By Harry Sloan

EXPOSED under the harsh glare of the spotlight during the
current mini strike wave, the official leadership of the un-
ions has once again exposed its talentless warts and wrink-
les for all to see.

workers’ struggle offered the officials a command perform-
ance to show what they were made of.

Gone was the hoary old excuse that ‘‘we want to perform, but the

members won’t turn out’’ — since the struggles e_rupted for,the most
part from the rank and file.

Not only was there a full audience to watch the officials do their
act, but it was already stampmg and whistling in the theatre waiting
for the show to begin

ed and booed the right wing villains, they had little to cheer frem the
left wing stars who badly fluffed thelr part despite prompting from
1,000 Welsh pickets. The strike movement was halted — and the
mterval before the ballot gave the NCB and the Tory press their chan-
ce to perform.

Since then the audience has included steelworkers ‘and print work-
ers from Robert Maxwell’s BPCC empire.

They have witnessed a dismal display. In the case of Ford at Hale-
wood, where the dispute erupted over the victimisation of one worker
‘but centred on a wholesale management attack on manning levels,
star negotiator Ron Todd managed to get the audience to listen to the
oldest line in the book — suspension of the sacked man on full pay
pending an inquiry. All eyes will be on his performance in the second
act — as Ford demands sweeping changes in its ‘After Japan’ plan.

In the South Yorkshire steel stoppage, thousands walked out ag-
ainst compulsory redundancies and shift changes. ISTC General Secr-
etary Bill Sirs seized the chance for a cameo role and declared the
strike official — while simultaneously opposing any move to spread it.

In truly immortal words, he told his audience that if the strike lasted
a week or two it might make MacGregor and the Steel Corporation
more ready to consult the union. So while workers risked their jobs
and sacrificed wages battling to defeat hard-nosed management,
Sirs declared in advance that he saw it as no more than a fleeting show
of protest.

While there was mdespread sympathy for the Yorkshire strike
throughout the union, and steel workers in every area face the same
BSC offensive, Sirs insisted that it should not last, and should be con-
fined to South Yorkshire.

Called off

To wind down the curtain, ISTC local and national leaders called off
"the strike and delivered a ‘compromise’ chorus in which they claimed
to have saved six jobs and held off the shift changes. BSC manage-
ment heckled fmm the back row that, ‘‘The terms they have agreed
to go back on are exactly the same as those that were available before
the strike’’.

But star turn of the officials must be SOGAT 82 General Secretary

- Bill Keys, whose stand-up ‘left’ patter normally goes down a storm at
the TUC Palais.

Brought on stage by the strike action of his members who prmt the
Radio Times at Maxwell’s Park Royal works, and by the rapid spread
of supporting blacking action to t.he sister East Ktlbnde plant, Keys
knew the very routine that would win Maxwell’s applause.

He etarted by calling off the action which had Maxwell by the throat

. — the blackingin the London area of all Maxwell’s publicatiene. ‘From
this weakened position he then went into ‘nego .
managed to concede introduction of job flexibility and cuts in
Park Royal (under the threat of closure) and East Kilbride, and a no-
strike clause (see page 14).

Common to all these performances have been:
The willingness of the rank and file to take action. (In the Til-
bu dock strike t}us has even seen strikers vote down recommendaf

tlons for a return to work by their officials and their own stewarqs)
The appalling weakness of the officials, and their determmation

The eruption of strike action in the wake of the water

First in the eta]ls were the South Wales miners: but while they hiss-

tiations’ in which Keys
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to restrict rather than ext.end the struggles that erupt, grasping fer |

‘often illugory straws from the employers.

the most marginal trifles to union ne
thing but barely disguised contempt.
There is no denying that conditions are hard for the winning
major victories in a period where the entire ruling class is on the
offensive.
But there is no way that victories can be won so long as struggl es
remain controlled by ofﬁcmls who see their ]eb not as bulldmg upon

gotiators, for whom they have no-

BL Cowley Assembly Plant workers are still ﬁgh rmg the bosses’ moves to squeeze an extra si

The obdurate refusal of the employers to concede any more than ;
_filled is the crucial one of a principled leadership in the rank and ﬁle

of

e

...... A

x mznutes work a day

‘and strengthenmg the action of the rank and file but contmllmg it,
containing it, and compromising on its objectives.

"In this crmls-wracked theatre of struggle, the roie that remains un-

‘ot the unions and wider labour movement.
The policies and perspectives of Socialist Organiser are desi signed to
fill that role. As yet we are not drawing a mass audience: but as the

existing leaders fall flat before packed houses and leave militants
asking for their money back, we continue to fight for an audition.
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IN THE centre pages of the Sunday Times on- Aprii 10 readers
found an unusual article. S .

"“The Police and Criminal Evidence Bill attempts to give new
powers to the police. in doing so,
erties of England, and it would

bring us nearer to becoming a
police state’’. ; o

The author is no radical or civil liberties campaigner, but a retir--
) Bill he is denouncing was shaped
- decisively by the pressure on the government of police chiefs.

ed judge, Lord Salmon. The

- Likewise, the news that Manchester police chief James Ander-
ton has established permanently armed patrols has called forth
statements in the press against the arming of the police from pol-
ice officers shot on duty and from their relatives. .
Anderton’s moves contradict Home Office guidelines that police
should be armed only for specific tasks, and were undertaken
without the knowledge of the local Police Committee which is
supposed-to have (very limited!) supervisory powers.over himi.
Already, as our centre page feature shows, the police’s use of
guns has increased massively. |
Lord Salmon and his like are playing Canute to a powerful trend
for the police more and more to become a vocal, independent, poli-
tical force. . - - |
It goes back to the early '70s, when the Heath government beef-
ed up the police against the big strike movements of that period.
It came out into the open with the riots in summer 1981. it is paral-
leled by an increasingly political and autonomous stance from the
Army, which for over ten years has had a large share in the direct

“administration of a whole province of the ‘United Kingdom® —

Ireland.

For those who t'hink that Britain’s state fofces are so ‘constitu-

tional’ that they could never act like Chile’s did, here is evidence

of the forces becoming more and more unconstitutional under our

eyes. As the class struggle becomes more tense, might increas-
ingly overshadows rights. : .

Britain is not going to become another Chiie tomorrow. But
what is going to happen tomorrow Is that strikers, biack people,
and anyone else who falls foul of the cops, will face increasingly
heavy repression. - _ . |

What should the labour movement do? |
-~ We must fight to defend existing rights and existing controls
over the police — and extend them. | . |

Some police authorities have stopped their chief constables get-
ting plastic bullets. Labour representatives on Police Committees

should be pressed to use their position to the maximum — raising

calls for the sacking of Anderton and others.

We must make sure that a new Labour government is held to the -

Campaign Document commitment to bring in elected Police Auth-
orities everywhere (at present they are only partly elected, and
there is no Authority at all for London), and gives them full
powers. - : - | :

The Labour GLC has been in the forefront of the fight for such
accountability measures. GLC “councillor Steve Bundred, inter-
viewed in our centre pages this week, suggests that this fight mak-
es black self-defence groups unnecessary and diversionary.

Not so — any more than winning procedures and mutuality
clauses in a factory can contradict keeping the strikeeweapon
ready! On the contrary, the increasingly strong-arm role of the
police which sharpens the fight over accountability also makes self
defence more often needed. < -

1t will ailso mean that picket lines will have to ook more serious- ;
ly at organised self-defence; and united black/ white workers’ de-

fence squads will be increasingly on the agenda. -

And beyond that? The present police force — separated off from
society, but a hot-house for all society’s worst bigotries: rigidly
hierarchical itself, but beyond control.of the community — can
only be an enemy for the working class. Through accountability
measures we can perhaps restrain it, but never transform it. A

it would destroy many of the lib-

-
1 [

. the right to control their own

{§ and Immigration Acts

® Unilateral nuclear disarm- o pgjice accountability,

B ament and removal of all repeal of the Police Bill
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How radical is
Labour’s Cam-

“r

paign Document?

Peter Tatchell
spoke to Martin

Thomas.

what’s your assessment of

the
Campaign Document? |

Weak, unsatisfactory, and disap-

e

pointing. But it has got some pos-

itive elements worth fighting for. |

What about the economic
in it?

policy

Reducing uﬁemployment to ‘one
million is not an adequate object-
ive, but | think in terms of the

overall programme it’s all that is _

feasible. There is no sense in

‘which this is a really socialist pro-

gramme. It’s-a social-reformist
staging post. But because we have

not done the groundwork to win

public opinion to real mdical
socialist policies, it’s all that we

can hope for at the moment.

That’s not to say that we
should become fatalist, and
accept a reformist halfway house

— 1t means that we must redouble

our efforts for that campaign to

AS a result of vo'ti'ng against the

in Manchester have now been
expelled from the Laboutr Group.
A letter from the National Agent
David Hughes, dated March 10
but only received by us on the
22nd, delivered the sentence. -
"Iz v»ew of vour action in
CoizE oo March 2. 1983. I
i L% LI oo~ o ou thar the
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the Labour Group Wnip from
as of now.”

-

There is no time limit to ~~the
eXpulsions, which is normally the

~88p a week council house rent
~Increases, 27 Labour councillors

case, so in theory some of us -

could be out for years. That
might be what this present NEC
want. By doing that and only re-
admitting a few at a time they
could insure a right wing majority
in-the Group for years to come.

It is vital that. constituencies

“mecting.
- Liberals also voting against it was

SRR .

‘win the hearts and minds of mil-
lions ‘of people up and down the

country.

At the “Socialists for a Labour
Victory’ meeting at LPYS con-
ference, you said that Labour
must couple withdrawal from
the EEC with a more internat-
ionalist policy. What do you

-~

mean? o | -

As much as some on the left deny
it, there are very strongly nation-
alistic and jingoistic element$ to

the anti-EEC argument, and I

think those who pretend that

there could be a Fortress Britain

solution are extremely naive.
 Like it or not, Britain is inex-

tricably bound up with West Eur-
. opean capital. The links betweén.

big business in those countries are
already solidly forged. If we’re
going to defeat them, we have to

develop a similar unity among the

working class, socialists, and trade
unionists in the West European
countries at least ~ to develop a
common Alternative Economic
Strategy, if you like. |

ouncillors |
expelled

and district parties send resolu-

tions to the NEC condemning this
abuse of the rules and demanding
our reinstatement.- If they get
away with this in Manchester then
there’s nothing to stop them
doing the same in other parts of
the country where there is a
strong left wing on the council.

For our part, we are consider-
ing an appeal to the National Con-
ference this vear. That's the only
vinle l2ft opem 13 us now. Nor-

ATTREE 2T oenTlcihon
i & Lebour Group zooto ok
NEC, but in our case the court o7
appeal has already delivered the
sentence.

In the meantime, while all this
was going on the Group leader-
ship managed to force through
their fifth cuts budget in succes-

sion. They needed two attempts

-
— - -, - - -
gt *'_.. .

- .-‘
IHM- - .

to do it, though, because the left

voted against at the first budget
With the Tories and

ell

by clir Pete
~ Keenlyside

~although

It’s not just a British crisis, it’s
a West European crisis — in fact, a
world crisis, but in terms of a set
of homogeneous, similar coun-
tries, it’s particularly a West Euro-
pean crisis, and therefore we’ve
got a common interest with other

: 'It’s no
a Bl‘itiSh | criSiS’

t

EEC.

‘But the cost of campajgning for

European workers to fight our

way out of that crisis. | -

~Some of us would argue that
camp-

it follows that the whole _
aign for British withdrawal from
the EEC is a diversion. It’s a ‘capi-
talism in one country’ solution,
and capitalism can no longer exist
in one country. If our opposition
to-the EEC is on a socialist basis,
then the answer is not Britain get-
ting out but a socialist Europe. . :

Of course the goal is a united soc-
1alist Europe. But in the interim,
by withdrawing we:can resolve
some of theé economic ‘inequali-
ties of membership, and ‘we are
freer to pursue interventionist
government policies of our own

Choosing and to develop links |

with other countries outside the

) 50,

defeated, the only time this has

‘ever happened in Manchester.

We voted against because
the cuts weren’t as
severe as in previous years, they
were still cuts and therefore

EEC withdrawal is that you en-
courage the false idea that prob-
lems come from Brussels, not
from-capitalism...

In a sense the Common Market is

- a bit of a sfraw man. In or out. we

''''''

are still going to live in a society
dominated by capital. But all the
arguments about the Treaty of
Rome and net payments impede
getting on with the real issue, and
I think we’ve got to get out so
that all these arguments about the
Brussels bureaucracy can be swept
aside. |

S0 you get out to prove that it’s
irrelevant to get out?

I wouldn’t put it quite like that! -
Operating from outside the Com-
mon Market, in conjunction with
other left governments and move-

-ments in Europe, some inside arid

some outside the EEC, is better
than operating inside it.

.- & ;.'jiji

trying to -kéep up the cosy pact
-they’ve had with successive group

leaders.

against Party policy and the mani-

festo we stood on. As well as the

88p rent rises, there was a cut of

£1.8 million in committee
budgets, and almost £7 million
was removed from the repairs
prozramme. The budget had not
been drawn up in consultation
w15 the Party and as far as we
RIIT fomeErmed It wasn't g
Labour budger, .-

In the end the IShPWINT 2ot It
through because th2 pressure put
on the councllors who voted
against proved too strong. We
even had the historic sight of the
counci union leaders and assorted
full-time officials actually lobby-
ing a Labour Group meeting,
The pity is that they didn’t do
that four years ago instead of

The problem was that they
saw the issue purely in terms of
whether their members would get
paid if the budget continued to
get voted down. :That, and -the
implied threat of the right to do a
deal with the Tories which would
have led the compulsory redun-
dancies, meant that the very
people who should have been our
allies were against us. |

When we met shortly before
the second budget ‘meeting the
minority who were in favour of
abstaining including the one Mili-
tant supporter on the council, had
become the majority. Although
five of us still thought we should
stick it out and vote against, that
wouldn’t have been enough to
affect the result. We didn’t want
to be completely isolated * for
no purpose, so we went along
with the majority and abstained. .




Careers at stake

Right wing
‘slows pace of
witch-hunt

{

BOTH THE March Labour Party
National Executive (NEC) meet-
ing and the Organisation Sub-
Committee on Monday 11th vot-
ed overwhelmingly to defer the
three resolutions on their agen-
da dealing with the witch-hunt.
The ‘official’ reason was ‘im-
pending legal action’ — but in
fact Militant say that while they
have not dropped their court
action, they are not going to
push it.

At the March NEC, there was

much talk about the Darling-
ton by-election the following
day. Now- there are the local el-
ections in May.

The right wing was willing to

sink Bermondsey; but if the

‘same approach was repeated
and generalised to other areas,
it would directly affect them.
The Labour leadershlp and right

wing don’t want Labour to lose

the electxon. The Tories are at-
tacking the rank and file in the
first place; but they are also
threatening the whole structure
of the Labour Party and trade
urtions. A lot of careers are at
stake.

The Right have not chan ed
their mmds about the w1tch-
‘hunt. If there wasn’t going to be
a fight or ‘trouble’, then they
would go ahead. This is why it is
extremely important for the rank
and file not to get complacent
in the present apparent Tull.
- What about the five Militant
EB members? Islington Central
CLP refused to expel Ted Grant
and Peter Taaffe; and now their

ward 1s transferred to the new .

Islington South, all the indica-
tions are that the new CLP will
have the same attitude. ‘

Hammersmith North is also~

firm. Unaffected by the boun-
dary changes, it has" been con-
tinuing as normal with Keith
Dickinson playing a full part,
including on the GC. 2

The Campalgn Group of MPs,
meeting on March 23, agreed to
send a message of so}_clarxty to
these two CLPs.

The exception is Norwood
‘which has accepted the - expul-

sion of Clare Doyle and Lyn

Walsh. .. o
Although Ted Knight and the
leading group in Norwood used
procedure to avoid re-discussing
‘the issue at their last GC, it will
,come up again when the CLP is
reconstituted with the addi-
tion of a ward strongly in favour
of defying expulsions.
Labour Party organisations
should send messages to Nor-

wood urging them to close ranks
w1th the other CLPs and offer-

- AGAINST THE
WITCH-HUNT!

Join LABOUR AGAINST THE WITCHHUNT

_\

Other

ing support for such a stand).
It was against this background

that the third Labour Against
the Witch hunt (LAW) National

Council meeting took place last
Saturday, 9th. CLP affiliation
had increased by about 50%

since the previous meeting, and

‘now stands at 55.

‘Militant’s Labour Steering

Committee Against Witch-hunts

is more willing to work closely
with LAW. There have been
large joint fringe meetings at a

number of the Labour Party

regional conference, and one
at the Labour Party Young Soc-
ialists conference; and the new
advert against expulsions is

being jointly organised by the
two campaigns. It has already

got Tony Benn’s signatare.

The National Council meeting
agreed to focus campaigning on
the reinstatement of the expell-
ed Militant EB members and on
constitutional changes to estab-
lish the right of Party members
to organise (the Greenwich am-
endment) and to reduce the disc-
iplinary powers of the NEC.
LAW will also support an anti
witch-hunt slate for the NEC.

We decided to campaign for
the ‘Greenwich amendment’
alone, rather than also for a
snnple reversal of the Register,
because the Register 1s no long-
er central, Greenwich is a much
more powerful weapon against
the. witch-hunt/ than simple
reversal, and to have both on the
agenda would give the centre a
soft option.

John Bulaitis, reporting from

the LSCAW, made the point that

the right of the expelled Militant
-supporters to appeal directly

to conference was not automatic,

- and we’ll have to campaign for
it

The LAW National Council

- also heard reports on the ex-

pulsion of 29 Manchester coun-
cillors from the council Labour
Group by the NEC; the situation
with the Tower Hamlets coun-
cillors and the activities of the
right wing there; and the fight in
Brent East to be allowed to re-
select their MP.

. The next meeting of the LAW |
National Council was fixed for

Saturday May 28.

Parties, trade union organisations, Labour
| Party affiliates, and individuals.
Fee. CLPs and unions £10, wards £5, indivi-
duals and other organisations £3. Write to-

BRENT

candidate by the

something”,

East Constituency-
Labour Party may be stopped
from selecting its parliamentary
National
‘Executive Committee of the

‘Labour Party .

The (General Comm1ttee de-

cided in October 1981 to defer

selection until after the 1982
local council elections. When
our Executive Committee met in
July of last
timetable with Regional-Officer,

Janice Muir, we didn’t have the

benefit of her company —
merely a telephone call inform-
ing us that we were under

year to agree a

“White’s business affairs,

Move
to oust
White

Pollok Constituency Labour Party
on the South side of Glasgow, has
voted overwhelmingly for a
motion expressing no confidence
in their MP, James White. The
vote, by 289, was followed by
another motion, passed by an
equally large majority,
White to resign his seat before the

General Election.
After hearing

reports of
partic-
ularly details of a recent dispute
concerning the car collection
company of which he is managing
director, Pollok GMC supported
the Executive resolution against

‘White.
This was the last meetmg of

the old Pollok which will now be

reconstituted under the boundary .

changes. Despite White’s defiant
contempt of the local Labour
Party, the fight to get rid of him

and select a more suitable candi-
~date, will undoubtedly be pursued

within the new Pollok constitu-
ency.

" There is strong feelmg in the
constituency that White must go
and that the NEC will have to
respect that sentiment and allow
reselection to take place.

The vote is'an indication of
the depth of feeling within Pollok
and many other constituencies
that the time is npe to rid our-
selves of right wing MPs such as

White, whose politics and conduct .

asking

one of them said.

‘Will N E C mtervene
in Brent res electlon ?

By Mick
Woods

inveetigation from the Netional

Party machine, along with the

other Brent CLPs
There followed three of the

most bizarre meetings that any

of us have ever attended,

where people who had publicly :

called for a vote for the SDP
were allowed to accuse leading

- members of the local Labour
misde-'

Parties of various

meanours.
The NEC decided to put the 3
local parties under supervison
for 6 months. Brent North,
which is a safe Tory seat, was
allowed to go ahead w1th its
selection soon after, but Brent
East and Brent South, both
Labour seats, have had their
standing orders gone over with a
fine toothcomb, their member-
ship checked, and their GCs and

ECs attended by a N ational

Officer.

" All of this has wasted a great
deal of time and.resources both
at local - and national level
which could have been better

-employed in t'xghtmg the Tory

government.
During this

out a 38 point letter, jam-
packed with accusations about
the left. Some right-wingers put
their names to the ‘gang of 7
document, which denounced the
left for caucusing over the

- selection.

In short, the right wing ha’ve
done .everything in. their de-
clining power to stir the shit and
delay the reselection.

Now Freeson has had the

'cheek to write a letter to the

NEC quoting the guideline laid
down at the Feb 25 1981 NEC
that the selection® procedure
‘must be commenced not later
than 36 months after the Gener-
al Election’. With the present
make up of the NEC is is poss-
ible that he might even get
away with it. |
At the March NEC it was
decided to seek legal advice on

the issue.

- The possibility

period,‘ Reg
Freeson (the sitting MP) turned

she

is due to go to the Organisa-

tional. Sub-committee on April

11, and we’ll then know if the
National Officer considers us to
be properly run. If the Organis-
ing Sub-committee passes us as
OK then we have Freeson'’s
letter to contend with. It’s a bit
like being a duck in a shooting

gallery.

supporting Freeson’s challenge
has less to do with any great love
for Freeson than with desire to
- keep Ken Livingstone, the most
hotly tipped of hls rivals, out of
. parliament.

Freeson is on the left of the -

- Parliamentary Labour Party, but
over the years the steady left-
ward movement of the art has
left him behind. He defends the
Israeli - state while the party
supports the fight for a secular
Palestinian state; he was largely

responsible for  the Criminal’

Trespass Law under the last
Labour administration; and de-
spite his verbal support for a
united Ireland he condemns the
.Provos as facists and defends
_Labour Party policy on Ireland. -
In the deput leadership elec-
tion he voted for Healey agamst
the overwhelming decnsmn of
the local party to support Benn,
and he was one, of those MPs
who signed a statement to over-
turn the Wembley decision on
the party electing the leader.
" Given that Freeson is .on the
left of that wretched band of
humanity known as the PLP, the
threat of him being deselected

Dt .. o e

Josephine Thomas faces.
deportation because — to

look after her sick mother —

longer in Grenada than the

‘Two Year Returning Resi-

‘dent Rule aliows.

Contact: Josephine Tho-
‘mas . Support - Committee,
4 Delghton Rd, Hudders-

of the NEC

stayed five months

A e M«/‘-’W’b RIR
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by a candidate to his left is, we
beheve unique.

Brent East is a left-wing party
and proud of it. During the
summer our banner was on the
picket lines during the Health

. Workers dispute, marching in

solidarity with the people of
Palestine; and on Irish solidarity
demo last May. We have cam-

paigned locally on job-loss in

Brent, on Nuclear Disarmament,

~on cheap fares, women’'s right

to work, Ireland, Palestine and
for the defence of the Health
Service. We regularly invite
workers in dispute to our bran-
ches and GC and have an active
membership and ' developing
~ links with the local unions. '

We have supported the fight
for democracy in the Party from
the beginning — we oppose the
" witch-hunt against Militant,
defended Hornsey, and suppor-
ted Bermondsey’s right to select
Peter Tatchell, and went down
to campaign for him. We have
affiliated to Labour Against the
Witch-hunt.

The . Orgamsatlon Sub-com-
mittee meetlng on Monday 11th
-failed to give Brent East and
Brent South the go-ahead to
reselect. But Brent East’s offi-
cers have received legal advice
to proceed with reselection.

‘We also intend to call a lobby
of the NEC at Walworth Road on
Wednesday March 27th. More
details next week. -
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VIRTUALLY before the ink
has dried on the Serpell Rep-

ort on BR finances, Thatcher:

1s proceeding to destroy the
rail network. Another 3,700
jobs are to go in the BR
engineering  workshops  in
Horwich (closure — 1,500
sacked),  Shildon (2,000
sacked) and Temple Mills.

The closure of the Horwich
Loco Works, scheduled now - for
August” this year, will inflict
untold misery on a working class
comihunity that has built and
refurbished locos and roiling
stock for decades. One in four

families in Horwich has someone

in the works and will be directly
affected by the closure.
Unemployment in nearby
Bolton stands at 16% (17,300)
and will soar to well over 20% if
the Horwich closure goes ahead,
and the expected 800 redundan-
cies - take place at the BAC
Lostock works in the town.

Ironically, this process of deci-

mation is taking place on the rail-

ways at the same time as Britain’s_

EEC counterparts are expanding
Investment on railway infrastruc-
ture at a phenomenal rate. Even
the “monetarist” Kohl regime in
West Germany- is committed to
carrying through the SPD’s expan-
sion programme for rail. -

Yet Thatcher wishes to return
Britain to pre-Disraeli times in
more than just the ideological
sense. . She aims to create two
nations of rail and non-rail users:
those who' travel on the lucrative
south-eastern routes, and the rest
of Britain’s passengers who will be
forced to give up rail for bus
transport.”

~  New stock

Dennis Green; chair of the
- Horwich Joint Action Committee,
-argued the case. “Britain needs
-new rolling stock simply to keep
BR functioning at its present
level. The demand is there not
just to keep the workshops open

but to increase orders for new

- stock. N
“If the Thatcher government

are allowed to carry out these -

closures, it will lead to total
devastation for working people in
Horwich and Shildon.

| “The Horwich JAC are deter-
mined to stop this closure. We
will fight these attacks on our

families - tooth and nail, and’ by
B N S e N --1

TROOPS OUT= '

-abour Committee on Ire-
end, BM Box 5355, London
NCIN 3XX. |
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whatever means necessary, includ-
ing industrial action.”

It 1s now clear that the work-
shops are in the front line of the
Tory offensive, and that if they
succeed in closing the plants — it
will be the signalmen, guards,
drivers and maintenance staff who

will be next in line for Thatcher’s |

meat grinder. - - o
So what is the Tories’ thinking

~behind smashing up the railways?

In essence they want to install
the US “Amtrack system” into
Britain. In the US, there are a
small number of east coast—west

coast rail routes that connect

industrial centres but which
predominantly carry freight.
The transportation of people

is handled through the Grey-~

nound bus system, a large number
of aircraft companies, and exten-
sive multi-lane freeways. ~
Most = of this activity, of
course, is carried on by pwivate
enterprise. |
In an overcrowded island like
Britain this system would just
not w:'k. And, moreover, to
transte: existing rail traffic to

private coach firms would lead to.

a ludicrous level of over-crowding
of Britain’s roads.

But if you live in Sunbury on
Thames and travel to work in a
Rolls Royce, do you need to
bother about railways?

Surely those esteemed gentle-
men who sat on the Serpell
Inquiry were men of distinction
and impartiality? -
The facts show a different

Take Leslie Bond for example.
A personnel director of the Rank
Organisation, Mr Bond has recent-
ly negotiated a new 50 year lease
with the Ministry of Transport for
a chain of motorway service areas.

According to Labour Research
“a reduced rent was agreed . . .
which improved the profits for

~the year” and “‘the more favour-

able terms provided under the
new leases open up a greater range

dorwich fights closure

of opportunities which should
have a positive effect on future
business” (Annual Report 1980).

- One NUR steward at Horwich
put it well. “If Leslie Bond is let
loose on the railways, he will have
the same- effect as his namesake,
John Bond, had on Manchester
City. We’ll all be relegated to the

~ dole queue.”

Interestingly, Rank has contri-

“buted £140,000 to the Conserva-
tive Party, £3,000 to the Centre

for Policy Studies and £8.,500 to
Aims for Industry. And “person-
nel director” Bond has cut Rank

employees by 17% in five years.

Hated railways

But maybe Mr Bond is the
exception on tiae inquiry? Not so.
Alfred Goldstein, author of
the Minority Report is a senior
partner m Travers Morgan who

- Just happen to specialise in roads

A test for Knapp

DESPITE all Sid Weighell’s mud-

slinging, recent

election,

during  the

Jimmy Knapp who was elected by
63% of the votes cast. .
This result is a rejection of Sid

Weighell-type leadership, repres-

ented by Charlie Turnock.
‘Knapp has been described in
the media as a left. But compared

‘to the other three candidates,

who isn’t? .
He 1s in favour of unilateral
nuclear disarmament, against

incomes policy, and for building

unity with ASLEF. -
- An  encouraging sign  that
democracy is on its way is Jimmy
Knapp’s willingness to stand for
re<clection every five years and a
recent proposal put forward by
the national executive, that dele-
gates to the annual general meet-
ing should be chosen on political
grounds and not because “so-and-

the post of General .
Secretary has been taken by -

SO 18 a nice person and deserves a-

fortnight’s lioliday, all expenses
paid” as is the case now. Let’s
hope they-both materialise.

We will have to wait and see.

what he actually does in practice.
Already he has said he wants to
build unity with the right (collab-
orating with management). That

can only mean not doing what we -

need to do to defend our jobs,
wages and conditions.

"The first test for K'napp will

be the closure threat to the BR
workshops. And what about the

Serpell Report. Will we just have a
paper protest with leaflets and a

petition, and then watch them
tear the railways apart? Or will we
have action? What about the
death by a thousand cuts that is

~already happening to lines around

the country? And what about our
pay claim to be lodged this April?
Arec wce -going to have the same
farce as last year?

- ways for years.

The jobs are élready being axed |
and bridges. Alfred has hated rail-

The Minority Report states

. “Railways are a means of trans-
port.

Though each  form of
transport has throughout history

created cultural and social change

— and railways particularly so —

each has been overtaken in some

or all respects,: by _successors”
(Serpell Report, page 106). "

- Accountants

You don’t have to be a con-
temporary Sherlock Holmes to
see that roads built by Mr Gold-
stein could replace railways.

Even more suspicious is the
fact that Goldstein’s firm, Travers
Morgan, were used asaccountants
for the Serpell Inquiry, receiving
£370,000 for their efforts. |

P.J. Butler, another member
of the Serpell Committee, is a
member  of - Peat, Marwick
Mitchell which also just happened

to recetve £182,000 for acting as

management consultants. In 1981

this firm received £1 million for
auditing work for Bond’s Rank

Organisation! | |
- One AUEW steward at Hor-
wich summed up the hypocrisy
of this “independent” charade.
“To expect the Serpell Com-
mittee to produce an independent

review of BR would be like
expecting Joseph Goebels to
produce a neutral assessment of -

life in Auschwitz.”

It 1s also clear that any notion
of a free competition for tender-
ing contracts for this work were
never ccnsidered by the govern-
ment. Neither have Travers

Morgan any expaqence, as an
organisation, ot ruiiw .

actiyities.

‘Furthet 3, tlh
antics on Serpell te...y contra-
dict their own arguments when
motivating the case for the
“privatisation” of local authority
contracts previously carried out

by Direct ‘Labour Organisations.

Apparently, the financial assess-
ment of British Rail is that it is

too big a fish to be allowed to fall

victim to the arbitrariness of .the
market place! |

The only way to put a stop to
this malevolent attack 'on working

people will be through combined
industrial action involving all BR

engineering workshops. On Febru-

ary 18 this year, Russell Tuck
- (Acting General Secretary of the

NUR), told the Fimancial Times.
“We shall maintain our policy of
no compulsory redundancies and

no workshop closures.”

These fine
need to be transformed into a
reality. The members of the Hor-
wich Joint Action Committee are
now working to this end by doing
the following: -

*Building solidarity between
Horwich, Shildon and . Temple
Mills. Co-ordinated industrial
action is our priority. .
~_ *Solidarity between all major
rail  unions - NUR, TSSA,
ASLEF and CSEU in the work-
shops. B

*Solidarity between the rtail

untons and other trade unionists,
in particular through the Triple

Alliance with  steel and mine-
workers. -

*Solidarity between the local
councils directly affected and the
working people — young and old
— that they represent. Balton
Council have already put their
resources at our disposal.

What can you do?

*Help with mass leafletting of
the community, - .

*Raise a resolution opposing
closure in your rail/CSEU/Labour
Party branch. | ‘

*Send messages of support to

" Horwich and Shildon.

*Organise meetings in your

- area: invite a speaker to your -

union/Labour Party branch from
the Horwich JAC. |

In-the summer of 1982 the
Horwich rail workers and their

- families showed that a redundan-
.cy threat can be blocked through
- mobilising mass working class and

community support. In 1983 they

Can stop a total closure — with .
~your support.

* Action lineé:- Terry Banks',
Wigan 832366: Ronnie Hardman,
Horwich 691310; Harold Hartley,

- Horwich 693420,

.................

sentiments now °

ACM

THE LACK of any serious com-
mitment to gay rights in the

Labour Party Campaign Docu-
ment was heavily criticised at the
Labour Campaign for Gay Rights
national conference and AGM. .

- The event, staged in Bristol on
Saturday April 9, was attended by
over 70 members who met to dis-
cuss the key elements for the
group’s activities in the tollowing
year, which will include a general
election. -

The conference was also dis-
appointed at the failure of the
recently formed Socialists for a
Labour Victory campaign to place

gay rights on its election agenda,

~or to invite LCGR to its founda-.
“tion meeting. We intend to urge

SLV to reconsider its position and
to campaign with us for a mani-
festo commitment to  fyl
equality. _
LCGR is planning major cam-
paigns at both this year’s Labour
Party conference in Brighton, and
the " Trades Union Congress in
Blackpool. |

wernment

Pete Cashman is march coordinator for
the Ellesmere Port/Birkenhead stretch
of the People’s March feeder which
starts from Shotton on May 7 and
goes through Merseyside to Man-
chester. He told us: “As far as we

are concerned, it is a labour

- movement march. We are ap-

proaching the clergy only for
the use of church halls. On
the Sunday we’ll be holding
a Festival, with a speaker
on the platform from

ke

el “Cammelll Lairds shipyard,

Y

where redundancies are

- threatened, so we’re try-

-~ 1ng to link up the march

- with the direct struggle

- for jobs. Also, every
marcher will get a form to

join the TGWU' Our union

bi'a'nch, the 6/88, is centrally involved

in organising the march. And we want the marchers to ._
| - elect their own stewards™.
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WOMEN — a majority of the

population, living longer than -
men, and facing the burden

of caring for relatives for

whom theré are no hospital

beds — have many reasons to
be especially concerned at the

- new round of health cuts now
‘biting homre in every area.

~ But women who expect the
official union leadership to spear-
head real action to oppose the

cuts and defend jobs and services

will often be sorely disappoirited.
Timc and again up to now union
officials have held back, isolated
and defused struggles against the
cuts: and have only been forced

Initiatives at rank
and file level. -

One cuts ca'mpaign setting

out to give such a.lead is that
of the Manchester Joint Shop
Stewards’ Committee, which
has just published a free bull-
etin spelling out the dangers
of cuts planned by the North
West Regional Health Author-
ity, to create the basis for a
coordinated fight back..

During last year’s campaign

many health workers were say--

ing that much more than pay

‘was at stake. The future of the

NHS was at risk.
Hospitals would close; jobs
would go; private contractors
would take over services; profit-
able parts of the NHS would go
to private hospitals.
- Health workers were afraid
for their future, and for ours too.
That’s one reason why they

fought so hard for their just

claim, why they found so much

public support; and why other

workers were willing to strike in

.

sohdarity. . |
The future has come. As the

North-West ' Regional Health

Authority put plans for cutting
250 beds: from St Mary’s, the
Manchester Royal Infirmary,
and the Eye Hospital. And now
catering, domestic and laundry

- services are under threat of pri-
vatisation. It’s happening on the

Wirral, in Leeds, Oxfordshi;'e: ..

Deterioration '

Women’s health care will cert-
ainly deteriorate with the loss of
48 gynaecological beds at St
Mary’s. Already women in the
Manchester area are having to

wait months for d&c’s and hys--

terectomies. |

Central Manchester has a
large black population, whose
health needs are already neg-
lected by the NHS — as even
government studies have con-
firmed. -

As usual, women and black
people bear the brunt of the

~cuts. ‘

* pay campaign was ending, the — . ' | : , —
ay 24 : strike

-But health workers in central
Manchester want to resist the
government’s plans, and they
want our help. Last year’s pay
claim was defeated. This time,
defeat would be fatal. And if
Central District are left isolated,
they will lose. -

We have to make the cuts a
live issue in housing estates,
factories, union branches and

stewards’ committees, and in

other hospitals throughout the

region. In the end, we have to
be ready to demonstrate, occupy

threatened wards, and to strike

" in defence of the NHS.

That way, we can win!

THE Regional Health Author-

ity’s plan was originally leaked

to the press by a consultant
whose beds were threatened.

Immediately the Central Dis-
- trict Joint Shop Stewards Com-

mittee (JSSC, involving stew-
ards from all the unions) tried to
call a mass meeting.

*‘The JSSC was one of the few
things we got out of the pay dis-
pute. We didn’t really have time

~to sit back and worry ourselves

sick over the defeat, it just hap-
pened s0 quickly. We were
ready to go, and I think we had a
fair amount of experience then

_gained from our three or fou

-

months. - -

We tried to get a mass meet-
ing, something we’'d done

throughout the dispute to keep
our members informed about

forthcoming actions. One of the
ideas we had was to go ‘down

and picket Gateway House, the
Regional HQ, when they were
going to take the final decision

‘on bed closures. Anyway it’s

important to keep members
informed. - o
- We approached management

and management turned around

and said, ‘oh well, we don’t
recognise you. Why do you think
you represent staff?’ This was
kind of surprising, because all
the way through the dispute,
over sectional action, they’'d
been talking to members of the
JSsC. |

So, we still haven’t had our
mass meeting. What we have
had are a gouple of public meet-
ings, organised by the Commun-
ity Health Council. I think the
CHC have got a tremendous
amount of resources we can use,
and perhaps closer links than
the JSSC with community

groups and also people within

the Health Service, officials.

But as far we as trade un-
ionists are concerned, it's a

political issue and a political

fight. The cuts are directly or

indirectly coming about because
of government cuts, and just
how restricted the CHC will be
in joining us in a political fight,

Idon’t know’’.
(George McLean, secretary
Central District JSSC)

Another problem to be tack-

led 1is the potential division be-

tween Central District and other
health workers, who may believe

that cutting the Manchester
Royal Infirmary will save their

v -
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cause further loss of morale;

frustration, and increased pres-
sure of work for the remaining
staff.

The cuts in Central District
can’t be fought by health work-
ers alone, they need support
from other workers who use the
health service. During the pay

claim, Central District were “ad-

opted’ by their local Telecom

~depot, and made many other
contacts: | B

““Dockers, miners, engineer-
ing, transport, the buses; we
seemed to get a really good
response off mainly the other
nationalised industries. If they
show us the same sort of re-
sponse they did in the pay nego-
tiations and we get a bit of a bet-
ter response off nurses and staff
actually in the NHS ___ it’s their
fight — then I think we should
do better than we did last time'*’.

(Porter, St Mary’s)

| tory, Chippenham Mews.

R

-

e

‘ON DUTY’ is a play, produ-
ced by the Black Angels
Theatre Project, based on the
experiences of a black woman
shop steward in. a London
hospital fighting closure.

It opens on April 18 at the

- Carlton Centre, Carlton Vale,

Kilburn, and will also be

-appearing as follows:

April 19: Carlton Centre.
April 20 & 21: Factory
Community Centre, 107

Mathias Rd, Islington.

- April 27: St Matthews,
Brixton. -
April 28: Tottenham Com-
munity Project, 628 High Rd,
N17. o |
April 30/May 1: The Fac-

hospital from the axe. We want
to fight every cut, but Central
District is a good place to start
~ because the attack is so blatant.
“In my authority the cuts
have consisted of not Ailling vac-
ancies, of freezing posts, of
. saving bits and pieces here, run-
ning down departments. It's °
very difficult to point to what's

What you can do: . | | .
M 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 strike action in your union, workplace,
estate, shopping centre, school college, nursery, just anywhere you go.
BIf your local council has a nuclear free zone policy, and many do,
demand that the council gives over office space for orgnising for the happening, even the stewards
24th. Sheffield and Leicester City Councils have already done so. often don’t know what’s going
BPlan action for the day itself — we can do ANYTHING, occupy, except perhaps in their own
encircle, decorate, die-in, blockade at military bases, banks, armaments ward or own unit. |
factories and supporting industries, nuclear bunkers, Ministry of De- If we can't generate a fight in
fence Offices. | | | " Central, it’s going to be very
B Leaflet everywhere, so there can be no excuse for not knowiing what'’s difficult to fight over the num-
happening on May 24. If you don’t have local leaflets, they can be ob- ber of telephone calls you can
- tained nationally from the London Greenham office. | - make, freezing for three months
B Demand the support of men. Ask them to take supportive strike a staff nurse vacancy some-
action as well, and to help organise creches so children can be looked here in Tameside on a surgical
after and the women are free to take the main action on the day.. ward...”” L
. WPressure to get unions to support May 24 must now be generated, (Member of Greater Manchester
in local branches. Trades Councils can arrange for every delegate to Area JSSC)
take support for May 24 into their branches and arrange for speakers Huge job losses are on the
from Greenham Common to address meetings. __ cards, possibly involving up to
W Help set up local erganising meetings, including women’s centres, 600 members of staff. Although
8 women’s groups, minority ethnic women’s groups, trade union wo- some doctors and nurses may
¥  men’s groups, anti-cuts campaigns, etc. be redeployed, many would join
B Labour Party Women's sections can take up the call and shqw that technical, ancillary and clerical
there are Labour Party rank and file members who are dgtermmed t0  staff on the dole queue. Already
commit the Labour Party to campaign on conference resolutions. most of the wards and depart- . ~
___Let’s make May 24 the biggest, most successful action yet! ments are- chronically under- .o
staffed and these cuts can only

- agal

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

n

- 10b Landseer

Rd, London N19
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JACK BARNES is National Secretary of the Socialist Workers’

Party of the US — once the key organisation supporting the poli- -

tics of Leon Trotsky, supporting his fight to build a new revolu-
tionary international that would uphold the principles and pro-

gramme of Marxism against the Stalinist bureaucracy that had §

risen to the head of the degenerated ‘Communist’ International,
and (in the initial post-war period) a major component of the
attempt to continue Trotskyism after the death of Trotsky.

- Barnes, however, has now ' : | |
formed the view that this By Ha rr y |

struggle was unnecessary.

He and the SWP leadership
have drawn the conclusion that

Cuba is a healthy workers’.state
— and that in Nicaragua and Gre-

nada there are workers’ and farm-

ers’ governments. The leader-
ships in each case, they conclude,
are revolutionary leaderships — in
the case of Cuba, ‘proletarian
internationalists’.

In consequence of this, those

Trotskyists who are critical of
these regimes, and fight for direct
workers’ rule through workers’
councils, must be condemned as
‘'sectarians’ with no understanding
of the ‘real’ world. -
The way forward for Barnes is
not through the development of
Trotskyist parties: and — ssince

governments are involved — the

SWP rejects any notion of recruit-
ing their new-found comrades to
the banner of the Trotskyist inter-
national. But if the mountain
won’t come to Mahomet, Maho-
met must go to the mountain; so
Barnes gamely declares the SWP’s
availability for ‘fusion, discussion
and collaboration’ with Castro
and co in some new regroupment.

As his speech reported on this

page points out, Barnes writes off
those Trotskyists who reject this
course. Singling out Socialist Org-
aniser for special mention, he de-
scribes 80-90% of Trotskyists as
“hopeless, irreformable
-ians”. Barnes-also tries to discred-
it Trotskyism in general by throw-
ing in a parallel reference to Gerry
Healy’s totally degenerated Work-

sectar-

Sloan

ers’ Revolutionary Party.
- All this must come as strange

11ews to some of Barnes’ co-think-

ers in the United Secretariat of
the Fourth International — the
British section of which is the

Socialist League (formerly IMG).

Presumably the bulk of the USFI
membership falls into Barnes’
‘sectarian’ bag. |

- Where, then, does Barnes see
the future? His speech, focusing

~ on the changing views of the lead-

ership of the Salvadoran CP (PCS)
and praising the Castro regime in
Cuba, makes this clear.

- It 1s towards the ‘left* talking,
populist forms of Sralinism —

parties- backed by the material

power of the Kremlig, bureau-
cracy - that the SWP is turning
for international links... “a new
world movement”, |

The PCS has indeed (under
pressure from groups to its left)
spelled out political criticisms of
the reformist ‘peaceful roads’ to
socialism which have been advoc-

ated with disastrous results by.

most Latin American CPs — most
catastrophically in Chile. o

Marxists obviously welcome
any break by Stalinist leaders
from the politics of the ‘peaceful
road’ — and . should seek wher-

ever possible to develop debates

. and dialogues designed to capital-
o am'wm 8 Advertisement mm ma ise on_such divisions. We should
1 press for a decisive break from the
i political methods and internation-
* I al machinery of the Stalinist
‘apparatus in the Kremlin.
l _ But the SWP position is quite
| the opposite. Taking every ‘left’
I statement by Handal and by
~Castro as good coin, they have
- M B simply thrown aside Trotskyist
m Jj Politics and adapted to those of
the Kremlin’s Caribbean and Cen-

| | By | B tral American proteges.
Tl‘OtSkY'sm | B E l In Barnes™ speech we see the

- " 4 wavs i . | ,
vays in which the SWP leadership
| or Castf olsm :Sls, - l is busily devaluing and discarding
2?122 " . its Trotskyist heritage. ‘“Trotsky-
. polnicat .
evotuion
M o the .

g SWP

consign

Jewel Movement in Grenada has

US imperialism.
| B

They are not at that stage vet”.

!
l

§ approach...”

.

-

Ry

re we sectar

-

ism’, he tells us, was an invention
of Stalin — designed to mask
Stalin’s own opposition to Lenin’s

“politics.

- But the whole matter is reduc-
ed in this way to an ideological

-debate between two individuals. -
What was really at stake was the
struggle against the bureaucratic

degeneration of the Russian Revo-
lution, and against the subsequent
misleadership and sabotage of

revolution on a world scale by the

Stalinist-led Communist Internat-
ional.

Liquidated

The Trotskyist opposition was

the material challenge to this —

brutally liquidated wherever poss-
ible by the secret police of Stalin
and his heirs, but constantly re-

emerging as a threat because it re-

presents the independent revolu-
tionary strength of the interna-
tional working class. . -

Trotskyists are critical of
Castro precisely because however
‘left’ his rhetoric, the Cuban

- regime does not rest on independ-

ent workers’ councils or soviets

on the pattern of the October Re-

volution: rather — with huge eco-
nomic subsidies from the Kremlin
— it has consolidated itself as a

‘A privileged, unaccountable bureau-

cracy above the working class.
This is not a ‘model’ of the
type of revolution

percan | “The person who now speaks only of a ‘revolutionary-democratic
dictatorship of the proletariat and the peasantry’ is behind the
| i times, consequently, he has in effect gone over to the petty bour-

] geoisie against the proletarian class struggle; that person should be §
ned to the archive of ‘Bolshevik’ p
B (it may be called the archive of “old Bolsheviks’)’

- - - Lenin: The April Theses

i Since ousting the corrupt dictatorshjp of Eric Gajry, the New
pushed through many radical re-
B forms. It deserves full Support against the constant threats from

It calls itself a “workers’ government”. But what it means by
J this is that it is “determined to improve the quality of life of the
e | Worker”. Its view of the workers themselves is that: “They are
i still at the trade union level, for better wages and working condi-
tions. They are not fighting for laws to protect their interests.

So: “There are a number of stages that we have to go through
... W€ see us moving toward socialism . using the mixed-economy

(Quotes from Grenadan leader Selwiyn Strachan, in an interview with
~ the SWP’s ‘Intercontinental Press’, 19.11. 79)

Marxists

re-revolutionary‘antiqu&s

should fight for: itis a model for
left-talking — and possibly less re-
pressive — replicas of the bureau-
cratic regimes of the Stalinist
countries. And it is a ‘model’
which also depends upon the larg-
esse of the Kremlin leaders.

By seeking to turn back the o
clock, and to focus study on the
works of Lenin — all completed

oefore the emergence of Stalinism
as a virulent counter-revolution-

ary force in the workers’ move-

ment — Barnes is disarming Marx-
ists in the face of Stalinism, and
reducing Trotskyism from a life
and death struggle to a set of ‘rich
political writings’, the kernel of
which, Trotsky’s theory of per-

‘anent revolution, is according to
Barnes “not correct and not uge-
ful”, ‘o

Central to permanent revolu-
tion is the  insisten-
ce that the working class needs its

‘'own revolutionary political lead-
ership, programme and perspect--
ive if it is to lead the peasant
masses in the underdeveloped

countries beyond national libera-
tion and democratic -demands to
the completion of the socialist

| revolution.
Barnes does not agree: he feels

that a leadership sponsored by the
Kremlin bureaucracy, and a
‘model’ based on Stalinist . regim-
es, are adequate for the -working
class. This is why he belittles

Trotsky and attacks his theory.

" Castro with Grenada’s Bishop

g0 1nto...
Castro heads a bonapartist regime

S

Extracts from

Barnes’

speech

| Reprinted from Forum magaziné (USA)

MANY OF ¥ou had the opportun-

ity to read several weeks ago in.

Intercontinental Press an article
entitled, ‘Power, the Character
and Path of the Revolution, and
Unity of the Left’, by Shafik

. Jorge Handal, the general secre-

tary of the Communist Party of

f - El Salvador. Handal is one of the

leaders of the FMLN, one of the
leaders of the revolution in El Sal-
vador...”

He’s come to the conclusion

that Cuba was not a peculiar
exception. He says that for almost

two decades that was his view,

and he implies that was the view

of other Communists — that Cuba -

was peculiar. He says it’s not clear
exactly how it was peculiar. What
was peculiar  was they took
power! ‘- |

- He’s now come to different
conclusion... Building a leadership

deeply involved in the mass strug-

gles, organising the workers, and
determined to recognise that
there is no peaceful road to power
and there is no road to power that
depends on any wing of the bour-
geoisie... but only the working
people organised by a revolution-
ary party which leads politically
and militarily, leading the popular
masses themselves, can take
power... ~ |

- The perspectives [of the Cub-
an and Salvadoran Communist
Party leaderships] of the fusion
of the forces that are struggling
for this goal, to build new van-
guard parties, is the source, in our

opinion, of a new world move-

ment...
It’s important to understand

that literally eighty per cent — I
can’t prove this; maybe it’s 70,

maybe it’s 90 — 80% of those on

a world scale who call themselves

Trotskyists, consider themselves
Trotskyists... sincerely... are hope-
less, irreformable sectarians. o

' What is done in the.name of

- Trotsky and Trotskyisnr'is horren-

dous... Let me give you a couple
of examples. | |
A substantial Trotskyist organ-

1sation in Britain, the Workers’

Revolutionary Party, which has
certain peculiarities that 1 won't
[said that] in 1982

based on capitalist state founda-
tions; |

. Another BIitiSh gr'oup. =~ these :
are the  people who put out a -

paper called Socialist Organiser —
[say that]... Fidel Castro leads a
Stalinist bureaucracy that rules

~Cuba against the workers and

peasants. The beginning of the de-
chne of the Socialist Workers’

Party of the United States began

with their attempt to describe this
as a workers’ and farmers’ govern-
ment and this was continued by

~describing Nicaragua as such... |
... We are not Trotskyjsis: we

are not that... any more than
Trotsky ever said he was. We are

communists. OQur roots go back as"

a1 proletarian political current,
back to the Manifesto itself and
back to the Cominfern, and that’s
the convergence that’s taking
place on a world scale.

Blurring

.. Im defending himself [ag-
ainst the Stalinists] Trotsky had
to explain the revolutionary char-

< acter of his ideas before 1917. In
so doing a process begins of blur-

ring. what revolutionary contin-
uity is... Then at the end of the
[’20s] ... battling the horrible dis-
aster in China, which the Comin-

tern dominated by Stalin and

Bukharin led to, Trotsky in ex-
plaining the permanent revolution
and its necessary character, said
‘this: .

“We are sure that the third
Chinese revolution... will not have

a democratic period, not even .|

such a six-month period-as the
October revolution had between

November 1917 and July 1918.

The Chinese revolution will be

compelled from the very outset

to effect the most decisive shake-
up and the abolition of bourgeois
property from the city to the
village™’. ' |

Well, of course, this was not to
be Trotsky’s view later. Of course,

- torical

-~ this...

the idea that the abolition of
bourgeois property from the city

to the countryside in China was

immediately possible when the

workers and peasants took power
is unthinkable. Of course they
had a period like from November
1917 to July 1918, which extend-
ed much longer than they actually
expected it to. .

in attempting to fight the op-
portunist direction that Stalin had
taken, Trotsky bent the stick to
the left... o

He also, as part of this counter
attack, insisted on the weakness

~ of Lenin’s basic idea on the work-

ing class and the peasantry vis-a-
vis governmental power. He says
the weak point of Lenin’s concep-

- tion was the internally contradic-

tory idea of the democratic dicta-
torship of the proletariat and
peasantry, the political bloc of
two classes whose interests only
partially coincide... . :

It may have been in Trotsky’s
view Lenin’s weak point, but
Lenin was completely aware of
this point; he considered it exact-
ly the transitional algebraic thing
needed for this transition.

Trotsky then goes on and says
Lenin had been influenced by his-
experience and had
acknowledged this idea, this form-
ula, to be without value. |

It’s the only thing that I can

- remember Trotsky ever writing

which I believe was factually
false. I have yet to find anyone

'showing anywhere, anything that

Lenin wrote where he ever said

Why Trotsky believed this to

‘be the case I have no way of
knowing... )

Each time a party fuses with

‘other forces, it itself changes and

advances. That’s its road forward.
The Fourth International has a
historic role to play in this pro-
cess... because there are now revo-
lutionaries worthy of the name

outside of ourselves, on a world

scale, playing 2 mighty historical
role. - ' -
We should never forget that
we must show ourselves worthy
of the name. It’s okay to recog:
nise their existence; that’s good,
because without it we can’t do
anything. But unless we ourselves,
prove what we are capable of, we

cannot advance. We must prove

this, we must consciously... move
to carry it out,” toward a goal of
fusion, discussion, collaboration,
and carry out parallel processes
in the United States that are being
raised by the real revolutionaries
in the centre of the world revolu-
tion. o
... We will get much, much
more by reducing the permanent
revolution, by pointing out, in my

- opinion, that it is not correct and
- not useful as a general term for

our programme; we will rediscov-
er Trotsky, more richly and more
aptly, as the continuation of the .

- battle which decides the victory

of the Russian revolution.

Another point. Communism
will be the common name, will be -
the name of the parties that are
going to be formed, will be, for
the same reason it was with the

- Communist Manifesto, for the

same reason the Bolsheviks chang- -
ed ‘ their name, for the same
reason that the Cubans chose the
name, that will be the name. It
will be a common heritage, which
the great revolutionists will fit
into and which everyone coming
from every point of view will find
them and their value. Trotskyism,

- that term itself, I predict, none of

us will call ~ourselves before this
decade’s oui... a

/s
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Trotskyism and the
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DEATH sentences hdng over

two Tamil youths in Sri Lanka,

“while the indiscriminate arrest

of a number of people including
Christian priests by the army
and the police at the end of last
year, coupled with sensational

reports in the government and’

- pro-government news

media,
designed to whip up anti-Tamil

“hysteria, have thrown the spot-

light on President Jaywardene’s

reactionary regime.
The new wave of repression,

began with a raid on the resid-
ence of the Catholic clergy in

Jaffna by a large contingent of

soldiers and policemen on Nov-
ember 13. They were looking for

‘Father Singarayar, who was at

the time in Colombo. .
The police searched and ran-
sacked ~ the |
3.30am, and arrested Fr Paul
Jeeva and Fr Paul Natchethir-
am, who were taken to the army
camp at Guru Nagar and detain-

ed. Five more Anglican and

"~ Catholic priests were also de-
- tained for up to four days before

NOT wanting to be left out when - |
communists are being killed, the | a 1 ' ge

being released without charge.

- In the next few days the army
and the police rounded up and
arrested several others, detain-

ing them under the notorious

Prevention of Terrorism Act.

All these persons were held in
custody and even lawyers were
not permitted to see them.

This - callous - disregard for

residence until .

 mmlnternational newsm

.

Jayawardene

human rights, and particularly

the harassment of the clergy,
sparked off a massive move-
ment of protests. The Bishop of
Jaffna has written to President
Jayawardene condemning these
arrests and the subjection of the
priests to ‘mental pressure, in-
timidation, and other question-

-able methods to extract confess-
~ions from them’. U
A mnumber of trade unions,
~political parties and religious

organtsations have also condem-
ned this latest violation of
human rights. |
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The mass response was un-
precedented. Christians, Hindus

- and Muslims have joined these

actions and expressed their
solidarity. |

Over. 15 organisations, inclu-
ding the Movement for Inter-

racial Justice and Equality

(MIRJE) branch in Jaffna set up

-a _campaign committee to co-
~ordinate these protest actions.

TWO Tamil  youths, Kutti-
mani and Jegan, have been sen-

tenced to death. This is the lat-

est in-a series of attacks upon
the Tamil-speaking people by
successive governments of Sri
Lanka. _ .
The oppression of the Tamil-
speaking people over several de-

cades resulted in the gradual

development of a campaign call-
ing for a separate sdvereign

Tamil state of Eelam in their
 traditional homelands. |

Kuttimani and Jegan have be-
come the victims of a_regime

which is determined to crush

the Tamil nation

The Campaign for the Release
of Eelam Political Prisoners in
Sri Lanka is appealing for
support. | |

® Send telegrams or write to
the President of Sri Lanka at
the Janadhipathi Mandiraya,
Colombo 1, calling upon him to
stop the execution of Kuttimani
and Jegan. |

From leaflets published by the
Campaign for the Release of
Eelam Political Prisoners

On November 30 i.he're was a
mass demonstration Iin
attended by over 10,000 people.

This is not by any means the
only violation of human rights
by the right wing Jayawardene
government.
been particularly heavy-handed

Repression - has

against the Tamil minority, who
are concentrated in the north

-and east of the island.

® Get your trade union or Lab-
our Party to adopt a resolution
calling for the release of all poli-
tical prisoners in Sri Lanka, the
repeal of the Prevention of Ter-

rorism Act, and the halting of

the execution of -Kuttimani
and Jegan. -

~* Join the campaign or send a
donation — to 87 Gower St,
London WCI. 2 |
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Jaffna

Reagan government has found
the time in the midst of all its

other warmongering activities

to rush supplies of arms and
ammunition to the bloodthirsty
military regime in Thailand.
They will be used to supple-
ment the artillery and aircraft al-
ready being used across the
border into Kampuchea in sav-
age strikes against forces of the
Vietnamese army. |

The Vietnamese are sekking

to flush out the motley and reac-
tionary gangs of guerilla fight-
ers that have been brought
together with the backing of the

Pentagon and  the Peking
Stalinists. ..
- They are grouped around

Prince Sihanouk and Pol Pot —

. renegade

-

-

By Harry

~ Sloan

the former butcher of Kam-
puchea, whom the imperialists

find preferable to the Heng

Samrin regime installed after

The clashes
and Vietnamese troops are a

consequence of the tactics of the
Kampuchean guer-

illas, whose camps are sited-next

. B__ritiain-:out of Ireland; self-determination fbr the Irish
people. Demonstration sponsored by Labour Committee

Park (Speakers’ Corner].

on Ireland and others, Saturday May 7, 1pm from Hyde

1es arms

‘the Vietnamese invasion in
1978, | | SR
between Thai

-—’".-

border, and whose response to
the vast strength of the Viet-

namese advance is to retreat

behind the protection of the Thai
army. = | |
Apparently ‘hot pursuit’ raids

by Vietnamese across the bord-

er have led to sharp exchanges

- and to retaliatory Thai air strikes
— some using napalm — ag-

ainst Vietnamese positions.

The latest shipments of heavy
artillery, missiles and ammuni-
tion will equip the Thai forces
to further escalate these attacks
— thus applying military pres-
sure on Vietnam and indirectly
on Moscow. | .

Once again the US determina-
tion to.inflict setbacks on the

power and influence of the

Kremlin — and its supporters in
Hanoi, who dealt such a humilia-
ting defeat to US imperialism in
1975 — has lined them up with

- some of the dregs of the earth.
The Thai regime of Prime

Minister Prem Tinsulanouda
holds power in the face of oppos-

ition from civilian politicians and .

even a group of nationalist and
populist army officers known as

the ‘Young Turks’. = .

He 1s bolstered up by the fasc-
1st and extreme right wing, by

.the monarchy, and by massive

US aid. In addition his success-

ful cementing of relations with

the Chinese bureaucracy has
effectively split and . confused
the Peking-influenced Commun-
ist Party and the 10,000 armed
antl-government Thai guerillas.

Now he 1s using the ‘border

_emergency’ with the viethamese

as a pretext to retain and ex-
tend the power of the military
high command inside Thailand,

while . demonstrating to his.

American sponsors in the Penta-

gon that he is worthy of his hire.

to, or on the Thai side of, the

| hidden jobless). :

Ha

WHAT I'M "about is trying to
get a fairer, more equitable,
juster society - within which

everyone, irrespective of their

sacio-economic origin, is going
ta have the opportunity to deve-
lop talents, capacities that lie
~wtihin that person’’.
That's Bob Hawke’s goal as
Prime Minister. And who could
argue with such noble senti-
ments? . :
The problem is that his cross-
class appeal for ‘national recon-
ciliation’ to ‘all Australians’ pro-
- vides no solution to the 746,000
registered unemployed (or ‘the
additional half ~million or so

Hawke’s pro-business Inner

" Cabinet has added its voice to

the bosses’ refrain that wage
rises cause unemployment. Yet
even the doctored figures show
that real wages have risen by
less than 20% since 1972 — yet
the worth of the produce has

grown vastly more. o
- Not content with supporting

Fraser’s pay freeze till after the -
elections and the ‘Summit’, he

now wants to extend it to at
least the end-of 1983. This can
only mean further sharp losses
in terms of real purchasing pow-
er to wage earners. It will save

Jobs 'no more than Fraser’'s
- attacks on wages did.

Meanwhile, 'soggy ‘lefts’,
such as the new Minister for

Defence Support Brian Howe,

caution us not to focus on ‘one.
aspect’ of the ‘Prices and In-
comes’ Accord (for example
wage restraint!), but to take into
account compensatory factors in

.the ‘policy as a whole’, such as

the promised prices controls and
tax reform.. Yet, every indica-
tion from Hawke is that he has
no intention of going ahead
with these promises. "

For all his gratuitous talk of
‘equality of sacrifice’, it’s quite -
clear who are going to do all the "

sacrificing under his scheme.

Like under Fraser, it'll be the
only useful, productive group in

this country. Once again the
working . class will be the
victims. N -

Not one single group of em-
ployers has stated they are
willing to make

catch cry that real wages must

| be even further depressed.

;r———i--

‘sacrifices’;
| - the bosses -are -united with the
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Australian workers demand shorter working week o —_—

Yet the Australian Labour
Party and Australian Congress
of Trade Unions tops are bleat-
ing all the -way to the Summit

exercise restraint, and have
-absolutely no plans to avert the
5,000 jobs due to disappear
shortly at GM-H or the latest
six hundred odd jobs to go at
BHP. ~ ~

ALP to govern in the interests
of the working class. But for
that- to happen, a movement
must coalesce from within the
ranks of both the trade unions

The cou;Sé plotted for us by
~ our leaders means disaster. We
“have every right to expect the -

e on wages-

dove on pTOf

.that working people will have to -

and the Labour Party, demand-

ing Hawke abandon the danger-

Ya' i From
s S Socialist
7 Fight
ous folly of ‘national reconcilia-
tion’, and break with the bank-

ers and the bosses.

‘The ALP and ACTU leaders
must be made to support the
immediate resumption of the

-aborted ACTU wages campaign.

And we must not allow our class
to once again be forced to foot

- the bill ‘of the. capitalists’ re-

turn to profitability.

The millions of working class
people who voted Labour, with
the expectation that the attacks
on their conditions and basic

- rights would cease under an

ALP government, have a right
to see the real culprits of this
economic crisis dealt with. It’s

- time we made the rich pay!
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B 21 face charges of con-

§} September 24 1982 after an
3 incident with’

3

You use the slogin
without representatlon” to illus-
trate the relation of Londoners to
the police. Why?

London has the only police
force in the country with no kind
of local, demecratic control. And
yet London has the same basis of
payment as elsewhere. London
Boroughs raise almost half of the
Met’s budget (31% through the
rates and the rest through block-
grants). In 1982/3 that means
£323 millioninall. °

We Have no say over the size
of our contribution or over the
ways in which the money is spent.
What we want is democratic
control over financing and over
the uses to which the money is
put. " |

Do you favour. the boroughs
refusing to pay the police
precept?

Some time ago Lewisham
threatened not to hand over the
policing bill and the police res-
ponded positively by domg some
of the things Lewisham ceuncil
wanted: f.or ~example, getting
officers out of their cars and onto
the streets. However, it has
limited value as a political

strategy.
The Home Office w111 fund the

police directly and deduct the
cost from the block grant. If there
is no block grant, then they will
send the commissioners in. How-
ever, it shows how bad relations
are between ‘the police and the
community. Thatis why Hackney
are threatening to withhold the
precept in connection with the
death of Colm Roach.

What sort of democratic, local
control are you seeking?

We want London to have a

police authority composed of
elected representatives of the
GLC and the boroughs. This
authority should have powers to
determine a) how much money is
to be spent on the police, b) how
that money is to be allocated, c)
the hiring and firing of all officers
of the rank of supermtendant and

DEFEND THE :

The Newham 8 — Asian

youths aged between 15 and -

splracy as well as threaten-
ing behaviour and actual
bodily harm.

They were arrested on

plain-clothes

police officers. In the pre-
vious week there had been

§ three major racist attacks
gon Asian schoolchildren at

Little liford School, in New-

. ham, and an incident where
fl 60 or 70 white youth with
3 iron bars and sticks went on
.the rampage in East Ham

and Manor Park.

' Send invitations for speak-

.nrs or resolutions of sup-
.w‘:. mMmSDefeme
to PO Box

B 5 Lomoor E7UN
L--I---------------------.

“taxation -

Steve Bundred 1s
chairperson of the
Greater London
Council Police

Committee, and a
leading flgure of
the Labour GLC's -

campaign for
police account-
ability. He spoke
to Bob Fine.

.
’

above (including the Commission-
er), d) the general guidelines
respecting police policy, like

whether the police are armed and -

whether there should be special
units, like the SPG, and ¢) how

‘these general guidelines are put

into operational practice.
‘All police powers are to be
delegated from the Authority.

- The Authority should be able to

decide to stop swamp tactics in
Brixton, for example. We want a
two tier system in which the GLC
police committee  would Dbe
responsible for central services,
administration, finance, recruit-

- ment and training and Borough

committees responsible for all
local policing matters.
There- should be established a
National Police Authority to
control the national aspects of
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London :policing "It should be

composed of representatives from = -

all the local pohce authorities.

There is a huge gulf between what
exists now and what you want.
How do you intend to bridge this
gap‘7 |
First, the GLC Police: Com-
mittee is seeking to raise the
general level of awareness of these
issues, for example, through its
monthly bulletin “Policing
London™ and through its special
reports on Scarman, the Police
- Bill and so forth.

Second, we are just beginning
a wide consultation process, in
which we shall meet with repres-
entatives from the boroughs and
“ from special interest groups like
the NCCL, Black People’s Associ-
ations and so forth. We will be
holding 20 public meetings in
London over the next six months

in local areas. At the end of this

process, we will make a draft bill
to establish a Police Authority in
London.

‘Third, we have got a clear
commitment from the Labour
Party conference, from the NEC
and from the Front Bench for a
Police Authority for London.
However, they are vague about
what kind of authority. We must
insure that it is far more demo-
cratic and that it
more powers than the police
authorities which already exist
outside London. In this way,
London will serve as a catalyst for
change throughout the country.

The immediate issue is to get
wide publicity for and involve-
ment in the consultation meet-
ings. .

What practlcal steps are you
taking now?

We have supported monitor-

ing groups set up by volunteers in-

different localities, concerned

‘especially with the ways in which

the police treat suspects in pohce
stations and ““non-suspects’ in the
streets. Their purpose is to moni-
tor what’s happening, to publi-
cise any abuse of police powers or
abuses resulting from the normal
exercise of police powers and to
assist individuals who have suffer-
ed such. abuses; for instance, by

helpitig them through Complalntsi

- Procedures. _

These Momtonng Groups
work closely with Borough Police
Committees. Where there is a
large black population, they

check that the Borough com-

mittees reflect the interests of
blacks. In Hackney, where there
is-no Monitoring Group, we work
with.the Hackney Black People’s
Association and the Borough
Police Committee and we have
given a grant to the Roach Family
Support Committee.

What are you able to do now to
combat the arming of the police?
‘We have published a report
showing the extent to which the
police are already armed (based

on a thesis by a Met officer). It

showed that while the incidence
of armed~crime has fallen both in

"London and the country as a

whole, and the issue of firearms
to the police has remained stable

outside London, the issue of fire-

arms to the Met has escalated
rapidly between 1976 and 1981.
This shows the lie behind the
usual Met justifications for arming
the police.

We have called for a full and
independent public inquiry into
+=2 Wzldor shooinz — one which
s wieoendent nct only of the

i
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What are you doing about the

Police Bill currentl in Commnttee |

stage in Parlmnent"

The Bill is dreadful. We have
put out publicity on the new
police powers it seeks to create:
for instance the power to stop
and search you on the streets if

the police think you look sus-

picious, to set up road blocks, to
search the homes of people not

- Despite some  superficial
changes, the police complaints
system will still mean that the
police investigate themselves. We
have called on Londoners to
pressure their MPs to oppose this

Bill and we have had our own

meetings with the London MPs.
Gwen the Bill seems to be

‘going through, we are promoting

amendments to introduce some

no powers, There is no require-

ment that the police should con-

sult with or listen to them. They
are accountable to no-one and
consist of “self-appointed “‘com-
munity leaders”.

- In Lambeth, for mstance the
liaison ‘committée was not con-
sulted before the destruction of
houses on Railton Road. It is no
different from the Consultative

possesses far

cient, most expenswe and most cor-

files and so forth.

Committee which collapsed ‘in.
1980 and was cited by Scarman
as a contributing -cause of the
riots. There are about 50 people
. . on it, Uncle Tom Cobbley and
all. It was set.up by the Tories but
continues to be supported by the
Labour Council under Ted Knlght
who sends representatives to it.

The Labour Council should
withdraw all support from the
Liaison Committee and set up a
Borough Police Committee com-
‘posed of elected representatives.

« Ted’s_got himself in a mess over
thlS |

suspected of -committing an kind of safeguards. We are push-

-

‘ ‘In London we have the most meffl-

rupt pohce force in the country. We
cannot wait for somahsm before we
do something about it’’

I understand that the GLC Police
Committee is intending
something about the Preventior
of Terrorism Act, |
Yes. This is a matter of clear
relevance to Londoners. We have
a large Irish population. Maay
who are active in legitimate
political activity feel 1nt1m1dated
by it. It is used against them and

,.
offence, to detain suspects in - ing for instance for evidence
police stations for up to four days which the police improperly
without charge, to deny suspects  obtain to be made. statutorily
access to solicitors for up to two inadmissible in court.

days, to get access to confiden- What is your view of Police-Com-
tial medical and social welfare munity Liaison Committees?
They are pointless. They have
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to do

used generally to trawl through

¢
-
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he Irish community to get infor-

1ation about friends of friends.

ondoners  are unjustlﬁably
etained and excluded under its
rovisions.

0 you support the establishment
f black and other self-defence
roups?

It is thoroughly understand-
ble that, for example, in the East
nd Asians and Blacks should set
p groups of this kind. But in
1iemselves they offer no definit-
e solution. We support certain
leasures they take, but not
very thing they do.

The important point is to put
ressure on the police — like the
zmonstrations outside the police
ation in Hackney — and not go
[f into ghettos and organise
idependently. This is a recipe for
1ett01satlon

- Pressure on the police and self
efence are not counterposed to
ich other necessarily and we
ouid not try and persuade them
y .disband, but we see them as
rmptoms not as a solution to the

roblem. They may be useful for -

sians in particular housing
tates or for workers on picket
nes, but they are not good at all
r women threatened with
sault on the streets or in tubes.

he eampalgns for police accoun-
blhty have been attacked from
e left as utopian and reformist.

- assault,
people from having their houses~

Police

What is your view?

As someone who has been
burgled four times in eight

months, 1 am not prepared to
wait. for socialism to get protec-
tion. We want a police service that
will protect the community rather

than a police force over the com-

munity. We need a police whic %l

will protect Asians and Blac

from racist attacks, women from
ordinary workmg class

burgled.
At present the police are fail-

ing to do this and wasting their

resources on political surveillance,
preparing for demonstrations and

the like. There is a great crisis in -

policing now.
~ In London, we have the most
inefficient, most expensive and

most corrupt police force in the

country. We cannot wait for

socialism before we do something

about it.
. *For details of loca.. contact
groups, copies of "Policing

London’ and special reports, write.
to Police Committtee Support
Unit, Room 567, County Hall,

-SEL.

Other useful addresses:

*Gay London Police Monitor-
ing Group, § Caledonian Rd.,
London N1 9DX. |

*Community Alliance for
Accountability, Oxford
House, Derbyshire St., London

E2. (729-2652).

“Police marksmen are taught to fire a pair of bullets at the widest j
part of the human target, the chest. As one instructor put it ;

‘They are taught to kill.” ”

Shooting to kill’

Taking slow

deadly aim

(Sunday Telegraph January 16) §8
| Unfortunately for Stephen Waldorf, they tried to kill-the !
wrong man. Scotland Yard has expressed its ‘deep regret’ over
- this. Apparently they would not have felt any need to express
regret if the victim had been the ‘right man’, even though he had

offered no resistance, and had been attacked without warning, org
any opportunity to surrender . . .a point already made by many,

including several Labour MPs.

One point that has not been
made requires a closer look at the
history of police shootings over
the last ten or so years. The news-
paper excerpt above tells us that
police are {trained to fire two
shots ‘at the chest of a human
target, i.e. to shoot at that part of
the target easiest to hit without
taking precise — and therefore
slow - aim. The official reason
for this is that the police will only
be firing in defence of themselves
or others, and will therefore have
to disable the opponent as
quickly as possible. But the same
excerpt telis us that they are
trained: to ‘shoot to Kkill.” The
puzzling thing here is that this is a

~direct contradiction.

The British police draw their
official tactical doctrine on gun-
fighting from the United States.
For the same reason their regula-
tion-issue - handgun is, almost
always, the .38 Special Smith &
Wesson — US-made, and a stand-

ard weapon of the American

police.

Yet, generally (and perhaps
-surpnsmgly) US
is not one of shootlng to kill’ but
of ‘the instant knock-down’® —
because what is crucial in a real
gunfight 18 to instantly incapaci-
fate an opponent, not to kill him,
and these two objectives tend to
actually conflict. For a hit which
is.fatal may not instantly ‘stop’an
opponent, while a hit which does
_may well not be fatal — which is
why, of people shot down the by
US police, 80% in fact survive.
Qe two chest-hits of the official

ctrine will usually not kill, if
they are  delivered from a .38
Special.

Does this mean that the above-
quoted police instructor is con-
fused, and that the British police
do not in fact shoot to kill? Un-
fortunately not . .. for while only
one in five people shot by US
police die from their wounds, six
of the 11 people shot by the
British police between 1970 and
1979 were killed. o

Two Pakistani youths were
shot dead by the Special Patrol
Group at India House in 1973.
‘One was shot once — through the
heart. The other was shot once —
through the head. No shots had
been fired except.by the police
— the youths were ‘armed’ with
toy ‘guns (not eVen with the
‘replica’ guns about which MPs
and the Dbourgeois. press rarsed
such an outcry as their response
to the shooting). An armed,

robber was shot dead in South'

East London in 1978. Again, the
main was shot once, through the
head.

police gunmen have not had to
fire ‘under extreme pressure’ and

‘in. defence of human life’ but

have had the time to take slow,

‘precise — and deadly — aim.
Stephen - Waldorf was not

struck by such accurately-placed

police doctrine .

What this suggests is that the

By Dewi

Lewis

shots, perhaps because he was in a

car and therefore a more difficult

target. Instead he has a so far

unexplained fracture of the skull.

The US police have not won

themselves a reputation for exem-

plary restraint in the use of force.

- What conclusion are we to draw

about the behaviour of the British
armed police? -

Shooting to kill is not the act
of one attempting ‘to defend
human life’, but of the assassin . .
or executioner.

The Metropolitan Police Com-
missioner, Kenneth Newman, in a
feeble attempt to somehow,
anyhow, place the Kensington

shooting in a more favourable
light, drew attention to the many-

occasions: on which unarmed
police have ‘tackled armed sus-

pects’ and successfully arrested
them.
~ Far from getting the Metro-

politan Police off the hook, this
only underlines the fact that in
the overwhelming majority of
cases in which police confront
these supposedly dangerous sus-
pects, they do not meet any
serious resistance.

At the end of the ’60s the
News of the World devoted .its
front page to a story which it
obviously considered ajarmlng
and sensational. The story was .
that the Glasgow police were con-.
sidering the purchase of half a
dozen US riot-guns (short-barrel-
led repeating shotguns which, at
close range, are devastating).

The -article quoted a Metro-

politan Police spokesman’s words,
to the -effect ‘Heaven forbid that

~we should ever consider acquiring

a weapon of this kind.” In.1975,
during the Balcombe St. siege, a
policeman appeared on the
balcony adjacent to the besieged
flat. He was armed with a riot
gun, .
It was also at Balcombe St.
that men of D11 - Scotland
Yard’s elite unit which has no
duties except training in, and the
use of firearms — made their first
open appearance, wearing military
berets and flak jackets.

They were at first assumed, by
television viewers, and by the
media, to be members of the -
Army, called in to support the
police. The revelation that they
were, in fact, members of the
Metropolitan Police, was the first
the public knew of the crcation of
a purely military unit within the
London force.

It is clear that the transforma-

. tion in State policy on thc use of
~armed. force by the

police took

place - in the period 1969-75

During  that

- _
' For an mdepen--

| dent inquiry into
| the death of Colin

3 * Roach! ~
l Roach Famlly o
Support Commlt-,

I tee, 50 Rectory
i Rd London N 16

“ forces.
throughout the country acquired
arsenals which include submach--

period

ine guns, riot-guns, and hlgh--
velocity automatic rifles.
The Diplomatic Protection

Group was created, the London
' SPG expanded, and specialist fire-

arms units set up within many
other Constabularies. This  was
combined with a huge increase in
the percentage of. ‘ordinary’
police trained to use guns. James

| Jardine, Secretary of the Police
‘Federation,

acknowledges that,
while in the mid-"60s the police
were ‘virtually . - an unarmed

“service’, the changes of the 1970s

mean that ‘we can no longer pre-

tend that ours is a totally
unarmed service.” Why did these
changes take place?

The official answer for pubhc
cohsumption is that the changes
in question were a response to the
dramatic increase in ‘armed crime’
over the last fifteen years or so,
and particularly to the increase in

‘armed terrorist activity’ over the

same period. But this explanation
makes little sense, when the facts
are examined.

i As we have seen, shootmgs
are, in general, more likely to

occur where the ‘armed criminal’

is confronted by armed than by
unarmed police. So, if the massive
arming of the pohce is meant to
prevent shooting, this is an irra-
tional and mistaken policy.

~In fact, this was well under-

‘stood by past generations of

British police, who recognised
that they were safer by virtue of

being unarmed. A story which

illustrates their then characteristic
attitude 1s this . . .
IRA carried out an extensive
bombing campaign in Britain.
Eventually, Scotland Yard arres-
ted a group of men in connectlon
with the bombings. The senior
officer of the squad instructed to

g
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make the arrests, when asked if
he wanted his men issued with
pistols, is said to have replied
“No, if we don’t take guns I don’t
think the Micks will use theirs”
(from ‘Fabian of the Yard’ by R.
Fabian). |

Of course there were excep-
tions — then and now. The most
conspicuous exception in the last
thirty years was the shooting dead

- of three unarmed detectives at
- Shepherds Bush, in the mid-"60s

by some small-time thieves. ._

If the transformation of the
poli¢e from ‘virtually an unarmed
service’ to a heavily-armed one
began as a response to this

‘incident then it was a response

mysteriously delayed by years. To
go back much further, the shoot-
ing of several policemen in the
events leading up to the ‘Siege of
Sidney Street’ in 1910 dld not
lead to any dramatic increase in
the arming of the police. .

This demands a question as to
how often ‘armed criminals’ —
armed in most cases with dummy -

. guns, or with firearms loaded with

blanks or ‘reduced’ ammunition,
and generally offering no resis-
tance — would have been shot
dead if they had been unfortun-
ate enough to run into armed
police.

And the figures released by
Scotland Yard, under pressure
following the attack on Stephen
Waldorf, show how the chances
that the ‘armed cnmmal’ - 0T
some ‘law-abiding person’ — will
find themselves suddenly confron-
ted, or shot without warning, by
armed police, are continuously

The = Metropolitan Police
figures state that, in the first nine
months of 1982 they issued guns
on 4,346 occasions. Official
figures for the year 1970, for the
whole of England and Wales
were . .. 1,072 occasions!

Even this comparison does not
convey the extent of the increase,
for the figures presumably do not-
include the permanently-armed
units — such as D11, the Diplo-
matic Protection Group, the
Special Patrol Group — which
either came into existence or were
expanded during the *70s. |

The 1982 figure, we have been
told, does not include arms issued
to the Special Branch (which is
not, in practice, under Metropoli-
tan Police control) — a somewhat
sinister omission. Neither figure
takes account of the issue of guns
for ‘protection duties’, which, as
the police admit, are becommg
increasingly common.

-increasing.
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Send letters to Socialist Organiser,
28 Middle Lane, London N8. "No -
longer than 400 words, please:
| longer letters are hable to be cut.

CLPD and the

rlght wing realzty

| Wlthmgton proposal was defeated

VICTOR Schonﬁeld’ letter (SO
125) is clearly aimed at boosting
the Manchester Withington ‘fall
back’ position at the expense of
the  constitutional amendment
from Greenwich CLP. He should
have made clear that the policy of
the Campaign for Labour Party

Democracy, of which he ‘s
Treasurer, is the opposite.
The following composite,

drafted by Nigel Williamson, Reg
Race and myself, was carried at
the iast CLPD AGM.

“This AGM reaffirms its sup-
port for the democratic rights of
Party members to organise with
other members in - order to

advocate their views more effec-'

tively.

“We believe that such mem-
bers should only have to comply
with the conditions laid down for

all Party members, and that it

would be mistaken and dangerous
to incorporate into the Labour
Party constitution the restrictions

and requirements placed upon
groups contained in the Manches-

ter Withington amendment sub-
mitted to the 1982 Conference.

“Accordingly, 'this AGM
believes that the CLPD should not
support such
instead should campaign for and
support only those proposals
which seek to completely reverse
the 1982 decision, or which seek
to establish and safeguard’ the
positive right of groups of Party
members to organise without
being subject to extra and special
membership conditions (e.g. the
constitutional amendment from
Greenwich CLP).”

The same AGM also defeated a
resolution (number 9) of support
for Manchester Withington (as in
Victor Schonfiéld’s letter and as
supported also by the majonty of
the new CLPD EC.)

Victor Schonfield and others
regarded these votes as ‘issues of
conﬁdence before the AGM.
Now they are denying they ever
really happened.

The  successful comp031te

makes clear why the Manchester

10p per copy plus postage
from 13 Buxton Rd, N19.
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at the CLPD AGM. The proposal
accepts that
should be restricted in their right
to organise — as the NEC’s Regis-
ter does. It 1s difficult to see why
Victor Schonfield now regards
this point as a “smear”, because
he and others used tofregard it as
the main merit of the proposals.
They first argued for it in the
following terms: we couldn’t win
outright -opposition to the

Register, because the trade union

leaders wanted restrictions on the
groups organising in the Party;
therefore the CLPD had to sup-
port the idea of the Register to
win at Conference, but make it as

innocuous as possible.
The ‘radical’ nature of the

Manchester Withington proposal

18 an argument for the lettews page
of SO .only. In  the London

Labour Party Regional Confer--

ence in March the proposal was
motivated thus: “You cannot
have complete anarchy in the
Party” (Tony Maries,
CLPD EC member, proposmg the

| motlon)

The constitutional amendment

from Greenwich CLP would pro-

vide, for the first time, a clear
constitutional basis for groups of

Party members to organise and

campaign. Under rule, it has to be
voted on at this year’s Party Con-

~ ference. The CLPD AGM clearly

voted to support it, and indeed
subsequent CLPD literature has
made it a 1983 ‘priority’ and a

.leaflet has called for ,“full sup-

port™.

Yet the main speeches criti-
cising Greenwich at the London
Labour Party Conference were
from CLPD officers; and Victor

~Schonfield now talks about its

“right wingteality”’. .

This constitutional amend-
ment (a) writes into the Labour
Party constitution, for the first
time, the right of Party members
to organise; (b) it does this with-
out placing any extra or special
conditions on such members and
1s clearly in direct opposition to

the -Register; (c) it deletes the
clause which the right wing have
regularly used to witch-hunt
socialists, and which is being used
now to proscribe Militant; and
(d) it enshrines the right of groups

~and/or individual Party members

to appeal to Party Conference

‘against the NEC.

The - Greenwich amendment
has a real weakness — lack of a
‘status quo’ clause after NEC

“disciplinary action and before the
subsequent Party Conference. But
. Greenwich can be strengthened

— after it has'been carried.
Instead of concentrating on
criticising. the Greenwich amend-

ment and boosting their discred-

ited and rejected alternative,
Victor Schonfield and the other

" CLPD officers should be using
their experience and resources in -

campaigning to get Greenwich
carried at this year ’s Party Con-
ference.

Fraternally,
| JOHN BLOXAM
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.-er Briefing supporters,

READERS of SO may have been
puzzled that in reply to an Open
Letter from 15 Brighton and oth-
Chris
Knight wrote a personal letter
to one of the signatories, Dave
Lewney, applying pressure on
the - basis . of personal ties.
‘‘Dave, please tell me, is this
letter r’eally yours?...”’

It is In fact symptomatic of the

- whole approach we criticise. Ac-

countability is on the basis of
personal ties rather than politi-
cal agreement — so when erst-
while comrades are elected to

councils, you find with few ex-

ceptions that your appeal to

‘them is on a personal basis.

Chris portrays the disagree-
ment between
London as being due to ‘‘per-
sonal Incompatibility between
Greenstein and Bash'’. If there

is one thing Graham Bash and 1

Socialist
long enough for them to fuse.
points’

Brighton and

agree on, it 1s that this is not so.

The personahsatlon of political

disputes is a hallmark of the
Right.

Chris begins his letter by sta-
ting without example that I

refuse to accept Graham'’s* role
as impartial chair. He then shifts
this to’' Briefing itself being th=
impartial chair — a nuclear fus-
ion chamber holding SO and
Challenge

Chris’s article attacks
in the Open Letter which are not
there and severely distorts the

rest. E.g. he says we accuse

London Briefing of going down
the ‘‘road to oblivion’’, where-
as the original letter reads, ‘‘if
the left in the Labour Party is not
to continue to retreat down the

- road to oblivion’’

Chris states that *‘I want to
make sure that your joint Open

Party members.

SL/WSL talks

| HAVE no wish to pre-empt the
discussions — which are still at a
rudimentary planning stage —
between the Socialist League-and
the Workers Socialist League. But
it is important to raise a couple of
points from David Biggs’ letter in
Writeback last week.

Biggs — National Secretary of

‘the SL — tells readers that his

organisation (formerly the IMG)
has “long™ been of the view that
“the differences between Qur-

selves and the WSL are not suffic-

ient to justify the existence of
separate organisations.”

The statement is doubly
evasive. It does not tell us for how
long this view has been held — in
other words it gives us no. chance
to assess the scope of the differ-
ences on political and program-
matic questions at national and
international level the SL regard
as containable within a single
organisation. Are there in fact any
disagreements on anything which
the SL .might argue justify the
existence of separate organisa-
tions?

Secondly, the statement — in
common with Biggs’ whole letter,
fails” to mention -any of the
present differences which in the
SL’s view mark them out from.
the WSL.

This coyness is partlcularly
unhelpful when his-letter is sup-
posedly in answer to an interview

‘with myself in which I set out as’
| clearly and objectively as possible

the issues which the WSL believes
must be addressed if discussions
are to be seriously pursued. |

Of course we agree that organ-
isations should reject the quest
for monolithism, and facilitate
‘lively internal debatee on varloue

quest1ons

“al ground,

Is there a
|basis for unity ?

Marxist .

But revolutionary
organisations - are¢ not debating
societies: they exist to fulfil a

function of political leadership in

the class struggle. To do that job a
certain degree of common politic-
agreement on
programme and on method of
work in relation to the mass
labour movement is a vital start-
ing point.

The preblem is that desplte
comrade Biggs’® talk  of “our
common tactical line” and the
SL’s “respect” for the work of
the WSL, practical experience for
many years and including the
period since the SL's fusion pro-
posal has brought the WSL and

SL into repeated conflicts which

in ‘a single organisation could
paralyse or disrupt vital work in
the class struggle.

‘Unless these ‘problems are
acknowledged and

a joint organlsatlon is snnply
deception.

It would certainly be “crim-

inally irresponsible™ to pass up a
real chance of principled unity:
but the possibility’ of such a
fusion has not yet been politically
demeonstrated. It will not drop
from the skies: only a serious
debate around programme,
policy, perspectlve and orlenta-
tion can create it. -

We have publicly welcomed
the chance of such a discussion,
and spelled out what we want to

- talk about.

-Now is the time to test the sin-
cerity of the unity proposal: will
the SL take up a real debate or —
as so .many times before — pull
back from an exchange?

~- Yours fraternally,
\JOHN LISTER

together

confronted .-
talk of the grand possibilities of
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Letter to Briefing is published
by us’’, yet when an amended
version ,of the letter was resub-
mitted, Chris Knight voted with
the rest of the Editorial Board
not to publish the letter. -

Chris alleges that ‘‘the two

factions in this dispute are really
SO on the one hand and Socialist

Challenge on the. other. That's

what it is really about’’. Which

1s strange, since not one of those

who signed the Open Letter is an
SO supporter — though the maj-
ority are closer to SO than Soc-
ialist Challenge, as Chns hlm-
self admits he 1s. |

Our letter complains about the

arb1trary decisions made by the

~editor of London Bnefmg, e.g.
over the Labour Committee on .
Palestine. Although Chris' ad-

mtts the substance of the charg-
es is true, never does he see any
problem in the method by which

JOHN HA RRIS

ere

was SO?

FOR thousands of active social-

ists and tens of thousands of oth-

er militants in the labour and
disarmament movements, the

Easter weekend was a time of
intense political activity. Wheth-
er, like me, they were involved
in a union- conference, or in
disarmament - demonstrations,
as were many, many more, it
was an important period of de-
bate and practical pohtlcal edu-
cation.

So where was Soc1al1st Org-
aniser? On holiday!

Of course SO supporters were |

active in these events, but by
not publishing that weekend we
were effectively abstaining as a
teridency in the labour move-
ment.
| TONY GARD,
Lewisham.

Like the cocooned caterpillar

awaiting the time to emerge as
a bright new butterfly, SO was
not on hohday but preparing the .

‘new look’ paper for the week
‘after. -

........
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at a puzzl ing rep. y !

decisions to change prev1ously
agreed statements are made.

For Chris the ‘secret’ of Briefing
is its ‘formal relatlve impartial-

ity’.

Although this particular form
of organisation may work when
there is agreement, e.g. over the
need to campaign for Benn iIn

‘the Deputy Leader campaign,

when times change and the left

is on the retreat, impartiality
becomes an obstacle. It means
tailing and not criticising those
such as Ted Knight who has
done to the campaign against
the witch-hunt what even John
Golding could not do, i.e. dis-
rupt it from the inside. Even

when he threatens to sue Brief-

ing itself, no mention is made of

this fact. It means being neutral

when the WRP wrecks .a Labour
Committee on Palestme con-

ference. ~
There are many inaccuracies

and distortions in Chris’s letter
which space doesn’t permit me

to take up. All T wish to say i

that the Open Letter from Bngh-
ton was written in a comradely
spirit and as a. means of begin-

{ | ning a debate with London. It

is a gréat pity that the Editorial

" Board of Briefing should have

been afraid of such a debate on

‘account of -jeopardising their

relationship with Socialist Chal-
lenge supporters. Even Chris

~admits to Briefing being politi-

cally directionless.
TONY GREENSTEIN,

Brighton

| Dissident

on hunger
strlke

OLEG Raozinsky, a 26_year old
philologist, has been committed

to the Serbsky Institutee of For-

ensic Psychiatry and the appall-
ing conditions that exist in this
type of institution may soon
cause his death.

- The only reason for all his suf-

fering is his membership of the
dissident peace
Moscow. |

Two of Raozinsky’s comrades
- have been on hunger strike in

- solidarity since March 1. Neith-
er of these two is presently be-

ing detained by the Soviet auth-
orities, but both have suffered

arrest and detentlon in the past

few months.
It only costs 20'zp to send a
letter or postcard to Moscow.

Send one to the director of the-

group intT

.Serbsky Institute demanding the

"immediate discharge of Rao-
zinsky. Stress that you are a
genuine Western peace cam-
paigner and hold no cold -war
hostility towards the Soviet
Union.
- Write to: OR Georgy V Moro-
zov, Serbsky Institute of For-
ensic Ps chlat
Pereulok 1.9, Moscow USSR
ALEX SIMPSON

Cambndge

| HARD
'I'IMES

/ ust out from Pluto

~ Press: an analysis of

capitalism in crisis

from regular Socialist

Organiser contributor

Bob Sutcliffe. £2.50

from bookshops, or

~ (with 50p post and

packing) from Pluto,
| The-Works, 1 050
Torriano A venue,
London N W5

.
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Debate on miners’
strike ballot

THE RUSH to defend Arthur
Scargill in the letters page of
SO 125 and 126 against my
rather mild criticism in the
lead article of SO 123
requires some comment.

Not so much on Martin
Hoare and Mark Starr, who
simply present the arguments
of Trevor Bell and the right
wing of the NUM — “a
national ballot was desired by
many members and the NEC
was correct to grant this
democratic demand”; or, as
Mark Starr puts it, “Scargill
was correct to accept- the
position of those on the
executive calling for a
national ballot”, but -on

Martin Thomas.

He accepts that the decision
for a national ballot was wrong,
but questions both whether it was

within the powers of NUM Presi-

dent Arthur Scargill to avoid it,
~and further whether the miners
were in the end prepared to strike
given the stump and the size of
coal stocks.

The discussion is useful since
it involves our assessment of the
most militant and important left
reformist .irade union leader in
Britain and his performance dur-

ing the first major strike of his

presidency. So what happened?
There is little doubt that Scar-
gill influenced the way the Welsh
strike developed by telling the
South Wales executive (doubtless
influenced by the October blun-
" der) that if they wanted to defend
Lewis Merthyr a lead would have

to come from Wales itself. He

- would then support this and seek

to generate support. Thus in the

first few days he was predicting
that the strike would ““spread like
wildfire”.

- From the first day the dnv;mg
force of the strike was the Welsh
miners themselves, organised by
the Joint Lodges Committee.
They travelled the country in

'thew hundreds, arguing that the

strike should be spread area by
area.

The decision of the Yorkshire
~ area executive, lobbied by Welsh
miners on the first day of the

strike, 'to call their membesrs out,
“was very strong and was a major
escalation of the strike. Their dec-
ision, however, to delay the start-
ing date for one week was a ser-

ONLY a few years ago, the

nuclear industry was’ confid-
-ently stating that no-one had
- ever been killed by nuclear
power. Nowadays, hardly a
month goes by without an
- increase in the estimates!

In SO 125, I wrote of the

possible 260 cases (and 13
deaths). of thyroid cancer
caused by the
- radioactive iodine
from the .Windscale fire in
1957. 1 wrote too soon!

According to John Urquhart,
in New Scientist (March 31), the
National Radiological Protection

Board’s (NRPB’s) report ‘missed
out the most serious element of

the escape of radioactivity when
coming up with its figures.

Now, ali radxoactlve substan-
ces can have effects on health
under the wrong circumstances,
but several conditions must be
satisfied before a release of a rad-
joactive substance can have ser-

release of
(1-131)

By Alan

Tho rnett

ious weakness since it inevitably

led to similar decisions in Scot-.

land and Kent. |
 Scargill’s public statements on

the Wednesday (day three of the

strike) were excellent. He answer-
ed sections of the media who
were calling for a national ballot
by giving full support to the strike
movement as it was developing
and quoting rule 42 and conferen-
ce policy as the authority for area
by-area strikes. He announced
that he had decided to call a Nat-
ional Executive Committee for
Thursday in order to seek an

unanimous vote in support of the-

strikes. (By this time some Derby-
shire pits were out with Wales).
At this time there were no
public calls for a national ballot
from within the NUM, although
some areas had decided to ballot
on an area basis, as Wales had.
The only public voice calling for a
national ballot was Trevor Bell of
COSA. Even in right wing areas,

~where area ballots were called, the

recommendation was to support
the strike. The media at this time
were scouring the coalfields look-
ing for any anti-strike’ moves to
latch onto and exaggerate into an
anti-strike- movement"‘as they did
at Gnmethorpe.

Ballot

But even they could not

detect any significant moves for a
national ballot from Wlthm the
NUM.

It is arguable that there could
have been a widespread campaign
for a national ballot inside the
NUM that wids not detectable
from outside (although none of
the letters argue that). But if that
was the case, why did Scargill call
the EC meeting for the Thursday
and allow the right wing to take
over before the strikes had even
begun? Were the supposed moves
for a national ballot unknown
even to him, as president of the
NUM?

' He could have called the NEC
a few days later, and Yorkshire,

ious health effects. |
. 1. There must be a large quan-
tity released, otherwise the radio-

activity may be so spread out that

it has little effect.

2. The substance must have a
high mobility in the environment.
If it all falls straight to the ground
and stays there, it will not cause
much damage to the general pub-
lic {(unless they all visit the fields
round Windscale)., But if it floats
easily in the air, dissolves in the
rain, and is easily absorbed by
plants and animals, then it will
quickly spread.

3. It must be easily absorbed
by the human body — it must be
the same -as or similar to substan-
ces that we. normally take in from
our diet.

4. It must have a long radio-

~active and biological half-life. In

other words, it must remain radio-
active for a long time and it must
stay in the body for a long time.
The NRPB study decided that
none of the radioactive substances
released from Windscale satisfied

1

JOHN HARRIS

Scotland, and Kent would have
been out with Wales. There would
have been a different dynamic to
the situation. It is more difficult
to stop strikes which have already
begun.. than to- prevent them
before they get off the ground. -

Mark Starr argues that we

- should be realists and recognise

that the feeling for a national
strike just 31mply was not there,
as proven by the October ballot,

‘that we should recognise reality

and get on with an education job.
But that is not leadership.

(A similar weakness seems to
have been reflected among the

left on the Yorkshire area execu-

tive, who, as far as I can see, sup-
orted the delay of the strike for

a week on the ground that more

‘education’ was needed among the

membership. Unfortunately. educ-
ation doesn’t come that formal
way. The development of militan-
cy is linked crucially to the mom-
entum and dynamic with which
the strike develops.

No-one holds the position

HE3 883

all these requirements. Neverthe-
less it said that the I-131 was still
quite dangerous, because a lot of

it was released and because it was

concentrated by the body into
one small gland, the thyroid,

characterised by Martin Thomas
that: “correct leadership can
automatically, always and a_t wﬂl
generate and win struggles™.

As Marxists we say that it is
the job of leaders to develop a
struggle when the potential for it
is there. We say this to the TUC
and the union leaders about the
Tory government.

Not that every sect1on of
workers has been simply waiting
to walk out against the Tories,
but that the potential was there,
shown by the numerous major
strikes of the past four years, to
develop a mass struggle. The job

of the leaders was to grasp that

potential and develop it.

The development of the strlke |

in South Wales is a good example

of this. Would a coldly conducted:
- ballot with no strike action to

raise militancy have produced a
strike majority? 1 doubt it (de-
spite previous votes against clos-
ures when a strike was not posed).

The militancy which produced
the strike vote was developed

WINITLITE :

being chemically identical to nor-

mal iodine, [-127,

But there was one substance
that satisfied all four require-

ments which was released, but
which the NRPB forgot about —

some pits. This
majority in the ballot. After the
strike started, there was a very
rapid development of militancy
which was reflected in a huge
- South Wales majority for strike
action in the national ballot. The
process is obvious.
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from the underground sit-in at

Lewis Merthyr, and by the sup-

.porting strikes Whlch followed at

‘My view during the strike, and
I thought it was the view of SO,
was that the national strike would

- have developed in a similar way

had Scargill and.the left stuck to
their guns, i.e. South Wales out
first followed by Yorkshire, Kent

and Scotland along with at least
individual pits in other areas."

Those on strike would then picket
out the pits stil working in a
period during which the general

level of militancy among miners

would have been rising with the
momentum and dynamic of the
strike.

~Mark Starr argues that support

polonium—210 (Po-210).
- Polonium was made at Wind-
scale in the reactor cores (‘pile’)
for use in atomic bombs, and it
was released as a gas when one of
these
halfdife of 140 days meant that
there was still half of it left after
140 days, when virtually all of the
I-131 had broken down. The rad-
jation it produced was more dan-
gerous than that of the iodine as
well, particularly when absorbed
in the body, either by breathing it
in or by eating plants or animals
with 1t in.

Most worryingly, fish and shell
ﬁsh can concentrate polonium by
a factor of 1000 or more!

John Urquhart tries to use.

such figures as are available to
work out a more realistic estimate

of the health effects.

‘He estimates that the Po-210
released increased the total dose
to the UK population by a factor
of five, giving about 1000 cancer
deaths (with several dozen deaths

on the continent). And there are
~various factors.(such as rainfall,

age-distribution of population)

roduced a slim —.

lish counties,

piles caught fire. Its long

for this kind of deyelopment
could endanger the unity of the
NUM -- which, he says, is contain-
ed in the national ballot tradition.

‘But, important as it is, such unity
| cannot be placed above the devel-

opment of mass struggle and
therefore unity in action — parti-
cularly in a situation which was
undoubtedly the crucial turning
point in resistance to mass closur-
es'in the coal industry.

Now unless last month’s ser-
ious setback can be reversed -
which is not impossible, but very
difficult — the labour force in the
coal industry will be cut in half,

and many miners will face the

‘unity’ of the dole queue.

No-one, of course, disputes
that Scarglll wants to stop pit clo-
sures, but that is hardly the point.
What 1 am arguing is that
began by. supporting — even pr
moting to some extent — the
spreading of a strike throughout

the coalfields but he failed to
carry the fight against the right
wing on, the’NEC at the crucial

meeting which he himself had
“called.

No-one, as far as 1 know,
before the NEC meeting was
predicting  even the remotest
pos'sibility that the decision

“would be for a national ballot.
Yet the dramatic turn around

happened — on a motion from a
tiny right-wing area, Leicester-
shire.

From his confident statements
the day before that he wanted a
unanimous decision = supporting
the strikes he emerged to tell the
media that he had personally
supported the motion calling for a
ballot (which also declared null
and void the strike decision in

Scotland, Yorkshire and Kent).

Afterwards he told the Moming
Star ‘“We did not pick Lewis
Merthyr. But the unofficial action
to save it was a fact of life.
Accepting that the strike had
taken place, the only sensible

ing to do was-to go for a
national ballot.”

That is- not the language of
someone forced into the position
after a fight and making a formal
statement to the press and TV. It
implies that Lewis Merthyr was
not the right batile ground and
defends the ballot as the “only
sensible thing’

It overwhelmmgly suggests to

- me that concessions were made to

the right wing at the crucial pomt

- of struggle.

which could increase that figure.

" Alternatively, - looking = at
deaths from leukeémia in 16 Eng-
Urquhart estimates
that some 1200 extra deaths
could be due to the Windscale
fire.

Leukemnia

&

Unfortunately (or fortunate-
ly?) most cancer deaths caused by
radiation would be lost among the
far greater numbers caused by
smoking, diet, etc. Leukemia rates
are more sensitive to radiation lev-
els, and leukemias are thought to
account for some 15% of cancers
due to nuclear accidents. So the
total number of cancer deaths
from Windscale may be as hjgh as
8000'

A final point for CND sup
pOrters Both British and. Americ

an atom bombs used Po-210, sc
the hundreds of A-bomb tests ir

“the ’40s, *50s, and 60s could have

caused between 5000 and 50,000

- extra deaths worldwide. As many
- as a medium-scale war. -
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PAID ads 5p per word, £4
per column inch. Send copy
to Socialist Organiser, 28
Middle Lane, London N8,

to arrive by Saturday for

inclusion in the following
week’s paper.

EL SALVADOR Solidarity
Campaign: Labour Move-
ment conference, Saturday
May 14, 10am to 5pm,
County Hall, London SE1.
Credentials £2 from ESSC,
29 Islingten Park St, *
London N1.

o SCOTLAND | :
Glasgow. For details of
meetings contact paper sel-

lers or Stan Crooke, 114

Dixon Avenue, Glasgow
G42. SO is sold at Maryhill
dole (Tuesday mornings)

.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. | | -

§ Rates: £5 for
J three months,
| £3.75 for six

months, and
£16 for a year.

Swndlz of 5
B WS

£12 for 3
months.

Bundle of 10
£21 for 3 |

months.
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Leeds.

Socialist Organiser, 28 Middle Lane,

Subscribe

l |

‘H'ARINGEY Labour Com-

mittee on Ireland. Public
meeting ‘‘Why Labour
needs to speak to Sinn
Fein’. Speaker: Steve
Bundred 'GLC] and Geoff
Bell [LCI]. : |
7.30pm on Thursday 14
April at Brabant Road
Trade Union and Com-

.munity Centre, off Stati: n

Rd.,N22.

LABOUR Committee on Ire-

land Annual General Meet- -

ing: Saturday April 23, 10am

to 5pm at County Hall,
London SE1. Resolutions to

be submitted by April 8. Con-

tact: LCl, BM Box 5355,
London WCIN 3XX.

BLACK Trade Unionists

Solidarity Movement Confer- .

ence, .

June 4 & § at County Hall,
London SE1. -
International Black speakers.
Credentials from Neville
Adams, 115 Neville Road,
London N 16. -

NEWHAM 8 Defence Cam-
paign. Details of activities, -
speakers and model resolu-
tions from PO Box 273,
Forest Gate, London E7 9JN

Rochdale. Méets on ‘second

WHAT future the Homeless
in Tower Hamlets?

Public meeting with Jack
Dash; Chris Holmes; Jock
Stallard MP and Jim Lawrie.
/pm, Saturday 16 April at
Bromley Public Hall, Bow
Road, E1. Organised by
Tower House Residents
Association.

Bermondsey workers’

{ social: with our comrades

who worked so hard for
Labour in the by-election.
Railway Club, Dunton Rd,
SE16. Friday April 15,
8pm. | -

‘Chile Solidarity Campaign
presents: In Concert for
Chile, ‘Quilapayun’ and
‘The Boys of the Lough’.
Sunday May 1, 7pm, |
Dominion Theatre, Totten-
ham Court Rd. Tickets from
Chile Solidarity Campaign
[272 4298], £6, £5, £4 and

1 £2 unwaged.

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

Community Co-op, New

Elvet.

York. Contact: 796027. SO

is sold at Coney St on Sat- .}

urday mornings, at the
Community Bookshop, and

outside the dole office most

mornings. ~
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 1s sold outside

TROTSKYISM or Castro-
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
Liaison Committee: 40p

plus postage from PO Box -

135, London N10DD.

Boots, Foregate (Saturday

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.

‘Saturday May 7

ASSEMBLE 11am at

the Embankment.

March to Brockwell

Park for Rock the

Bomb Festival with
Paul Weller and more -

York. Contact: 796027. SO
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 momiqgs.
* WALES :
Cardif{ . Contact 492988.

° MIDLANDS |

Birmingham. Meets alter-

Youth CND Festivai |

Where we stand

Durham. SO is sold at the | * Organise the left to beat back the Tories’ 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. o S

* Wage rises should at the very least .keep 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 fdr a3d3db

| 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

'f_or the unemploved. -

* Defend all jobs! Open the books of those firms that threat-
en closure or redundancies, along with those of their suppl-
iers 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. ’ |

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

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

Support all demands to weaken them as a bosses’ striking
force: dissolution of special squads (SPG, Special Branch,

MI5, etc.), publi¢c accountability, etc. -

*Free abortion on demand. Women'’s equal right to work an
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
gay community to organise and affirm their stand ptblicly.

* 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 Terrorismm Act. Political status for

Irish Republican prisoners as a matter of urgency.
* The black working people of South Africa should get full

support from the British labour movement for their strikes,

struggles and armed combat against the white supremacist
regime. South African goods and services should be blacked.

* It is 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 mlsery of capitalism |

now — in Britain and throughout the world — show the
urgent need to establish rational, democratic, human control
over the economy, to make the decisive sectors of industry
social property, under workers’ control. The strength of the
1labour 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
alterndtive in its place — rather than having our represent-

atives run the system and waiting for crumbs from the tables

of the bankers and the bosses.

. -
' i . '

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 Chickenis, 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. o

Coventry. Contact Keith

White,- 75623. SO is sold at
the Wedge Co-op, High St.

t Meets on first and  last

Thursday of the month,

7.30 at the ‘Queen’, Prim-.

rose Hill St, Hillfields.

Leicester. Contact
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. o

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-
shqp, Heathcote St.

be a supporter.

Name . ..

Phil, -

Send to Socialist Organiser, 28 Middle
Lane, London N8 8PL.,

Become a supporter of the Socialist -
Organiser Alliance — groups are estab-
lished in most large towns. It costs
£1.50 a month (20p -- unwaged) to

| want to become a Socialist Organiser
supporter/want more information.

Address. ... ......... e -

"l

‘Sunday

Haringey.

* SOUTH |
Oxford. SO is sold at the

Cornmarket (Saturday 11 to
1) and  outside
Cowley Rd, Friday 5 to 7.

Also at EOA Books, Cowley
Road. ' _—

Basingstoke. - . Business

- meeting April 8. Public
meeting May 16: Is a Soc- |
~1alist Revolution possible in

Britain? All meetings 7.30
Chute House.

* LONDON

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:
Aprii 10,~ 8pm,
Thornhill Neighbourhood
Project, Orknhey House,
Caledonian Rd/Copenhag-
en St. Bob Sutcliffe on

- ““Marx’s ‘Capital’ and capi-

talism today’’. For child-
care phone Nik, 278 1341.

Contact 802

0771 or 348 5941. Meets
every other Thursday, 7.30,

Socialist Organiser is not just a papet.
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.

Tesco,

Trade Union Centre, Bra-
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 p.m. Next meeting,

April 27: Jane Stockton,

~editor of London Labour
_Briefing Streetlife supple- .
" ment on women's liberation -~

and the labour movement.

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. .

'Hackney. Contact Andrew

Horning, 28 Carlton Man-

- sions, Holmleigh Rd, N16.

80 is sold at the following
London " bookshops: 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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Newsline has continued its ridiculous campaign of bluff and blust-
er against the BBC Money Programme’s allegation that it receives
- Libyan subsidies. But still - - litigious though it is - it has not got
round to suing the BBC. I

treatment of the Palestinian
Arabs by the Palestinian Jews is
a betrayal of the best traditions
of the Jewish people. -

easily be spun. |

But the only possible ‘ration-
al’ common denominator on
which to base such a ‘theory’ is

PAGE 8 The News Ling Saturday. April 8, 1983

From ‘Socialist ‘ -

. SATURDAY =

Many - solicited - - letters from members and supporters have o Organ'iser "to aor 9: 1983 T “,I.‘fﬁ' ‘i’”h?lte"er ?‘3: m&’é’; ). hBut ;ﬁj"ti‘? attem?ts' t%itré_a:
been printed. The campaign continues against Socialist Organiser, ..Thatcher & Reagan peopl(:a | ﬁﬁoﬁfiﬁ (;to ryemust P :krg (t:oflrsr;) ilW:ya,s. cg?irtozlyacoh 3?9 .

linked with the BBC according to the well-tried Stalinist tech-
nique of the ‘amalgam’. Example from a piece by long-standing
member Alex McLarty: “Trade unionists! Members of the labour
movement! Be warned! Depending on its substance a small dose
of poison can do a lot of harm. What is the substance of Matgam-
na and “Socialist Organiser*? We know enough now. Time may tell
even more”. Much of the denunciation of Socialist Organiser is
extremely shrill and hysterical, lynch mob stuff. -

It is also extremely sad. People write expressing their faith in
the charlatans who put out Newsline. Letter after letter testifies
to real sacrifices and devotion. People who couldn’t possibly

know the secrets of the autocratic and conspiratorial leaders of

them ashamed in some part of
their minds about what they
have become. So, cheaply, they
warn that Mrs Thatcher, who
ndw (they say) has Zionist con-
spirators at ‘the centre’ of her
government, may engage in anti
semitic agitation. But they can’t
- even disavow _ anti-semitism
- without linking the Zionists to
Hitler, saying that Hitler con-
“sciously and deliberately made
forcible conversions to Zionism .

- Morally outraged by Israel —

the Jews that in parallel to what
they see as the Arab threat to
wipe out the Jews of Palestine,
those in Britain who talk of just-
ice for the Palestinian Arabs
are a crowd of loony future
pogromists. And that won't help

the Palestinian Arabs either.
. Zionist plot

'The state of the left on this
question is indicated by the fact
that Ken Livingstone, in the

: - 1€ reactionary Isla-
[HC government of Libygy’ and seek a

Labour-Party right i

Thatcher's government in D ’
Street. There is o

the organisation write to testify from their own experience of
- struggling to raise money for the paper that it could have no
financial link with Libya. Playwright Tom Kempinski writes in

ringing tones, “We are not bought”

~ and false in the circumstances.

As false has have always been the hopes and wishes of the

many fine revolutionaries who h
Healy’s ‘machine for maiming mil

ave devoted themselves to
itants’.,-

We reproduce the editorial in which they -/responded to our

- comment last week.

NEWSLINE'’s editorial uses the
code word ‘Zionists’, but in fact
it is talking about a conspiracy of
Jews which runs, they say, from
‘the centre’ of Mrs' Thatcher’s
Cabinet to the commanding
heights of the BBC, all the way
through to... Socialist Organ-
iser. If a Jew becomes ‘‘the
‘youngest-ever chairman’’ of the
BBC, what else can it be but a
‘Zionist’ conspiracy? o

Pre World War 2 anti-semites
. explained communism and fin-
“ance capital alike as different
aspects of a single World Jew-

1sh Conspiracy. So now do these

petro-dollar  anti-Zionists  of
Newsline depict ‘the centre’ of

Thatcher’s government and Soc-

lalist Organiser as secretly
-linked and bonded — despite
ocean-wide class and political

differences — by a hidden net-

work of ‘Zionists’.

‘Zionism’ here is not a politi-
cal reference meaning those who
support the right of Israel, or a
modified Israel, to exist. That
~ would include the overwhelming
majority of the ' people of
Britain. | |
- There are Zionists and.
- Zaonists: there are Zionists and
~Jews. It is the latter who are the
conspirators. Even an ’anti-
Zionist’ Jew. this racist logic
says, will have ineradicable
_loyalties and allegiances more
- basic than politics: some people
are congenital ‘Zionists’.

SO 1s opposed to Zionism? It
supports the national rights of
the Palestinians? SO advocates
~a secular democratic state in
Palestine within which Jewish
“and Arab Palestinians could live
as equals? Though rejecting
“with contempt the ‘socialism’ of
the ‘Green Book’, it would sup-
port Libya against an imperialist
invasion? |

Forcery

That’s just a front. Don 't the

communists pretend to denoun-

ce the ‘finance capitalists’ and

the - ‘finance capitalists’ make
war on communism so as to fool -

those on both sides who don'’t

know there is an International

Jewish Conspiracy?
Thus Gerry Healy in his dot-

age seems to have rediscovered

‘the ‘Protocols of the Elders of

Zion’ — that forgery of the Okh-
rana, the Tsarist political police,
which became a warrant for
genocide against the Jews of
Europe. Newsline in effect de-
fmes Jews as ‘agents of Zionist

By Sean |
Matgamna

imperialism’ — which must be
the very heart of imperialism if,
as they say, its controlling tent-
acles reach secretly right into
‘the centre’ of Mrs Thatcher’s

~ Cabinet. ; The Jews, it would

seem, are now the international

Janissaries of imperialism.,

- How can the mutant remnants
of what was once the most ser-

- lous revolutionary organisation

in Britain have come to this?

For the last nine or ten years,
the WRP has seen the world,
and especially the international
Trotskyist movement, mainly in
terms of police ‘conspiracies’

and the operations of ‘agents’

and counter-agents.
Vast amounts of newsprint,
time and money have beén given

- over to the search for the ‘con-

spirators’ and ‘agents’ who are
the root of all evil in the world,
and whose subterranean com-
bats and manoeuvres seem in

~ the WRP’s eyes to have replac-

ed the struggle of classes as th

.

locomotive of history.

Add to this paranoid obsess-

lon Mr Healy’s present ‘cup-
board love’ politics which put
Zionism. and anti-Zionism at the

centre of world politics — be-

cause, to judge by all the cir-
cumstantial evidence, Libyan
gold. is at the centre of the

- WRP’s survival — and the scen-
~ arlo more or less writes itself.

The inbuilt logic of such ‘poli-
tics’ takes over and takes off.
It easily becomes a matter of

-Jews — ‘Zionists’ — against all

the rest.

The racist logic
through in their account of the
Money Programme’s ‘witch-
hunt’. Why is this the work of

'Zionists’? Because a Jew is

appointed chairman of the BBC?
Because only ‘Zionists’ are con-
cerned with the Middle East?
Because the Jewish Chronicle
showed interest in an exposé of

‘people it must regard as at
-least potential pogromists. Of

course, if the Jewish Chronicle
was tipped off in advance, that
1s proof positive that ‘Zionists’
were 1n control!

Or it is that all ‘witch-hunters’
are Zionists? |

— rhetoric that rings pathetic

~card up their sleeves,

breaks

€ver in proving this.

recent appointment
Young, a di

Chronicle’, s youngest-ever
e’, ) -ever cha
man of the BBC, "having been

governor only since 1981. He is the

This is the key organisation which the

Tories are transformmg Into a °
behind which

: seek to mobilige jobless youth from __
_ ‘slave

accepted them without 5 murmur of

protest’,

(News
1983). |

Jews in genera]

Zionism made jt possible for a ny
: mbe
ot: rich Jews to leave Nazi German;

) agreement of the Fuhr
Provided they agreed to 'bec::nfg
Zionists. The Tories know too they
have a powerfyi anti-Semitic trump
: to replay o
again as the most reactiongryym:(lf
ifestation of racialism, which is anti-
Semitism. |

From the support and advance pub.
licity which the ‘Jewish Chronicle’

gave the BB(C 2 ‘Money Programme’

on March 20, the reactionar ' fia
L , Yy Zionist 7
link was' clear for all to see. But it ° (a

also stretches through Downing

Street channels right into the Whij
. it
House and President Reagan. )

: Thp, latest Reagan military provoca-
tion against Libya early in Mareh

-

raises in its sharpest form the -
tral politica] ots

kyists defend the Libyan reci (
Gaddafi -against ’ alism o

4 matter of principle, or do they

question. Do Trots-

US imperialism as

world in which the Palestinian

question is the central pivot of |

the struggle of two basic camps,

‘the imperialist and the ‘anti-
imperialist’, decrees that with-

in the imperialist countries,

‘Zionists’, linked by ineradic- .

able ties to the arch-imperialism

~ — Zionist imperialism — are the
main enemy, everywhere.

Faced with an earlier left-

wing flirtation with anti-Semit-
ism dressed up .as anti-capital-
1sm, Frederick Engels said that:
“‘anti-semitism is the socialism
of idiots’’. WRP-style
Zionism is the anti-imperialism
of idiots. And it is indistinguish-
able from anti-semitism,
- All Jews other than certain
religious anti-Zionists and some
revolutionary socialists do sup-
port Israel — that is, they are
Zionists. - " |

They are a people scattered
through all'segments of society.
Seek ‘evidence’ that there may
be a conspiratorial network of
Jews, and you will find it — red
Jews and Rothschilds, members
of Mrs Thatcher’s (or Ronald
Reagan’s) cabinet and writers

anti-

Top of the list, We.havé the most

of Mr Stuart
director of the ‘Jewish

ir-
a -

1]

i -cpalrman of the BBC,

Organiser’ hag landed itself rj
bang in the middje vatet B

hand- icked Zionis as an outright
Supporter of their policies of witch-
hunting the WRP and the News Line

- for our principled ‘ np
Line, March 28 _ i principled stand against

Muammar
The question of the hour, we repeat,

Jeutrality’ between US imperial.
PP rRniumeg * lsm a : .
no difficulty what- m‘%@%}a_ fi7 This is the posi-

' ociralist Organisep’ claim-
Ing to speak for ‘lefts’ ; ’
Parto. § 1n the Labour

The same Organ supported the Zionist-

Sponsored ‘Money Programme’ on

. ‘March 29, They wrote ‘We (‘Socialist

Organiser’) didn’t wait for the B
\ BC to
ell us .abou.t the WRP’s probable
links with Libya. The fact that the
BBC now says it doegp’s make it

less likely to be lrue.’ (April 7, 1;8%’

(Our emphasis).

Here is unqualifi