in 1974, the manoeuvr-
ing of the union apparatus
was, If anything, far more
of a problem than in 1982,
Workers will always have to
face 'such manoeuvring.
The point is that at one time
they overcome it, at

reformist

”

-~

another they don't.
“Overall at the moment,
the bureaucrats who don’t

want a fight take the

workers with them against
the militants who do.”’

This ridiculous example
is used more than once. But
again the background to the
events proves the opposite
of Mcllroy's point. |

In 1974, Alan Thornett
was a recognised deputy
senior steward, who
chaired all factory meet-
ings. The TGWU ended up

supporting his struggle to -

defend his _gstewardship:
Moss Evans —
National Organiser — was
involved In the negotia-

_tions. ™

But at the same time the
TGWU bureaucrats inter-
vened to remove Thornett
and convenor Bob Fryer
from the leadership of the
plant, to break *up the
powerful trade  union

structure in the plant,
witch-hunt the left wing
and instal a vicious right

oo —— Bt e et e wwa s ma - Ay - -
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wing convenor. -

The results of this 1974
betrayal were reflected in
the events of 1982. The two
situations were completely
different.

In 1982 Thornett, though

repeatedly elected deputy
senior steward in shop floor
ballots, was consistently
refused recognition by
management. As a result
he was largely isolated in
his own section, and known
to most workers largely
through memories of past
struggles and the contin-
uing press witch-hunts.
- From 1974-82 Cowley
workers were betrayed on
each wage review, to the
point vhere their wages
have droppe dramatically
in value, while speed-up
was imposed with the
collaboration of . national
union officials.

- When the second victim-
isation of Thornett took
place, a particularly weak-
ened workforce was called
upon to engage In an

Indefinite strike to defend

someone they knew only by
slanted media coverage.

To cap it all, the union
official concerned, having
made not a single state-
ment in defence of Thornett
refused to attend the mass
meeting to decide on action
— and the struggle was
finished there and then.

The central problem was
and is the leadership given,
not the rank and file. It

is certainly true that
betrayals — as in this
instance — can have a
cumulative - effect on
workers’ attitudes over
years. But the problem

remains one not of con-
sciousness of the rank and
file but of leadership.

In BL In 1981 the pros-
pect of all-out strike action
brought a massive res-
ponse from the most
apparently conservative
plants.: Or we could look at
the steel strike, There had
been repeated and colossal
betrayals of the steel-
workers between 1926 and
1980: but when a firm,
decisive strike call (not a
national ballot!) was given,
the response was 100%.

Stewar‘ds

Another ridiculous
example used by Mcllroy
is of the stewards at
Vauxhalls Ellesmere
Port, who said that their
members  would only
struggle over imports, not
on wages, -

Not only have these
workers just rejected the
call for import controls, but
it was plain from the outset
that it was the stewards
who wanted an easy way
out. Their diversion on
imports was a follow-on

from their one-day strikes

over wages. They never
even tested a serious call

for all-out strike action.

It is, of course, possible
that this would have been
rejected: but to use the
timidity of a group of
stewards as an example of
the retreat of the working
class is to stand things on

" their head.

ContinUed next week
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THE Labour Steering Com-
mittee Against W}tch-hunts
and those CLPs refusing to
accept the NEC’s diktat are
to launch a joint campaign
to defend the five editors of

Militant expelled by the
Labour .Party’s NEC last
month. |

.They aim to win wider
support for the stand taken
by forty-four Constituency
Labour Parties who have
sighed an advertisement in
Tribune declaring they will

not expel Militant Suppor- .

ters. .

Signatures

Represeniatives of the
two campaigns agreed last
Wednesday to launch a joint
appeal for further signatures
to the advertisement,

second instalment of which

is due to be publlshed m
early May.

The lnstalm ent

fust.

attracted considerable atten-

tion earlier this month

because it established that

the NEC was likely to exper-
lence great practical difficul-
ties and resistance in carry-
ing through its expulsions.
Among the signatories are
Islington Central and Ham-

mersmith North CLPs whose

members include Militant
editors Peter Taaffe, Ted
Grant and Keith Dickinson.

The General Committees’
of these parties have subse-
quently confirmed by large
majorities that they will not
comply with, the NEC’s
request to delete the names
of these lifelong socialists
from their membership
‘records.

The two-anti-witch-hunt
bodies are also discussirg
common activity to secur
the NEC’s reinstatement of
the five editors by the next
Labour Party conference at
the latest, and a broad cam-
paign has also been suggested
for the adoption of the
Greenwich amendment to
the Labour Party constltu-
tion. :

Rights

This '.éir'nendrhent would

establish the right of .all

goups to operate In the
party who accept its aims

and objectives and who do
not stand candidates against
1t in elections. .

Labour movement bodies
and individuals wishing to

add their names to  the

Tribune advertisement when
next published should -write,
enclosing £3, to ‘Tribune
Advertisement’, 11 Wilder-
ron Road, London N16.

treated. We
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Ducking out on

Labour Party

gay rights

ONE of the most outrage-
ous fudges in the ‘cam-
paign document’ is on gay
rights.

‘““We are concerned that
homosexuals are unfairly
will  take
steps to engure that they
are not discriminated ag-
ainst ___ especially in em-
ployment and through the

.. laws of privacy’’. That's all

it says. Not even the Lab-
our Programme 82 commit-
ment to reduce the age of
consent for gay men to 18 is
included, let alone the more
radical policies widely sup-
ported in the party.

Ireland is an issue, like

‘nuclear weapons, on which

Labour’s policy faces two
ways. dJust as commit-
ment to NATO clashes with
unilateral nuclear dis-
armament, so does commit-
ment to the artificial British
created Northern Ireland
state contradict the ann of a

~ united Ireland.

The campaign document,

like Labour’s Programme |

82, even promises to try
to establish a
administration’ in the Six
Counties. And it fails to
incluc

‘devolved

*he policy, passed
by the iast Labour confer-

T he revised version of the
SLV statement is now
ready, and can be obtain-
ed from SLV, 28 Middle
Lane, London N8. Send
SAE. ~

s

~ence, of banning plastic

bullets.

On abortion rights, the.
| campalgn |

document s
wording is subtly and susp-

icicusly different from Pro-

gramme 82. The Pro-
gramme
ensure that all women have
a right of choice in the
termination of a pregnan-

cy’’; the campaign docu-

ment promises that ‘‘we

will remove barriers to the

-existing right of choice...”’

Even the Programme, how-
ever, had half-nullified its

- promise by granting a free

vote to Labour MPs.

On reversing cuts, there
are no precise - commit-
Labour Pro-

ments. The

gramme 82 commitment to
increase the NHS budget
by 3% a year in real terms
has gone.

A number of important
proposals are still in the

‘repeal

promlsed “to

document: repeal of the
Nationality Act and Immi-
gration Acts; repeal of the
Prevention of Terrorism
Act; a promise that ‘‘we
will not permit the siting of
cruise missiles ~in  this
country’’ ({which loglcally
should mean removing
them if they are already
here);
Tory anti-union
laws; £30 a week and union

- rights for youth training

schemes, and £20 for 16-19
year old students; abolition
of the Tory-imposed NHS
charges for ‘overseas visit-
ors’; a ' one-year rent
freeze; and renationalisa-
fion with purchase-price

compensation of sectors
‘hived off. |
Withdrawal from the

EEC is also there — some-
thing that many (by no
means all) SO supporters
consider to be a nationalist
diversion, but a policy
strongly supported by the
majority of the left. -

~ As well as campaigning .
on the i1ssues that aren’t in

the document, we will also
need to make sure that
these points which are in

1t aren’t lost m the mani-

fe sto

- the main officers,

a commitment to -

THE first meeting last
Thursday, 17th, of the
Socialists for a Labour
Victory steering committee

finalised the campaign’s"

elected
~and
agreed an immédiate
programme for launching
the campaign.

Mandy Moore and And
Harris had already been
elected joint-secretaries at
the inaugural meeting. On
Thursday Nigel Williamson
was elected treasurer, and

basic statement,

Reg Race, Joan Maynard,
Jo Richardson, Ken
Livingstone ‘and  Ernie

Roberts as chmrpersons

SLV will be publicly
launched at a Press Con-
ference on Monday March
28. Representatives of
campaigns and oppressed

rm Plastlc Bullets confrc

Tell Soley to

An open letter
to the conference
organisers

Dear Comrade,

‘The Conference on Plas-
tic- Bullets yesterday was an
important political initiative
which must be built on in
this country, and you and
the other conference organi-
sers (whoever they were!)
should be congratulated, and
especially for your decision
to give Owen Carron, M.P.,a
political platform in Eng-
land.

However, not having

been allowed to speak to the
Conference, 1 would make
some criticisms by letter.
Firstly, although the pris-
tine purity of the politics of
the R.C.P. has about as

much appeal as chastity, the

Writ,

spezker from the platform
who described them as Pais-
leyites should have been
called on to withdraw that
remark.
true, but resorting to the use
of smearssof this kind merely
stop the mouth of political
argument and 1s morc a ‘poli-
tical style’ associated with
I'leet Strect by-election (and
the rest) reporting.
Secondly, I thought it
was misbegotten and in-
detensible  that the letter
from Clive * Soley, MZP.,

should have been read oul '

from the Chair, like holy

ence even being afforded the

opportunity to ict this Mem-

ber know what it thought of
his views — which the Chair

gnsmted be contributed dl’!d

Not only is it un- -

— without the Confer-

t{edted like cvery other cont-
ribution to the Conference.
I‘air enough, but every other
contributer to the Confer-
ence was open to criticism
by the dclegates attending.
The Conference Organising
Committec cven refused to
allow a resolution to be put
to Conference responding to
Soley’s letter and tormally
eommumedtmg a view to
him from the delegates in
attendance. What.does M.P.
stand tor? — Monopolist of
Privilepce?

Responses

As I sce it, the Confer-
ence could have made two

responses to Soley’s message .
— cither the Orgdmsmg Co-

mmittee could have cucula-
ted Suggestion Slips to dele-
gates inviting ideas on what
aiternative technologies to
plastic bullets are available
both to maintain law and
order (sic) and to soothe
‘hiberal’ consciences (we
could have offered a prize
for the best suggestion of a
place on one of Kenneth

Newman’s training courses,
or a day outing in Mansfield
with Don Concannon) OR,
and what 1 think should have
been done, the Conference
could have made a call on

-Soley to resign forthwith.

To quote your letter of
welcome:  “The Conference
is organised in support of

Labour Party policy which
condemns .the present gov-

esign!

groups that SLV will be

seeking to work with have

been invited.

The unmedlate priorities
are:

*Gettmg 51gnatures and
commitments for  the
SLV’s statement from

PPCs, MPs, CLPs and
trade union bodies.

*Getting sponsorship
and - affiliations to the
SLV. Already Labour CND
has affiliated, and South-
wark-Peckham CLP.

The priority must be
affiliations from CLPs and
trade union organisations,
to ensure that SLV becomes

not a left. caucus but a cam-

entative of Labour’s rank
and file.
Affiliation/sponsorship

|

ernment over its use of plas-
tic bullets... The NEC, the
PLP and our Parliamentary
spokespersons on Northern
Ireland were instructed to
campaign for the withdrawal
of Plastic Bullets...”” Soley’s
Conference message was
nothing more or less than a
repudiation of this. .

- Where mainstream La-
bour Party Conference deci-
sions are slapped in the face
by our so-called parliament-
ary representatives, the en-
tryist left are up in arms over
it — or, more accurately,
very indignant indeed. Why

~ should it be any different in

this case? Adopting a com-
placent political perspective
towards Soley and his ilk
won’t result in the kind of
broad withdrawal movement

~that Owen Carron was call-
ing for — all it will resuit in

is brown tongues all round,
which will be wagging in
conferences for ever more,
when they’re not in Comm:

Soclallst campa|gn
gets orgamsed

is £5 for orgamsatlons and

£3 for individuals.

*Organising the SLV on
both a local and regional
level. Starting to campaign
now for sponsorships from
CLPs; getting CLPs to use
the model leaflets that SLV
will be producing; using the
SLV bulletins and speakers
to wm support, particularly
in ' workplaces and trade
union branches. .

If Labour is to win, we
must urgently turn to those

- who are fighting the Tories

now, and establish an
alliance between the:n and
Labour’s rank and file.

Fight cuts

There is the fight to
defend the NHS, and resist

cutbacks and closures;
the fight against racist
attacks, and the CARL

demonstration this Sunday:
the fight against the threat-
ened nuclear holocaust,
with the Greenham Com-
mon and CND activities at
Easter, the Greenham

'Common call for a one-

day women’s  General
Strike and peace canvass on
May 24; the fight against

unemploymentv and the .
People’s March starting on
April 23.

A central part of the SLV
campaign, both nationally
and locally, must be to
mobilise Labour’s organis-
ations behind these battles.

Ireland:
London
“motion

Islington  South  Labour
Party last week passed this
resolution: |

“This CLP notes Ken
Livingstone’s article in the
Guardian (7/3/83) and sup-

~ ports his proposals that:

“The. government must
refuse to be bound by the
Unionist veto, should
announce a planned with-
drawal within two years and
convene a constitutional
conference of all northern
and Irish parties.”

We call on the London

Labour Party Executive to

convene a special policy con-
ference -to discuss how to
win support for these pro-
posals and how to imple-
ment Labour Party policy of
a United Ireland. .
Further we fully support
Ken Livingstone’s and other
GLC councillors’ efforts to
win broad support for a con-
structive dialogue on Ire-

| land.”

ittee Rooms et al in the:
Palace of Westminster.

In conclusion, the Con-
ference was a rea]ly useful
initiative — I just hope fu-
ture Labour Movement
Delegate Conferences will
have built into them all la-
bour movement democratic
norms — including the putt-
ing of resolutions so that
delegates at a Conference
can take whatever positions
and decisions they like —
nad not be in the husiness of
tracking such essential demo-
Cratic procedures for spuri-
JUs sponsorships.

Y ours fraternally, -

Ian Juniper
(>nrerence Delegate from
Noerth & District TUC, mem-
»¢r of ASTMS & North Fast
L.ibOUI Party.

just out from Pluto
Press: an analysis of -
capitalism in crisis
from reqular Socialist i
Organiser contributor
Bob Sutcliffe. £2.50 §
from bookshops, or B
(with 30,9 post and
DocEing) rom Pfuro
Tr-.. s ;)

Labour Committee
on lreland: Box BM

9355, London WC1N
3XX.




Crisis,

brothers

CONCERNING the . front
page article on the miners’
baliot, the ‘no’ vote cannot
just be explained by the
‘sell-out’ analysis. There is
an unresolved crisis among
the leadership of our class.
They have failed to present
any form of socialist analy-
sis of the present economic
even less to chal-
lenge the 1deology of the
Tories, bosses and the
media amongst workers or

‘even 1n Parliament.

Police
target
blacks

THE article in SO 124
about the Colin Roach
demonstration does not

give a clear picture of the
full scale of events.

To begin with he was not
“found  outside Stoke
Newington police station’’

His body was in the police
- station, which is notorious

for its record of racist
attacks.

The police dellberately
and provocatively attacked
the demonstration. They
had tried all the way back
from Stoke Newington
station to pick off 1solated
marchers but were unable
to do so because of the
solidarity of the demon-
strators. |

So . they

attempting to comandeer
the truck leading it, carry-

ing Mr and Mrs Roach,
Colin’s friends and council-

lor Twomey. They grabbed

the banner and set about

kicking, beating and
arresting mostly black
youth. Nineteen people

were arrested. The police
were grabbing and smash-
Ing cameras. -

Despite” all this the
marchers regrouped and
went back to Hackney™
Town Hall.

- There a decision was
taken to go to City Road
police station and demand
the release of those arres-
ted. The police, not really
nrepared for this, desper-
ately tried to delay and
divert the march.

As we passed council
estates, black youth came
and joined the protest.

- The marchers, led by the
Support

Roach  Family
Committee decided what
route to foilow and the

police were at one point left -
driving down a road as the.

march went a different

way.
A full contingent of
police, eager to continue

their racist practices were
at City Road police station
by the time the march got

there. The road was block-

aded while the crowd
angrily demanded  the
release of the sisters and
arrested  while
protesting against racism.
‘No doubt the police are

anxious to pressurise and

attempt to discredit the
white people involved in
fighting for an inquiry into
Colin Roach’s death. But
their main target s not

local councillors — 1t 1s a

black community fighting
back against® oppressive
and racist state attacks.

- ANDREA CAMPBEILL

-would have

deliberately
provoked the march by -

This has left our class
worried, alienated, and
vulnerable. Where workers

have felt the confidence to

strike, they have been
cynically betrayed by the
bureaucrats. The result of
this has been general
demoralisation from which
miners are not immune.

The decision to call a
national ballot was neither
a tactical error nor an
objective left retreat. A
strike can only ben won by
a confident, conscious
membership.

A strike without a ballot

concentration of media,
Tory and  government
pressure on a non-militant
yet productive coal area
such as the Midlands. This
could have resulted in a
return-to-work ballot called
by the right-wing Area
Executive. _
Furthermore, a national
ballot was desired by many
members, and the NEC was
correct to grant this demo-
cratic demand although

they were under no rule

book obligation to do so.
The defeats at Kinnelil

and Snowdown were not so

much due to the ‘October

blunder’. 69% of- Scottish
miners voted to = strike
against closures, but the

McGahey-led sell-out pre-
vented action to save
Kinneil and disillusioned
workers.

Kent NUM also voted
against closures but the
disheartening news of the

Scottish sell-out and the
generous",

promise Of

- an overall
~“favour of a strike.

meant the

Leiters

redundancy payments
broke Snowdown s will to
fight.

The decision to include
South Wales miners in the
national ballot was correct.
This area was certain to
cast a ‘yes’ vote, thus
increasing the likelihood of
majority in

With regard to ‘reports’
about Scargill’s attempted

compromise with the NCB:

Scargill i1s reactionary on
the issues. of women’'s
emancipation and the
struggle of our comrades in
Solidarnosc, but he is a
militant union leader who
wants to prevent closures.
The. revolutionary left will
only alienate  militant
workers it ‘reports’ of
attempted sell-outs are not
backed up wﬂ;h firm

Miners’ retreat: not a
simple sell-ou

evidence.
We just- cannot tell
Scargill to ‘pull miners

behind’ South Wales, they
have to be,convinced of the
necessity of  solidarity
action. For all their cohes-
iveness and militancy,
mining communities are
often - introspective. The
union has always been
plagued by sectionalism.

The present disunity 1s
partly due to the insidious
productivity deal pushed
through against the miners’
wishes by Gormley, the
NCB and the Judiciary.

This has turned ‘‘rich’
miners in areas like the
Midlands against their
South Wales workmates.
This division has been
exploited by the NCB'’s
Coal News which has pro-
mised Midlands areas a
rosy future.

Therefore ballot

the

. result is not only due to the
leaders who did make a

‘mistake. We musf bear in
mind the sectionalism and
frightening spectacle of
closures of other indus-
tries in mining areas.

For instance the traglc ,

steel closures in mining
areas like Scotland, the
" North -East and Wales

must have made miners

think twice about the pros-
pect of a successful fight.

I hope these points will
help us understand the

state of the NUM so that

together we can reverse the

-recent setbacks.

Yours fraternaily,
MARTIN HOARE

" Did Scargill have a choice?

I WOULD criticise the front
page article of SO 123 in
the opposite sense from

Alan Thornhett (letters,
SO 124),
I don’t know what

happened at the NUM
executive. But neither does
Alan Thornett.

It may be that Arthur
Scargill"' folded at the first
——~word from the right wing.

MARTIN Collins (SO 120)
argues that  Trotsky's
theory of permanent revo-

lution i1s applicable to Ire-

land today. ‘‘Permanent
revolution has never been

- something in the revolu-

tionary cookbook for which
the peasantry was the main
ingredient, but a means of
looking at how to make a
revolution 1n  countries
where  capitalism  had
thoroughly distorted any
‘natural’ or  ‘national’
economic development.’’

A strategy based on such
an analysis is ‘‘the only
p0551b1e way to win In
Ireland.’

This whole frame of
reference seems to be to be
wrong, scholastic, and a
vulgarisation of Trotsky's
theory. If all that comrade
Collins is saying is that the
solution to the national and
social problems facing Irish
workers is a working class

solution — the seizure of
power by the working class,
then, of course, there can

be no disagreement. -
Whilst personally I do
not think that it is necessar-
ily true that a united
Ireland can only be achiev-

But it is equally possxble

- that the right wing had a

majority for a ballot or that
a solid right wing minority
had threatened to openly
campaign against a strike
called without a ballot.
Could Arthur Scargill
have called the right wing’s
bluff? Arguably. But

“Alan Thommett does not

argue it. He assumes that

Permanent

ed on a socialist ba51s, a

capitalist Ireland is clearly
not something to which
socialists limit the aim of
their struggle.

But comrade Collins 1s
not merely saying this. He

" is further claiming a) that

the theory of permanent
revolution applies to Ire-
land, and b) -that the

theory of permanent revo-

lution is to do with strategy

in ‘distorted’ economies.
First, the theory of
permanent revolution
was related to countries in
which the bulk of the popul-
atlon were peasants, 1l.e.
in its original formulation
to Russia. Trotsky’s
analysis was that the com-
bined contradictions

_ created by the development

of capitalist social relations
and the crisis of pre-

capitalist agriculture {or at

any rate the crisis created

. by the tramsition to, not

the fully fledged develop-
ment of, capitalist agricul-
ture),. generated
tensions in which the work-
ing class was placed at the
heart of the class struggle

as a whole, and no other
class would be able to effec-

social

it was Wlthm Scargill’s
power to generate a
national strike movement.

Conditions

Given the conditions —
the recent defeats, the
slump, the high level of
coal stocks — I'm not sure
that is right. I am sure that

to interpret the Trotskyist

1dea of the crisis of leader-

re volu tion

tively deal W1th overthrow
Tsarism.

This did not mean that
the coming revolution was
simply ‘socialist’; on the
contrary, that the coming
revolution was a bour-
geois revolution that the
bourgeoisie was not
capable of carrying out,; and
that once In power,
working class would have to
‘uninterruptedly’ go
further than the ‘bourgeois
stage’. it also did not mean
that the peasantry was
irrelevant - Trotsky and
Lenin entirely agreed on
the necessity of an aliiance
of proletanat and peasant-
rv’, the difference was that
for Trotsky the working

class would be deminant in

the alliance and ‘appear
before the peasantry as ns
liberators’.

The dynamics of rurai
revolt were central to
Trotsky’s perspective.

In Ireland, on the other
hand, there is no land
question — the cnisis of
agriculture is a crisis of
capitalist agriculture. The
same tombination of social

contradictions simply do

not exist.

the

{whick

Bridgend
sh1p as meaning 'tl}at
‘correct’ leadership can

automatically, always, and
at will, generate and win
struggles is to crudify it
impermissibly.

I think we need more
carefyl and detailed argu-
ment before we can de-
nounce Scargill’s retreat.

Martin Thomas
Islmgton

So whilst I would agree
with comrade Collins that
what is required in Ireland
is working class revolution
— there is nothing ‘per-
manent’ or uninterrupted
about this revolution, in the
sense that Trotsky under-
stood such a perspective. -

To insist that there is, is
to ignore the real content of
Trotsky’s theory —  his
actual analysis of social
relations — and substitute
Militant-type platltudes
about “only socialism .

Second, Trotsky’s theory
had nothing to do with the
‘'un-natural’ or (worse)
‘un-national’ character of
capitalist development iIn
Russia. His argument was
that the combined and
uneven development of

capitalism - internationally
equires no utopilan .

judgements in ierms of how

‘natural’ or ‘national’ it is).
created particalar condi-
tions in which capitalism in

Russia, and so the working
class in Russia, was inex-
tricably linked to capitalism-

internationally, determin-

ing both the potential of the .
‘working class power iIn

" tives would not.

~the latter.
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these pluns"

./

SOCIALIST Orgamser has
consestently denounced the
witch-hunt. Please explain
how you reconcile this with
vour attitude towards coun-
ter-proposals. |

‘The proposal put forward
by Manchester Withington
and Hendon South CLPs 1s
that -only Annual Confer-
ence should have the power
to take action against a
pressure group. The most
the NEC could do would be
to make recommendations.

The Greenwich CLP
proposal, on the other
hand, explicitly authorises
the NEC to declare mem-
bership of a pressure group
to be incompatible with
membership of the Labour
Party. As with the pro-
posal merely to reject the
Register, the powers given
by the Party constitution for
the NEC to take action
against pressure groups are
left untouched.

Clearly the Manchester
Withington/Hendon South
proposal would prevent the
NEC proceeding against
Militant, while the alterna-
Yet SO
has campaigned for the last
nine months with every-
thing at its disposal against
the former and in favour of
The contrast
between left-wing rhetoric
and right-wing  reality
speaks for itself.

Some other explanations
are also called for. John
Bloxam's
London Labour Party con-

Russia and the necessary
perspective for maintaining
it. |

The purpose of workers’
revolution in backward
capitalist countries is not to
secure ‘national develop-
ment’, but — along with
revolution in other coun-
tries — tc secure workers’
interests.

My objection to comrade
Collins’ . argument 1is not
therefore an objection to a
perspective  of  united
working class struggle —
that is what the debate in
SO is about — but an

abandons actual analysis
for a set of ritualistic asser-
t1 '

Bt XN
-----

Trotsky |

report of the

‘objection to a method that-

- the Register’’.

- no more than a

- simply

ference (