Fight the

Socialist

witch
hunt

ORGANISE

Paper.of the Socialist Organiser Alliance No.1 26' April 7 1983 25p Claimants and strikers m;

Steelworkers, carworkers walk
out against bosses’ offensive

.r-“

IN THE biggest wave of spontaneous, initially unoffic-
ial, industrial action covering a number of basic indus-
tries since the Tories took power in 1979, car workers at
Ford and BL, steelworkers in South Yorkshire, and
dockers at Tilbury are fighting back against the Thatch-
er/Edwardes/MacGregor attacks which have decimated

tlxt;fe‘;iiizrifﬁe hard on By Alan
&
Thornett

the heels of the water work-
ers’ strike which forced signi-
ficant concessions from the
government — and only a few
weeks after the South Wales
miners’ strike, which was rap-
~idly spreading to other coal-
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the retreat of the left leader-
ship of Arthur Scargill in face
of the right wing in the

They represent the beginnings
of a powerful fightback against
policies which have already de-
stroyed 90,000 jobs in' BL and
over 100,000 in steel, with Mac-
Gregor preparing to move to the
NCB to do the same job there.

After Japan

These strikes make the first
few months of 1983 a significant
period in the struggles of the
working class against the Tory
~government, particularly since
they follow the remarkable record
of struggle which the working
class has established, despite the
betrayals of its leaders, through-
.oufs the Thatcher period — the
1980 steel strike, the 1981 BL
strike, the 1982 ASLEF strike
and NHS action.

The 5000-strong Ford Hale-
-wood,_ strike is in its fifth week as
we go to press. Although nomin-
ally over the victimisation of an
assembly worker for alleged ‘van-
dalism’, the conflict is plainly part
of the introduction of hard-line
management on the BL model,
designed to prepare the ground to
push through Ford’s so-called
‘After Japan’ (AJ) plan. If suc-
cessful, AJ will eventually abolish
thousands of jobs in the Ford

JOHN HARRIS

after the return to work
The BL strike at the Cowley

Assembly Plant is now in its

e . - © second week, and although it
| arose as a reaction against the
Halewood introduction of bell-to-bell run-

ning (or the abolition of'the three
minute hand-washing time at the
end of each shift), it is in reality
a backlash against increasingly
harsh management, which has
successfully forced through very

It is likely that the Halewood
strike will be over on Thursday
7th, since after meeting TGWU
officiai Ron Todd the stewards
are recommending for acceptance
a very weak compromise of bind- . R
ing arbitration, while the worker SRR Er e
involved remains sacked. But
Ford workers are likely to be
quickly back in confrontation,
since sweeping changes are requir-
ed by the AJ plan just eight days

much more far-reaehing changes | fuuy carned through

.............
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with the help of the top union

leaderspip.
The issue is not insignificant in

itself: personnel director Geoff

Armstrong says it would be worth

100 cars a week. But it is not as

big as the virtual abolition of

seniority = (possibly the most
important single condition in a
big factory), or the victimisations
of militants and attacks on shop
stewards which have been success-

,.|_

On this issue workers have said
‘enough is enough’. Ten days ago
the 5,000 Assembly Plant workers
voted almost unanimously to
strike, and today they voted over-
whelmingly to reject a ‘formula’
which was actually worse than the
original terms. AT

BL management 1s m a very
difficult position. They now have
four important models at a stand-
still, including the new Maestro,

launched only a few weeks‘ago.

Their harsh tactics are now on the
line. The strike remains strong,
and the usual sacking threats are
difficult.

The issues are similar in the
steel industry, where the strike
has spread rapidly through South
Yorkshire. It began at the Temp-
leworth and Aldwarke plants in
Rotherham, when two workers re-
fused to accept redundancy, and
spread quickly to all eight plants
in the area, with pickets on the
gates at Steeksbrldge, just to the
north. |
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Despite statements by steel
union leader Bill Sirs that he had
no intention of spreading the
strike beyond South Yorkshire,
moves were being made by the
strikers on Tuesday to contact
other plants, particularly Scun-
thorpe and Teesside.

Redundancies

The strike has come after
BSC’s massive redundancy pro-
gramme reached South Yorkshire,
one of the most militant areas.
1700 redundancies are called for,
and a strong action committee has
been set up in opposition.

But, as in BL, the reaction of
the workers is determined more
by the general situation in the
industry — the hard-line manage-
ment introduced by MacGregor

‘since he moved from BL.

In this year’s pay round BSC
has refused national negotiations,
and is insisting on leeal deals,
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Wthh must be tied to job losses.
No serious resistance to this has

_come from the ISTC or any of the

13 other unions. They have in-
structed their members not to
negotiate locally and taken the
matter to ACAS.

" These strikes, and other ac-
tions in other sections of work-
ers, are plainly the tip of an ice-
berg of resentment and resistance
to the relentless attacks of the
Tory government (and the Labour
government before it).

These spontaneous actions,
the strength of which is said in
each case to “‘surprise employers
and union leaders alike”, demon-
strate once again what has been
demonstrated numerous times
since Thatcher came to power —
that despite mass unemployment
deliberately created to intimidate
it, the working class is prepared to
take on and able to defeat the
Tory government — if it can begin
to resolve the crisis of leadership
it faces at every level within the
labour movement.
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EDITORIAL

‘|Hand in hand :   -
with the bosses?

‘'OUR PROGRAMME’, says the Campaign Document, ‘is
heavily dependent upon the achievement of our basic ob-
jectives: namely, a large and sustained increase in the
nation’s output and income and a matching decline in the
numbers out of work. It is this that will make the resources

available...” |
On certain issues this is not true. Scrapping nuclear

economic crisis. And the inadequacies of the Campaign
Document on that score are likely to make many of its
promises just promises.

Those inadequacies flow as much from the confusions of
Labour conference policy as from the document’s fudging of
conference policy on issues like the nationalisation of the top
25 monopolies and incomes policy.

Michael Foot’s introduction to the document denounces
‘the readiness of the Conservative Party to act in a crisis to
protect the interests of a small privileged class’. But it also
Insists: ‘More than ever we must think of our country, the
whole British community’. And it means just that: the docu-
ment is an attempt to square the circle, with a policy that
serves the interests both of the working class and of the
‘small privileged class’ that Thatcher serves. |

If only the majority of the population, the working class,
had a leadership so clear-headed and ruthlessly dedicated to
its interests! - | | - |

Instead Foot promises ‘a Labour government working to-
gether with unions and managers to plan Britain’s industrial
development’. | T

The core idea is to bribe, the capitalists into expanding
production, and to hope that the working class will pick up
beneficial side-effects. Increased piiblic spending will give
contractors more contracts. A National Investment Bank will
dole out money to industry. -

Now sometimes this sort of project works to some extent.
Economists have long discussed when and how. But all the

weapons, the House of Lords, and the SPG will save money. _ \ -

Repealing Tory anti-union laws, the immigration and na- | )

tionality acts, and the Police Bill, will cost nothing. j | -
But many central objectives do depend on an answer to the o '

evidence — including, most recently, the experience -of
France — is that it doesn’t work for modern capitalist states
today. - - o

The expansion is very limited. Instead the increased state
spending mainly fuels inflation, increased trade deficits, and
consequent monetary crises. | - B

The document includes proposals for price controls and
import controls. But again we can look at experience and see
that these do not work. Capitalism depends on free move-
ment of prices and international trade. Serious restrictions on
these — outside the special circumstances of a war economy
— stifle and cripple the system without replacing it.

However much money the state throws at the capitalists,
there is no guarantee that they will expand production — or,
if they do expand production, that they will not just pile in
new technology and leave everyone no better off except
themselves. :

The document proposes some gestures towards planning
— ‘agreed development plans with leading companies’,
‘a new, tripartite National Planning Council’. But the only
way of enforcing these plans would be easier credit for com-
pliant companies, and stricter price controls on uncoopera-
tive ones. | .

This is not a battle plan for storming the ‘commanding
heights of the economy, but a scheme for co-opting the trade
unions into taking responsibility for the sickness of capital-
ism. - ‘

- When the system of production for profit has brought
us to today’s crisis, why is Labour begging and bribing the
profiteers to expand business? Shouldn’t Labour be fighting
to take over the major banks and enterprises, putting them
under common ownership and workers’ democratic control?
Isn’t that the only way to have rational planning and jobs for
all, rather than vague hopes of unemployment being brought
below one million within five years?

Such a fight would raise many other issues. The million-
aires would not submit passively to being stripped of their
millions: the top civil service chiefs, the courts, the mon-
archy. and the police and army hierarchies could all be ex-
pected 10 swing into action to support them. The labour
movement would have to mobilise the working class to meet
sabccage by direct action; counter-revolutionary violence by

Y= =& s he consistent class-struggle alternative to the
Camrcmgr Docomernt's new social contract. And w build
EeaDs T aow. we must fight for Labour 0 break wirh s

workers in struggle, rather than spinning schemes to per-
suade the capitalists to hand down some crumbs.

our .vote has

progecteC ooy with the bosses and the bankers — w suppert

What was lost and what was won
in Bermondsey? |

W‘éll, obvioﬁsly, the Labour Party

lost the election, but perhaps we
recaptured a bit of Labour’s soc-

ialist soul. Despite all the odds we
stuck at it, in the face of threats,

~abuse, even violence, and didn’t

scatter when the going got tough.
In a sense, that’s’ what com-
radeship and socialism’s all about.
It’s about people sticking togeth-
er, standing up for what they
believe in, being prepared to
remain firm in their socialist
convictions, despite overwhelming
pressures to the contrary. g

Obviously, Bermondsey was spe-
cial — but some comrades have
argued that there is a parallel with
other rundown working class
areas where for decades the Lab-
been taken for
granted. With British society in
crisis, with politics being shaken
up considerably, it can’t be taken
for granted any longer.

One of our oldest party members,
aged 84, whose lifetime spans the

entire history of the Bermondsey -

Labour Party, said to me after the
election, *“It’s terrible we lost the

election, but it’s not -surprising,

because it’s the first time in near-
ly forty years that people in Ber-
mondsey have been offered social-
ism.’ "

- That’s pretty much true.

Until recently, the local Party was .
moribund and decaying, the mem-

bership was miniscule. -
We’ve picked up -the tab

for
that neglect. -

- There were many reasons why

people said they didn’t vote Lab-

our, but the strongest was a

reaction-against the local Council.

‘Waiting months to get repairs
done, housing transfers virtually
impossible, support for new office
development instead of housing,
support for.rent increases and rate
increases even before Heseltine
had put them on the statute
books.

The right wing argument is that
the comparison of Darlington and
Bermondsey shows that what
Labour needs to win the election
s sensible. middle of the road,

ceatrerght candidates.

DTTrITem Ttz osavinz that we
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only one step away (ro:m allowing
IFlect Street to choosc our policies
as well.

And that would mean that
every Labour candidate would be
moderate, middle-aged; married,
macho and male. Heaven forbid
that we should go any further

down that road. There are already

precious few women, and there
isn’t a single black MP. We have
got to change that, not reinforce

it .

The big difference is that in
Darlington, the sitting MP didn’t
denounce the candidate, the lead-
er of the Labour Party and the
National Executive didn’t refuse
to endorse him, the press didn’t
undertake a 15 month long wijch-
hunt, -the candidate’s introduc-
tory leaflets weren’t impounded
and the opening press conference
cancelled, and there was no fur-
ther action on the Militant issue
on the eve of the poll.

In Bermondsey, we asked for
the discussion of the Militant
expulsions to be postponed from
the eve of the poll, and we were
told that this was absolutely
impossible. ' o

When Darlington  requested
that further discussion on the
Militant be postponed from the

eve of their election, that request -
That shows the

was granted. /
difference in attitude of leading
members of the Party, and I
believe it shows there were some
who were quite prepared to see
Labour lose in Bermondsey .

In the light of those experiences,
how do you see the ‘Socialists for

a Labour Victory*?

‘I think it’s very important that we

start the election campaign now.

Traditionally, the Labour Party

leaves everything till the last few
weeks when the campaign’s offi-

cially declared, and by then it’s -
too late. People have already

made up their minds. -

We’ve got to use the interven-
ing period to go out and win the
arguments. We must argue for
the policies of our Conference on

‘the doorsteps, in the workplaces,

on the housing estates. -

~ We can see quite clearly there
are sections of the Labour leader-
ship who are not going to be out
campaigning. We saw the way
they tried to scupper the People’s
March for Jobs. They saw it as a
diversion in a possible election
vear.

As far as I'm concerned. a
People’s March for Jobs is precise-
v the kind of activitv we need.
Mot just on jobs, but on nuciear
weapons, Oon racism, on women’s

rights: we’ve got to have forms of

- other - movements

n interview with Peter Tat
BALANCE
SHEET ON.

BERMONDSE

popular mobilisation — such as
Greenham Common - which
show the country at large that
there are people in their thou-
sands and tens of thousahds who
do not accept either the desira-
bility ~or the inevitability of
another five years of Tory rule.

You have made the comparison

‘with the Anti-Nazi League.

While we need to unite all the
Left within the Party to begin

Ccampaigning for a Labour victory,

we've also got to link up with

Party — the women’s movement,
black groups, the gay movement.

Obviously it " needs to be
around certain demands, not just
blind anti-Toryism — which plays

straight into the hands of the Lib-

eral/SDP  Alliance. - We should
unite for shared aims such as uni-
lateralism, withdrawal from the
Common Market, Irish unifica-

outside the

chell

gays, and so on. -
It can’t just be a matter of us

| winning them as voting fodder for
Labour, but of us working in a

spirit of genuine comradeship to
support theirr struggles — and
learn from them.

The analogy with the Anti

‘Nazi League is a loose one, but

ANL was a means by which
many, many people who before
then had not been involved in pol-
itics, but who felt deeply angry at
racism, got involved for the first
time. We need a similar movement

~ against this Tory government.

Last question: what has Bermond-
sey Labour Party been doing since
the election? \

We’re carrying on as normal, cam-
paigning. It’s just that now the
road. to socialism for us in Ber-
mondsey is a little longer and

- tougher — but those who dare to

B sion of NHS, education,

y need and without gain to the

tion, rights for black people and travel it, in the end will overcome. |
L 1 P T T Ly ae.—-

* Unilateral nuclear disarm-

ament and-removal of all

B huclear bases in Britain

] * Nationalise the top 25 com-

"~ panies, return social spend-
ing to 1977 levels in real

l terms. 35 hour week, with-

l] drawal from the EEC, expan-

~* Police accountability,
repeal of the Police Bill
¢ A united lreland. Repeal
the Prevention of Terrorism
Act, ban plastic bullets
¢ A socialist foreign policy
supporting liberation move-

ments abroad |
* No formal coalition, no
informal deals: End th
witch-hunt -
* A Labour government that
carries out Labour confer-
ence decisions.

house-building. Renation-
_ alisation with compensation
B only on grounds of proven

recipients
1. No incomes policy. Repeal
B of Tory anti-union laws

* Women's rights, including
i the right to control their own

fertility

v. Contact: Mandy Moore/
Andy Harris (joint secretar-

L London N8. Affiliation fee:
I < Repeal the Nationality Act  §£3 individuals, £5 organis.
] and Immigration Acts ations.

’

ies), c/o 28 Middle Lane,




. government.

MANY radical commitments
are in the Campaign Docu-
ment despite a probable maj-
ority against them on the

National Executive Commit-
tee and the Shadow Cabinet.
But the Sunday Times (April
3) reports that ‘Labour’s
right wing is preparing for a
sharp battle with the left over

the final shape of the party’s
general election manifesto”.

The left needs to start cam-

paigning on these policies now
— and building pressure to

make sure they aren’t cut out
of the manifesto.

Watch these policies:

Repeal Tory legislation on
industrial relations. '
Raise child benefits to £8.
Provide more resources for
the Health Service with an in-
crease of at least 3% a year in
real terms. |
Improve the personal social
services, such as meals on
wheels and home helps, with an
increase of at least 4% a year
in real terms. ‘
Freeze all rents for the first

full year.

Trident
Cancel the Trident pro-
gramme, refuse to deploy
Cruise missiles and begin

discussions for the removal of
nuclear bases from Britain,
which is to be completed within
the lifetime of the Labour
We will not permit the siting
of Cruise missiles in this country
and will remove any that are
already in place. The next
Labour government will cancel
the Trident programme. ... We
will propose that Britain's
Polaris force be included in the

10p per copy plus postage
from 13 Buxton Rd, N19;

Labour Campaign
- Document

By Martin
Thomas

nuclear disarmament negotia-
tins in which Britain must take

part. We will, after consul-
tation, carry through in the
lifetime of the next parliament
our non-nuclear defence policy.
Britain’s withdrawal from the
EEC to be completed well within
the lifetime of the |, Labour
government. |
JReturn to public ownership
the public assete and rights
hived off by the Tories, with

compensation of no more than

that received when the assets
were denationalised. We will
establish a significant public
stake in electronics, pharma-
ceuticals, health equipment and
building materials; and also in
other important sectors, as
required in the national interest.
Strengthen the Sex Discrimi-
nation Act to include direct and

JOHN HARRIS |
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‘the complainant to the alleged

discriminator.

tory duty on local authorities to
provide nursery education for
all pre-school children whose
parents wish it. "

End VAT on sanitary protec-
tion. :
Support the provision of
family crisis centres and more
refuges for battered women.
Labour will phase out health
charges. T

As soon as possible, a statu-

Abolish the special charges
for overseas- visitors, and: end
passport checks.

indirect discrimination on the
grounds of family status, and
shift the burden of proof from

What they say...

We will expand the economy, by p'roviding a Iétrong and measured

increase in spending. Spending money creates jobs. Money spent on
railway electrification means jobs, not only in construction, but also in
the industries that supply the equipment — as well as faster and better
trains. More spending means that the economy will begin to expand:
and growth will provide the new wealth for higher wages and better

living standards, the right climate for industry to invest, and more re-

sources for the public services. .

Our central aim will be to reduce unemployment to below a million
within five years of taking office. |

Our starting point in government will be to discuss and agree with the
trade unions a national economic assessment, as described in our joint
statement with the TUC, Partners in Rebuilding Britain. This will set

. out the likely growth in the national output and how it could be shared.

It will cover the allocation of resources, and the distribution of income
between profits, earnings from employment, rents, social benefits and
other incomes. It will also take into account our policies on the redistri-
bution of income and wealth, not least through the reform of taxation.
It will take a view on what changes in costs and prices would be compat-
ible with our economic and social objectives, and help to ensure that our
plan for expansion is not undermined by inflation. We will not, how-

ever, return to the old policies of government-imposed wage restraint.

The assessment will thus play a crucial part in our national plan.
Increased spending will not be enough to ensure sustained economic
growth ... exchange controls ... will be reintroduced ... maintaining the
pound at a realistic and competitive rate. We will ... (agree) develop-
ment plans, which we shall negotiate with the large companies that
dominate our economy ... (and) back up import controls, using tariffs

and quotas. : . o .
We will: Use direct measures of price restraint, such as cutting VAT,

and subsidies on basic products ...; Stop using public sector charges .. ;
(and) give powers to a new Price Commission. .
We will ... involve the trade unions and management in planning
‘at every level with a new, tripartite National Planning Council. New
statutory rights wiil enable workers to draw up plans for their own
enterprises and sectors of industry, which we will seek to incorporate
into our strategy. (We will) negotiate agreed development plans with
all leading companies ... (and) establish a National Investment Bank to
put new resources from private institutions and from the government
— including North sea oil revenues — on a large scale into our indus-
trial priorities. o | -

3R

~ At the National Union of Students’ conference before Easter, pol-
icies for gay and lesbian liberation were passed despite Tory op-
position. At the National Organisation of Labour Students con-
ference after Easter, the dominant Clause 4 faction
witch-hunters. Clive Bradley reports.

Remove

private

subsidies to the private sector.
Establish a common system
of assessment for all 16 year
olds. | -
Abolish corporal punishment.
Provide student-trainees, In
full-time education, with an
educational maintenance allow-

ance of £25 a week, at 1983

prices, covering 52 weeks in
a year, Accredited trade
union representatives should be
involved with secondary school
students, ... with full facilities
for such representatives at
all career days. "

Workers’ Scheme. |

Offer all young people without
work a place on a new youth
training scheme, ... and give

them an al_lowancé' of at least
£30 per week — the level of

which will be agreed annually

with the TUC — with trade

unions being free to negotiate
better terms. , :

increase by half the total hous-
ing investment programmes for
local authorities. "

sales. e
We aim to create

elected

'police authorities In all parts of
the country, including London, -

with statutory responsibility
for the determination of police

“policy within their areas.

Replace the present police
complaints procedure with an
independent system accountable
to local communities, with
minority police representation.

Introduce strict limits on sear-

ches of people in the street,

searches of premises, the use of
the power of arrest, and on the
time a prisoner can be held in
custody before being charged.
Repeal the Police and Crimin-
al Evidence Bill. |

Patrol Groups and local SPGs,
We will repeal the 1971

‘Immigration Act and the 1981 -

British Nationality Act. |
(B:] ﬁi Freedom of Information
ill.

called in the

- practice
- from the NHS and ... stop public -

April 5. . '
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THE- ANNUAL conference of the ‘National Organisation of Lab
Students (NOLS) was suspended during its first session on Tues

John Dennis, Labour Party student organiser,decided to call a hal

" the proceedings following a vote that he should not be able botl

introduce his credentials report and to reply to appeals from deleg:
from Labour Clubs ruled out of order by this report.

Dennis, t alliance with the ‘Clause Four’ leadership of NOLS,
spent the last few months doing his utmost to guarantee a Clause F
majority at conference. Between 20 and 30 elected delegates have b
declared illegitimate for various reasons. All of these were opponent

Clause Four, either supporters of Militant

NOLS (SSIN), or independent.

, or Socialist Student:

If all of these delegates had been recognised when the i1ssue was
to the vote at conference, Clause Four would have lost the majo:
Consequently, Dennis wanted to keep a frim grip on this issue.

Saying nothing before the vote on his ‘right of reply’, he announ
after the vote had gone against him that he would not allow the con
ence to continue. Dennis appealed to the authority of the right w

NEC of the Labour Party.

To back up his bureaucratic infringement on the sovereignty of
conference, he has brought in the witch-hunters, notably Jim M

timer.

The issue is simply: who has sovereignty at the conference, a |

" Labour Party official of the conference itself. Dennis’s decision — f

supported, of course, by Clause 4 — is in a long tradition of bure
cratic interference in the autonomy of Labour student and youth org

sations.

Labour students need to fight this disgusting m_anipulation tooth

nail. |

authority services. ... provide
finance, ... repeal the Tory
legislation which allows the
government -to impose ceilings
on local authority spending.
Repeal the Prevention .of
Terrorism Act.

Financial and material assis-
tance to the liberation move-

Abolish the so-called _Young..

Labour will immediately

End enforced council house.

injustice on

Disband the London Special

Labour will reverse the Tory
government’s attacks on local .

ments in South- Africa an
SWAPO of Namibia. |
Labour will do everything 1
its power to weaken Lati
America’s repressive goverrt
ments by, for example, with
‘drawing diplomatic represents
tion, opposing = multilater:

loans, banning arms sales.

and what they don't

The Campaign Document on
unilateral nuclear disarmament

looks good: ‘the removal of
nuclear bases from Britain is to
be completed within the lifetime
of the Labour government’.
However, it is laced with am-
biguities. ‘We will propose that
Britain’'s Polaris force be in-
cluded in the nuclear disarma-
ment negotiations in which
Britain must take part’. What is
there to negotiate about Polaris
if it is to be scrapped anyway?
The Campaign Document
stresses that nuclear disarma-
ment ‘cannot be done at once’

(why not?) and talks about

‘consultation’ with NATO. |
On the House of Lords,

the  Campaign Document

promises to ‘take action to abol-
ish (it) as quickly as possible,
and, as an interim measure,
introduce a Bill in the first
session of parliament ato re-

move their legislative powers...”
~ Why not immediate steps for

abolition?

Labour Conference'

Party

" has voted for free abortion on

- demand. Programme 82

Our c‘ovérage on the Cam-

paign Document, in SO 125,

based on first reports, did it an

points. .

The document does include
disbandment of the SPG. It
does promise an elected police
authority for London.  The
commitment to a 3% per year
real increase in NHS spending
is there. And it is unambiguous
that Labour ‘will remove any
Cruise missiles that are already
in place.’ . | -

.

some important

L

modified that to: ‘to ensure th
all women have a right of choi
in the termination of a pre
nancy’. In the Campaj
Document the formula is subd
different again: ‘remove bar
ers to the implementation of t.
existing right of choice’.

The Labour conference pol
to ban plastic bullets is missir
Where Labour conference vol
for a democratic, secu
Palestine, the Campai
‘Document proposes ‘a Palest
ian state’ alongside the existi
state of Israel. |

On gay rights, the docums
does not even contain |
Labour Programme '82 comn
ment to reduce the age of c
sent for gays to 18. It decla
only: ‘We are concerned tl
homosexuals are unfai
treated. We will take steps

- ensure that they are not
fairly discriminated against...

l ]
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l Labour Committee on Ire-
land, BM Box 5355, Londc
BwWCiN3xx.
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LPYS conference
Leading the
left against
Militant

In this year of the witch-hunt, the Labour Party Young Socxa]
ists conference opened with-a debate on a “Youth for Labour’

campaign for the general election.

The conference rejected any
ideas of a Labour/Alliance coali-
tion, and called for the LPYS to

start campaigning now to win

youth, -not just to vote Labour,
_but to join the LPYS and the
trade unions. It called for half a
million leaflets to publicise the
Labour campaign document

commitment to £25 a week for all

students over 16; for an appeal
to Further Education -college
student unions to organise meet-
ings around this commitment;

and for CLPs to have an LPYS

speaker on¢every electlon plat-

form.
Unammousl the LPYS re-

plied to the Wltch-hunters by

declaring that the socialist youth
would be the best fighters ag-
alnst the Tories. As speaker
after speaker pointed out from
the platform, many of those who
have denounced the LPYS in
the past as ‘alien to the Labour

Party’ are now themselves in the

SDP!
The conference also unani-

mously resolved to throw the

LPYS’s full weight behind cam-
paigning for industrial strug-
gles. There was strong support
for speakers from the Hale-

wood, Cowley, and Grosvenor

House disputes. An emergency
resolution on the 1500 redund-
ancies announced at Cammell
Lairds was ruled out for proce-

mGIADYS

By Martin

dural reasons (and perhaps also
because it came from a branch in

political opposition to the LPYS .

leadership, Wallasey), but the
NC eventually issued a state-
ment of support for the fight to
save these jobs.

But the LPYS refused to sup-
port the ‘Socialists for a Labour
Victory’ campaign. And the Mil-
itant leadership of the LPYS
reaffirmed their narrow, econ-
omistic view of the struggle for
soclalism by successfully oppos-
ing support for many unportant

struggles ‘not dreamt of in their

philosophy’.

They opposed an eme;genc
resolution, moved by Carolyn
Lord from York LPYS, to support
the women’s general strike ag-
ainst nuclear weapons on May
24 — arguing dlshonestly that it
Would mean men crossing wom-
en’s picket lines. They pushed
through a resolution on women
opposing postive discrimination
in the labour movement, with a
programme for women'’s libera-
tion confined almost exclusively
to economic demands. They re-
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fused for the 8th year runnmg
even to discuss gay rights.

They made it clear that troops
out (though formal LPYS policy)
would be no part of LPYS cam-
paigning, backing a resolution
which dismissed capitalist reuni-
fication of Ireland equally with
partition, and looked exclusively
to working class unity in North-

_ern Ireland on the basis of eco-

nomic struggle.

All this did not go without

opposition. As well as the Gay

LPYS meeting — the highlight -

of the weekend for many (see
inset) — there were almost
equally packed fringe meetings
for SLV, for Youth CND, and for

the Labour Committee on Ire-

land.
Inside the conference, there
were resolutions pushed by

Class Fighter supporters chal-

lenging the Militant line on Ire-
land, on women, on YTS, on
the armed forces, on the Middle
East, and many other 1ssues.

The Fleet Street press has
picked up a couple of phrases
from the Ireland debate — but
without explaining the resolu-
tion that was being moved by
Richard Emmett from Accring-
ton LPYS. It argued for: ‘‘Soli-
darity with Irish Republicans
‘fighting for a united Irish Rep-
ublic — especially with Irish
socialists fighting for a workers’
republic; troops out of Ireland
now; self-determination for the
Irish people as a whole, with all
legitimate mmorlty nghts for the
Protestants’’.

Militant’s whole static, parlia-
mentarist view of the struggle
for socialism — first win a maj-
ority in the Labour Party for

nationalisation of the top 200

rionopolies, then win an elec-

tion, and we're there! — was.

challenged, too. Ian McCondach
frorn Sowerby Bridge argued:
“‘Socialism can only be won
It cannot be
handed down from the top by a
left Labour government. It’s
only by the strength of the work-
ing class itself that workers can
win socialism. We’ve got to use
our power to take the power
from the state’’.
Class Fighter supporters
worked hard to build the Gay
LPYS, LCI, SLV and YCND

- fringe meetings, as well as a
meeting on the politics of wom-

en’s liberation. And well over
150 attended the CF fringe
meeting on Sunday evening.

Terri McDermott from Not-

tingham North LPYS explained

Class Fighter’s political plat-
form; victimised BL shop
steward Alan Thornett spoke on
the industrial struggle and the
need to build a new, revolu-

| ‘Black the YTS Sald Class F zgh ter:"

tionary leadershlp, and Jane
Ashworth  (Islington. North
LPYS) explained that, however
much the official LPYS dragged
its feet, Class Fighter would be
out campaigning in the coming

months — organising YSs for

YCND, linking up with the

" women’s and gay movements

and with black youth, organising
in the youth cheap labour
schemes, and fighting to create
a real revolutionary LPYS.

F OR'many years the Militant tendehcy has had a monolithic

.......
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lezz‘ant opposed the May 24 actzon call

Revolutlon thmks

‘Revolution’

present at the LPYS conference
in greater numbers than before,
and Class Fighter tried to estab-

lish joint work with them on the

many issues on which CF and
Revo broadly agree as against
Militant. |

There were of course some

issues — like Central America
— on which Class Fighter would

consider Militant’s policy better

than Revo’s. But the real prob-

lems were elsewhere. _
The whole record of the poli-

‘tical current to which Revo/

Socialist Action belong is one of
repeatedly subordinating, the

domination in the LPYS. This year the monolith cracked, on

the question of gay rights.

At a fringe meeting called by the recently formed Gay

LPYS group, Ellen Coady from Kirkby LPYS declared, ‘‘I’ve

come here as a Militant supporter to apologise for the atti-
tude of the National Committee and to say that we’ll be

taking up the fight among Militant supporters’’.

Two other

Militant comrades also spoke, supporting the gay nghts

campaign.

The meeting was packed. Over 250 must have been there,
and many could not squeeze in to hear Peter Tatchell argue

that gay rights are not irrelevant to the working class — that
anti-gay bigotry is used above all agalnst the left and against

working class gays.

As Brian West from Islington pointed out; it’s difficult

enough for working class gay youth to come out without soc-

ialists adding their voice to the bigots’ chorus.
- Gay LPYS was one of the most active groups around the
conference. There were ‘Gay 16 OK’ badges everywhere —
even on some Militant supporters.

It is clear, though, that there is a long fight still ahead.
Many comrades had to suffer jibes and outright bigotry,
even from leading LPYS members, especially at the fringe

social events.

Contact: Gay LPYS, c¢/0 13 Buxton Road, London N19.
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What you can do |

1. Wnte a letter to the Home Secretary, Rt, Hon. William -
Whitelaw, MP, Queen Anne’'s Gate, London SW1, re-
questing that he reconsiders his decision to refuse political
asylum t¢ Selim Duzgun.

again on’ gays

SUPPORTERS of
(linked to Socialist Action) were

immediate struggle for revolu-
tionary ideas, and Marxist confi-
dence in the development of the
working class, to faith in an his-
toric process ‘moving in a myst-
erious way, its wonders to per-
form’, through Stalinist and nat-
1onahst formations, for example
This trait is already very vis-
ible in Revo’s new orientation to
the LPYS. Although the Revo
comrades eventually supported
the Gay LPYS meeting, they had
originally condemned this group
as ‘sectarian towards Militant’.
"YSs for YCND’ has been simi-

.__larly condemned.

At the ‘Socialists for a Labour
Victory’ meeting, Socialist Ac-
tion editor Alan Freeman and
other Revo/SA  supporters
stressed that the SLV must be
‘not an alternative campaign,
but a drive to influence the offi-
cial campaign’. John O’Mahony
of Socialist Organiser respond-

‘ed: ‘Through the official cam-

paign — -as far as possible. But
also unofficially where nec-
essary’.

There were a number of other
conflicts: but at the Class Fight-
er meeting Revo capped it all
with sugary appeals for unity,
spiked with criticisms of CF for
not accepting their proposal to
withdraw the CF candidate. for
the LPYS place on Labour’s
NEC, in favour of a joint candi-
date (theirs) under the ‘SLV’
label,

- In the event the Revo cand1~
date had declared herself at the
hustings, not as Revo, but as
YCND/SLV. She got more votes
than CF’s Pete Cashman —
29 as against 18 — apparently
through securing the Tribunite
vote. S

Revo certainly seem to
have modified their attitude on
the Gay LPYS group. Let’s hope
that leads them to a wider
rethink.

A man who is known by the Turkish military dic-
tatorship to be a supporter of national rights for
the 11 million Kurdish people who live in Turkey,
and who 1s a member of the banned socialist
organisation ‘Dev-Yol’,
asylum by the British Home Office.

is being refused political

We say that if Seiim Duzguniis returned to Turkey under the -
Generals he would face persecution, |mpnsonment torture
and the threat of death.

2. Write 1o your Member of Parliament, c/o House of
Commons, London SW1A 0AA, and urge him or her to take
up the matter in Parliament.

3. If you are a member of a trade union, political party or
professional asoctation, pass a resolutlon through your
branch along the foilowmg lines:-

‘This Branch supports the Kurdish democrat arid socialist
Selim Duzgun in his request for political asylum in Britain.
We urge the Honie Office to reconsider its decision to refuse

 him asylum, in the interests of democracy, as we unders-

Published by Friends of Selim Duzgun, ¢/o North tslington Law
Centre, 161 Hornsey Road, London N7 6DU (tel: 01 607 2461)

tand he will suffer persecution and imprisonment if forced
to return to Turkey.”’
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~After massive success of ‘human chain’
24 a day of strik
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by Ma{ry Corbishley and
Colleen Molloy

OVER 100,000 people link-
ed up in a 14 mile human
chain through Berkshire’s
nuclear valley on Thursday.
Thousands of women block-
aded Greenham Common
and in Scotland

20,000 marched through
Glasgow on Saturday.

In Britain the action of a
handful of women who set up
the peace camp in Greenham
Common two years ago has
generated a mass movement

. against nuclear bases in Britain

and internationally.

Trade unionists and Labour

party members have been In-
spired by the Greenham Comm-
on women to join them in their
action. o

Cheques from trade union
bodies have come pouring In.
The women have shown that

‘they can organise and take a

._.

lead in the anti-nuclear move-
ment, and they are now asking
those unions which have suppor-
ted them to take action, using
their industrial weapon — strike
action. |

From Greenham over the Eas-
ter weekend, the union must
now move forward to take up the
call for the May 24 International
Women'’s Day for Disarmament.

The struggle must not be
taken back into trade union and
Labour Party branches to organ-
ise action in every locality.

It is a major opportunity to
draw the contrast between
Tory unemployment and public
spending cuts and the massive
amounts of money being spent
on nuclear weapons.

The link between the Labour
movement and the Greenham-

inspired women’s peace move-

ment will be strengthened by
May 24. ~

‘Many national unions and the
Labour Party have passed_reso-
lutions  supporting  nuclear
disarmament, so there can be no
excuse for failing to support
May 24, which continues the

&

The cops won'’t be able to cart
away May 24’s protest. |

¥ o

- make the labour movement an

.

E :

o
: o
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in struggle

theme of Greenham Common by
asking women to take strike
action and to organise with
women in the community.

The trade unions are a tradi-
tionally male arena, and asking
women to come forward and
take the lead could give a tre-
medous boost to the fight to

arena for all members.

The women coming forward
are for once asking men to take
a secondary supportive role; but
by doing so, far from ‘dividing
the trade union movement’,
as some would argye, they are
taking a8 major step towards
creating a more equal, united
and more powerful movement. =

There is not much time be-
tween now and May 24, so get
organised now. ~

The plan is for all women
everywhere — women working

A fter sitting — now striking

are already well advanced.

In Leicester the Women’'s
Peace Action Group will be
moving into an office provided
for them by the City Council.
pressure. from women .in the
Labour Party, letters and phone

_in the home; women in paid  c¢alls to Councillors stressing the

‘urgency for office space in
Leicester’'s ‘nuclear free zone’
to build for the May 24 women's
strike has finally forced the La-
bour Council to put their money
where their mouth is.

The group has large office
space in the city centre; rent and |
heating is free, and a phone hs .

employment; " unemployed
women — to leave their usual
occupations for the day and to
take creative and imagninative
actions to stop the siting of
nuclear weapons throughout
the world. | -
There are now. women work-
ing on May 24 in 25 countries,

including India, Yugoslavia, ° been provided. . ,
Australasia, the USA, and The Trades Council Women's
Europe. Sub-Committee are contacting

women shop stewards and trade
unionists to develop the May 24
Committee into a trade union

In Britain, local organising
committees are getting off the
ground. In some areas the plans

ay 24:what to do

What you can do: '

B Find out from your Regional Contact what has already been planned,
offer your services and suggestions. Phone Brighton (Carmel or
Laura) 0273 553466 for your regional contact. .

Raise support for the day of sirike action in your union, workplace,
estate, shopping centre, school college, nursery, just anywhere you go.
B If your local council has a nuclear free zone policy, and many do,
demand that the council gives over office space for orgnising for the

| 24th. Sheffield and Leicester City Councils have already done so.

BPlan action for the day itself — we can do ANYTHING, occupy,
encircle, decorate, die-in, blockade at military bases, banks, armaments
factories and supporting industries, nuclear bunkers, Ministry of De-
fence Offices. |

B Leaflet everywhere, so there can be no excuse for not knowiing what'’s
happening on May 24. If you don’t have local leaflets, they can be ob-
tained nationally from the London Greenham office. -

B Demand the support of men. Ask them to take supportive strike
action as well, and to help organise creches so children can be looked
after and the women are free to take the main action on the day. ;

M Pressure to get unions to support May 24 must now be generated
in local branches. Trades Councils can arrange for every delegate to
take support for May 24 into their branches and arrange for speakers

from Greenham Common to address meetings. |

B Help set up local organising meetings, including women'’s centres,
women's groups, minority ethnic women’s groups, trade union wo-
men’s groups, anti-cuts campaigns, etc. -
B Labour Party Women'’s sections can take up the call and show that
there are Labour Party rank and file members who are determined-to
commit the Labour Party to campaign on conference resolutions.
Let’s make May 24 the biggest, most successful action yet!
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liaison committee.
Support from the Trades

Council has led to the POEU and
- CPSA installing the phone in

the office immediately.

Twelve smaller groups of
women In Leicester are meeting
in their localities and estates to
plan and prepare for actions on:
the day. ,_

In Britain 109 district authori-
ties and 27 County Authorities
have  declared
‘nuclear free zones’. KEach ene
should be called on to provide
similar office space, support and
publicity for May 24 local or-
ganising committees. |

In London an all-London
Organising Committee is plann-
ing an event in Trafalgar Square
in the eveining as a culminating
point for actions in the London
Boroughs during the day. Al-
ready there are committees in
Islington, Haringey, Hackney,
and in South London Boroughs.

On the trade wunion front,
NALGO’s Equal Opportunities
Committee has supported the

may 24 initiative and are calling

on the Emergency Committee of
the NEC to authorise strike
action by women members.
Motions of support have gone
through a number of NALGO

. branches.

The more motions that go up
to the NEC requesting support,
the more likely NALGO wili
support strike action.

ACTT is recommending
strike actions, and ACTT &
NALGO will try to get a motion

on the agenda of the April

TUC.
The London Committee are

planning to lobby the Labour
Party NEC meeting in April.
Women from  Greenham
Common are planning to con-
tact as many unions as possible
to get their support and regular
trade union organising meetings

have now been set up.

So far the women’s peace
movement has been dominated
by white middle class women.
The Greenham Common women
are stressing the importance of

themselves

involving working class women,
and black and Asian women.
Local groups are urged to issue
translated material, and to
stress this is part of an inter-
national women’s movement.
The Organising Committee
are based at 16, Arundel Road,
Brighton. Local groups are
-asked to contact Laura or Carmel

~on 0273 553466 to let them know

‘what’s happening in their area
and to feed in ideas which can
then be passed on to other

groups. .
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@l official

L
IT will be no surprise if —
whatever the formal policies of
their unions — General Secretaries
and union officials are hostile to

the idea of a strike on May 24,
Of course, they routinely view

with suspicion strike action

arising from the ranks outside
their control — and worst of all
if the members concerned are
women, the most oppressed
section of the unions. -

But the May 24 strike call
faces union leaders with another
problem: it is an openly political
strike, to demand a radical change
of policy. As such it is illegal
under the Tebbit Act and also
runs contrary to all the efforts of
union leaders to prevent mass
action against the Tory

- government,

And, whatever the illusions of
CND leaders and some activists
that the fight is not ‘party
political’ it is obvious that on the
fight against Cruise and Trident it
is necessary to remove the
Thatcher government, and then
wage a fight for the implementa-
tion of Labour conference policy.

No union leader has so far
been prepared to advocate such
a policy. Rather, they have
attempted to defuse struggles
that have broken out,

The fight for strike action on
May 24 must therefore be a fight
within the unions, for the most
part against the official hierarchy.

‘There will be some setbacks
and some victories in that.

~struggle, but one thing is clear:

unless we wage the fight, the
union leaders can continue to
sound off with speeches and
against nuclear
weapons while doing nothing to
get rid of them,

-




Socialist Organiser no.126 April 7 1983 Page 6~ °

~mInternational news

Labour councils set examples of solidarity
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‘ o THE TURKISH military govern-
e R R 2 ment last month pUbliShed its

RS T A TR WA R ' draft trade union law. An anal-
| R % GEEER .  ysis produced by the left-wing
union federation DISK shows

THE ruling Labour group on Hackney council has decided in (S & FRE
favour of the council ‘adopting’ the people of the small Turk- SO I
ish town of Fatsa, and campaigning to publicise their plight. T

Fatsa, lying on the shores of the Black Sea, has only 23,000 5 ¥ (USRS F YERNIGRENE SOuR i = g s . e T D\Cy ;h%,:g;s lllﬁdf ’?;"iii fogrenerzﬁ
with turning the town into a ‘commune’; 261 (1%) could face TR vy RN ORI LR e SR corporatist semi-state organisa-

execution if found guilty. Mgny have already been murdered tion given the name of a trade

by the army and fascists. union by the law’’. -
Thi C. th Y | ARt NATR RONE - ST . PSR T - £ R N L VA | “Trade unions’’, the Ilaw
1S TEPression 15 116 answer | TR B BT e SRR . I NS A TR . T SR says, ‘‘may no longer have poli-

of the military junta now in pow-
er in Turkey to the experiment in
self-administration carried out
in Fatsa after the election of the
revolutionary socialist Fikri Son-
mez as mayor in October 1979,

- The politicisation of the town
had begun in the mid-'60s, with
the ‘Cultural Association of
Fatsa’ and the ‘Workers’ Party
of Turkey’. There were demon-
strations against the local bank
and cooperative, which were
cheating the area’s hazelnut
growers.  ‘Committees against

By Stan

Crooke

'Trade union organisation con-
tinued to grow, ‘People’s Hous-

es’ were set up, and resistance

committees were established in
each area of the town. In 1979
these resistance committees put

forward Fikri S6nmez as their

exacutive_body, with all deci-

. N
oo S
. SR s

"To celebrate such develop-

: R N
' 4..“ o . I
B
O .‘_".': .33'*_2\'

Then: on the streets. Now:

e

er the boot

tical aims or relate to or collabo-
rate with political activities- or
parties... The state has the pow-
er of administrative and finan-
cial supervision over unions and
federations’’. | N

To be elected as a trade union
official or delegate, the law re-
quires ten years of continuous
employment. In the conditions
of Turkey, that rules out pra-
ctically all militant workers. And
if a trade union leader is convic-
ted under any of a wide range of

. . two days of the operation. Many , :
exploitation’ were set up in the candidate for n.l??ror. . sions being discussed and made ments, a huge People’s Festival were torturec{),  including laws, the umion can be dis-
He declared: *‘Our goal is the by the*working people uf Fatsa was staged In April 1980. 70,000 Sonmec. solved. ‘

villages around Fatsa.

Fascists and the army inter-
vened to break up demonstra-,
tions, and fascists murdered
many in an attempt to terrorise
the population. The nearby vil-
lage of Kizildere was razed to
the ground by the Turkish air
force in 1972, after members of
the ‘Popular Liberation Army of
Turkey’ who had kidnapped

liberation and rule of the work-
ing class... I am not a candidate
for myself alone. I am the candi-

date put forward by the revolu-

tionary: movement of Tyrkey...

Whoever becomes mayor, we

will lead the town’'s administra-

‘tion. The people will lead it. We

will organise and carry this out
together’’. |

themselves.

The main outlet for the sale of
flour was taken out of private
ownership and became the pro-

erty <f the town, leading to
ower L.ices for flour and bread.
Car parks also becaine the
town s property. The attendants
became the town’s employees
and received a decent wage. The

people attended — three times
the population of Fatsa.

The army moved in in July
1980. It was a rehearsal for the
coup 1n which they seized state
power two months later.

The military operation was
extended to the villages around

| Fatsa. Armed clashes occurred,

On July 11 troops converged

on Fatsa. Ten masked men, five

with many casualties. The num-
ber of arrests soon passed 1,000.
Fascists joined the military in
their work.

Now those arrested are being
brought to trial, and are appeal-

ing for international solidarity.

Any union which has not
adapted its statutes to the law’s
requirements within five months

~will be ‘‘automatically dissolv-

solved’’. The analysis points out -
that this clause is specially aim-
ed at DISK. |

If a genuine union does man-
age to establish itself, its right
to take strike action is restricted

| " Despite legal manoeuvres and bus com i ded of whom turned out later to b o, .
' some American army officers fascist terror, S6nmez won with us cumpany, no ‘onger neeced oo, 9L JALeT L0 e The Turkey Solidarity Campaign to almost nothing:
took refuge there. But the work- 62% of the vote. The town’s to pay extortionate amounts for known fascist criminals, pointed is discussing further action with “Political strikes, general

ers and peasants in and around
Fatsa refused to yield.

Tower Hamlets boycott Plessey

~administration was completely

restructured. It became a mere

Tower Hamlets Labour council has rejected a contract for a
new telephone exchange with Plessey, because of the comp-
any’s heavy involvement with South Africa.

This act of solidarity with black resistance to apartheid was
spearheaded by Cosmos Desmond, a Labour councillor and ex-
director of Amnesty International, and supported by eight left
wing Labour councillors (who have now been expelled from

~ the Labour group) and the Liberals.

Published by
Socialist Forum
- for Southern
~ Africa
Solidarity.
Available (at
90p plus

20p post)

c/o SO,

28 Middle
Lane,

London
NS8.

parking space. Fares were redu-
ced and drivers’ wages in-
creased.

Opposition came from the
right wing leader of the council
Paul Beasley, and a number of
trade unionists, especially from
the EETPU, who claimed to re-
present Plessey workers. -

Why Plessey? They have large

~ investments in South Africa,

through two subsidiaries, Plessey
(SA) and TMSA (Telephone Man-
ufacturers). They  have supplied
military equipment to South
Africa in violation of the 1977
UN mandatory arms embargo.
In 1979 they were found to be
training South African army per-
sonnel on military radar, and in
1981 to be exporting military
radar to South Africa.

Most importantly, the TMSA
(which Plessey owns jointly with
GEC) is a union-bashing company
which has managed to enlist the
(perhaps unwitting) cooperation
of the leadership of British unions
in their suppression of black
workers.

In 1980 Plessey and GEC man-
agement invited - representatives
from the EETPU and ASTMS to
visit South Africa, all expenses
paid, to see their ‘fair’ treatment
of black workers. The unions
accepted this offer after consult-
ing the TUC International Com-
mittee. -

When the non-acial independ-
ent unions in South Africa heard
about this company-sponsored
visit, they would have nothing to
do with it. They only favour links
formed by and with -the unions
themselves.

The  British deputation was

introduced instead to the ‘Radio

and Television Union’, a stooge

organisation set up by the com-

out the leading militants. A total
curfew was imposed, and 390
people were arrested in the first

by Bob Fine

pany to try to forestall the
growth of the real union, MAWU
(Metal & Allied Workers’ Union,
an affiliate of FOSATU).

Soon after a bitter dispute
broke out between MAWU and
the company, and the British
affiliates of the International
‘Metal Workers’ Federation, presu-
mably influenced by the meeting
with the stooge ‘union’, refused
to respond to a request for assist-
ance from MAWU..

The grievances of the black
workers were numerous. They

Hackney, and also with council-
lors in Islington. -

began to collapse. 60 per cent of
the African workforce lost their
jobs and were replaced by Colour-
ed workers — a deliberate attempt
to exploit racial divisions.
MAWU has begun to organise

afresh, and FOSATU are calling

objected to the company’s deduc- -

tion from their wages of dues to

the stooge union: to a 150%

increase in production targets: to
abusive and racially insulting
treatment by management: to
arbitrary dismissals: to a pension
scheme in which workers could
not withdraw contributions until
retirement at age 65; to the em-
ployment of well-educated blacks
in menial jobs; and to an arbitrary
bonus scheme. Dismissal by a

for the expulsion from the Inter-
national Metal Workers’ Federa-
tion of unions which collaborate
so closely with the bosses and the
apartheid state. |

The right wing councillors and

union leaders argued that Tower

Hamilets’ decision not to do busi-
ness with Plessey will cost British
workers jobs. |

This is false. Plessey’s labour
force in Britain fell from 61,778

in 1972 to 35,922 in 1981, with

further reductions planned at a
rate of 5 to 10 per cent per year.
This has nothing whatever to do
with Tower Hamlets’ rejection of
their £ million deal.

. But it has everything to do
with Plessey’s exploitation of

black labour in South Africa.

foreman of two black workers led

to an all-out stiike.
One MAWU official was arrest-

~ed, and a FOSATU official ban-

ned. Many pickets were arrested
as the company tried to introduce
scab labour. Workers who sat in

“after the company closed the

plant were beaten up by the
security police. The company

refused to negotiate with MAWU,
»claiming to recognise only their

stooge ‘union’,
The police prevented workers

from meeting in the township and ~

under- this pressure the strike .

~ Tower Hamlets’ decision has
highlighted the need for workers

‘there and here to show each

mutual  solidarity against a
common boss. Otherwise Plessey
will continue to play off one
group against the other.

We should ask workers in
Plessey to complement Tower

- Hamlets’ gesture by forging links

with MAWU (¢/o FOSATU, 2
Goodhope St, Bellville South,
7530 Cape, 021 951412) and to
demand that their union leaders
support rather than impede the
struggles of black workers.
International solidarity is not

- a luxury, but a necessity.

strikes, solidarity strikes, fac-
tory occupations, go-slows, the
reduction of productivity and
other actions of resistance are
illegal strikes’’. ,

A strike can be legal only if it
is over demands for a collective
agreement {(and not always even
then). The law lays down a
complicated procedure that un-
ions must go through — apply-
ing (to the state) for the opening
of negotiations, going through a
ntl;edlator, giving strike notice,
etc.

At the earliest a strike cannot
take place until 62 months after
the first approaches. And then
strikes to totce the implementa-

tion of an agreement can never
be legal.
The law also bans all strikes in

" many industries, and gives the

state wide powers to ban (or

refer to compulsory arbitration)

any strike considered harmful to
‘national security’ or ‘the inter-
ests of society’. |

Turkey Solidarity Cam-
paign: BM Box 5965, Lon-
don WC1 3XX. Affiliation

fee: national organisa-
tions £25, district organis-
ations/TCs £10, local org-
anisations/TU branches
£5, individuals £3.
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a=International newsa
- Reagan’s
~step up

While many eyes have been focused on the missiles
controversy in Europe, Reagan’s main actual battle-
front —Central America — has seen an escalation of
armed action and bloodshed.

CIA-backed counter-revolutionary troops (known-
as ‘contras’) have struck into Nicaragua from bases in
Honduras in the North and Costa Rica in the South,
attempting to destabilise the Sandinista leadership
which toppled the Somoza dictatorship in 1979.

The = American-sponsored
raiding parties have built up an
elaborate — and expensive —
three-tier command structure,
designed to give Washington
practical overall direction, while
ensuring that Reagan can argue
that he has honoured legisla-
tion passed unanimously last
- December. o
- The legislation, including in a
rider to the Defence Depart-
ment’s appropriations bill, -for-
bids the administration to use
funds for: |

‘‘military equipment, military
training or advice, or other sup-
port for military activities, to
any group or individual, not part -
of a country’s armed forces, for
the purpose of overthrowing the
government of Nicaragua or
provoking a military exchange

Sloan

Army’s Southern Command.

This body gives orders to a
second ‘tier’, which embraces
members of the Honduran army,
a military representative of the
Argentine junta, the CIA station
chief in the Honduran capital,
and Colonel Bermudez, a form-
er National Guard officer under .
Somoza. -

From this intermediate body,
the orders from -the US war
chiefs are filtered down to the
‘contra’ comnmanders, and trans-
lated into low-risk night-time

between Nicaragua and  guerilla raids, acts of sabotag
Honduras’’. - and murder. | |
The fact i1s, however, as The objective appears not to

‘Time’ and ‘Newsweek’ maga-
zines have revealed, that the
CIA has backed the ‘contras’ to
the tune now of $30 million —
$11 million more than the figure
revealed by Newsweek last
November.

The CIA operation in Hondur-
as involves the training and
“arming of upwards of 2,000
gunmen, including former
Somoza National Guards to-
gether with a handful of dis-
gruntled Miskito Indians from
the North of Nicaragua and

be any attempt at a short term
overthrow of the Sandinistas —
whose armed forces and militia
appear to be too stggng for a
mercenary force with little if any
popular support among Nicar-
agua’s workers and peasants.
Rather, by harassing and dis-
rupting the Nicaraguan economy
and the regime, the US impenial-
ists hope to weaken the Sandi-
nistas and strike a blow at the
liberation struggle in nearby
El Salvador. |

As one cynical Washington
official told Newsweek re-
porters: ‘ :

““If the leftists win in El Salva-
dor, with help from Nicaragua,
there is a danger that others will
perceive the inevitability of left-
ist victory throughout (entral
N P S EDN BN .
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would-be gangsters. |
The operation is run by a com-
plex hierarchy of leadership —
‘at the head of which, according
to Time magazine, is an all-
American body of CIA experts
and representative s of the US
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Another victim of the ‘contras’

Ame.rica; But if the Sandinistas
- themselves are fighting to sur-

vive, then the pressure is o
them’’. -
Meanwhile in El Salvador it-
self three US Congressmen have
reported that contrary to Presi-
dent Reagan’s assurances there
has been a worsening of human
rights violations by the military
regime. As if to prove their
case, the press conference in

T
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Part of the ‘evidence’ wheeled out by Reagan to support his

FALTE

AIRFIELD UNDER CONSTRUCTION

2 37

San Salvador at which they
announced this view was brok-

en up by the Defence Minister,

General Garcia. |

- Meanwhile guerilla fighters

of the FMLN reported a major
victory in .which they claim to
have virtually wiped out a whole
company of the crack Ramon
Belloso battalion in a single
day’s fighting.

NEW CUBAN s 90
HOUSING = B

2 A
"-
\ﬁ-. =N

claim of a growing ‘Soviet threat’ to the USA was a set of

‘three aerial photographs — one of a new Cuban base, one of
helicopters at Managua airport, and one of the new internat-

jonal airport under construction in the Caribbean island of

Grenada. ‘‘Grenada doesn’t even have an air force. Who is it

intended for?’’, he asked.

The question came as Grenada’s Foreign Minister com-
plained of regular incursions by US fighter jets into Grena-
dan air space, which have become a hazard to civil aviation.
The government has warned of the danger of a US-backed
attack on the island, and the militia is on full alert.
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AND WEVE AD)EMBLED
 hCRACK TEAM OF EXPERTS -
TO ADVISE U5 ON THe

) PROJCT.. ~

workers
defy the junta

by Terry Smith

T

Millions of Argentine wor-

kers showed their defiance of

the ruling military junta and

their opposition to its eco-

~nomic policies in a massive
~ general strike on March 28.

The stoppage, called by both
wings of the divided CGT trade

~ union confederation, was in pur-

suit of wage Increases to com-
pensate for runaway 212% infla-
tion. A last-minute offer by the
junta of a 12% increase and a
29% rise in the minimum wage
failed to defuse the strike move-
ment — as did the official
declaration that the stoppage

was ‘illegal’. |
" In the event the strikes were -

backed by at least 85% of CGT
members, and paralysed indus-
try, transport, catering, provin-
cial newspapers, much of the
banking system and administra-

tion. Even the state-run tele-

vision and radio — which had
been ordered not to report on
the general strike — were inter-
rupted by stoppages for five
minutes every hour.

Under these conditions, Mini-
ster of Labour Hector Villa-
veiran admitted he had sought
no warrants for the arrest of the
leaders of the ‘illegal’ strike.
This is in stark contrast to the

arrest of those who led the first

strike against the military
regime in April 1979, and is a
further symptom of the flagging
confidence and credibility of the
junta, which has promised to
hold elections in October.

The ‘Malvinas Day’ ceremony
staged by the Bignone junta as
the official commemoration of
the invasion of the islands
proved to be an unmitigated
flop. It was attended almost
exclusively by uniformed offi-
cers and commanders, with
little popular support. .

Two days earlier an unofficial
march led by war veterans had
turned into an anti-government
demonstration in the centre of
the nation’s capital. |

It was the rising tide of work-
ers’ struggles and the looming
threat of a general strike to pro-
test at the shooting of demonstr-
ators which a year ago pressuris-
ed then President Galtieri into
his disastrous diversionary tactic
of an invasion of the Malvinas
islands.

The defeat of the Argentine
armed forces dealt a major blow

to the credibility of the junta and

its ability to repress the workers’
movement: and the tide of patr-
iotism unleashed by the war

soon ebbed as a basis for the

military rulers. As Galtieri was
replaced and other military lead-
ers attempted to restore svme
semblance of unity, the various

bourgeois political leaders have
‘increasingly staked their claim

to a decisive voice in the run-

\
~

~democratic rights,

ning of the country. |
. A key component in their bids
for power and influence is their
ability to control the trade union
movement, which has tradition- -
ally been tied to bourgeois part-
ies since the climb to power of
the former Labour Minister and
President General Peron.
While most workers who sup-
ported the March 28 strike —
and the previous General Strike
last December — plainly did so
in pursuance of their demands
for increased wages and in oppo-
sition to military rule, the un-
accustomed intransigence of the
bureaucratic CGT leaderships
has far more to do with seeking a

secure place for themselves In

any future ‘democratic’ struc-
ture

following the
elections.

It is crucial for the Argentine
workers to break their link with
the bourgeois politics of Peron-
ism and to build a political
leadership capable of champion-
ing their own independent inter-
ests against the Argentine rul-
ing class.

An indication of the kind of

October

Ipolitical progress that can be
- made in this direction can be

seen in the rapid emergence
over recent years of the Workers
Party in Brazil, on a platform of
radical democratic and transi-
tional demands, and standing
clearly in opposition to the var-
ious parties of the capitalist
class. - |
Argentine workers, -who have

shown their willingness to fight

against imperialist. exploitation
and against their military rulers,
must make the same kind of
political break if they are to
wage the necessary revolution-
ary struggle to defend their liv-
ing standards and secure their
which re-
quires the overturn not-enly of

‘the rule of the military junta but

also of the self-proclaimed ‘pro-
gressive’ sections of the Argen-

‘tine bourgeoisie.
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"MARX lived most of hie life in

London. He came as a political

refugee to England in August

1849, ‘when he was 31 years old,
and remamed here more or less
continuously until his death 33

years years later in Hampstead,

on March 14 1883,

Although he achieved an ex-
cellent maste of the English
language and was certainly well
acquainted with English Iife and
politics, Marx probably retained
his German accent, and certain-
ly his somewhat eccentric beha-
viour and life-style. Yet he took
part in the workers’ movement;
and as Wilhelm Liebknecht later
wrote, ‘“Marx could only be-
come what he has become in
England’’.

This was not only because of

the economic writings and the
Blue Books that he found in the

British Museum, but also his
contact with the socialist and
working
this country. Even wheg not
actively  participating,

closely.

He arrived in Britain at the
time of the decline of the Chart-
ists. However, he met the lead-
ers who were stlll trying to hold
the movement together.

He argued with George Ham
ey, who wanted to revive the
movement threugh closer assoc-
iation with bourgeois radicals.
Harney nevertheless found
Marx ‘‘one of the most warm-
hearted genial and attractive
of men’

Marx got on better pohtlcally
with Ernest Jones, who was

closer to the Chartists’ tradi-
tions
politics.
Even after the decline of the
Chartist organisations and the
defeat of the great strike move-
ments of the early 1850s, Marx

of independent class

class movement in

Marx
followed the main movements

Paris Commune: a glorious harbinger

Welding the

by Alan Clinton

Marx Centenary

constantly watched for signs of
the resurgence of the workers’
movement. Thus he was excited
tuo see old Chartists giving out
leaflets at a massive demonstra-
tion in Hyde Park in 1855 ag-
ainst proposed laws to restrict
Sunday leisure.

" He noticed the ‘‘hatred that
could be read on the faces of the
workers’’
attacked the carriages of the rich
wastrels who happened to be
about and broke windows on
Park Lane. He even wrote that:
““Yesterday in Hyde Park the
English revolution began’’. Not
for the last time, his expecta-
tions were not realised.

As is well known,” Marx
regarded his theoretical writings

as his most .important task in

this period. However, as is also
well known, he never published
more than a small part of Capi-

tal in his lifetime, and never got |

to the end of the writing.

One reason for this was the |

political work he carried out,
especially in the International
Working Men'’s Association, the
First International.

With the resurgence of the
workers’ movement in the mid
1860s. Marx got involved in acti-
vities in support of popular re-
sistance in . Poland against
foreign rule. The setting up of
the International  Working

as some of them

Men’s Association (IWMA) at a

massive public meeting close to
Trafalgar Square in September
1864 brought Marx into his most
feverish period of political
activity. |

George Odger, secretary of
the London Trades Council at
the time and no revolutionary,

argued that for drafting the

statements of the International,
““the right man in the right place
would be Dr Marx”’.

Thus Marx drew up the Inaug-
ural Address and Rules of the
Association. .

These showed very clearly the
extent to which he was prepared
to work with varied
tendencies, including the most
rank reformists. He wrote pri-
vately to Engels of the need ‘‘to
arrange the thing in such a way
that our view appeared in a form
that made it acceptable to the
present standpoint of the work-
ers’ movement’’. As he later
explained, ‘‘The International
was founded in order to replace
the socialist or semi-socialist
sects by a real organisation of

political

the worlung class for struggle
““Its aim was to weld to ether
into one huge army the whole
militant working class of Europe
and America. Therefore it could
not set out from the principles
laid down in the [Communist]
Manifesto’’,
1890. ‘It was bound to have a
programme which would not

shut the door on the English

trade unionists, the French
Belgian, Italian and Spamsh
Proudhonists (socialists who
favoured a system of small coop-
eratives linked by ‘fair ex-
change’') and the

cooperatives, but with state
aid)... For the ultimate triumph
of,the ideas set forth in the Man-
ifesto Marx relied solely and

exclusively upon the intellectual

development of the working
class, as it necessarily had to
ensue from united action and
discussion. The events and vic-

“issitudes in the struggle against

capital, the defeats even more
than the successes, could  not
but demonstrate to the fighters
the inadequacy hitherto of their
universal panaceas and make
their minds more receptive to a

thorough understanding of the

true conditions for the emanci-
pation of the workers’’.

On this basis, in the public
statements that Marx drafted
he emphasised, for example, the
great value of the victory of
“‘the political economy of the
working class’’ represented by
the legal ten hour working day.

Marx worked closely with

wrote Engels in_

German
Lassalleans [who also favoured -

s T

workers’ leaders with whose
political views he had little sym-
pathy. One of the worst of them,

George Howell, later a leadmg'

Liberal, nevertheless wrote of
Marx as ‘‘simple, confiding,

yearning for the redemption of

humanity’’. |

There were at least two major
political issues of the period
which Marx insisted on taking
up whatever the problems. The
first was the Irish movement for
national independence.

He supported the political

rights, though not necessarily.

the methods, of the Feman arm-

Marx campaigned for Fenian p1

Against imports of scabs: the export of class solidarity

ed conspiracy. He actively cam-
palgned on behalf of Feman
prisoners, and in 1868 wrote to
Engels that, ‘‘The English prol-

etariat will never achieve any-

thing until they have got rid of
Ireland’’.

Two years later, argumg ag-
ainst the anarchists within the

'Internatmnal, he wrote:

‘It 1s a precondition to the
emancipation of the English
working class to transform the
present enforced union (i.e. the
enslavement of Ireland) into
equal and full confederation if

N e .
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The other issue that Marx

‘took up through the Internation-
‘al was the defence of the Paris
Commune — the workers’
‘ernment established in Paris in

gov-

‘March/May 1871 followmg the

Marx was privately critical of

the opinions and political errors
of the Communards,
nevertheless

but he
persuaded the
International to defend their
-attempt at ‘‘storming heaven’’.
- In the face of attacks in the
press of this country not very
different from any lying garbage
to be found in a capitalist paper
today, Marx argued

~ “*“Working men’s Paris, with

its Commune, will be forever“

celebrated as the glorious har-
binger of a new society. Its
martyrs are enshrined in the
great heart of the working class.
Its exterminators history has
already nailed to that eternal
pillory from which all the pray-
ers of their priests will not avail
to redeem them’’

It is sometimes.said that Marx

lost support from British trade
unionists for expressing. views
such as these. However, there
is only limited evidence of this.
The collapse of the International
after 1872 had much more to
do with the downturn of the
workers’ movement and the
strength within its ranks of
anarchists and others.

During his last decade, Marx

soners

w

tdefeat of France in war with
Prussia.
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possible, into complete separa-
tion if need be”’

was less active. No doubt he
agreed with Engels, who argued
in 1874 that the need was “to
form anew a strong workers’
party with a definite program-
me, and the best political pro-
gramme they could wish for was
the People’s Charter’’ [the radi-
cal-democratic programme cof
the Chartists, centred round the
demand for workers to have the

vote].

‘Marx took an interest in early

F.A.RIDLEY was 86 on February

22 this year, One of the grand sur-
vivors of the Independent Labour
Party, leader writer for the “Soc-
ialist Leader’, .and former Presid-
ent of the Nanona] Secular Sec-
iety, he has contributed at least
40 books and pamphlets to the
catalogue of the British lerary

What do you recall of the events

- leading up to the First World War

and the Russian Revolution?

As far back as 1907, I listened to
people talking at the table about
the date of ‘the next war’. 1912
was the favourite date.
people were Tories and members
of the Church of England when
the Church of England could
truthfully be described as ‘the
Tory party at prayer! I was called
up four or five times, but was
rejected on the grounds of the
injury to my head which Irecelv-
ed as a child.

I enrolled for New College,
Oxford, but failed on the sausage
machme ‘of the examination
system. I then studied theology
for three years. I have always
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efforts to popularise his ideas,

‘though he did not agree with the
~ philistine version — ‘England

for All’ — published by Henry
Hyndman, the maverick ex-
Tory businessman who founded
the first would-be Marxist org-
anisation in Britain, the Social
Democratic Federatidh.
However, Marx was increas-

ingly preoccupled by his failing

health and domestic tragedy,
especially the death of his belov-

been ‘interested in theology. The

less I believed in it, the greater my

interest became.

I came up to London in the
early ’20s, and started public
speaking in Hyde Park in 1925. 1
spoke on several oceasions during

the General Strike (1926), on

Labour Party and ILP platforms.
At that time I was a strong
supporter of the CP (I was partic-
ularly impressed by Leon Trot-
sky’s book ‘Whither England’).
In the early ’30s, I helped to
found the Marxist Group which

became one of the starting points

of the British Trotskyist move-
ment. I urged Trotsky to start a
Fourth International, but- my
views were fiercely resisted [at
the time] by the Old Man. Qur
view was that the trade unions
were going to become a ‘ruling
class’, and would never introduce

_'egahtanan socialism.

This year we are celebrating the
100th anniversary of the death of

Karl Marx. What sort of comment
might he have made were he to
‘view the contemporary scene?
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ed eldest daughter Jenny in the
January before he hlmself died
1in 1883.

- Marx’s grave in nghgate
Cemetery has been often visited
since then. On the first annivers-

- ary in 1884, the socialist William

Morris ‘‘trudged all the way
from Tottenham Court Road’’
“‘with a red ribbon in my button

 hole’’, accompanied by ‘‘a very

bad band to- do honour to the
memory of Karl Marx and the

Marx would have been extremely
grieved at the failure of the Russ-
ian Revolution to spread over

Europe. He would have been very

surprised that it started in Russia,
and not in Germany. While he
might not have been surprised at
the downfall of the English colon-
ial empire, he would have been
very surprised to find so many ex-
colonial regimes describing them-
selves as socialist.

What meSSage do you have for the
new left generation? \

Clarify your ideas and develop a
more concrete presentation of the
socialist case, otherwise the Lab-
our Party will degenerate into a
reformist trade union movement,
and we would see a concerted

- moved to the right on the part of

the Tory party parallel with the
decline of British capitalism. It
would be desirable in my opinion
if the ILP and NCLC [National
Council of Labour Colleges]
could be
modern form.

Interview by Ellis Hillhian.

revived in a more
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Commune’’. |

It is much to be wondered
what Marx might have made of
the many visitors since then and
the ugly marble block that was
erected above his bones in 1956.

It cannot be thought that
Marx would be very keen on
the fat bureaucrats who hold
state .power today with a hypo
critical nod towards his teach-
ings. However, there can be no

doubt that Marx would devot-e'
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particular attention to the fight-
ing, breathing workers’ move-
ment.

He would no doubt see that
he would not have been the
same without the workers’
movement of his day. But he
would see also that we would not
be the same, either, without his
understandmg of our struggles,
or his vision — transmitted
down the generations, — of
our hlstonc destmy

aigner recalls

s

_‘Trotsky
fiercely re-
sisted my
arguments’
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Second (and concluding) part of a

~—

Debate on the downturn

response to John Mcllroy’s recent
Socialist Organiser series on the
state of the industrial struggle -

It is an artificial and 'false |

method to look at sections
who have struggled in the
past and simply counter-
pose to that their 1nact10n
today.

Prior to 1972 the miners had

not fought for many years. The

huge gains — and favourable

relationship of forces in negotia-

tions — which they secured in
1972 and 1974 are significant

factors in shaping their deci-.

sions today.

What were the water workers
doing in 1974? If we picked them
as an example, we could even

argue that workers are more’

militant than they were then!
The struggle does not erupt
at the same points all the time.
New sections emerge in sudden
struggles which change the face
of the labour movement — such

as the FBU struggle against

Labour’s pay limits in 1977-8.

But the reality in recent years
1s that where leadership has
been given, in most instances
workers have responded.

The health workers — and
those who supported them —
were an example. The rail work-
ers as a whole, and then ASLEF,
were another.

Leadership_is the key issue.
Certainly lack of leadershxp or
mlsleadershlp does demoralise
sections of the working class,
and affect its consciousness.

But to focus simply on the lack

of consciousness of the vast maj-

ority of the working class is not

only to see things upside down:
it is also to turn away from the
only available solution to the
problem.

We cannot hope to reach the
mass of workers individually
with propaganda that will raise
their consciousness. We can
only hope to raise a fight
through the organised lgbour
movement for the constructlon

mmm‘l

Bob Sutclifie”
A pPluo “Pf’e‘*
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By Tony
Richards

of a new, revelutionary leader-
ship, and, by involving ourselv-
es in the process of the struggles -

that emerge, to make workers
aware of the role of leadership.
This is why we need to build a
revolutionary party.

To come — as John Mclroy

does — close to equating the

consciousness of the warking
class to that of the bureaucracy

— is a long way from the Marx-

ist method.
Certainly there exist back-
wardness, confusion, illusions

and elements of demoralisa-

tion in the working class — each

of which is reinforced by the
labour bureaucracy: but when
Trotsky tells us that the forces of
history are stronger than the
bureaucratic apparatus, ‘he
means that the consciousness of
the working class is driven by
history into conflict with the

bureaucracy.

Confronted by the employers
attacks on their jobs, wages,
public services and trade union
rights, workers must seek
means of struggle which are

opposed by the bureaucrats: and

in so doing they come face to
face with the need for a new
leadership.

- The problem is to make the
working class conscious of its
strength, which is covered over
and defused by the bureaucracy.

What kind of leadership?

" In his final article John Mc-
Ilroy says: ‘‘Not millions, but
thousands of workers are look-
ing for wider solutions and turn-
ing towards the Labour Party.

Just out from Pluto
Press: an analysis of
capitalism in crisis
from reqgular Socialist
Orx.'z'“r conributor

-y - -
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Tomano A venue,
London N W5

...........

Water workers: new militants

Whilst this can never be a sub-
stitute for the industrial strug-
gle, it has important implica-

- tions for the struggle. Workers’
willingness to go forward on the

industrial front depends to some
extent on what possibilities they

can see for a real alternative to

Thatcher. Moreover it raises the
questions in a stark fashion of
union democracy and the crea-
tion of a new leadership’’.

This approach tends to dlrect
away from the task which Trot-
sky termed as ‘‘revolutionising
the unions’’.

The fight against the right
wing and the left. fakers in the
Labour Party is correct: but it
does not necessarily represent a

development if workers turn

towards that sphere of struggle.
It can represent a retreat from
the necessary struggle inside
the unions.

John Mcllroy tells us:

- **... there has been a limited
but substantial politicisation as
many other workers, faced with
the impasse on the industrial
front, are turning to wider solu-
tions, solutions which focus
1mt1ally on the electlon of a
Labour government

The ‘impasse’ is caused by
the activities of the trade union
bureaucracy — and can only be
broken by a political fight in-
side the unions. To seek to go
round the impasse through the

‘wider solution’ of a re-elected
Labour government while the
union bureaucracy remains in
place is to run the risk of a repet-
tion of the betrayals of the Wils-
on-Callaghan governments. In-
deed even the problems of Lab-
our democracy cannot be resol-
ved without taking the fight into
the heart of the right wing’s
power base in the unions.

Of course it is right that trade

LT0n ACLVISS smould take up
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in mass

without the work in the union
rank and- file y ‘victories’
achieved in the"ag,abour Party
will be paper-thin. -

- The fight to ‘revolutionise’ the
unions seems to be in contradic-
tion'to John Mcllroy’s orthodox
insistence that the unions are
simply defence organs of the
working <class in capitalist
soclety.

Unions

It 1s true that simply through
trade union activity the working
class will not overthrow capital-
ism. It is vital that a revolution-
ary party is developed, capable
of giving leadership in the un-

- 1ons and the class as a whole. -

But the trade unions will play'
a particular role in the revolu-
tion. The development of a revo-
lutionary party is in large meas-
ure the struggle for the unions.
As Trotsky pointed out, the
unions:

‘“....can no longer be reform-
ist, because the objective condi-
tions leave no room for any

‘serious or lasting reforms. The

trade unions of our time can
either serve as secondary instru-
ments of imperialist capitalism
for the subordination and disci-
plining of workers and for ob-
structing the revolution, or, on
the contrary, the trade unions
can become the instruments of
the revolutionary movement of
the proletariat...

““The matter at issue is essen-
tially the struggle for influence
over the working class’’ (The
Trade Unions in the Epoch of
Imperialist Decay).

A Programme of Struggle

In four lengthy articles which
presumably John Mcllroy inten-
ded as education for workers, he
fzils even once to refer to the
crogramrme of transnional de-

~ the rank and file.

-~ employers

struggle

mands thch Trotsky saw as
central to the fight in the
unions. | |

Certainly ‘socialist policies’
are mentioned, as are demo-
cracy in the unions and the
‘manifesto and programme of a
Labour government’.

Even reformist leaders talk of -

socialism and others talk about
the ‘crisis of ideas’ amongst

As Trotskyists we need to link
the daily struggle for reforms to
the necessity for revolution. To
do this we raise demands that
are transitional in that they
connect with the needs and con-
sciousness of workers today, but
point to the necessity of revolu-

- tionary solutions.

In defence of jobs, for exam-
ple, we should link occupation
and supporting strike action to
the fight for the ‘opening of the
books’ of the threatened firm,
plant, or industry, to show the

connections that link it to other

sections of workers and the way
the capitalist class as a whole
profits even from the ‘loss-mak-
ing’ firms. In the pits, we must
connect the fight against clos-

~ures to the demand for a short-

er working week — work-
sharing — on full pay. In de-
fence of living standards we
argue for cost-of-living clauses
in all wage agreements, on a
price index worked out by elect-
ed trade union committees.

Through such demands we
offer workers an independent
road, refusing to pay for the
crisis of capitalism.

But John Mcllroy not only~

fails to point in this direction, he
point the other way, using the

~hoary old SWP claim that if
““‘show they can't

pay’’, this can stop redundancy
fights.

Since he uses the word ‘show’
rather than ‘claim’, this can only
be read as an acceptance of
those figures and an implicit
attack upon the ‘open the books’
demand.

I know of no recent example of
‘bankrupt’ employers opening
their books to an elected com-
mittee. But even if they did, this
is only an aspect of the pro-
gramme we fight for: it is tied
into the fight for the spreading
of action and agitation, the fight
for workers’ control and the
demand for nationalisation with-
out compensation.

The programme is necessary
for work amongst the shop floor
membership and in the union

apparatus. In this respect John

Mcllroy is wrong to claim that
the bureaucratisation of the
shop stewards’ movement is
‘double-sided’ in that it ‘‘has
the potentlal for focusing a fight
for control oi the machme” |
If people have been bureau-
cratised. they may seek personal

‘work is secondary

o Mmers remembermg t e gams of 1 9 72-4

advantage, but will not seek to
revolutionise the machine. Bur-
eaucratisation weakens the

‘possibility of developing revolu-

tionaries in struggle. We need
revolutionary  fighters, not
apparatchiks. "

The demands of the Transi-
tional Programme are not inten-
ded for decoration or propa-
ganda. As Trotsky pointed out:

“In the epoch of imperialist
decay, the trade unions can be
really independent only to the
extent that they .are conscious
of being, in action, the organs
of the proletarian revolution. In
this sense the programme of
transitional demands... is not
only the programme for the acti-
vity of the (revolutionary) party
but in its fundamental features it
1s the programme for the acti-
vity of the trade unions’’

Soft targets

In arguing his case, John Mc-

Ilroy has attacked some easy

targets. The SWP have given up
on the struggie in the unions,
and wound up their ‘rank and
file’ organisations. The WRP
talk of leadership in abstraction
from the arena in which a new
leadership must be built — the
conflict with the bureaucracy in

the trade unions. As for the RCP -

sectarlans, no comment is
needed.

But what ideas is McIlroy de-
fending? He is directing atten-
tion away from problems of
leadershlp and towards the con-
sciousness of the rank and file.

Capitalism of course would
have been overthrown long ago
if the consciousness of the work-
ing class were adequate to the
situation. Then there would be
no need for a revolutlonary
party.

But workers are contmually
driven into revolutionary situa- -
tions on a world scale. The reas-
on they do not overthrow capi-
talism is the absence of a revolu-
tionary leadetship. |

The present downturn in
struggles (rather than militancy)
1s due to the actions of the bur-
eaucracy, carrying through ever-
bigger betrayals as the Crisis
deepens.

The next 12 months in the un-
lons will see the necessity for
redundancy struggles to be rais-

‘ed within the People’s March

campaign; the need to raise
CND; and of course the socialist
campaign for the return of a
Labour government.

But this general prOpaganda
to the fight to
expose the union leadership’s
betrayals, and to convince work-
ers of the need for a new revolu-
tionary leadership on a pro-
gramme of transitional demands
which point the way forward for
the working class as a whole.

“We need revolutionaries not apparatchiks”

. . : - '
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I WOULD like to take issue with

some of the points Alan Thom-
tletztsmakes on the NUM in SO

For most rank and file miners

the national ballot has been in
the last decade a basic democra-

tic: guarantee and an affirmation

~ of their union as a national
entity.

This is a strong tradrtnon in

‘the NUM.

We also have to see the deci-

-sion of the NUM executive to. go
for a national ballot against the
background of a failed national
ballot on closure and a failure to

get action on a regional basis

over Kinneil in late 1982; and a

It would have been different

had a rolling strike movement
| developed wrth thousands walk-
ing out.

It didn’t. The two Derbyshire
pits that did come out illustrated
the theoretical possibilities —
and the practical limitations.

To go forward without a ballot
would have risked chaos and the
further undermining of the nat-
ional unity so dearly bought in

the 1970s. National unity, nat-

ional ballots, national bargain-

ing are not sacrosanct. But in

the concrete circumstances I

- . think it is strongly arguable that

Scargill was correct to accept the
position of those on the execu-

resonance in the coalfields.
Given the overwhelming bal-
ance of static forces against a
successful strike in terms of coal
stocks, would it not be wrong to
enter upon it-on a basis of divi-
sion and rank and file rebellion

within the NUM itself.

Fact

I think we have to face up to

the fact that the situation was
" lost not because Scargill

did not
stand firm against the right but

because the majority of miners - |

were not prepared to strike in

the specific conditions of March

as Scargill right?

. leadership together with that of
. Bill Sirs in 1980 or with that of

the TUC General Council mem-
bers who betrayed ASLEF last
year — Or even w1th McGahey,
leading his men like the Duke of
Plaza Toro over Kinneil.

The ballot reaffirms Novem-

"ber’'s vote and gives a reason-

ably fair plcture of the limita-
tions of miners’ present con-
sciousness. This may be an
unpalatable state of affairs. We

"have to recognise it if we are to

change it.

We cannot try to change min-
ers’ minds if we don’t really
believe they need changing in
the first place.

Writeback

"--Socialist Organiser no.126 Aprit 7 1983 Page 11

Send letters to Socialist Organiser,
28 Middle Lane, London N8. No
longer than 400 words, please:

situation where it was clear that  tive calling for a national ballot 1983, MARK STARR, longer letters are liable to be cut.
tensions existed between formal — a posrtlon which had strong It is wrong to lump Scargill’s Oldham

policy and the position of nat-
ional, regional and local leader-
ship and their ability to pull
their members along with them.
We do not know what exactly
happened in the crucial execu-
tive meeting where Scargill is

‘Sectarianism and the left

alleged to have been wrong to
retreat before the right wing.
But surely if Scargill had stood

out for a strike without a ballot, -
he would have been in danger of
putting down a marker in the
eyes of thousands of miners as

a manipulator who flouts union
democr for his own purposes.

Moreover even if Scargill had

stood firm and won a vote for no
national ballot, there is no guar-
antee that the executive’s deci-
sion would have been acted
upon by many pits.

It is a. basic mistake of strike
strategy to believe that you need
everybody out all at once, 100%

from the start. But in the speci-

fic circumstances there may well

have been widespread defiance.

YOU ASK John Lxster in your
mtemew with him in Socialist
Organiser no.120 why the Soc-

1ahst League have proposed )

fusion w1th the Workers’ Social-
ist League. May I answer on
behalf of the SL" |

John explains that calls for :

unity ‘can be very popular with
sections of the British left who
are understandably irritated by
the divisions among those fight-
ing the right wing’.

He goes on to say: ‘It is unfor-
tunately the case that these divi-
sions for the most part reflect
genuine political disagreements
which must be resolved rather
than ignored’.

But in our view some of the
divisions on the left in Britain

~ CHORLTON WOBBLY SONG |

Khrushchev’s kisses no-one misses

Pie in the sky won’t feed his heirs

Joe his great teacher taught him that classes
Are to be ignored when the state is theirs.

Workers of the world rest on your backs |
Bosses and bureaucrats in bloody matrimony
You’ve nothing to gain, papering over the cracks

" In their edifice to inhumanity.

Their common cause is a nation’s glory

Differences between them, tend to emphasise

That change is sown in the bag of diplomacy —

The class struggle, a push button war from the skies.

This isn’t really a song, as you can tell from the style
And the Wobblies were wrong about how to organise
Even Chorlton won’t escape its atomic pile
Unless workers actlon wins back our slnes

John Douglas, USDAW CWS Packing Factory branch and Barlow Moor

Ward Labour Party, Chorlton

. As the general election
approaches, scientific issues

already look like being fairly

promment in Labour $ cam-

paign.
For example, a row is

 brewing over nuclear energy,
- with the right wing-domin-
ated Labour Party Energy

Committee ranged against the
Environment Study Group.

Meanwhile, Foot is making
a play for the ‘Green’ vote,
and the Labour Party Science
and Technology Study
Group (STSG), which has
been quietly discussing with

itself over the last 6 months,

is about to bring out a report.

‘Unfortunately, despite Some
correct positions on single issues
(such as abolishing lead in
petrol, stopping Sizewell) and
various vague statements of
good intention, Labour’s overall

policy on science and technology
(S&T) is no different from that of

" radical sections of the capitalist
~ class. It still see S&T as baslc-'

ally progresswe merely need

a change of management.

But it will take more than a
change of management before
capitalist S&T ceases to injure
and poison, squander, pollute
and oppress, not to mention
putting millions out of work.

Policy

The left still needs to develop
a socialist S&T policy and as an
aid to this, I am attempting to
approach a ‘wider audience, with
articles in the forthcommg
issues of London Labour Brief-
ing and Science for People.

I -am asking for readers of
London Labour Bnefmg, Science
for People and Socialist Organi-

ser who are interested in

deve_lopmg such a policy to con-
tact me, so that we can arrange a
rehmlnary meeting.
A few ideas for a socialist
science policy:
‘1. What is a socialist energy
policy? Most socialists would
probably want to scrap the
present nuclear energy pro-
gramme, but should we go all
out for coal? Can we cope with
the inevitable pollution from
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are ‘precisely unjustified. For
example, we have long been of
the view that the differences

between ourselves and the WSL

are not sufficient to justify the
existence of separate organisa-
tions.

No revolutionary socialist org-
anisation can be monolithic. In-

evitably there will be political

dlfferences and debates which
arise within its ranks reflecting

different  experiences  and
assessments - of - the class
struggle.

Unfortunately the British far
left is rife with sectanan notions
that any major tactical differen-
ce must inevitably lead to a split.
‘This does not reflect ‘revolution-
ary intransigence’, but on the

contrary, the relatively low level
of political class struggle in this
imperialist country in the twen-
tieth century.

The ability of both of our
organisations to conduct lively

'internal debates without resort-

ing to splits is a healthy anti-
dote to this dead-end tradition.
It begins to show the kind of
combination of internal demo-
cracy and revolutionary united
action that is necessary to build
a party rather than a tinpot

. British sect.

Today the necessity of con-
structing the strongest possible
revolutionary socialist organisa-
tion is pressing. This is why the
notion of revolutionary unity is

~ so popular — and deservedly so.

Lenin, Annczpatmg His Arrival At The leand etse Tacholh
Statzon Sees His Baggage Taken Off At Beloostrovy,

‘And now watch when I plug this thing in’

this? What about ‘alternative’
sources of energy — sun, wind,
tide, etc.?

2. What is a soclahst heailth

- policy? Should we just fight to

preserve the NHS as it is, based

on drugs, machines and sur-
gery, or should we look at
alternative types of medicine
that treat the human as a-whole
individual (homeopathy, acu-
puncture) and as a social being

The SL’s December confer-
ence adopted the proposal for
fusion with the WSL because the
WSL is the organisation of revo-
lutxonary socialists in Britain
that is closest to ourselves.

This, was underlined by the
fact that our organisations even-
tually adopted identical posi-

tions with respect to the Malvi- -

nas war — the acid test for Bri-
tish revolutionaries in the past
year.

Tactical

Our common tactical line to-

-day makes fusion a pressing

practical question for support-
ers of our organisations.

It is because we respect the
work of the WSL that we are
convinced that uniting our forc-

es would result in a revolution-

ary organisation qualitatively
stronger than the simple addi-
tion of our numbers. In fact a
united organisation would be in

- a real position to rebut the

media fabrication that it is the
Militant tendency which repre-
sents Trotskylsm in the British
labour movement and prove that
there is a genuinely internat-
ionalist Marxist alternative.
Such a united organisation
would, of course, attract many

‘militants to its ranks who today

are sceptical of revolutionary
Marxist ideas — precisely be-
cause of the seemingly endless
list of organisations and groups
claiming that title.

It would be able to play an
increasingly powerful role in
ending the retreat of sections of

(looking at the structure of

society as a cause of physical
and mental illness)?
And while capitalists spend

- millions pushing booze and fags,
why do socialists have nothing

to say on the slow-motion
slaughter caused by these
drugs?

3. What is a socialist food
policy? Should we waste food by
turning it into milk and meat so

that some die of cancer and-

heart disease while others die
of malnutrition?

4. What sort of research should
a socialist society carry out?
Is there a place for space
science? How can we make

‘science serve the people?

- Shops

My own hobby-horse at the
moment is ‘science shops’ (see
SO 122 & 123 in March). I feel

that Labour Councils (and a

~ future government) should fund

science shops so that trade
unionists, tenants  groups,
women'’s groups, groups of gays
and black people, environmental
groups, etc., can have access to
scientific research to help them
in their struggles against the

f will be re

~ the trade umon and Labour

Party left, and in uniting mili-

tants across the -Labour Party,

the unions and mass movements
like CND, in struggle against the
Tories and right-wing bureau-
cracy.

To not take such an advance
would be criminally irrespons-
ible. Rather than competing our
organisations should combine

against the right wing and the
- waverers on the left.

To not take such an advance
would be criminally irrespons-
ible. Rather than competing our
organisations should combine
against the right wing and the

_ waverers on the left.

So our proposal is designed to
attract the uncommitted to take
a step forward against British
sectarian fragmentation,
through fusion between the
WSL and SL.

This is not to minimise the
political differences between the
organisations, nor the practical
disagreements that inevitably
come up in various areas of
work. But, as we explained at
our recent meeting with the
WSL, it is to say that the best
framework for clarifying and re-
solving those differences is
principled agreement on the ob-

~ jective of fusion.

The first step along this path
gular meetings nation-
ally and locally to both coordin-
ate joint work and begin the
process of political discussion
towards that aim. ~
D.BIGGS,

- SL National Secretary

effects of capitalism on their
lives.

I shall be moving the follow-
ing resolution at my next ward

meeting:
This [organisation] believes
that science must be made more

 accessible and useful to the

labour movement and oppressed
groups. We therefore request
that the Labour Party, at local
and national level, look into the
-ossibility of provndmg access to
scientific research for ordinary

'people along the lines of the

Dutch ‘science shops’.

If readers would like to move
similar resolutions, then they
might like to use my recent
articles on science shops &s
information. I will supply copies
of these on receipt of a stamped,
addressed envelope '

Resolutions passed should be
forwarded to Council Labour
Groups and to the STSG at
150, Walworth Rd., London
SE1 (details to me, as well,

please).

Readers mterested in discuss-
ing a socialist science policy
should write to Science Desk,

- Socialist Organiser, 28, Middle

lane, London N&.
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Labour Campaign for Gay B

LABOUR Committee on Ire; ; : i
land Annual General Meet- Rl"g‘hts’ Ngtlon.al Conference

ing: Saturday April 23, 10am g The Fight in the Labour

to.5pm at County H all,’ Movement for Lesbian and

Gay Male Rights’. Saturday
9 April, 11-5, Shepherd’s
Hall, Old Market Street,
Bristol. - Creche |
Details: phone Bristol 634203

~ London SE1. Resolutions to
be submitted by April 8. Con-
tact: LCI, BM Box 5355,
London WCIN 3XX.

Bermondsey workers'’
social: with our comrades
who worked so hard for
Labour in the by-election.
- Railway Club, Dunton Rd,

HARINGEY Labour Com-
mittee on Ireland. Public
meeting ‘‘“Why Labour
needs to speak to Sinn
Fein’. Speaker: Steve —

s O - e o oo - P e e, e T

Bundred [GLC] and Geoff SE16. Friday April 15, - A
| . Bell [LCI]. - 8pm. = = F . N U UL R W g T T e . .
_ | | ' 7.30pm on Thursday 14 Chile Solidarity C ™o % Y 44 ¥ 2 Dt . . Ty
| : ul RNy vampaign B Uu WA W e 0 s . 0§
April at Brabant Road presents: In Concert for

Trade Union and Com-

PAID ads 5p per word, £4
munity Centre, off Station

Chile, ‘Quilapayun’ and
per column inch. Send copy

‘The Boys of the Lough’. |

to Socialist Organiser, 28 Rd'a N22. Sunday May 1, 7pm, | )
Middle Lantg. Lon:l:lon N8, Dominion Theatre, Totten- Youth CND Festival
to arrive by Saturday for " | ham Court Rd. Tickets from rdav Mav 7
inclusion in the following TROTSKYISM or Castro- Chile SOlid&l'lty Campaign Satu ay y

week’s paper. ism: a pamphlet analysing
| the move away from the
Trotskyist theory of per-
'manent revolution by the
“Socialist Workers’ Party of
the USA. Published by the

Trotskyist International

(272 4298], £6, £5, £4 and

£2 unwaged. ‘ ASSEMBLE 11am at
the Embankment.
March to Brockwell
Park for Rock the

Bomb Festival with | .

EL SALVADOR Solidarity
Campaign: Labour Move-
ment conference, Saturday
May 14, 10am to 5pm,
County Hall, London SE1.

Rock against Cruise, org-
anised by YCND. Saturday
April 9, 7.30pm, Claren- ™
don College, opp. Savoy

- Hotel, Mansfield Rd,

PIRSEESS TN Spres_ e - PIUPpe mEame S
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i Liaison Committee: 40p - :
ggigﬁg;&lz f)i_:;ogtl ESSC, plus postage from PO Box Nottingham. Paul Weller and more N o
London N1. ’ 135, London N10DD. £1, 50p unwaged. 4 _
| | - | | | | Trade Union Centre, Bra-
* SCOTLAND Rochdale. Meets on second ~ Boots, Foregate (Saturday  York. Contact: 796027. SO Ia

Glasgow. For details of
meetings contact paper sel-
lers or Stan Crooke, 114
Dixon Avenue, Glasgow
(G42. SO is sold at Maryhill
dole (Tuesday momings)
and Rutherglen shopping
arcade (Friday lunchtime).

Edinburgh. For details of
meetings ring Dave, 229
4591. SO is sold at Muir-
house (Saturday 10.30-12)

and the First of May book-.

shop, Candlemaker Row.
e NORTH-WEST

Wirral ;’Contact Colin John- .

stone, 1 Wellington Road,
Wallasey. Next meeting:
Thursday April 14, 8pm, at
the Labour Club, Church
Rd, Seacombe: ‘SO’s role
in the local and general
elections’.

Liverpool. Contact 733 6663.

SO is sold at Progressive -

Books, Berry St, and at
News from  Nowhere,
Whitechapel. :

Manchester. SO is sold at
Grass Roots Books, Newton
St., Piccadilly. Contact:
273 6654. -

Stockport. Contact c/o 38

Broadhurst St. Meetings

every Sunday, 7.30pm:
phone 429 6359 for details.

SO is sold at Stockport.
market every Saturday, 11

to 12.30. :

Monday of the month, 7.30
at Castle Inn. April 11:
open meeting on privatisa-
tion,  with speaker from
Campaign to Save Bury’s
Bins. :

Hyndburn. Contact Ac-

crington 395753. Meetings
weekly — see SO sellers for

details. SO is sold at Broad-
way, Accrington, Saturdays

11.30to 1pm.

Stoke. Contact Arthur

- Bough, 23 Russell Road,

Sandyford (84170).

* YORKSHIRE AND
NORTH-EAST

Durham. SO is sold at the
Community Co-op, New
Elvet.

York. Contact: 796027. SO
is sold at Coney St on Sat-
urday mornings,
Community Bookshop, and
outside the dole office most
mornings.

Leeds. = Contact Garth
Frankland 623322. SO is
sold at Books and Corner
Books, Woodhouse Lane.

Bradford. Contact Barry
Turner 636994. SO is sold

at the Starry Plough book-

shop.

Sheffield. Meets every oth-
er Wednesday, 7.30pm at
the Brown Cow, The Wick-
er. SO is sold outside

12to 1) and at the Indepen-
dent Bookshop, Glossop
Rd. Contact: Rob, 589307.

Hull. Meets every Wednes-
day, 8pm: details from SO
sellers. Childcare available.
SO is sold at the Prospect
Centre (Saturday 11-12).

. Halifax. Contact 52156. SO

is sold at Halifax Whole-
food, Gibbet St, and at
Tower Books, Hebden
Bridge.

is sold at Coney St on Sat-!
urday mornings, at the
Community Bookshop, out-
side the dole office most
mornings, and at the Uni-

‘versity on Friday mornings. -

Cardiff. Contact 492988.
e MIDLANDS

Birmingham. Meets alter-

/

at the

Where we stand

* Organise the left to beat back the Torieé’ attacks! No to

~ attacks on union rights; defend ‘the picket-line: no state
interference in our unions! No to any wage curbs. Labour
must support all struggles for better living standards and

conditions.

* Wage rises should at the very least keép up with price
increases. For a price index calculated by working class
organisations, as the basis for clauses in all wage agreements
to provide automatic monthly rises in line with the true cost
of living for the working class. The same inflation-proofing

should apply to state benefits, grants and pensions.
* Fight for improvements in the social services, and against

~cuts, Protection for those services against inflation by auto-
matic inflation-proofing of expenditure. For occupations and

supporting strike action to defend jobs and services.
* End unemployment. Cut hours, not jobs. Fight for a 35

hour week and an end to overtime. Demand work-sharing

without loss of pay. Organise the unemployed — campaign
for a programme of useful public works to create new jobs
for the unemployed. o | |

* Defend all jobs! Open the books of those firms that threat-

en closure or redundancies, along with those of their suppl-
jers and bankers, to elected trade union committees. For

occupation and blacking action to halt the closures. For
nationalisation without compensation under workers’
management.

* Make the bosses pay, not the working class. Millions for
hospitals, not a penny for ‘defence’! Nationalise the banks
and financial institutions, without compensation. End the
interest burden on council housing and other public services.
* Freeze rents and rates. i »

* Scrap all immigration controls. Race is not a problem:
racistn is. The labour movement must mobilise to drive the
fascists oft the streets. Purge racists from positions in the
labour movement. Organise full support for black self-
defence. Build workers’ defence squads. '

Next Socialist Organiser delegate meeting: Sunday April
24, in London. Please make plans now to choose and

mandate your group’s delegate.

nate ’Fridays, 7.30pm, the
Hen and Chickens, Consti-
tution Hill. April 22: Teb-

bit’'s Democracy or Work-

ers’ Democracy? Speaker:
John Mcllroy. SO is sold at
the Other = Bookshop,
Digbeth High St.

Coventry. Contact Keith

White, 75623. SO is sold at
the Wedge Co-op, High St.
Meets on first and last
Thursday of the month,
7.30 at the ‘Queen’, Prim-
rose Hill St, Hillfields.

Leicester. Contact Phil,
857908. SO is sold outside
Supasave (Friday 4.30 to
6), the Co-op, Narborough
Rd (Saturday 11-12.30),
and at Blackthorne Books,
High St. | :

Northampton. Meets every

other Monday. Next meet-
ing April 18. For details
contact 713606.

Nottingham. Meets every

~ Friday, 7.30pm at the Inter-

national Community Cen-
tre, 61b Mansfield Rd. SO
is sold outside the Victoria

Centre (Saturday 11 to 1)

and at the Mushroom Book-

\shop, Heathcote St. | |
ULV LD TITT
& Sodalist Organiser All

et

- Project,

.

¢ SOUTH
Oxford. SO is sold at the

" Cornmarket (Saturday 11 to

1}) and outside Tesco,
Cowley Rd, Friday 5 to 7.
Also at EOA Books, Cowley
Road.

Basingstoke. |
meeting April 8. Public
meeting May 16: Is a Soc-
ialist Revolution possible in
Britain? All meetings 7.30
Chute House.

¢ LONDON

Business

- North-West London. Read-

ers’ meetings first Sunday
of month. Phone Mick,
624 1931, for details. SO is

sold at Kilburn Books.

Islington. Next meeting:
Sunday Aprii 10, 8pm,
Thornhill Neighbourhood
Orkney House,
Caledonian Rd/Copenhag-

en St. Bob Sutcliffe on

““Marx’s ‘Capital’ and capi-
talism today’’. For child-
care phone Nik, 278 1341.

Haringey. Contact 802

0771 or 348 5941. Meets

every other Thursday, 7.30,

- London bookshops:

bant Road.

Tower Hamlets. Meets
fortnightly on Fridays, 6.30

. to 8.30pm. Contact 377

1328 for details.

Southwark/Lambeth.

Meets every other Wed-
nesday at Lansbury House,
41 Camberwell Grove, SE5.

Business meeting 7.30pm,

open forum discussion
8.30. Next meeting April -
13. |

Educationals in basic

~ Marxism: Sunday April 10,

7.30pm, ‘Why the working
class is a revolutionary
class’. Phone Ian, 609
3071, for detalils.

-Hounslow. SO is sold out-
“side All Saints Church,

Hounslow High St, Satur-
days 10.30 to 12. Next
meeting: Sunday April 10,
‘The  Transitional Pro-
gramme’. Ask sellers for
details. B

- Hackney. Contact Andrew

Homing, 28 Carlton Man-
sions, Holmleigh Rd, N16.

SO is sold at the following
Col-
letts, Central Books, The
Other Bookshop, Book-

marks, Bookplace (Peck-

ham 'Rd, SE15), Kilburn -

- Books, and Reading Mat-

ters (Wood Green Shopping
Centre). ..

| ' ‘
. |
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octalist Organiser 1s not just a paper.
We fight to organise workers in the
struggle for a new leadership in the
labour movement.

If you agree with what we have to
say, you can help. Become a support-
er of the Socialist Organiser Alliance —
groups are established in most large
towns.

- To ‘Get Organised’ in the fight, or
for more information, write at once to
us at 28 Middle Lane, London N8.

B Rates: £5 for three

* The capitalist police are an enemy for the working class.

sed!

. months, £8.75 for Support all demands to weaken them as a bosses’ striking

ix month force: dissolution of special squads (SPG, Special Branch, |
. X s.and £16 MI5, etc.), public accountability, etc. - | |
' for a vesr. *Free abortion on demand, Women’s equal right to work and -

full equality for women. Defend and extend free state
nursery and childcare provision.

* Against attacks on gays by the state: abolish all laws which
discriminate against lesbians and gay men; for the right of the
g£ay community to organise and affirm their stand ptiblicly.

* The Irish people — as a whole — should have the right to
determine their own future. Get the British troops out now!
Repeal the Prevention of Terroristm Act. Political statis for
Irish Repubbican prisoners as 2 matter of urgency. _

* The black working people of South Africa should get full
support from the British labour movement for their strikes,
struggies and armed combat against the white supremacist
regime. South African goods and services should be blacked.
* It 1s essential to achieve the fullest democracy in the labour
movement. Automatic reselection of MPs during each parlia-
ment and the election by annual conference of party leaders.
Annual election of all trade union officials, who should be
paid the average for the trade.

* The chaos, waste, human suffering and misery of capitalism

5 Bundie of five
' sac week: £12 for
. m R g2 -
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now — in Britain and throughout the world — show the Name

urgent need to establish rational, democratic, Human control TRTeeesmenes rrenesss TTerToneRResEamRsances
lendose £ ... over the economy, to make the decisive sectors of industry ' “
To: Socialist Organi- social property, under workers’ control. The strength of the Address .........cc............ rerevereraseenvarnee .

labour movement lies in the rank and file. Our perspective
‘must be working class action to raze the capitalist system
down to its foundations, and to put a working class socialist
alternative in its place — rather than .having our represent-
atives run the system and waiting for crumbs from the tables

-------------------‘ ©S 58 Dtk &ud the bosses.

sor, 28 Middle Lane,
London N8 8PL. »
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CLIVE Soley, deputy Labour spokespefson on Northern Ire-
" land, has beenan outspokenadvocate of the view that a united
Ireland is the only real solution to the'war in Ireland. This is

now official Labour policy.

Soley's chief, Labour’s Secre-

" tary -of- State -for- Northern -Ire-

land-in-waiting, is Don Con-
cannon: Concannon who, like
the man in the Christian myth
ailing and
parched Jews a drink of vine-
gar, visited dying hunger striker

Bobby Sands to tell him that the

British Labour Party was sup-
porting Margaret

the IRA prisoners; Concannon

- who helped organise a wild mob

of chauvinists, racists and ‘reac-
tionaries in Mansfield to counter
a peaceful Troops Out demon-
stration in his constituency
during the hunger strike; Con-

cannon, who was Roy Mason’s

deputy in Northern Ireland dur-
ing the last Labour government,

when the policy was one of
heavy repression of the Catholic

community.
Concannon would not carry
much conviction as advocate of

the united Ireland policy of Lab-

our conference. So there 1s a
division of labour — with Soley

acting as spokesperson for the

Labour Party on Northern Ire-
land, while Concannon pre-

" gerves himself to do business as-

before if Labour wins the next
election.

After all, talk about a united
Ireland is not all that new. Back
in 1971 Labour leader Harold
Wilson put forward a 15-year
plan for movement to a united
Ireland. Even Tory prime mini-
ster Edward Heath was reliably
reported (by the Irish Times) to
have told 26 Counties prime
minister Jack Lynch in late 1970
that if a sufficient number of
Northern Ireland people wanted
a united Ireland, Britain would
do everything it could to help the
process along. |

And of course it was the Bnt-
ish state in the mid '60s which

_ triggered the (mainly) Catholic
and, -

civil rights movement
indirectly, the Orange backlash

" which— destabilising the Six

County state, destroying the 50
year old Protestant government

- directrule. | .
All ‘initiatives’, professed
good intentions, attempts to

Thatcher’s
refusal to make concessions to

in Belfast, and leading to British

In Socialist Organis-

er nos.123-4 we carr-
jied an interview with

Labour Northern Ire-

land spokesperson

Clive Soley. Here the

interviewers com-
ment on Soley’s
arguments.

reform the Six County' state or,
in collaboration with 26 County

 governments, to restructure the

Irish state system (by the Coun-
cil of Ireland of the mid-"70s)
have foundered on rocky Protes-
tant unmoveability. Commit-
ment — even if only ‘for now’ —

‘to maintain the partition of Ire-
land and to:seek solutions within

the artificial Six County entity
has left only one option open to

'British governments, Labour or
Tory,

once the attempts at
reform had been smashed or
neutralised by the opposition of
the Protestant comm
its built-in- majority — to beat
down the Catholics and try to
defeat their drive to break the
Six County framework.
Commitment to the Six Coun-
ties, and options within it, and
all that inexorably flowed from
that commitment, turned the
Labour government in the mid-
1970s into a government of jail-
ers of the Catholics. It gave the
army — which was reluctant, if
it did not refuse outright, to
act against the Protestant gen-

eral strike — its head in conduc-

ting mass terror against the
Catholics. House-wrecking was
one of the mildest techniques.
 Under Rees and Mason, in the
three
general strike brought down the
power-sharing '
May 1974, about 70,000 Catholic

" homes were raided by the Army.

There are 400,000 households
in the whole of the Six Counties.

The Labour government also
did dirty deals in the House of
Commons with the Orange
Unionist bigots there. Michael
Foot was the wheeler-dealer and

Britain out of Ireland; self-determination for the Irish
people. Demonstration sponsored by Labour Committee
on lreland and others, Saturday May 7, 1pm from Hyde.

“Park (Speakers’ Corner].

ity and

years after the Orange

executive 1n
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L AFTER POLICE

' PERTURY, SENTENCED

IN A DIPLOCK
COURT

go-between. L |

All in all, the last Labour gov-
ernment had a worse rgcord on
its treatment of the 8atholics

than Heath’s Tory government,
even counting Bloody Sunday .

(when 13 unarmed Catholics
were shot down in Derry on
January 30 1972). By removing
political status, it set in motion
the H-Block protest movement
which culminated in the tragedy
of ten dead hunger-strikers, pre-

sided over by Mrs Thatcher.

There is no reason why we
should trust the Labour Party
establishment one inch where
Ireland is concerned.

Consent

Nevertheless Soley said some
important things when we inter-
viewed him. He talked of a
“‘clear commitment to a united
Ireland’’ (by consent). “‘Con-

‘sent’’, he said, ‘‘must not mean

a veto on political progress. We
would legislate in a way that
would lead people to the conclu-
sion that a united Ireland was In
their best interests’’. |
Labour’s policy would mean:
saying - something you've
never said before to the Union-
ists: it’s not just that we want to

¢ 6

$-
4

THAT’S A
POLITICAL
ACT!

SPECIAL. COURTS
TO DEALWITH
POLITICAL

- John O’Mahony and Jonathan Hammond reply to Clive Soley

AND SOME YEARS
LATER , TORTURED IN

A POLICE CELL "

BUT WHEN THE
DOOR SLAMS ON THE
PRISON CELL -

get things better In Northern
Ireland. We are saying to you
that we don’t -want you in the
UK any more, we want you in a
united Ireland. That 1s a very

different message going out to

the Unionists than has gone out
before’’ .

Dubhn

- “What we’ll do is first have

talks with the Dublin govern-

ment... to set up new economic
and social institutions, and we
do not allow the Protestants
to veto that’’. ;
“‘In_effect what I’'m saying is:
Yes, we are giving a strong com-
mitment to get out. We are not
setting a date’’. To the question,

"on what definition are the IRA

straightforward criminals, he
said: ‘‘They’re not. Of course
they’re political. I'm not disput-

‘ing that for a moment’". (' ‘But if

we lock them up’’, he added,
“‘that doesn’t mean they should

be treated differently...”’).

On talks with Sinn Fein, he
said: ‘‘People who have not

- broken the law are people who,

at the end of the day, you can't
refuse totalkto’’. |
“What I'm after is the vast

‘majority of the people prepared

POLITICAL PRISONER ?!
OH ,NO' JUST ANOTHER
agmmm.,!!. |

FROM ‘CORMAC STRIKES BACK’.

to enter into a united Ireland’’.
‘1 don’t blame [the N.I. Cathol-
ics] for being alienated... it's
very difficult to reverse that...

quickly... but in the meantime

we must stick with the main
objective of a united Ireland be-
cause all of these things are
symptoms of the problem. The
problem is the Border’’.

While counterposing a united

Ireland to immediate self-deter-
mination (‘Troops Out’), Soley
concedes almost the whole
moral and political case for it.
But, he says, a certain economic
and political framework must be
created first. He pledges Labou

to create it. : -

Logical

Though he refuses to accept

it, he concedes the entire case
for political status — ‘‘of course
they’'re political’’. He needs to
find other grounds for refusing
to face the logical conclusion:
spurious  and far-fetched
grounds, we suggest.
These points would be a great
step forward if they came to be

accepted in the broad labour
movement: those who accepted

them would not be likely to take
refuge, as Soley does, in

evasions. o

One might question the real-
ism of this or that aspect of Sol--
ey’s belief that the framework
to usher the Protestants towards
a united Ireland can be legis-
lated piecemeal. No socialist can
have any confidence in a policy
to be supervised by the wretch-
ed Concannon. But if we assume
both the practicality and the
sincerity of the approach, and a
will to carry out the policy Soley
advocates, it is still a certainty
that it would fail.

Soley says in effect that a Lab-

. our government would have to

scrap its plans if Orange opposi-
tion became powerful enough.
But opposition will be extremely
powerful. lan Paisley’s claim
that he has now become ‘‘the
leader of the Protestant people’’
is a long way from being just
bombast. |

‘Soley stakes everything on
‘political skill’ to avoid a con-

frontation. That is to rely on

‘political skill’ to square the
circle.

Miracles

And if the skill fails to work
miracles? The policy will have to
be scrapped. ..

Given also Labour’s commit-
ment to wait on a majority within
the Six Counties, which has a

~ built-in majority hostile to any

moves towards a united Ireland,

 what we have from Soley is not

so much a serious commitment
to a united Ireland, as a com-
mitment in advance to surrender
to those who are fanatically
opposed to it. - .

Soley commits himself iIn
advance to bow before the Pro-
testants if he cannot outman-
oeuvre them. Like Martin Luth-
er he says: ‘Here I stand’. But
he is careful to add: ‘I can’t be
sure ] won’t have to move’.

With a policy like that, the one
thing you can be sure of is that
you probably will move. And the
pressure will not come only from

" the Protestant community. It

will come from sections of the
British state apparatus — the
sort of people whose reluctance
to stand up to the Orange strike
in 1974 was a factor in Harold
Wilson’s decision to surrender
toit.

A policy based on commit-
ment to, and relying mainly on,
full-scale coercion of the Prot-
estants into a united Ireland
would be neither sensible nor
practical: and it would not lead
to a united Ireland. Commii-
ment to stand up to the Orange
bigots is not the same thing, and
it is essential.

Soley is a big step forward for
an official Labour spokesperson
on Northern Ireland. Some of
the things he says are import-
ant even should they prove no
more than passing comments —
they can help_change the clim-
ate in the labour movement.

It’s plain, however, that we
cannot rely on the official Labour
Party. That’s why it’s important
that we break away from the
paralysis on Ireland that has
gripped the Left in the last
decade. We must build a power-
ful mass labour movement cam-
paign in support of the Catholics
of Northern Ireland, and for =
united Ireland with as much
autonomy for the Northern lIre-
land Protestant community with:

" in it as is compatible with the

democratic rights of the Irish
people. ~
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SOGAT fight
Maxwell’
surprise

“weakened position. Keys agreed

by Stan Crooke

Millionaire ‘socialist’,
the Soviet Union (i.e. of the Stal-
inist bureaucracy), and  card-
carrying Labour Party member
Robert Maxwell had a special
Easter surprise for workers in
the Park Royal (London) and
- East Kilbride (Glasgow) plants
in his British Print and Com-
munications Corporation
empire: the sack. ~ |
The dispute began when
workers at the Park Royal plant
struck in protest at the non-
payment of back pay. Maxwell
responded in his usual fashion,
accusing the workers of ‘bloody
mindedness’ and ‘wildcat strik-
es’, and sacking 400 out of the
600 workforce at the plant.
Maxwell planned to transfer
production from Park Royal to
the East Kilbride plant. But,
despite the high level of local
unemployment, the workforce
there made it clear that they
would not accept the jobs.
Maxwell also brought scab
electricians, under police protec-
tion, into the Park Royal plant to
produce the plates needed for
the printing of the ‘Radio Tim-
es’ at the Scottish plant. But the
workers in East Kilbride black-

ed the plates as well. So Max- -

well sacked the lot of them.

In less than a week, therefore,

Maxwell — who only recently
had been feted by the Soviet
Embassy in London — sacked
500 workers for refusing to go
without back pay and for black-
mg work produced by scabs.

Expelled

Danny Beagan, chairperson of
the ‘SOGAT branch at the East
Kilbride plant and a member of
the local Constituency Labour

Party, told Socialist Organiser:-

‘‘He still comes out with the soc-

ialist line. But I think he should

be expelled We don’t want his
type in the Party’’.

The workers at the two plants
have accepted Maxwell’s dis-
missal notices just as little as
they accept his ‘socialist’ cre-
dentlals while not doing any
work, the workers have remain-
ed in the plants during working
hours, thereby effectively occu-
pying them.

Maxwell was quickly in deep

-water. The workforces had ig-

nored the dismissal notices: pro-
duction was at a standstill; and

blacking of the distribution of

his other publications had al-
ready been implemented. in ‘the

London area. Not even his
chums in the Kremlin could do
anythmg to help h1m

Hostile

<

Bill Keys, general secretary of

SOGAT 82, could, though. Just

as in a dispute between Maxwell
and NUJ members in Oxford,
Keys had blocked the blackmg
of Maxwell’s publications, so too
now Keys was clearly equally
hostile to blacking.

While Maxwell disappeared
off to the Soviet Union on a trade
delegation, Keys ordered the
blacking to be lifted, thus tame-
ly falling into line with the ulti-
matum issued by Maxwell be-
fore his departure: °‘‘negotia-
tions will resume only if the gen-
eral secretary of SOGAT directs
the London Central branch to
lift  blacking unconditionally
and his directive is complied
with’’.

With blackmg called  off,
negotiations resumed, but with
the unions now in a drasti_call_y

Friend of

- actuaries’

-

to a return to work formula,
involving withdrawal of the dis-
missal notices. Maxwell then
returned from the Soviet Union
and imposed a whole series of
new conditions, relating to pay
and manning levels on a return
to work.

This brought a return to
square one. The Park Royal
workers - remained on strike;
scab labour produced the plates
for printing; the East Kilbride
workers blacked the plates; and
the dismissal notices still stand,
with Maxwell threatening to
shut both plants completely
unless there is a return to work
after Easter.

In reality, though, the dispute
could have been won by now,
were it not for Keys doing an
encore of the role he played in
the Oxford dispute and sabo-
taging the blacking of the distri-
bution of Maxwell s publica-

tions. To bring Maxwell to his

knees, this blacking must be
1mmed1atel resumed.

And Labour Party members
also need to take action against
Maxwell. For a millionaire to
be in the Labour Party is incon-
gruous enough. To have as a
member someone who alternat-
es sacking workers for fighting
for their rights with junketing
with the Stalinist butchers in the

‘Kremlin is out of the question.

Maxwell managed tggremain

in Oxford CLP despite his att-

acks on NUJ members in Ox-
ford during the dispute at
Pergamon Press. Hopefully he
will not be able to hang on to his

party card after this latest round

of union-bashing.

Y Bed-pan deal
will cost jobs

by Steve Good

WITH THE acceptance of deci-
sions no.79 and 80 of the Rail-
way Staff National
shortly after their publication on

March 15, the three rail unions

have paved the way for a niass-
ive attack by
Board (BRB) on railway jobs.

The effect of the ‘award’ will
be to reduce the number of
guards’ jobs from the present
12,000 to maybe half that num-
ber within three to five years.
With more extensive
manning’ of trains, 6,000 driv-
ers’ assistants’ jobs could also
be in jeopardy.

RSNT 79 awards a £6 per shift

| payment for Driver Only Opera-

tion (DOO) — immediately on

“the Bedford/St Pancras service

and freight trains. DOO is to be
extended to all forms of traction
within the next few years.

The saving to BR will be con-

~ siderable. For a miserable few
-pounds, thousands of jobs have

been sold.

The new agreement provides
for no real protection of either
guards’ or footplate jobs. It
remains for the NUR and ASLEF

Buckton: jobs sold or a pz’ttance

FBU to strike

on pay cut

in the public sector who in the

THE government have announced
that as from May, firefighters
pension contributions are to rise
from the present level of 6%% to
10%%. This will involve an aver-
age wage cut of around £6 per
week in take-home pay.

The proposal for an increase in

-pension contributions was first

raised by the government in the
autumn of last year. The Fire
Brigades Union (FBU), after being

“informed that no parallel increase

in benefits was proposed, form-
ally objected to the measure.
The Home Office agreed at that
time to a proposal from the union
for the FBU to employ a firm of

actuaries to carry out a survey of

the pension scheme to see what
level of contributions was appro-
priate.

Then, in the middle of March,
the Home Office announced uni-
laterally, that the new level had
been decided, and it was to be
10%%, a massive 60% increase on
the previous level of contribu-
tions. They stated that they were
no longer interested in the FBU’s
report, and that the
new rate would be introduced
from the begmnmg of May.

Taken together with the
current increase in National Insur-
ance Contributions, it virtually
wipes out the 1982 wage increase,

‘which itself barely kept pace with

inflation.
~ Firefighters are aware that this
1s a straightforward attempt at a

“wage cut; the government are not

¢ven attcmpting, to justity their
move by saying they cannot
atford to pay fire service pension-
ers. It is an attempt to drive
down the living standards of thosc

lieve this

recent past have been prepared to
fight for, and win, a decent living
wage, .

‘The government will be wait-
ing eagerly to see whether a fight
is forthcoming over this provoca-
tive action. It is clear that if they
see any sign of weakness they will
continue on the attack, and are
keen to implement job cuts, and
to decimate the already stretched
level of fire cover.

The FBU leadership, under

pressure from the membership,
‘have called a recall conference
for the middle of this month.

They are recommending a series
of one-day strikes to force the
government - to rescind the in-
crease.

In 1981, the threat of this
kind of action forced the govern-
ment to maintain the firemen’s

pay formula, which they wanted

to ditch. Most firefighters be-
time. Militants should be arguing
support for the EC recommenda-
tion. at delegate-mandating meect-

ings, but should argue that this

should become all-out strike
action if one fireman is locked
out by the employers (as is poss-

“ible), or if it becomes clear that
one-day strikcs arc not having the

desired:effect on the government.,

[t the strike does go ahead,
that a strong and represcentative
rank and file bascd organisation is
ready at that pointto make the
strike as effective as possible from
the start. The ‘kid gloves’ treat-

~ment that was given to the army

in the 1977/8 national strike
mecant that it dragged on for 9
weeks. This must not happen
again.

Tribunal

the British Rail

‘'single

will be enough this

to reach agreement between

themselves on the ‘Trainmen’
concept, which will allow guards
to enter into the footplate hne of
promotion. An  internecine
struggle is likely, each wunion
trying to ‘save’ the jobs of -its
own member grades. |

BR were anxious not to get
into a wrangle on precise word-
ing when ASLEF were prepared.
to accept a mere £6 per shift
payment for DOO and to relax
the manning agreement.

Apart from verbal assurances
that BR will retain a job for all
men displaced by these new
agreements, neither ASLEF nor
the NUR have obtained anything

in writing that will protect jobs.

There is no question that the
Serpell report, whichever of its
options is chosen, represents an
extensive attack on the industry.
The verbal commitment of the
union leaders to fight Serpell
must be translated into a con-
crete programme of action.

But here and now tub-thump-
ing speeches against the report
are a smokescreen for the refus-
al of the executives of both
ASLEF and NUR to defend jobs.

Single-manning is the most
immediate threat to thousands
of jobs on BR. If the jobs of
guards and drivers’ assistants
are not defended with action,
then the fight against Serpell
will be immeastirably weakened.

Steel worker:
mass V|ct|m|sat|on

by George Peters

PRODUCTION workers in the
GMBATU at Stanton Spun Plant

of BSC will be meeting on Sunday

April 10 to consider strike action
in response to management’s att-
empts to start mass victimisations
at the works.

- In the latest round of redund-
ancies, management declared
same three months ago that they
would no longer be restricted to
volunteers. In the list announced

“on March 30, only half of the 85

were volunteers. The others are
alleged” to have been chosen on
grounds of, among other things,

- “lack of discipline’.

They include a leading shop
steward, Glyn Griffith, a former
branch chair, Gordon West, and
the chair of the recently formed
dispute committee for fighting
redundancies, Pete Radcliff.

Most of the other 40 named
are clearly chosen because they
have resisted speed up and man-
ning reductions.

The local GMBATU branch
decided at a meeting attended by
200 workers on March 20 that it
would oppose any attempt at
compulsory redundancies. An

overtime ban was introduced, and

all-out strike action would be the
immediate response to any re-
dundancy notices. A dispute com-
‘mittee was also established.

Overtime

The overtime ban was taken
up enthusiastically by the work-
force, much to the surprise of
many union activists.

It -successtul, these victimisa-
tions wouid allow the manage-
ment to hold the threat of the
sack of any worker who either
individually obstructs speed-up
or organises through the union
against it.

But though the workers have
demonstrated a keen desire to
fight, convenor Brian McGinley
and leading shop stewards have
shown the opposite.

To start with, they allowed
the suspension from work of shop
steward Glyn Griffith for distribu-
ting a leaflet from the dispute

committee explaining thc over-

Kings Cros victory

by Steve Good

AN ANTI-UNION drive against
NUR and ASLEF members at
Kings Cross depot has been
broken by highly effective action

involving both guards and driv-

ers.
An agreement between man-

agement and traincrew union
reps has placed both unions in
an even stronger position than
before the dlspdte |

As reported in a previous

issue of SO, a strike by NUR and
ASLEF members on February

11 marked the beginning of a
campaign of industrial action to
beat back management’s offen-
sive on discipline and against
local union organisation. The
dispute finally involved the
(eneral Management of - the
entire Eastern Region and full-
time officials of both the unions
concerned. .

The management climbdown
is explained by two major fac-
tors. Firstly, the offensive was

time ban and strike call. Union
activists were not even informed
by the convenor.

Then, while this steward was
suspended, they agreed, and engi-
neered with management, from
March 28 to 30, the calling off
across the works of the overtime
ban, merely on the promise that
management would re-enter nego-
tiations.

Management used this mom-

ent to notify the workforce of
their hit list, on March 31.

The branch policy of immed-
iate strikc action was sabotaged
by the shop stewards’ seeming
acceptance of the victimisations.
A rolling strike from plant to

carried out in a way which pro-
voked a very militant response
from the rank and file. BR’s new
style managers are undoubtedly

" being encouraged to get tough

by the BRB, but they lack the
professional expertise that BL's
hardliners have developed in
coping with a strong section of
the working class. |

Secondly, the mlhtancy of
ASLEF and NUR members is
by no means broken. The
strength of the action demon-
strated the capacity of workers
to fight even under conditions
of a sharp and quite conscious
management attack.

All the indications are that the
Area Manager responsible for
the clampdown will be shipped
out. ~ |

Management will undoubted-
ly be looking for a better candi-
date to solve their ‘disciplinary’
problems: but, judging by the.
recent industrial action, workers
at ngs Cross are prepared

face

plant was-hampered by manage-
ment’s refusal to allow plant

- meetings, and their threat to disci-

plme stewards calling them,
After convenor McGinley’s

failure to defend Glyn Grlfflth

it is not surprising that plant
walk-outs did not happen.

There is no doubt that had
the overtime ban not been called
off, a solid strike of the 800 Stan-
ton Spun G&M workers would
now be in progress. Instead, it is
up.to the branch meeting on the

- 10th - after the plant’s Easter

week holiday - to reaffirm the
strike call, and for those firmly in
favour of the strike to take
control of the dispute.

—
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Deta:ls are now out of the People s

March for Jobs 1983.

There will be seven legs — from Glas-

gow, starting April 23, Land's End
(May 11), Liverpool (May 9), New-
castle on Tyne (April 30), Keigh-
ley (April 27), Hull (May 1), and

Great Yarmouth (May 21) —
all merging to enter London
| on June 4/5.
The 500 ‘core’ marchers
will be selected by the
Regional TUCs, though
the TUC organisers say
they expect more to
-join sections of the
march along the way.
Ron Todd, chair of
the national organising
committee, told a press
conference on March 28
that he expected “‘at least a

quarter of a million” in London on June 5.

Get yourself sponsored as a marcher now, and write in to your
reglonal ‘TUC. Elect delegates to your town committee for the
March or form one |f it doesn t exlst




AT A meeting between British
Shipbuilders (BS) and the Ship-
building Negotiating Committee
(SNC) of the Confed on Thurs-
day March 31, BS’s already-ann-
ounced 9,000 redundancies were
broken down into areas. -

It is proposed that 300 will
made redundant at Scott Lith-
gow on the Clyde, and 1400 at
Cammell Lairds on the Mersey.
We have not yet been informed
- where the others are.

The SNC was also told again
that- BS could not afford to pay
a wage rise this year.

In Cammell Lairds, the redun-
dancies are proposed to start with

OVER the last few months a
number of important develop-
ment have given a major boost
to the fight against asbestos.

In January the government
published new safety levels for

- exposure, and new safety regul-

ations come into force this
month for the removal of as-
bestos. Spurred on by this, the
Executive of UCATT has adopt-
ed a policy of zero exposure to
all types of asbestos products.
However, the banning of new
asbestos products
small, though very important,
aspect of the problem. A bigger
problem 18 the safe removal of

asbestos in existing buildings. -

In the London borough of
Haringey, the Labour council,
like many others, has become

aware of the asbestos problem,
and 1s moving towards a policy
of the progressive removal of
all asbestos. Major problems are
posed by the sheer scope of the
task, by lack of expertise, and
by lack of money. Initial estimat-

From Patrick Spilling — our man
in the underground bunker.

PRESIDENT Reagan and his Eu-
ropean allies have dismissed as
‘mass hysteria’ reports that mill-
ions of civilians have been killed
or fatally injured in a series of nu-
clear incidents in Britain at the

- weekend. - -
The reports came after a
swiftly moving sequence of
events, which culminated in De--

tence Minister, Michael Heseltine,

declaring that ‘People who play

into the hands of the Kremlin

should be treated accordingly’.

Late last night, Mr. Heseltine
‘some-
where well away from Berkshire’
in which he said ‘If any nuclear
, - and
I’m -not saying they have — they
were designed to warn the vast
majority of sensible people in this
country what the Soviet response -
. could be if we followed the naive
and dangerous course advocated
by CND. Iam convinced thatasa
result of these actions member-
ship of CND has dramatically

- issued a statement from

incidents have occurred,

dechned ’

Earlier, CND had claimed that
up- to 100,000' people had taken
part in anti-nuclear protests over
the holiday weekend. But the or-
-ganisation last night was unable to

is only a

€S

provide a spokesperson to counter
the government’s claims — a point
Mr. Heseltine was quick to scize
on. ‘I am not saying they are all
‘All T am
that Andropov and
Ruddock - have three letters of

500 going in September, followed
by another 300 in December and

the rest in May 1984.

The SNC is supposed to be
drawing up proposals to be pre-
sented to the lay delegates’ con-
ference in April. There has to be
a united resistance to these redun-
dancies in British Shipbuilders
and throught the supply indus-
tries, which will also suffer if the

- redundancies go through.

The SNC’s response to the
closure of the Robb Caledon
yard in Dundee-last year was to

call us out on strike every Mon-
day. It had the effect of dissipa- .

ting, rather than ‘strengthening,

Asbhestos: go for

es indicate that it will take ten
years to remove all asbestos
from the borough. ~

The stewards in the Direct
Labour Organisation (DLO) have

stopped work in areas where

members come in contact with
asbestos, and are demanding
that the council adopt a working

 practice which has been tried

and tested over the last three
years in Lambeth and is regard-
ed as the safest procedure in the
country. For the DLO, it is quite

‘straightforward: either the coun-

cil adopt this, or we will refuse
to work with any asbestos when
we come-across it in old build-
ings. Ranged against us are the

council experts, the Health and

Safety officers.

This local struggle in Harin-
gey has wider implications. Be-
tween the government stand-
ards for asbestos removal and
those in Lambeth, there can be

a whole range of different prac-

tices, such as the one our safety
officers are putting forward. If

mm Jaily
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FINANCIAL TIMES
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Soviet agents,” he said.

saying 1S

~their names in common.’

Mr. Heseltine said he was now
willing to debate with the leaders
of the Peace Movement, any time,
- any place — except Berkshire. ‘I
have a feeling in my bones they
will turn this invitation down,” he

said.

- The government claimed a vic-
tory for its civil defence pamph-
~let ‘Protect and Survive’.
ters were picked up by military

helicopter and flown to Berkshire,
where,

“only about one building.

We were led to a guest house
where the windows had been
A notice on the
Inside, a
rosy-cheeked woman, who told us
she was making apple pie said
they had noticed no inconveni-
ence from any incidents that may
or may not have occurred in the
‘We followed the instruc-
tions in this pamphlet to the
letter, and if there was any dis-

whitewashed.
-door said ‘No Hippies’.

arca.

turbance it was drowned out by

our wdeo-recordmg of The Sound

of Music,” she said.

Repor-

for reasons of national
securlty, [ am permitted to write

1500 to g0

militancy.

Every shop stewards’ commit-
tee has seen the way the SNC-
acts, It is the stewards’ commit-
tees, and mass meetings, that
should propose the action to the
delegate conference.

- Mass meetings should be held
in every yard. One thing has to be
clear: if there is one enforced red-
undancy, every worker in BS

- must come out in support.

LCammell Lairds Confed stew-

‘ards’ committee has called on the

shipbuilding combine committee
to draw up plans for alternative
socially-uscful production in the
yard.

zero !

we sueceed in adoptmg Lam-
beth standards, it will be a
marker for other local -authority
workers to fight for. Tenants and
council workers will have the
maximum possible protection.

It will apply not only to work
carried out by the DLO, but also
to the bulk of the removal

which will be done by contrac-.

tors. Many such firms are cow-
boys, and any lapse in council
regulations will give them loop-
holes to cut corners to save
money.

Asbestos removal is going to

become big business. If DLO
workers stick to our union
policy, and don’t let the experts
lead us by the nose, then we will
begin the job from a firm foot-
ing, and not have a running batt-
le on safety over the next ten

years.

And 1f councils adopt a policy
with the maximum involvement
of tenants and workers, it will
give that much more weight to
the necessary demand on the
government for money to carry
out the work.

v Wlaal
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announcement, the

‘Activities  Incompatible

their Status’.

to be women.

ment last night,

Soviet Embassy.

The Soviet agents have been
flown in the first instance to West
Berlin, where they will be invited
to ‘escape’ over the Wall. Foreign -

Secretary, FFrancis Pym, said:

‘l am not saying all these
Peace Pcople are Soviet Agents.
I’'m just saying that people who
choose the change their national-
ity to Russian at this short notice

are highly dubious.’

Mts. Thatcher fast night

awarded the newly minted Pcace
Heseltine for

Medal to Mr.
‘Successfully pacifying a small,

but deeply misguided sector of

the community.” She made the

~award whilst speaking at the in-
augural meeting of a new .
~women’s Peace Group, SWALK —
Sensible Women Advocate Liqui-

fying Kremlinites. ‘Thesc are the

real Peace People,’ said Mrs. That-

© stantiated.

Gang

In a completely unconnected .
\ British
government today said it had ex-
pelied 100,000 Soviet citizens for
with
The government re-
fused to name the people, three
quarters of whom are understood
They held British
passports, until a late amendment
to the Nationality Act was passed
in ‘an emergency session of Parlia-
which made
- them honorary members of the
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Newsline artlcles

THE EDITOR and leading report-
er of Newsline have been censured
by the National Union of Journal-
ists for a series of attacks they
made on me following ‘Operation
Major’, the police raid on the
homeless in Oxford last year.
Alex Mitchellwwho wrote the

‘articles, and Paul Jennings, the

Editor ‘of the paper, have been
found guilty of a breach of the

NUJ Code of Conduct in that

‘they presented conjecture as
established fact and continued to
do so after Mr. Mclntyre had
pointed out this error’.

The National Executive of the
'NUJ wupheld a report from its

Complaints Committee which
found that a complaint 1 brought
against the two Newsline journal-
ists was ‘well founded’.

The Newsline, pdper ot the
Workers’ Revolutlonary Party,
had accused me of being a
copper’s nark, a twister, and a
liar, . The article said I collabor-
ated with the police in setting up
the Oxford raid which arrested
286 homeless people and charged
more than 170 of them.

In fact, as Newslinec has known
from the beginning, I had no ad-
vance knowledge that the police

- were to raid claimants, although I

learned through my job they were
investigating a number of land-

.lords in Oxford.

Mitchell and Jennings simply
relied for therr attacks on two
front pages of the Oxford Mail,
the »paper for which I work, and
said that-as a working class paper

~they were entitled to launch att-

acks in any form they thought
best. They further accuse me of

abusing the procedures of the

union.
Both Newsline journalists have

an opportunity to appeal, but the

decision of the NUJ is a welcome

vindication of my decision to use

that avenue. It provided a forum
to judge whether the allegations
presented over a large number of
Newsline articles could be sub-

not. Far from being an abuse of
the NUJ system, it’s a tribute to

the NUJ Code of Conduct that

members can seek  redress

through it in this manner. |
Perhaps as an NUJ member

‘’'m not saying that the
Greenham Common Women arc °
all in the pay of Moscow. P’m just
saying that the difference bet-
ween “troublemakers” - and
“rouble-makers” is pretty insigni-
ficant.” - Mr. Heseltine said he

cher.

had no plans to visit his own
constituency, which lies partly in
Berkshire, ‘for scveral
tions.’ | |

Meanwhile, police have issued
a description of a woman they
wish to interview in connection
with an alleged Brcach of the
Peace offence.

The woman is understood to

have made telephone calls to scv-

eral national newspapers last night
claiming she was
left alive in Berkshire’ and that
the county had been wiped out
by a Cruise missile deployed from
USAF Upper Heyford.

Police say these scare reports\

are . Soviet-inspired attempts to
undermine public.confidence, and
should be ignored. The woman is
described as being between 4ft
6ins and 5ft 8ins tall, with white
hair, rapidly balding, a blotchy

~complexion turning black, and

several open sores. Police warn

the public to stay well away from

the woman. ‘She is highly char-
ged and very dangerous’, a spokes-

-man for Thames Vallcy Pollce

said

- against

~money off claimants.

by Petet McIntyre_

with some experience of the
structure of the union I was in a
better position to defend myself
than many of the victims of
Newsline character assassination
jobs. But it is possible that News-
line may have to hesitate before
setting out to blacken the names
of other lefts from rival pol1t1cal
tendencies.

Nor can Newsline claim that
the NUJ have returned an adverse
decision simply because the WRP
claims to be revolutionary. Only
last month the NUJ successfully
and correctly defended Newsline
. attempts by Scotland
Yard to deny the paper press
facilities.

At virtually the same time as
the NUJ tesult was being announ-
ced, the trial of one of the agents
for Oxford landlord Jeremiah

Cronin was just concluding. The

agent
James Carron,

accused of conspiracy,
~admitted taking

in Oxford,
but claimed he was acting on be-

- half of the landlord.

Cronin, who has never been
charged, said- after the case that
police never even put this alle-

gation to him while he was held

by them for two days. A number
of lawyers have been left con-

- vinced by this and other evidence

that a _deal was struck between
Thames Valley Police and some
Oxford landlords either before or

" censured by NUJ

just after they launched Opera-
tion Major. The Claimants De-
fence Campaign continues to call
fof enqumes into this and every

" other aspect of the raid.

The Newsline could have .used
its resources to research these
questions. Instead, it simply
casHed in on Operation Major by
using the raid as an opportunity
to attack me, and through me,

‘Socialist Organiser.

Personally, one of the most
nauseating aspects of the whole
episode has beéen the Jekyll and

B Hyde face the WRP presents to

the world. Meeting Mitchell at
various hearings, I have become

- convinced he finds it possible to
~ call someone a copper’s nark, liar,

twister, and a variety of other
choice epithets, without consider-
ing it anything much out of the
ordinary. -

Dressed like a 1950s lounge
lizard, and maintaining an air of
urbane affability, he addresses the
world as a scribbler trying to earn
an honest penny.

_ Inwardly, meanwhile, the
"Healyite is busy spotting police
agents, murderers of Trotsky, and
other agents of imperialism,
whose one aim is to deny the
WRP its place in the sun. Thus is
the Marxist dialectic contained
within the same pinstripe frame.
The NUJ Complaints Hearing has
brought Mr. Mitchell and Mr.
Jennings one small brush with re-
ality.

-

‘For a labour

Patently they could

genera-

‘the last person

" READERS of Socialist Organiser

will know that the WRP — spe-
cifically, Vanessa Redgrave — is

suing us for saying some nasty

but (we insist) true things about
them.. But they have not sued
us for saying that they probably

- get money from the reactionary

Islamic government of Libya.

It was said in the article which
provoked the libel writs and re-
peated in a number of articles
since. The circumstantial and
political evidence for thinking
this is overwhelming, and we
have discussed it in Socmhst,
Organiser.

The BBC ‘Money Programme

said the same thing recently.

The super-litigious WRP hasn'’t
sued them either. They don’t
dare.

Instead they have mounted a
political campaign against the
BBC. Claiming to be part of the
labour movement themselves,
they use the courts against a
labour
Socialist Organiser, and rely on
% ggl'ltxeal campaign against the

"Cashing in on the widespread

hatred of the  witch-hunting
anti-left media, they are printing
angry denuncmtlons from sup-
porters of the WRP, from those

- who take the WRP at face value,

and from the odd ex-member
now prominent in the main-
stream labour movement. .

The BBC programme did try
to smear ‘the left’ in general by
talking about the left press and
the ‘ethnic press’ being financed

. by Libya, when in face no case

on this score was {or as far as I
know can be) made against any
organisation but the WRP.

The fact remain, however,
that the BBC didn’t invent the

charge, and the WRP has no-

convincing answer to it. That
they sue SO for — among other
things — comparing them to a
religious sect, and don’t sue
me for saying they are W1del

‘believed to be in the pay of a

reactionary (though on its own
ground somewhat reforming/

paternalistic) bourgeois govern-

ment, is itself an unmistakeable:

movement paper like -

1 Help defend freedom of

| movement inquiry!

indicator of where the truth hes
They don’t dare sue me on
this. But they are seizing the
change to smear me by associa-
tion with the BBC programme.
Though SO said it all many
times before the BBC, they are
spreadm the lie that we ‘re-
peat the BBC slander and
‘Jump on the bandwagon’. This

_ is the Stalinist techmque in poli-

tics that Trotsky called “the
amalgam’ — disparate political
tendencies, organisations and
classes are falsely lumped to-
gether. Thus the Stalinists talk-
ed of the ‘Trotsky-fascists’.

This is bluff and bluster,
though. We didn’t wait for the
BBC to tell us about the WRP’s"
probable links with Libya. The
fact that the BBC now says it
doesn’t make it any less likely to

~ be'true.

A few years ago the WRP
justified the shooting by the

- Iraqi regime of Iragi Communist

Party  members in circum-
stances where there was reason
to suspect that they then had
golden links with Ira too. If it
is true now that the WRP is a

- pensioner of the Libyan govern-

ment, then it does not deserve
the support of the labour move-
ment |

It would be a servnce to the
labour movement to make the
facts available. If the WRP has
nothing to hide, let them agree
to submit to the scrutiny of a
bona fide labour movement
inquiry. :

---------‘

political comment in the
l labour movement press
J] against the WRP’s use of
j |ts money and of the capi-

talist legal system. A lab-

our _ inquiry, not the
J courts! |

Jj Donations towards our
l defence costs to: Labour

Movement Press Defence
l Fund Treasurer, Jonathan
] Hammond, c/o 214 Sick-
l'ert Court, London N1 )

25Y.
L---------
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HUNDREDS of thousands
may have been marching in.
Britain and all over the
world against the nuclear
arms race during the holi-
day period — but Ronald
Reagan 1s convinced that

his latest ‘arms reduction’

proposals are a winner.
- Seeming to concede a

little to the anxieties of

NATO governments hard-
pressed by peace cam-
paigners and to the alarm
of millions of ordinary men
and women, Reagan came
up with a ‘new’ formula
to replace his discredited
so-called ‘Zero Option’.

His proposals came in the
midst of a new wave of Cold War
hysteria, involving once again
allegations of a ‘Soviet build-up’

in Cuba and the Caribbean,

phony figures suggesting that
the USSR has a nuclear super-

eagan’s
hony
“peac
offen

| ’ ’

»

sive

lority over the USA — and a
spate of expulsions of Soviet
diplomats in Britain and France.

First came the ‘big stick’ —
the much-publicised ‘Star Wars’

scheme for space-based laser °

systems to protect the USA ag-
ainst nuclear missiles.

Then Reagan unveiled the
‘carrot’ — a plan for an interim

arrangement to ‘balance’ the
number of warheads held by the
USA and the USSR in Europe.
He claimed total backing of
Western European governments
for this scheme - which receiv-
ed the predictable rejection from
the USSR, and thus enabled the
USA to score a rare propaganda
victory on the missiles issue.

Of course the reality of the

American proposal is very dif-

ferent from a ‘peace’ plan. It is
clearly a part of the overall drive
towards unquestioned military
superiority for the Pentagon
and, if the laser gun scheme

~ ever takes shape in reality, a-
plan which could leave the USA

In a position to mount a ‘first
strike’ on the Soviet Union.

Left out of Reagan’s ‘balance’
in Europe are the other missiles
and warheads under NATO con-
trol — those of Britain and Fran-
ce. Left out are the 240 nuclear
capable AUS aircraft based on

* carriers in European waters; left

out are the land-based US air-
craft equipped with nuclear
weapons in Europe; and the
scheme, while posing as a plan
for European arms reduction,
insists on a limitation on Soviet
missiles in the Asian as well as
the European part of the USSR.

- Meanwhile on a global scale
the USA is embarked on a major
build-up of nuclear weaponry.
Reagan has ordered three times

as many Pershing missiles as

are planned for bases in Europe:
others will be sited in the far
west of the USA, targeted on the
Soviet East. Cruise missiles will
not only be housed at Greenham
Common: others will be based in
the apartheid state of South
Africa.

The island of Diego Garcia in

Seamen face SAS tactics

---------

Slater; whose war now?

Published by the Socialist Qrganiser Allialicg, 28 Middle Lane

DURING the South Atlantic war,
the leadership of the National Un-
ion of Seamen (NUS) emphatic-
ally supported the government’s
efforts, and threw its weight ag-
ainst the union’s port committee
in Felixstowe, which had urged
members not to go to war.

Now the ‘national unity’ be-
tween armed forces and seafarers
has worn very thin indeed. Last
Sudany some 55 Royal Navy men
launched their own little ‘inva-

sion’ — seizing a ship, the Keren,

where the NUS crew was in di-
spute over management attempts

to cut wages by £40 to £60 a

week.

The specific issue on the
Keren is that the crew, recruited
when it was operated as a ferry,

want to keep their old pay rates

rather than going onto lower deep
sea rates now the vessel is operat-
ed as a troopship (owned by the
Ministry of Defence, but operat-
ed by a civilian company).
According to the Financial
Times, “union leaders believe that
the wider implications of the

issue, are that the Government is
using recession and industrial
weakness to force through an

‘SAS-style’ approach to industrial-

relations, as a possible prelude to
displacement of all NUS members
[in Falklands operations] by reg-
ular naval crews”,

It 1s a precedent for the use of
troops in other industries, too.

As we go to press, the NUS
leadership seems to ,be retreating

from their initial call for a world-

wide strike, and going instead for
retaliatory occupations of other
ships.

Meanwhile, an industrial trib-
unal ruling on Tuesday revealed
another seamy side to the South
Atlantic war. Employers operat-
ing a hospital ship during the war
openly admitted that they had
rejected two Somali men for the
crew on racist grounds, The Morn-

ing Star reported that the bosses’ |

representatives:

“told the tribunal that some
crew members might have refused
to sail for the Falklands if they

“were forced to share a cabin with

a member of a different race,

“A dispute caused by such a
failure to segregate men of differ-
ent races ‘could have caused terr-
ible delays, damaged the 'morale
of the troops, and been a great
publicity coup for the Argentines’
he said.” | |

And the employers won the
tribunal,

Within the armed forces, too,
and even after the grave, the sord-

id facts of capitalism keep push-
ing through. Two councillors in
Aldershot have decided to boy-
cott an army charity because they
discovered that money from the
£14 million Souih Atlantic Fund

is being paid out unequally to

officers’ and to other ranks’
widows, |
One of the councillors said,
“If people ask me what their
money will be used for, I am not
prepared to say that 75p will go
to an officer’s wife and 25p to a
private’s wife...”” The Defence
Ministry, however, blandly ex-
plained that officers’ widows

should get more because they

have bigger expenses.

| ‘With our March fund not even reaching half the tax(fet-figuxe‘of £1,000,

»

and a poor start to our April fund, things are looking desp : _
Regular readers will know that Socialist Organiser has large debts, and

esperate.

that we need £1,000 on top of our paper sales to break even each month.

We didn’t have that money in March, and instead of reducing the debts,

we've added to them. So it’s even more important we reach the target of

£1,000 for April.

Each SO group should discuss fund-raising at its next meeting. In the
meantime, egh SO supporter should send a donation NOW to: The Treas-

urer, 214 Sickert Court, London N1 2SY.

- March total. £460.78.

Thanks to: Mick Woods £5: Pete Firmin

£1, John Macdonald £5;Two

‘supporters in the NUJ in Farringdon, £10, Basingsto.ke supporter £1.

‘April total: £116.00.

Thanks to: Pete Firmin £100, Jeff Slee £15, Angela Fraser £1.

the Indian Ocean is to be expan-
ded as a nuclear base. And US
bases in Japan and Korea hold
nuclear - weapons. At home,
Reagan still hopes to build the
giant MX missile system, each
missile carrying 10 warheads.

We are opposed to nuclear

weapons: but we are not neutral
in the face of this military build-
up by American imperialism. As
soclalists, we defend the Soviet
Union, and the countries of
Eastern Europe, Asia and Cuba
where capitalism has been over-
thrown, against imperialist
attack. =

Our method of struggle is not
nuclear war but class war —
supporting and mobilising the
struggles of workers and peas-
ants against imperialism. Such
a method is consistently oppos-
ed by the Stalinist rulers of the
USSR and the deformed workers
states — whose reactionary poli-

tics flow from their defence of

their own power and privilege
within . the nationalised econ-
omies.

But so long as imperialism

"menaces the workers of the

world with nuclear weapons,
there is no serious option for the

Soviet leadership but to defend

itself against this threat. While
we fight for the political over-
throw of the Kremlin leaders
and their hangers-on, this is a
task for the working class, not

‘the imperialists — least of all by

nuclear war.

Even now Reagan is attempt-
ing to undermine and reverse
one major revolutionary gain of
the recent period — and oust the
Sandinista regime in Nicaragua.

A restoration of imperialist
military superiority would en-
courage such intervention on a
world scale and heighten the
danger of.a confrontation be-

tween imperialism and the Sov-

iet Union. . -

All this means that the prime
target of the campaign against
nuclear weapons must be the
imperialist governments of
the NATO alliance — primarily
those of Britain and the USA.

Action must be taken, poli-
tically, economically, and indus-
trially to paralyse the war drive
and build a movement capable
of defeating the warmongering
governments of the capitalist
class. .

In Britain this means building
massive support for the one-day

strike called by the Greenham

Common women for—May 24.
And it means that the growing
CND movement must recognise
the political tasks ahead — and
throw its weight in with those
socialists fighting for a Labour
victory in the coming election
and for that Labour government
to be compelled to carry out con-
ference policies of unilateral
nuclear disarmament.

Cowley vote

Workers at BL’s Cowley Assembly

Plant voted on Wednesday 6th to~

stay .out and meet again on
Thursdat 14th. -

The mass meeting accepted a
shop stewards’ recommendation

to reject BL’s ‘offer’ of ‘Audited
Plant Status’.

As a Leylz.md

0 -

ed out, ‘“Audited Plant Status is

" not a concession, it 1s a further

imposition” — on top of the man-
agement’s original attempt to im-
pose three minutes’ extra work at
the beginning and end of each
day. - : -

The meeting also called for the
strike to be made officia.

Labour Against the Witch-hunt and the Labour Steering
Committee against Witch-hunts are jointly appealing for
signatures — of Constituency Labour Parties, trade union
branches, and individuals — to an advertisement against
expulsions. . o

The advertisement, due to appear in Tribune on May 13,
reads: ‘We are committed to a Labour victory at the next
General Election on the basis of the policies agreed by
Annual Conference. Any witch-hunt would endanger the
party unity required to achieve such a victory. We therefore
~call on the right wing majority of the National Executive Com-
mittee to halt all disciplinary measures against Party mem-
bers, groups of members, or Constituency Labour Parties.
Should the NEC persist with disciplinary- measures or dis-
affiliations, we give notice that we will not recognise any
such action. We will not expel, nor recognise the expulsion of
any Labour Party member or group of members arising from
political disagreement with the NEC’.

Signatures should be sent in, with a payment of £3 per
entry, to arrive by May 7 at ‘Tribune Ad’, ¢/0.11 Wilderton
Road, London N16. - H -

» London N8. Printed by East End Offset (TU). Registered as a newspaper at the GPO. Signed articles do not necessarily reflect the views of the SOA



