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TORIES IN CRISIS 
SDP-LIBERAL THREAT? 

Labour Party members demonstrate against the Tories on 19 September. 
Photo: Militant. 
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''We are 
petitive'' 

getting more corn
was the brutal, 

mindless comment of Nor
man Tebbit, Mrs Thatcher's 
new minister for 
bashing. 

union 

·The "suburban 
skinhead" was com
menting on 
Tuesday's official 
unemployment 
figures which came 
within a hair's 
breadth of three 
million. 

The official figure is 
2,998, 789. The real 
number is more like 4 
million, if women and 
other jobless people who 
don't register and 
workers on special "job
saving" schemes are in
cluded. 

Tebbit would be right 
if Britain was competing 
in an all European 
unemployment cham
pionship. 

Unemployment in Bri
tain almost doubled (up 
880:o) between April1979 
and April1981. In twelve 
other West European 
countries hit by the 
world recession, 
however, the average in-

By Ray Apps 
(delegate 

Brighton Kemptown 
Labour Party) 

crease was about one 
third (3007o). 

With cretinous con
(idence in "free market 
forces", Mr. Tebbit 
thinks mass unemploy
ment is good for 
business. But Thatcher 
and company have not 
received a vote. of con
fidence from the City 
financiers and big 
business. 

Quite the contrary. 
Overseas investment in 

stocks and shares is current
ly running at .£900 million a 
month. Since the Tories 
removed exchange controls, 
British investment in 
overs€as stocks and shares 
has jumped from quite ~ 
low level to £5,000 million 
over the last year. 

British businessmen have 
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• 
The threat posed by the Lib-

on-. erai/SDP alliance will 
doubtedly be one of the 
themes of the right wing -at . 
the Labour Party Conference 
at Brighton. 

While the holy 
trinity of Jenkins, 
Steel and Williams 
wallowed in the hero 
worship of their sup
porters and the 
adulation of the 
press at Llandudno 
last week, their 
political blood 
brothers within the 
Labour Party; the 
right wing, have at
tempted to turn the 
SDP's apparent suc
cess to their own ad
vantage. 

In a desperate attempt to 
prevent the election of Tony 
Benn as Deputy Leader and 
halt the massive shift to the 

left that this would repre
sent, the right wing have in
voked the spectre of the 
alliance "crushing Labour" 
by capturing the so-called 
"middle-ground". 

The Warrington by
election result and some re
cent local government 
results have been adduced 
as proof of the potential 
which exists for the SDP. 

By using the Warrington 
result in this way the right 
wing are playing the same 
game as the capitalist press. 
They have sought to 
obscure the fact that the 
mo~t important feature of 
the Warrington by-election 
was the shattering of the 
Tory vote. They were · 
reduced to ·a mere 7Yz'Jfo 
share of the vote. 

Imagine the headlines if 
we had had a Labour 
government and a Labour 

candidate rece1v1ng a 
derisory vote! The same 
result could come from the 
Croydon North-West by
election. 

Jenkins received 12,000 
votes at Warrington. At 
least 7,000 of these came 
from former Tory voters, 
and another 3,000 from 
former Liberal voters. 

No more than 2,000, who 
were either former Labour 
voters, predominately from 
the middle class or those 
who had not voted in the 
previous election, swung 
over to support Jenkins. 

Nevertheless, Jenkins 
should not have received 
this vote. Unfortunately, 
the campaign was in the 
hands primarily of right
wing Labour Party regional 
officials, and no serious at
tempt was made to unmask 
the SDP as another Tory/ 
Liberal Party in disguise. 

The capitalists have filled 
the coffers of the SDP to 
the tune of a reported £15 
million-because they are 
terrified of the possibility of 
a landslide for Labour in 
the next election. 

They realise that millions 
of Tory voters, and those 
who abstained in the last 
election, are threatening to 
swing over in support of 
Labour at the next election. 

Against the background 
of more than 3 million 
unemployed, with the 
British economy brought to 
the brink of ruin, a new 
Labour government will be 
under terrific pressure to 
carry through radical 
measures in the interests of 
working people. 

In the past the Liberal 
Party has been kept as a 
safe haven for disillusioned 
Tory voters. But now the 
Liberals have · become 
tainted as an "establish
ment'' party and are 
therefore not looked on as a 
real alternative by dis
contented Tory voters. 

The capitalists have 
therefore decided to create 
a new "safety net" in the 
form of the SDP. 

They have not disguised 
their intentions: "it (the 
SDP) must wreck Labour at 
every turn, and fast," 

('Economist', 19 September 
1981). In order to achieve 
this objective the SDP must 
appear 'radical' and 'fresh'. 

Their leaders are in effect 
attempting to capitalise on 
their own past crimes. 
There is widespread disillu
sionment not just with 
Thatcher and the Tories but 
with past right wing dom
inated Labour govern
ments. 

Jenkins, Williams, Owen, 
etc. were the dominant 
members of a Labour gov
ernment which carried 
through a watered-down 
version of Thatcherism and 
paved the way for the return 
of the present Tory govern
ment. In the past 35 years 
we have had 17 years of 
Labour governments, but 
British workers are im
measurably worse off than 
before . 

You cannot defeat 
the SDP by return
ing to the bankrupt 

· policies of the 
1974-79 Labour 

government 

Labour can unmask the 
SDP for what it is, a pro
capitalist anti-working class 
party. But not on the basis 
of the policies of Labour's 
right wing who are virtually 
indistinguishable from the 
SDP. 

The SDP wish to return 
to the policies of 1974/79. 
The right wing of the 
Labour Party also wish to 
serve up the same warmed
up dishes, spiced with a few 
radical phrases which will 
be easily dispensed with 
once they take power. 

The discontented millions 
of former Tory voters can 
only be won, not by occu
pying the "middle 
ground", but by the adop
tion of radical socialist 
policies. 

Labour must establish in 
their minds that the present 
system can only offer more 
of the same medicine which 

LABOUR'S RIGHT BACKED BY NATO · 
Last Monday, James 
Callaghan launched 
another well-broad
cast attack on the 
Labour Party's 
policy on nuclear 
disarmament. 

This came at a press con
ference to launch a new 
pamphlet, ''The case 
against unilateral nuclear 
disarmament," published 
by the Labour Committee 
for Transatlantic Under
standing. 

This committee and the 
Labour and Trade Union 

This committee and the 
Labour and Trade Union 
Press Service are, according 
to ex-Labour MP Alan Lee 
Williams, one of its 
'Editorial Committee', "en
tirely funded by the infor
mation service of NATO, 
;tlthough (as he puts it) we 
are free to receive donations 

·-from individuals and trade 
unions.'' 

On the platform with 
Callaghan this week were 
Frank Chapple and Terry 
Duffy, respectively Treasu
rer and Secretary of the 
LTUPS. 

Only the Saturday before 

Terry Duffy, had launched 
an attack on the campaign 
of the Broad Left in the 
coming AUEW elections. 
Raising the old smear of 
"Moscow Gold" ("Chall
enge to the Reds: Who gives 
you the cash?" as the 'Sun
day Express' headline put 
it), Duffy said "I am most 
concerned that money may 
be coming from outside this 
country." 

Yet Terry Duffy is quite 
happy to sit on a body 
financed by NATO, a 
capitalist military alliance 
dominated by American im
perialism and fundamental-

ly hostile to the aims of the 
labour movement. 

Significantly, the press 
conference was held at the 
exclusive Reform Club in 
London. One of the secret 
weapons used by the 
L TUPS to promote "closer 
links between the labour 
and trades union movement 
and the members of the 
Atlantic Alliance " is 
''organising .... I uncheons 
and dinners." 

We would like to hear 
from rank and file members 
of the EETPU and the 
AUEW how many lunches 
and dinners they have been 

Thatcher has been dishing 
out in the past two 
years-rising unemploy
ment, increased inflation 
(stag-flation), and further 
cuts in living standards. 

It is a measure of the 
desperation of British 
capitalism that they are 
even flirting with the idea of 
building up the SDP as an 
alternative to the Tory Par
ty. 

They have embarked on a 
very dangerous game from 
their point of view. If they 
are not careful, their 
manoeuvre to destroy the 
Labour Party will end up 
crushing the Tories. 

Conscious of this, the 
'Economist' warns the SDP 
leaders: "the alliance must 
not go for Mrs Thatcher's 
fair-weather friends but for 
the votes of disillusioned 
socialists away from Mr 
Foot.•·• 

However, most of the 
support flowing to the SDP 
at the moment comes frQm 
precisely disillusioned Tory 
voters. If the SDP were to 
get the kind of support pro
mised . in recent opinion 
polls this could shatter the 
Tory Party. 

Di~ontented Tory voters 
who go over to the SDP will 
not easily return to the 
Tories. On the contrary, 
they will later swing over 
even more massively to sup
port a left Labour Party. 

At the same time, the 
Labour Party and the trade 
union movement will 
become even more radicalis
ed than at present. In the 
unlikely event that the SDP, 
either through its own ef
forts or through an alliance 
with the Liberals and Tory 
'wets', manage to push 

.through proportional rep
resentation this will not 
crush a radicallsed Labour 
Party as they seem to im
agine. 

Despite similar attempts 
on the part of De Gaulle in 
France, when he framed his 
constitution in 1958, a 
radical and left-wing 
Socialist Party has just 
achieved power with almost 
56'Jfo of the vote. Events will 
move much faster in Britain 
in the next few years. 

Strange 
allies 

"The Conservative are very 
unpopular, probably more 
so than they have ever 
been," confessed· !an 
Gilmour, Thatchers' sacked 
"wet" writing in "The 
Times" (23 September) . 

Gilmour also confirms 
our view of the SDP: 

"-i t is possible to regard 
the SDP as a safety net for 
the Conservatives ... 

"It is far from certain 
that the SDP will do 
Labour more damage than 
they will do to the Conser
vatives. They might indeed 
facilitate a Labour victory. 
They appear ... to be a net 

Moreover, if blocked on 
the electoral plane the 
working class in Britain 
would assert its muscle on 
the industrial field. 

Even 'The Times' has 
warned, "without prospect 
of government to restrain 
them, the traditional parties 
will follow the extremists, 
especially at constituency 
level." (15 September 
1981). In the perjured 
language of 'The Times', 
"extremists " means 
"socialist" as far as the 
Labour party is concerned. 

Fears of such a develop
ment may yet convince the 
capitalists to draw back 
from massive suppo.rt for 
the SDP. 

They will not lightly or 
easily undermine the Tory 
Party which has been a 
reliable instrument for them 
for .over 100 years. 

Moreover, the big in
dustrial battles which loom 
in Britain in the next period 
could lead to a huge con
frontation between an 
aroused and bitter working 
class and the new hard nos
ed Tory cabinet. 

The 4'Jfo limit of That
cher, together with the 
threatening noises from the 
"half-trained pole cat", 
Tebitt, against democratic 
and trade union rights, is 
itself a formula for con
frontation between the 
classes. 

This polarisation could 
shatter the basis of the new
found confidence of tlte 
Liberal / SOP alliance. 

The labour movement 
can help this process along 
by a campaign of pro
paganda, explanation and 
action both against the Tory 
government and against the 
threat posed by the SDP/ 
Liberal alliance. 

One thing is certain: the 
attempt to "out moderate" 
the SDP, as the right wing 
advocate, would have dis
astrous results for Labour. 

If the left is victorious in 
the deputy leadership this 
must be the first step in re
arming the labour and trade 
union movement in Britain 
with a fighting socialist pro
gramme to defeat Tory, 
Liberal and SDP reaction: 

more likely to ensnare Con
servative voters than to save 
Conservative politicians." 

It is ironic, that while 
Gilmour is slating the 
Tories, ex-Labour Prime 
Minister, Sir Harold 
Wilson, should be praising 
the Tories on a US lecture 
tour. 

According to "The 
Times" (22 Sept), the Tory 
Party (as well as Reagan) 
"came in for approbation" 
as "the best he had known 
in his 35 years in the House: 

"It is a much more pro
fessional back bench. The 
Conservative Party now has 
a considerable number of 
people with industrial ex
perience and a number who 
have worked in the City, 
~o.t. in honorary posts." 



Applause during Tony Benn's speech at rally. 

The Labour Party 
demonstration in Birm
ingham at the weekend was 
yet another massive 
demonstration against this 
Tory government. 

At the height of 
the march in the city 
centre, it swelled to 
nearly 20,000, made 
up mainly of trade 
union- and Labour 
Party members from 
the Midlands. 

Yet the Fleet Street press 
and its cohorts in the media 
concentrated all their 
reports on the incident that 
took place in the following 
rally. ·w,ooo marched into 
Aston Park for the closing 
rally. All the speakers were 
generally well received, in
cluding Roy Hattersley. 

When Tony Benn rose to 
speak he received a long 
ovation, with whole sec
tions of the crowd chanting 
'Tony Benn'. Similarly, YS 
speaker, Laurence Coates, 
who followed Den is Healey, 
was cheered when he called 
for action against the 
Tories, beginning with a 
24-hour general strike. 

By Bob Wade 

anti-Tory speeches. 
At this point whole sec

tions of workers present in 
the audience-angered not 
only by these provocative 
statements but Mr Healey's 
role in past Labour govern
ments-joined in the boo
ing. 

The 'Militant' and the 
Labour Party Young 
Socialists make it clear that 
is it not the method of 
Marxism to barrack a 
speaker to the point where 
they cannot carry on. In
deed, at this year's LPYS 
annual conference, the 
Young Socialists were ad
dressed by the right wing 
Labour MP, John Golding, 
who, despite his pro-

vocative speech, was not in
terrupted once. Rather he 
was treated to silent con
tempt. 

To 'howl-down' a 
speaker gives ammunition 
to the bosses' press to ped
dle the myth that Marxists 
are undemocratic; the day 
after the Birmingham inci
dent the 'Sunday Mirror' 
stated on its front page, 
"Uproar broke out when 
about 50 militant sup
porters of Tony Berm tried 
to storm the platform in a 
'gag Healey' move." 

This is untrue. No "mili
tant supporters" took part 
in any such action. 

And many activists pre
sent were suspicious why · 
Mr Healey chose not to 
finish his speech (unlike at 
the recent Cardiff 
demonstration and the 
'People's March' Rally in 
Hyde park, where he con
tinued his speech despite 
similar barracking). 
Needless to say, tfie next 
day the Fleet Street press 
had screaming headlines de
nouncing 'left-wing bully 
boys' etc. 

However, on the Sunday 
TV programme 'Weekend 
World', Mr Healey went as 
far as to name the secretary 
of the Rank and File 
Mobilising Committee, Mr 
Jon Lansman, as actually 

Photo: Militant 

'orchestrating' the heckling. 
This red herring was soon 
squashed, wh en Mr 
Lansman pointed out he 
was at neither the Cardiff or 
Birmingham marches! 

But what hypocrisy by 
the press. Now the truth has 
come out, the press talk of 
Healey's 'blunder' or 
'boob'. But had the tables 
been turned, and Tony 
Benn made such an untrue 
accusation, imagine how 
the headlines would have 
screamed 'liar' and poured 
abuse on Tony Benn! 

The marcti itself was 
good humoured and full of 
confidence that Thatcher 
could be stopped. As usual, 
the LPYS made excellent 
preparations for the 
demonstration, \\ith factory 
gate meetings and 'soap
box' orations in the city's 
famous Bull Ring, in the 
days leading up to the mar
ch. The route was plastered 
with YS and Militant
posters. 

A banner proclaiming 
; Join Labour's Youth' 
stretched above the route 
near the entrance to Aston 
Park. Many names were 
taken from youth wanting 
to join the YS, and paper 
sales flourished-even a 
motorcyle cop bought a 
Militant! 

However, this mood 
changed when Denis Healey1 
came to speak. Using as an 
excuse the rantings of a 
small ultra-left sect (who 
had continually barracked 
speakers, including the YS 
speaker, throughout the 
afternoon about H-blocks), 
Denis Healey made some 
provocative statements on 
party democracy. 

If your first culprit fails ... 

Rank and file trade 
unionists and Labour Party 
members were genuinely 
outraged that Mr Healey 
did this after there had been 
an 'unwritten agreement' 
between the previous 
speakers to concentrate on 

Reeling from the collapse of 
Denis Healey's claim that 
Jon Lansman, secretary of 
the Rank and File Mobilis
ing Committee, led the 
heckling of Healey at the 
Labour Party's Cardiff and 
Birmingham demonstra
tions, the Healey camp and 
the media began a frantic 
search for a new culprit. 

During the next day the 
word went out that Bob 
Labi, a Militant supporter 

on the Executive of the 
Greater London Labour 
Party, was the person 
whom Healey had meant to 
name. (Incidently Bob Labi 
is bearded unlike Joo 
Lansman). Photographs 
and unused ITN film of the 
Birmingham march were 
scanned for Bob Labi's 
face. 

The 'Daily Star' tele
phoned Bob Labi and asked 
if he had led the heckling. 

Despite being told that he 
bad not aduaUy attended 
either the Cardiff or Birrn~ 
ingham man:b tbe 'Star' im
mediately telephoned Bob 
Labi's pareots to ask if they 
knew 1tilat his movements 
were! 

This SD12IJ inrident only 
goes to iDastrate tbe dose 
co-operatioa between the 
media aad tbe right-wing 
within tbe Labour Party. 
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IDXTETH 
-WHO GAVE POLICE 
HOSPITAL RECORDS? 

News headlines 
about Toxteth may 
have died down but 
police repression 
continues. Last week 
Paul Conroy was 
hauled before the 
court in dressing 
gown and pyjamas, 
with the top of his 
body and neck in 
plaster. 

He had been arrested in 
hospital and charged with 
petrol bomb offences. Nei
ther he, his family or his 
solicitor had any warning 
that he was due to be 
discharged from hospital. 

Paul's injuries had been 
inflicted by a police land 
rover. Eye witnesses have 
reported how a police jeep in 
the St Nathanial Street area 
rammed him against a 
fence. This, the night before 
David Moore was killed, 

ByRon Burke 
(Toxteth CLP) 

was when police began using 
their hit and run tactics. 

When Liverpool 8 
Defence Committee 
members and 'Militant' 
reporters went to see Paul 
there was a police guard on 
the hospital . war and only 
certain members of Paul's 
family were allowed in . 

Last week in court the 
police even asked for Paul to 
be sent to Risley Remand 
Centre. Despite the fact that 
he is still in plaster, he has 
been granted bail of £500 
and put on curfew. 

But how did the police 
know that Paul was about to 
be discharged? Trade Un
ions must investigate how 
t~is confidential infor~a
tiOn was leaked to the police 
and demand that hospital 
records are not used in this 
way. -

Over 3 ,000 people in Trafalgar Square last Sunday heard 
Michael Foot, Arthur Scargill and others attack the aid the 
British government is giving to the military dictatorship in 
Chile, and other reactionary regimes in Latin America. 

US LABOUR DEMONSTRATE 
At least 250,000 
people-60,000 more 
than expected-joined 
the AFL-CIO (American 
TUC) march in Wash
ington last Saturday ag
ainst Reagan's monetar
ist policies. 

Reagan chose to "slip out 
of town", as the 'New York 
Times' put it. The biggest 
demonstration in Washing
ton for 20 years, it reflected 
the growing anger of a ge
nuine cross-section of 

America. 
Converging on Washing

ton from every corner of the 
US, the demonstrators used 
trains and coaches, to avoid 
breaking air traffic con
trollers' picket lines. 

But most significantly of 
all, the mass demonstration 
was called by organised lab
our-a sign of the role that 
a party of labour could 
play. 

inside: Report on the 
Labour Day march in New 
York-page 16. 

JohnWobey 
We are sorry to report the 
death last Sunday of John 
Wobey, a member of Hack
ney Central LP and a 
Hackney Councillor. John 
was a reader of the 'Mili
tant' for many years, and 

regularly contributed gener
ously to our Fighting Fund. 
We offer our condolences to 
his wife, Hilda Wobey, and 
their children Bob, Jane and 
their families. 

Tribute next week. 
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UNION RIGHTS FOR 
· ·YOPS WORKERS 

LPYS launch campaign 
Launched only three weeks 
ago the YOP Trainees Union 
Rights Campaign is proving-a 
great success. -

Set up on the init
iative of the Labour 
Party Young Social
ists and the Youth 
Campaign Against 
Unemployment, it 
has as its aim, bring
ing the half a million 
YOP workers into 
the trade union 
movement. 

Amongst its initial trade 
union sponsors are Bernard 
Dix , Assistant General Sec
retary NUPE, Bobby Ow
ens , Chairman region No 6 
TGWU, Col in Barnett of 
the North West TUC. 
Already the 6/ 612 unem
ployed workers branch in 

_ Liverpool has sent £10 to the 
campaign, which we hope 
will be the first of many 
such donations from Trade 
Union branches . 

The campaign marks a 
new turn in the development 
of the Labour Party Young 
Socialists. It comes after a 
year of campaigning activi
ties which has seen the 
active membership grow 
from 5,000, at the last 
Labour Party conference, to 
about 9,000. 

That year began with the 
massive campaign for the 
demonstration in Liverpool, 
for which 900,000 leaflets 
were given out, and over 
8,000 marched in the LPYS 
contingent. Subsequently 
the LPYS has conducted 
major campaigns for the 
Glasgow, Cardiff, and Bir
mingham demonstrations . 

1981 has also seen the 
biggest and most represent
ative LPYS conferences sin
ce the early 1960s; 295 
branches were represented 
with a total attendance of 
about 2,000. That confer
ence saw the launch of the 
'Youth Charter', a 10 point 
programme of demands to 
be included in Labour's next 
Manifesto; this gained wide
spread support in the Lab
oUr and Trade Union move
ment. 

The LPYS has now foun
ded the YOP Trainees 
Union Rights Campaign, 
because it felt the time was 
ripe to help organise YOP 
workers, who are mostly 
being used as cheap labour 
with little or no training. 
The LPYS is demanding: 

* 5 weeks holiday per year 
for YOPs now 

* An immediate and 
substantial increase in the 
training allowance 

By Lawrence 
Coates 

(LPYS representative 
-elect on NEC) 

* Full trade union rates of 
pay 

* Proper disciplinary and 
complaints procedures 

* Free travel until a 
decent wage is achieved 

* Proper training under 
trade union control 

* A guaranteed job at the 
end of the scheme 

A founding conference of 
YOP workers and repre
sentatives of trade union 
branches involved in the 
organisation of YOP sche
mes will be held in Liverpool 
on November 21st. Speakers 
will include Colin Barnett, 
secretary of the North West 
TUC, YOP workers repre
sentatives, and a member of 
the LPYS National Commit
tee. 

In the next couple of 
weeks a YTURC Union 
recruitment leaflet, posters, 
and 'Get Organised', the 
new monthly bulletin of the 
YTURC, will be out; so 
local LPYS, Trade Union 
and Labour Party branches 
should now be planning an 
organising drive among lo
cal YOP workers. 

Areas which have begun 
to do so have met with a 
tremendous response among 
YOP workers. In Liverpool, 
Manchester, Yorkshire, Gl
asgow, and many other 
areas, YOP workers are 
getting organised. 

In Glasgow, with the help 
of NUPE, ten sites are 
organised into shop stew
ards committee. Edinburgh 
YOP workers have appro
ached the local LPYS to 
help them organise a protest 
strike. 

The message is clear! 
Adopt the same elan and 
audacity which helped build 
the trade union movement 
in the past and link it to 
a clear fighting programme. 
Then the over 500,000 YOP 
workers will be in a position 
to fight alongside the tract~ 
union movement against 
cheap labour and exploit
ation, and for socialist 
policies to end unemploy
ment . 

Details of the found
ing conference and state
ment can be obtained from 
A. Bevan, Youth Officer 
Labour Party, 150 Wal
worth Rd:, London SE17. 

Part of 8,000 strOf!9 LPYS section on last year's Labour Party 
demonstration in Liverpool. 

Photo: Militant 

Support Conference 
resolutions 
The fight against 
youth unemployment 
will be one of the 
m1\ior issues facing 
this year's Labour 
Party Conference. 
Virtually all of the 17 
resolutions on Youth 
Unemployment l242-
259] are highly criti
cal of the YOPs 
schemes. 

They argue that the 
schemes which were intro
duced as a palliative by the 
last Labour government, are 
not creating re::tl jobs, nor 
offering youth proper train
ing. Resolution 243 (Isle of 
Wight) points the way 
forward : 

"This Conference, whilst 
pledged to fight for a jo? for 
all school leavers, considers 
that the Youth Opportuni
ties and Work Experience 

By Kevin Ramage 
(LPYS National 

Chairman) 

Programmes are totally in
adequate in relieving youth 
unemployment and that 
they contain many dangers 
for the Labour and Trade 
Union movement as a 
whole . 

"Conference notes that 
young people on such sche
mes receive £23.5Q per week 
paid by the government, 
providing employers With 
cheap labour, that they are 
denied trade union rights, 
which weakens trade union 
influence in their place of 
work, and that the exper
ience they receive is of the 
most menial jobs available 
inside factories, offices and 
shops . Confen:nce pledges 
itse' f to !'lgbl for real 
oppor ; ·.i:;)r.ie~ ior youth: 

"a) a job for every school 
leaver with appropriate 
trade union rates of pay 
b) A 35 hour week with no 
loss of pay 
c) The right to join and par
ticipate in a trade union. 
d) Adequate training and 
apprenticeships . . 
e) Where less work IS 

available, work sharing 
without loss of pay." 

Resolution 244 from Glas
gow Provan adds the dem
ands for: "trade umon 
control over the vetting of 
training schemes," for "pro
per training schemes of at 
least one year, v.~th a 
guaranteed job at the end, 
for a minimum of four 
weeks holiday." 

These demands must be 
taken up by the conference, 
so that the vast number of 
youth un~mployed or on 
YOP schemes are won to the 
labour and trade union 
movement. 

Who 
wants to 
be cheap 
labour? 

1 got confirmation, in a . 
'negative ' way, of the un
popularity of cheap labour 
YOP schemes. 

I had turned up at Sam 
outside a YOP scheme in 
Nottingham armed to the 
teeth with LPYS YOP 
leaflets, NUPE. union appli
cation cards, Militants and 
Socialist Youths. There was 
nobody going in, and so 
after forty minutes I decided 
to go in myself and have a 
nose around. 

I went up to the instructor 
and asked if there were any 
Yopsters about. He pointed 
to one young lad and said 
"there's only him, we can't 
get anybody else to come on 
it. You can't make them you 
know. We'll have to keep 
going around the careers 
office until we fill the 
scheme up." 

A real sign of the times. 
Youth are no longer willing 
to put up with thes~ 
so-called "opportunities 
schemes." They want a real 
training, real jobs and de
cent pay and conditions. 

By John Fahey 

Unions 
-give 

backing 

What's your idea of 
opportunity and train
ing? Hull LPYS were 
unconvinced that sixteen 
and seventeen year old 
girls breaking concrete 
was an adequate prepar
ation for future employ
ment. 

That's just one example 
the LPYS found when they 
leafletted YOP schemes in 
preparation for a rally in 
October. In conjunction 
with trade union officials 
from the TGWU and NUPE 
they have held two meetings 
resulting in large numbers 
of YOP trainees joining the 
unions and the LPYS. 

Throughout Yorkshire 
the campaign has got off to 
a great start with excellent 
help from the unions. 
Huddersfield LPYS is org
anising a demonstration for 
24 October, and NUPE have 
contacted their branches 
asking them to invite LPYS 
speakers to explain the YOP 
Trainees Union Rights cam
paign. Wakefield LPYS 
have organised a public 
meeting and have as their 
target the unionisation of 
the 250 YOP workers 
employed by the council. 

In Leeds a TGWU official 
has taken 200 LPYS 'End 
cheap labour' leaflets to 
circulate to branches. And 
in Bradford the local 
government unions .are 
organising a luncht1me 
meeting for YOP trainees 
working for the Council. 

By John Goodby 



When a. society begins the slide to collapse, its 
rulers increasingly degenerate. 'Womens Own' 
magazine_ recently highlighted the upsurge in 
these displays of sickening extravagance held so 
far this year. While Michael Heseltine was shed
ding crocodile tears about the plight of Merseyside 
during his recent visit, he had to keep an eye on his 
watch to make sure he didn't miss his daughter's 
'coming- out' Ball! After all, he had splashed out 
£10,000 on the party. Another grand affair was 
held by Iranian exile Mrs Mazandi. After heaping 
pink champagne, lobster and caviar on her 200 
guests, she presented her daughter with a gift-a 
fully gift-wrapped Volkswagen. When unwrapped 
though it turned out to be 'clapped-out' (which by 
the aristocracy's standards probably meant the 
ash trays were full up). However, when the guests 
had stopped bee-hawing over this little wheeze, the 
real present was presented-a brand new VW. But 
the biggest occasion was of course the party 
thrown for the wedding of Viscountess 
Rothermere's daughter. The cost? A snip at 
£100,000. While the 'Womens Own' apologised 
for their cavorting saying the rich did it in "the 
same spirit that Skinheads overturn deckchairs in 
Southend"(!). A Greek millionaire put it more 
bluntly: "The rich are hated by everyone. Living 
well is their ... revenge." It -seems that while the rest 
of us go without, that is not enough for the 
bloated parasites of the ruling class- they want . 
revenge as well! 

'**** Question: _what costs over one and a half million 
pounds a year to keep. Answer: 26 of the highest 
paid company directors in the country. But when 
you consider that one of the highest paid company 
directors, Sir Graham Wilkins of the Beecham 
group, gets around £2,200 a week, you can see 
why the figure is so high. But this is only one side 
of the picture. The Times (August 18) described 
the sort of perks the average company director 
receives: "For a start, (he will) have a company 
Daimler or Jaguar (640Jo mentioned a car costing 
about £15,000). He is likely to have most of his 
private petrol costs paid, with a credit card for 
running costs, and possibly a second car. The 
company will contribute more than 200Jo of his 
earnings to his pension plan, while he contributes 
about 50Jo. He will have free life assurance cover 
of four times salary and his widow will continue to 
receive at least half of his pension ... ". 

'**** Fancy stopping a train? It's quite easy-if you 
come from the right class.Last week British Rail 
arranged for the Holyhead to London boat train to 
make an unsheduled stop in order to pick up Roy 
Jenkins, one of the leaders of the self-proclaimed 
'egalitarian' Social Democratic Party. 

Now Jenkins could have waited thirteen minutes 
on Llandudno station for the next sbeduled train, 
but that would have made him late for an 
important meeting in London and would have 
meant having "rather a long wait" at Crewe for the 
connecting train. A BR spokesman explained that 
"We wouldn't do this for any Tom, Dick or harry. 
It all depends on who you are and, of course, your 
reasons." 

Now Mr Jenkins could not of course have left the 
Conference like anyone else would have done in 
order to get an earlier train. But as he ~nd his party 
settled into their first claSs seats, and bad lunch, 
they probably reflected on the breakthrough for 
'ordinary men and women' which bad been made 
at the Liberal Party Conference. 

But what would have happened if an ordinary 
worker bad tried to get a train to stop for their 
pleasure? 

No prizes for the answer. 
Jenkins' democracy was always only speech deep. 
In reality, be and the bosses he wants to represent, 
are light-years ~ay from the lives of 'ordinary' 

people. It's not so much what you say as what you 
do that show your real political commitment and 
the small example of Jenkius and the train tells you 
more about his attitude than poring through his 
speeches. 

Decent 
Housing 
Now! 
Enough bricks to build a new 
city the size of Derby. That's 
the amount stockpiled by the 
London . Brick Company 
alone. But still thousands of 
workers find themselves 
homeless! 

Similarly, h un
dreds of students 
leaving home for the 
first time to go to 
college and univer
sity this month will 
be faced with sleep
ing on floors or pay
ing extortionate 
rents to private 
landlords. 

Even in college-owned 
accommcxiation in halls of 
residence, rents have ex
plcxied. This term, students 
in many colleges will be 
faced with rents of £35 a 
week for a room the size of a 
prison cell, and one meal a 
day. 

Last year students in 
London were left with less 
than £20 a week after paying 
hall fees, to pay for travel, 
clothing, books and some 
meals. In many cases, 
students are only allowed to 
spend one year out of three 
in college accommcxiation , 
and for the others are 
expected to search for 
decent furnished accommo
dation at cheap rent. 

Now, with Heseltines fre
eze on new council house 
building, less ·private acc
ommcxiation is available. 

The 'Times Higher Edu
cation Supplement' (17 Ap-

By Peter 
Mumford 

(NOLS National 
Committee, personal 

capacity) 

ril) spells out the prospects 
for students looking for 
accommcxiation: "Halh . of 
residence will be forced 
to close during the next 
academic year as the gulf 
between what students can 
afford and what colleges 
and polytechnics have to 
charge becomes too wide." 

Already, at London's Qu
een Mary Colleges' Halls of 
Residence, the utility ro
oms, where students could 
cook food, make a cup of 
tea, etc., have been turned 
into extra bedrooms to 
increase the colleges' reven
ue. Newcastle Polytechnic 
has already decided to close 
two halls of residence. 

Against this backcloth, it 
is no surprise that rent 
strikes took place in a 
number of colleges last year, 
including Goldsmiths, Ma
nchester University and 
LSE. Direct action is no 
longer a "fashionalble toy" 
for many students, but is 
becoming a concrete neces
ity to defend living stand
ards. 
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Queuing all day for the few council flats available in Hackney, 
East London . 

At the London School of 
Economics, the Union Gen
eral Secretary claimed that 
students had been forced to 
turn to prostitution in order 
to pay hall fees. Certainly, 
thousands of students found 
it almost impossible to pay 
the rent. 

More rent strikes are 
certain to break out in the 
coming year. Dave Aarano
vitch, President of the 
Naitonal Union of Students, 
has already pledged the 
unions backing for those 
who take action by saying: 
"If students find the only 
way to stay on at college is 
refusing to pay their rent we 
will support and encourage -
them". 

It is essential that NUS 
are pushed from a local level 
to back up these words with 
a concerted campaign for 
decent accommcxiation for 
students , at a fair rent, 
linked to a wider campaign 
against the Tories. 

Labour students in coli-

ege Labour Oubs should be 
ready to give a lead if their is 
a groundswell of support for 
direct action. 

Rent strikes. can play an 
important role in drawing 
students into the fight for 
socialism, if they have the 
support of the students, and 
also of the local labour and 
trade union movement. 

Students could get a 
ready echo amongst workers 
involved in the construction 
industry for a joint camp
aign on housing. Appro
aches should be made to 
workers in the local author
ity direct labour depart
ments ,. who themselves are 
faced with possible redun
dancies as a result of 
Heseltine's cuts. 

In this way, it would be 
possible to link the struggles 
of students and workers, in 
a common fight for socialist 
plan of production, to 
provide decent housing for 
alL 

TORIES HAMMER POLYS 
'All non-vocational 
courses in Polytech
nics should be 
abolished 'and at 
least three polytech
nics should be 
closed!' That is the 
prospect held out for 
Polytechnic students 
by Peter Young, 
former Chairman of 
the Federation of 
Conservative Stud
ents. 

His reactionary 'Monday 
Oub' faction still control 
the Tories' student organ
isation. And the · reality 
facing Poly students is grim 
indeed! 

The cuts announced in 
the Tory White Paper in 
March this year will be felt 
with drastic effect when the 
Polytechnics go back this 
September. One in six 
Polytechnic and College 
lecturers' jobs could dis
appear by 1984. 

In 1980 spending by the 
Polytechnics on books fell 
by 14.50Jo. This lead to a 
situation of shortages in 
Polytechnic libraries im-

portant books often only 
available on a one day or 4 
hour loan basis. 

From September a £20 
million subsidy for catering 

and residence has been 
withdrawn. This will further 
squeeze the limited possib
ilities of finding decent 
accommcxiation in Halls of 
Residence. With a cut of 
£48 I ,000, Newcastle Poly
technic has decided to close 
two small Halls with the loss 
of 50 places. Another nor
thern Poly, Sunderland, 
faces a cut of £620,000. 

How can Polytechnic stu
dents fight back? 

How to 
fight back 

It is doubly important to 
take the struggle for decent 
·conditions into the labour 
movement. Firstly, because 
many of the problems 
students face can only be 
solved by the mobilisation of 
the labour movement. Un
employment amongst PolY
technic graduates rose from 
7.3% last year to 11.8% 
('Guardian' 8/ 9/ 81). Only 
determined action by the 
labour movement could end 
the scandal of graduate 
unemployment-by bring
ing down the Tory govern
ment and replacing jt with a 
Labour government corn-

mitted to socialist policies! 
Secondly, because many 

Labour councils are submit
ting to the dictates of the 
Tories and are carrying out 
the cuts in the Polytechnic 
sector. Earlier this year it 
was revealed that the New
castle council had threaten
ed to cut £2m from Newcast
le Polytechnic which could 
have lead to the closure of 
the second largest site and 
the loss of 900 students and 
260 staff. Last year the 
right-'-"ing Labour leaders 
of Manchester City Council 
cut £1 .02m from Manchest
er. This was on top of 
government cuts of over £1 
million . 

Poly students should join 
the Polytechnic Labour Oub 
and the local LPYS . Only by 
students joining the fight in 
the labour movement for 
democratic control over La
bour Councillors and MPs, 
and by arguing for socialist 
policies to meet the Tories 
head-on can the interests 
of students be defended. 

By Dave Curtis 
(Teeside Poly 
Labour Club) 
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Poland still hovers on the 
brink. For fourteen magni
ficent months the Polish 
workers ba~, step after 
step, challenged the power 
and privileges of the ruling 
bureaucracy, asserting their 
own rights and demands. 

The first part of the 
Solidarity Congress held in 
Gdansk earlier this month 
clearly confirmed that the 
struggle could not be con
fined to trade union rights. 

Reflecting a concentrated 
year of struggle against a 
ruling Party which has 
attempted to present a new, 

liberal face, granting con
cessions while still attemp
ting to restore its control, 
Solidarity branches came to 
the Congress with demands 
for genuine workers' control 
and management of indus
try, democratisation of the 
media, and free elections for 
the parliament, local gov
ernment, and other bOdies 
now controlled by the ruling 
Party. ' 

These demands strike at 
the heart of the bureau
cracy's rule. However, Soli
darity's leadership around 
I..ech Walesa, the intellect-

No visitor to Poland can miss 
''Solidarity''. 

The first things 
were I noticed 

posters every
where and an ex-

- hibition at the 
Railway Station 
showing the 
workers' rising of 
1956. Many peo
ple wear 
'' Solidarnosc'' 
T-shirts and 
badges. Every 
town has a big 
Solidarity office. 

This level of organisation 
has been built up since the 
New Year. Each Solidarity 
office is a hive of activity 
with papers, newsletters, 
magazines and posters con
stantly being collected for 
distribution and sale. 

Regular meetings of 
union leaders from local 
factories take place. The 
union learns from the ex
perience of Gdansk, its 
leading and most advanced 
base. 

Soon after last year ' s 
strikes began, workers came 
to the union looking for 
help, either at work or in 
dealing with the govern
ment. So in Gdansk, and 
later elsewhere, the union 
set up an 'Intervention 
bureau' to represent 
workers' cases against the 
government. 

For example, one union 
member was arrested while 
drunk for shouting 'anti
party slogans'. After union 
pressure he was freed. 

In other cases, the union 
pushes to expose police cor
ruption, get information on 
the supply and distribution 
of food and get housing for 
their members. 

Some quotes from 
Solidarity members show 
the enthusiastic and 
socialist mood of the move-
ment: 

"There are so many 
books I want to read now. 
A year ago many of these 
books were hard to get, and 
you could get into real trou- _ 
ble if you were caught with 
them. But now there's no 
trouble." 

"People are particularly 
intersted in the details of the 
1939 Nazi-Soviet pact. At 
school they only tell us that 
the Russians came to fight 
the Germans as they cap
tured Polish soil. No men-

By a recent visitor 
to Poland 

tion is made of the Pact. 
"Other popular illegal 

books are Orwell's Animal 
Farm and 1984." 

Solidarity has bookshops 
in many of its offices, where 
they sell such 'illegal' books 
mentioned above. In one 
city they also have a cafe. 

One young worker saw 
my LPYS 'The People's 
Flag is Deepest Red' T-shirt 
and asked if I was a Com
munist. I replied in broken 
Polish: "No, I'm a socialist 
from England .' . His answer 
was "Great! Socialists 
good, Communists ... " and 
he gestured an 'execution' 
sign across his throat! 

This shows both the 
hatred of Stalinism and the 
faith in socialism despite 
their experience. 

Other statements from 
Polish trade unionists: 
0 "The trouble is that the 
Bolshevik comrades (i.e. 
Stalinists) keep telling us 
that we have to work harder 
if we want more supplies in 
the shops. But here in the 
shipyards we've gone well 
over targets . We've used 
some of our surplus to build 
homes here for the 
workers." (Senior steward 
in the shipyards). 
D "The government have 
objected to our claim to 
control food distribution 
because they say this is 
equal to total control over 
the country. But they forget 
that we have I 0 million 
members, and they only 
have 2-3 million (CP 
members)" (Research work 
full-timer for Solidarity). 
D "When an ordinary 
worker hears a so-called ex
pert praised by the govern
ment, he just shrugs his 
shoulders, because he sees 
straight through these 
people!" (Leading steward 
at a heavy engineering plant 
in Poznan). 
D "We're usea to the Par
ty calling us names like 
''Anti-socialist' and 
''counter-revolutionary", 
but that doesn't worry us 
any more. The biggest 16 
firms in Poland have form
ed a joint Union Committee 
for the setting-up of 
'Samorzad' (workers' con
trol and management) 
throughout Poland. So 

uals in KOR, aad Catbolic 
spokesmen haft aD urged 
the WOI:kers to restnia tlleir 
demands, to be cc.teat witb 
trade aaiou rights aad 
''participatioa ", ud acc:ept 
the '1eading role of f~ 
CP," i.e. accept the coua:a
uatioo of tile Staliaist 
regime. 

But at e~ stage tbe 
workers haft come iato 
renewed collisioa witb the 
bureaucracy, as the Party 
leadership attempted to go 
back 011 earlier coaassioos 
and curb the workers' 
mo~t. 

The economy iteclined 
150'/o last year_because of 
gross mismanagement and 
the blunders of the bureau
cracy. 

Unless the workers throw 
the ruling caste off their 
backs, and establish gen
uine workers' democracy, 
the bureaucracy will inevit
ably re~tablish its posi
tion. 

Kania and the Solidarity 
leaders have used the threat 
of Russian invasion to try to 
dampen the workers' move
ment. But moderation by 
the workers is no insurance 

Which way 
Solidarity ? 

against bureaucratic reac
tion. 

If the bureaucracy cannot 
restore its power through 
conning and force it will 
ultimately resort to brutal 
f9f'Ce. -

In 1968 the Russian 
bureaucracy intervened for 
far less in Czechoslovakia. 
Things are much more 
difficult for the Kremlin 
now. If they invaded, they 
would face massive resis· 
tance, they would have to 
feed the Polish people and 
take on the country's enor
mous foreign debts. 

Above all, the political 
repercussions on Russian 
troops and on workers 
throughout Russia and Eas
tern Europe could be explo
sive, triggering an even 
greater threat to their rule. 

The political revolution, 
no less than any other 
revolulion, cannot stop half 
way. To avoid defeat the 
Polish workers must carry it 
through to completion, not 
as a purely Polish pheno
menon, but appealing on a 
clear class programme to 
the workers of both Eastern 
Europe and the West. 

leadership apparently keeps 
its faith in these talks. A 
full-time research worker 
for the union who was pre
sent at the Warsaw talks ex
plained how the 'liberal' CP 
spokesman, Rakowsk:i, ac
cused the union of illegal 
acts, and was not really 
prepared for discussion. 

Instead, he deliberately 
forced the union into a 
position where they could 
not sign an "agreement" 
and then blamed them for 
breaking the talks. 

There are many other ex
amples of the typical old 
Stalinist 'dirty tricks depart
ment' being used against 
Solidarity. 

(Above) Solidarity roster caJJing for workers' management; (below) mass meeting in Gdansk. 

Earlier this year, for ex
ample, some leaflets ap
peared with Soldilarity's 
name, stating that they got 
support from rich Polish ex
iles in West Germany. 

we're just carrying on this 
fight for workers' 
management." (Senior 
Steward, Poman). 
D "In old bookshops you 
can sometimes fmd old 
books by Trotsky from the 
1930s which aren't printed 
any more." 
D "At school we were told 
that Trotsky was a very bad 
party meQ~ber. At frrst he 
was good, but later he 
became 'anti-party'. But we 
were never told why or what 
he had done." 
D "Maybe the next time 
you visit Poland we'll have 
organised Young Socialists 
here!" 

The demand for workers' 
management (samorzad) is 
the most popular amongst 
Polish worker'i at the pre
sent time. Together with 
demands for :tCCeSS to the 
press and the mtdia, these 
slogans have been painted_ 
for example, on the walls o!' 
the Gdansk shipyards, and 
along the roads around the 
site. 

One Solidarity poster 

shows the Party and 
government as two dwarfs 
being , crushed by a rock 
shaped like Poland which is 
being pushed over the edge 
of a cliff by a giant 
("kryzys"), while the work
ers pull in the opposite 
direction with 'Samorzad' 
as their solution. 

A senior steward in Poz
nan traces the struggle for 
workers' management back 
to the uprising of 1956. 
Reforms were granted at 
that time whicf\ gave some 
rights of democratic elec
tion within Polish factories. 
This gave the workers the 
confidence to demand com
plete self-management, so 
these rights were crushed by 
Gierek after 1958. 

But groups of workers 
have remained committed 
to workers' management, 
despite the illegal conditions 
they faced. Now the move
ment is in the open it can 
use the experience of 25 
years of struggle against 
Stalinism. 

Tht: workt~rs place their 
faith in the inter-factory 
'net\•(•rk' involving the 16 

biggest factories in the 
country. Every two or three 
weeks representatives from 
these factories meet to 
discuss demands. 

In the opinion of the 
steward I discussed with, 
workers' management in
volves "all questions of 
production; buying and sell
ing, trade, hiring and firing. 
'Samorzad' should get rid 
of the bureaucracy in 
Poland. It should create 
direct contact between the 
workers and the union, and 
between individual fac-
tories." 

One aim of the union, 
through workers' manage
ment, is to end the vast 
wage differentials which the 
government deliberately im
poses to divide the 
workforce. 

Throughout August, end
less negotiations took place 
in Warsaw and Gdansk bet
ween the government and 
the union. But it was clear 
that the government was 
not seriously negotiating. It 
was playing games with the 
union. 

Despite this, the union 

As one union member ex
plained, "the quality of the 
paper was so good that the 
only people who could have 
printed them were ... the 
government themselves!" 

The Party and the 
government have lost the 
battle of ideas within 
Poland many times over. 
They complained, to no 
avail, that the union was 
distributing too many 
posters. Then .they tried 
posters themselves, but 
"they were so complicated 
that no one could under
stand them! At the 'official' 
notice boards near the sta
tion you'll see lots of people 
crowding round the 
'Solidarity' board because 
they speak simply and to the 
point. But hardly anyone 
will be round the govern
ment's board". 

This is just another exam
ple of the total lack of sup
port for the Party. 'Solidar
nosc' has the support it 
needs to establish workers' 
democracy-but it needs a 

· crystal clear programme 
and leaders prepared to 
fight for it. 

Lech Walesa has standing 
as an effective public 
speaker. But especially since 
the sell-out over Bydgoszcz 
many activists, expecially 
amongst the youth, have 
become critical of him. 

As a hospital worker ex
plained: "Walesa seems to 
think he can say one thing 
to the union members, and 
then something else to the 
government. Once he is 
behind closed doors, he 
claims the right to speak for 
himself instead of us. Do 
you have people like that in 
your trade unions?" 

I laughed, and explained 
our problems with TUC 
leaders. We agreed that 
there is a common struggle! 
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.. Transformation in a socialist direction, is not enough. 
Labour must start with I I. 

BOLD SOCIALIST 
By Andrew Glyn (Oxford 1,-abour Party) CH GE 

The disastrous economic 
policies of Labour's right 
wing have been completely 
rejected by the great majority 
of Labour Party members 
and active trade unionists. 

The attempts of 
the right-wing 
'Solidarity' 
spokesmen to justify 
the record of the last 
Labour government, 
claiming that it im
plemented most of its 
manifesto policies, 
cut no ice with 
Labour's ranks.-

Amazingly, Denis Healey 
himself, interviewed recently 
in 'New Socialist', says he now 
supports an expansion of 
demand, increased public 
spending, "new public enter
prise and a strengthened 
NEB" , "reshaped" financial 
institutions io provide cheap 
long term credit, selective 
import controls and a massive 
expansion of industrial train
ing. 

All these are elements of 
the Alternative Economic 
Strategy (AES), originally put 
forward as an alternative to 
Healey's monetarist policies 
during the 1974-79 govern
ment. The Party has moved 
left and, it seems, Healey has 
moved left with it. 

The main components of 
the AES are now restated in 
the NEC's conference docu
ment, 'The Socialist Alterna
tive'. The overwhelming maj
ority of the Party supports the 
reforms proposed, reforms 
which would be an enormous 
step forward for the working 

class-if they could be imple
mented. 

Does Labour' s economic 
programme reall y present a 
socialist alternative to 
monetarism? As the NEC's 
new document (Statements to 
conference ppl -33) quite 
rightly says: 

"Our whole economic 
strategy should be the subject 
of widespread discussion and 
debate in the labour move
ment. Unless our policies are 
widely understood and sup
ported both within and out
side the party , we cannot 
hope to carry through the 
radical transformation they 
entail. .. 

"The crisis we shall inherit 
cannot be met by cautious 
tinkering or piecemeal 
measures. ll demands an im
aginati\·e and. sweeping pro
gramme, based on a coherent 
s trateg y and guided by 
socialist values." 

The statement begins with 
a vivid and well-argued ac
count of the effects of Tl)at
cher's policies. Scorn is 
poured on the theoretical 
pretensions of monetarism: 
"Milton Friedman 's equa
tions have had a more 
devastating effect on British 
industry than Hitler's 
bombs." 

It points out the absurdit y 
of policies costing £18 billion 
a year in lost output (a less 
conservative estimate 'would 
be more than double that 

figure). 
Moreover, in contrast to 

-.ome previous denunciations 
of it as absurd and "out
dated", the political purpose 
of monetarism, an all-out at
tack on the labour move
ment, is clearly recognised: 
"Unemployment is not an ac
cidental side-effect-it is the 
central weapon." 

The document boldly says: 
"Just as the government 
demobilised three million ser
vicemen and women return 
ing from the war , so the next 
Labour government must 
demobili se the three million 
who have been conscripted 
onto the reserve army of the 
unemployed." 

ll knocks on the head the 
idea that we cannot afford 
more public spending to pro
vide jobs. 

But it also admits that in 
the past the hostility of the 
capitali st class, expressed in a 
"fall in business confidence 
and the flight of capital has 
created an atmosphere of 
crisis in which Labour 
governments have been forc 
ed to abandon their social 
priortttes in favour of 
economic . orthodoxy ... we 
must be prepared to counter 
this r:lisruption when it oc
curs." 

But how? The NEC calls 
for exchange controls and the 
"monitoring" of foreign in
vestment; but even preven
ting the outflow of capital 
does not mean the controllers 
of finance will lend to the 
government to finance an ex
pansion. 

A "strike of finance" is in 
their power. How can what 
the document calls their "un
warranted degree of control" 
be ended? 

The answer must be na
tionalisation of the , major 
banks, insurance companies 
and other financial institu-

tions. But unfortun:t.tely thi s 
vit al co mponent of any 
sociali st programme is now 
dropped from Labour 's 
plans. 

All we have in it s place is 
the news (pl7) that "we are 
looking at the possibilities for 
orderly sales of debt through 
agreements (our emphasis) 
with lending institutions." 

Thi s would be how the 
Labour government would 
finance the increased public 
borrowing which the state
ment says would be necessary 
" in the short run" to finance 
increased public spending . 
The new arrangements would 
cut through the monetarist 
mystifications now surroun
ding monetary targets and the 
PSBR (pubtic sector borrow
ing requirement) and reduce 
the "unwarranted degree of 
control by the financial in
stitutions". 

But what price would the 
Labour government have to 
pay for such agreements? 
Surely it would be the aban
donment of social priorities 
in favour of economic or
thodoxy ... 

The NEC believes that the 
risk of retaliation to import 
controls should be minimised 
by proceeding "through 
negotiation" with trading 
partners. But negotiation im
plies something is offered in 
return for closing markets to 
further import prevention . 
What has the NEC in mind? 

The NE( points out that 
expansion will help to curb 
inflation as costs are reduced. 
It argues for price controls to 
"prevent companies taking 
advantage of new economic 
conditions just to increase 
profits." 

But providing a market is 
not simply a question of 
generating demand at any old 
price. There is enough de
mand in the world from the 

point of view or people's 
needs to keep a ll Britain' s 
factories blasting at full st ret
ch, if only they could pro
duce profitably. 

Increasi ng profits will be 
necessa ry to induce the 
capitalists to expand produc
tion in man y of the worst hit 
industries . And even if a 
system of price control would 
be cunningl y juggled)o make 
an overall expansion worth
while, what about increased 
investment, without which 
any expansion will peter out? 

There is no way that the 
capitalists would contemplate 
ploughing back e x tra 
resources into their 
businesses in the absence of a 
significant increase in the rate 
of profit-now standing at 
around 2% and only a frac
tion of the rate even of the 
mid-1960s . 

The establishment of a 
"publicly owned stake in 
each important sector of in
'dustry", whether that is in
tended to mean a nationali sed 
company or some form of 
government holding, certain
ly will not encourage the rest 
of the capit alists to invest. On 
the contrary big business 
-and they will not have to 
read Labour' s programme to 
understand this-will see it as 
a first stage to "the common 
ownership of the means of 
production''. 

They will show how they 
feel by refraining from in
vestment, which would be 

throwing good money after 
bad as fa r as they w.:re con
cerned. Nor will planning 
agreements with major firms 
in each sector succeed in 
creating jobs anct'new invest
ment unless this is profitable. 

Indeed, the document 
seems to regard planning as a 
dialogue between go\·ern
ment, trade union s and 
business : 

"While some big com
panies will make po litical ob
jections to Labour's 'plans , 
they have good business 
reasons for welcoming ar
rangements by wh ich in
dustrial realities can be fully 
taken into account in govern
ment. .. " 

We have had plenty of ex- . 
perience in past of Labour 
governments taking into ac
count "industrial realities". 

The problem raised in im
plementing socialist policies 
are not unique to Britain . 
Proposals very similar to 
those in 'The Social ist Alter
nati ve' are currently being 
put into practice in France. 

AlreadY, important 
reforms, in terms of a higher 
minimum wag.:, a shorter 
working week, better pen
sions have been brought in. 
The government is pro
ceeding with its plans to na
tionalise a number of impor-
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WHAT 
WE 

By Ray Apps 
(Brighton Kemptown Labour Party) 

and Pat Wall 
(Shipley Labour Party) 

ference, the nationalisation 
of the banks, abolition of 
the House of Lords, on 
nuclear disarmament and 
withdrawal from the Com
mon Market continue to be 
opposed by the parliamen
tary leadership. 

mass of the population 
could be ended and the way 
opened for the building of a 
socialist society. 

These are the socialist 
policies that Labour must be 
campaigning for. Only with 
such . radical socialist 
policies is it possible to in
flict a crushing defeat over 
the Tories and their 
shadows in the Liberal and 
Social Democratic Parties. 

STAND FOR 
lt is essential, if the next 

Labour government is to im
plement reforms in favour 
of working people, that the 
employers' grip over the 
economy is broken . 

A socialist plan of produc
tion, necessitating the im
mediate implementation of 
Clause IV, part IV of the 
party constitution, is the 
only way to ensure a radical 
programme of reform is im
plemented and retained . 

Tremendous gains in both 
policy and democracy have 
been secured by the Labour 
Party membership over the· 
past years . These gainst 
must be defended and built 
upon. We must ensure 
Labour's parliamentary 
representatives are 
prepared to fight for work
ing people and for the 
socialist aspirations of our 
party . 

We are standing for election 
to the NEC and seeking the 
support of your Constituen
cy Labour Party. 

lead a struggle to bring 
down the Tories at the 
earliest possible opportuni
ty. 

Workers and their 
families are currently faced 
with mass unemployment, 
falling living standards and 
attacks upon the trade 
unions. 

Annual conference 
demands for such radical 
policies as the 3 5-hour 
week without loss of pay, a 
guaranteed minimum wage, 
a massive increase of ex
penditure in health, educa
tion, housing and other 
essential services need to 
form the basis of a mass 
campaign by the Party 
throughout the countrv . 

The brutal monetarist 
policies of the Tory govern
ment with the economic 
crisis facing capitalism are 
making life a nightmare for 
working people. 

The Labour Party must 
offer a new alternative and 

We must ensure that 
resulutions of Annual Con-
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SUPPOR'f 

EXTENSION 
OF PARTY 

DEMOCRACY 
Bakers, Food and Allied 

Workers Unio._ 

L---------------~ 
LABOUR COMMITTEE 

FOR THE DEFENCE 
OF BRIXTON 

appeals to all delegates and 
visitors to LP Conference: 

SAVE OUR CITIES FROM TORY 
VANDALISM AND POLICE 

HARASSMENT! 
Step up the fight for jobs, homes and 

social amenities for all! 
For full democratic control of the police 

and complaints procedures! 
Disband the SPG and the Tories! 

Help the hundreds still in hardship as a 
result, of police action. Pass resolutions 
of protest and give as much cash as you 

can! 
Contact LCDB, c/o 167 Railton Road, 

London SE24 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Greetings to the' 
1 981 Labour Party conference 

Benn for party leader! 
Uxbridge South and 

Hillingdon West Ward 

END CHEAP 
LABOUR! 

FULL PAY ON 
YOPS! 

Fraternal greetings 
from Bournemouth 

West LPYS 

Sheffield 
Brightside LPYS 

Fraternal greetings 
to delegates and 

visitors at the 
Labour Party 

conference 1 9 8 1 . 

ference are transformed in
to reality by conerted strug
gle of the labour movement. 

Yet we must ensure that 
the pitfalls of previous 
Labour administrations are 
avoided. ''Mild 
monetarism", remaining 
within the strait-jacket of 
capitalism resulted in a 
disaster. 

The reforms promised in 
the 1974 election 
manifesto were completely 
abandoned at the insistence 
of the CBI, banks, and other 
institutions of capitalism. 

Major decisibns of con-

In reality today, it means 
the nationalisation of the 
commanding heights of the 
economy, banks and in
surance firms, controlling 
80-85% of industrial pro
duction, inder democratic 
workers' control and 
management with compen
sation paid only on the basis 
of proven need. 

W ith such a democratic 
socialist plan the mass 
unemployment, misery and 
poverty currently being 
thrust upon the backs of the 

Mandatory re-selection of 
MPs and the Wembley con
ference decisions must be 
fully defended. 

Indeed they must be built 
up through the election of 
the Cabinet and shadow 
cabinet, takingplace by the 
electoral college and for 
similar methods of 
democracy and accoun
tability to be applied at local 

Greetings for Sunderland 
'Militant' 

supporters send 
greetings to 
conference 

Defend 
conference 
decisions 

Sack the Tories 
Forward to 
socialism 
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FIRE BRIGADES UNION ~ 
greets all delegates to 
conference and calls 

upon the labour move
ment to totally oppose 
Tory anti-trade union 

legislation 
EC&XC***' 

Govan and 
Craigton branches 

LPYS socialist 
greetings to all 

delegates 'Dump 
the Tories in the 

Clyde' 

E*CCC****' 

Fraternal greetings 
from BARNSLEY 
LPYS Get thissen 

joined. Support the 
socialist republic of 

south Yorkshire. 

Wythenshawe 
LPYS say no com

promise with 
capitalism. Victory 
to Tony Benn and 
to socialist policies 

· Doncaster 
District 

Trades Union 
Council sends 

fraternal 
greetings to 

delegates. Kick 
out the Tories 

FRATERNAL 
GREETINGS 

FROM 
DRUMRY/ 

SUMMERHILL 
LABOUR PARTY 

"We have 
nothing to lose 
but our chains" 

"Labour to 
power on a 

socialist 
programme." 

For a deputy leader who 
supports Labour. Party 
conference policies! 
Forward to a mass 

socialist Labour Party. 
Greetings from the London 
LPYS Regional Committee. 

levels in relation to Labour 
councillors. 

We must ensure that 
those elected to positions 
of office on behalf of the 
Labour Party are fully in 
touch and accountable to 
the day to- day problems 
faced by working people 
and their families. 

The Labour Party has 
turned towards becoming a 
campaigning party. This 
needs to be strengthened. 
Conference decisions and 
our socialist objectives 
must by taken to the fac
tories , door steps, streets 
and dole queues. 

We must increase the in
dustrial base of our Party 
through the establishment 
of work place branches. 
. These policies for which 

' we are seeking your support 
are the policies which, we 
believe, will result in the 
building of a mass Labour 
Party with an accountable 
leadership an socialist 
policies essential.. to solve 
the problems of working 
people and their families. 

lt is on this basis that we 
ask your Constituency 
Labour Party to support our 
candidature for the NEC. 

TOWER HAMLETS 
LPYS 

says:- Fight the 
Tory cuts 

remember the 
lessons of Poplar 

1921 
•...•..•.... 
Save dockyard 

jobs! Fight for a 
real 

alternative- Fight 
for socialism! 

GOSPORT LPYS 

For democratic 
·workers 

organisations 
with socialist 
policies-an 
irresistible 

combination in 
Britain, Poland 
everywhere! 

CA THCART LPYS 

Fraternal greetings 
from Clydebank 

LPYS· Socialism or 
Tory hell- the 
choice is ours! 

St Peters Ward, 
Sunderland 

sends fraternal 
greetings to con

ference 
Forward to a 

socialist labour 
government! 

BRISTOL SOUTH 
EAST LPYS 

Back T ony Benn 
for Deputy 

................... 
UCA TT Doncaster 

BC 143 branch 
sends fraternal 

greetings. Building 
for a socialist 

future. UCATT 
says housing cuts 

mean homeless 
families. We need 
construction not 

destruction 
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OR NUCLEAR 
WAR 8~ Peter Taaffe . 

Disarmament is a 
class question 

, 
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I 
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ABOVE: The Cruise missile BELOW: Labour Party members protest at arms spendi 

In its statement 
'Nuclear weapons and 
the arms race', the 
NEC states: 'The 
LaboRr Party rec
ognises that the threat 
of annihilation for the 
people of Europe and 
the world is greater 
than ever before.' 

These sentiments are 
echoed in the record number 
of resolutions on this year's 
conference agenda . The 
TUC, for the first time in its 
history, has come out clearly 
in favour of unilateral 
nuclear disarmament. 

There has also been a spec
tacular growth of CND and 
END (European Nuclear Dis
armament) over the past few 
years. 

Moreover, opinion polls 
have shown a marked shift 
towards support for 
unilateral nuclear disarma
ment. A BBC poll last year 
showed that 300Jo were in 
favour of unilateral nuclear 
disarmament, while almost 
half (470Jo) opposed the siting 
of Cruise missiles in Britain 
and 520Jo opposed the pur
chase of Trident missiles. 

This expresses the growing 
horror at the massive stock
piling of fiendish weapons of 
destruction against the back
ground of increased poverty~ 
misery and mass unemploy
ment for the world's popula
tion . 

More than £1 million 
million is spent every four 
years on arms throughout the 
world. There are now enough 
nuclear bombs to kill the 
world's population 690 times 
over. This is equivalent to 
I ,300,000 Hiroshima bombs. 

In the northern hemisphere 
there arc now I ,000 
Hiroshima-sized bombs for 
every city with over 50,000 
people. One Polaris sub
marine has an explosive 
power equal to 9,600,000 
tons of TNT -more than all 
the munitions used in the se
cond world war! In a nuclear 
war more explosive power 
would be released .in one se
cond than in the whole of the 
second world war. 

The Russian SS20 missiles 
has the power of 100 
Hiroshima bombs. 

Without doubt, if the ef
fort which goes into the con
struction of these instruments 
of death were used for the 
benefit of mankind through a 

socialist plan of production 
the whole of the planet ~ould 
be transformed and poverty 
eliminated . One.: jet fighter, 
for instance, would pay for 
40,000 village pharmacies !n 
the third worid! · 

The 'balance 
of terror' 

And yet one of the biggest 
growth areas for arms ex
ports for the merchants of 
death in the capitalist west 
has been in Africa, Asia and 
Latin America. Their percen
tage of total world military 
expenditure has increased 
from 90Jo to 160Jo in the past 
period. 

Not content with covering 
the earth's land mass and the 
seas with these horrendous 
weapons, · space has now 
become a new arena for an 
inrensificd arms race. 

It is against this back-
. ground, together with the 
coming to power of Reagan 
in America, with his threats 
to "take on" Russia, and 
Thatcher in Britain, and the 
call for nuclear disarmament 

has found. increasing support . 
It is particularly obscene in 

Britain that 3 million people 
are out on the stones while 
tlie government is spending 
more than £12,500 million on 
arms and a projected £5,000 
to £6,000 million is to be 
spent on the new Trident 
missiles. 

Undoubtedly, the Labour 
Party ccnferencc will support 
the NEC's call for unilateral 
nuclear disarmament and op
position to all nuclear bases 
in Britain. 

But this step, if im
plemented, as welcome as it 
would be, would not, by 
itself, avert the threat of 
nuclear catastrophe. 

What is missing from the 
NEC's document is a class 
analysis of the causes of war 
and the policies to avoid it. 
Wars are not the product of 
some deranged madman-a 
Hitler or a Mussolini. The se
cond world war came only 
after a series of defeats for 
the working class in Italy, 
Germany, Spain and 
elsewhere. 

Both the first and the se
cond world war resulted from 
the blind alley of the produc
tive forces, science, lahour 
and technique, which 
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resulted from the contradic
tions of capitalist private 
ownership and the nation 
state. 

A struggle for markets and 
sources of raw materials bet
ween the capitalist powers 
was the prime cause of these 
wars. 

This has now been 
superseded by the basic an
tagonism between two dif
ferent social systems, 
American imperialism on the 
one side and the Russian 
bureaucracy, resting on a 
planned economy, on the 
other . 

What has prevented a con
flict between these super 
powers is not "detente" , as 
the NEC argues but the 
class rei at ion ship of forces in 
the capitalist countries, and 
the consequences for the 
capitalists themselves of such 
a conflict at thi s stage . 

They are conscious of the 
fact that now war would in
evitably take the form of a 
nuclear conflict -a Ad would 
lead to their own destruction. 
Russia has a superiorit y in 
con ventional weapons and 
parit y in nuclear weapons. 

The capitali sts do not wage 
war for the sak e of it, but in 
order to gain market s, raw 
materials , -e tc. A nuclear war 
would mean th e destruction 
of the source of their wealth, 
industry and working class. 
The neutron bomb may leave 
the capitali sts' buildings in
tact but there would be no 
workers to run the factories . 

It is for these reasons that 
the capitalists talk about "the 
balance of terror". The right 
wing of the Labour Party, 
like Healey, echo these ideas 
and place their trust in im
perialist alliances such as 
NATO. 

However, they are always 
attempting to alter this 
balance in their favour. This 
is what Reagan is trying to do 
at the moment with his 
feverish arl_!lS building pro
gramme. 

Moreover, there is now 
open discussion in America 
of the need to give the 
generals the capacity for a 
"first strike" against the 
Russians. 

However, even if they 
possessed such a capacity, 
which they don't, it would 
not be posssible, given the 
class relationship of forces 
and the power of the working 
class in America, for them to 
use this at the moment. 

It is the democratic rights 
and power of, the working 
class and the labour move
ment in the capitalist coun
tries which stays the hands of 
those madmen who would 
wish to unleash a nuclear 
war. 

But if the labour move
ment fails to take power in 
the next decade or so, then it 
is possible that the capitalists, 
faced with a worsening crisis 
and the consequent re\'olt of 
the working class, will take to 
the road of their Chilean 
counterparts and resort to 
military-police dictatorship. 

If the generals in America, 
in Britain and other capitalist 
countries succeeded in carry
ing through a coup and 
destroying the labour move
ment then undoubtedly we 
would be faced with the pro
spect of a third world war. 

An American Pinochet at 
the head of a military-police 
dictatorship, using the 
methods of fascism, could at
tempt a "first strike" against 
Russia. 

Ther'efore, the alternative 
before the working class and 
the ' labour movement of the 
world is either socialism or 
nuclear annihilation. 

Even if nuclear bases were 
eliminated and unilateral 
nuclear disarmament carried 
through, Britain would not 
therefore be immune from 
the effects of a nuclear 
holocaust. In a conflict bet
ween the super-powers, the 
whole of the planet would 
suffer through fallout. 

Nor will this nightmare be 
avoided , as the NEC im
agines, by "multilateral inter
national disarmament with 
agreements between different 
countries involving both 
nuclear and conventional 
weapons ." The statement 
says : "Labour believes that 
there should be urgent serious 
international negotiations
not simply preliminaries to 
talks or talks about talks." 

The authors are, in effect, 
pleading that Brezhnev and 
Reagan "should be nice to 
one another''. But such 
homilies have fallen on deaf 
ears in the course of the last 
35 years . 

As the NEC hints, despit e 
the SALT I and SALT 11 
agreement s and the endless 
round o f nego tiations, the 
nuclea r <1nd ~ conventional 
arsenal s have risen inex
orably . 

In the post-wa r period of 
"peace" , moreover, mill ions 
of people have perished in 
"small" .wars. Between 1955 
and 1979 there were 125 arm
ed conflicts involving 65 
states. 

No trust in 
'agreements' 

It is not excluded that tem
porary agreemenls to limit or 
even lower arms spending can 
be achieved . The massive ex
penditure of American im
perialism and the Russian 
bureaucracy is an enormous 
inc'ubus on both economics. 
Perhaps after the demise of 
Reagan in America, and 
maybe even with Reagan still 
in the White House, such an 
agreement is possible. 

However, even in this e~·en
tuality the threat of war 
would not be thereby 
eliminated. 

History has shown that 
agreements between ri~·al 
capitalist powers arc not 
worth the paper on which 
they arc wrillen. As soon as 
one power feels it is in a 
stronger position it breaks 
such agreements and issues 
arc settled by fon."C. In the 
conflict between two an
tagonistic da"-<; systems it is 
even more impossible for any 
long-term agrcemeents to 
achieve "disarmament" 01' 

even to limit arms expen
diture. Both super powers 
\\ill still retain the capc~~..;ty to 
develop arms when the need 
arises, e\'en if temporar)
limitations are imposed. 

In the present situatii>n, 
the prospect of a spiralling of 
arms expenditure is , ·cry real 
and the pleas to Reagan and 
Brezhncv will not have the 
slightest effect. 

No ~onscious worker 
would trust the word of his 
boss to stick by agreements. 
It is only the power of the 
workers and their organi~-

CONTINUED ON 
PAGE FOURTEEN 
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By Peter Hadden 

(Northern Ireland 
Labour and Trade 

Union _Group) 

After years of the in NI there is a growing feel-

p I . ing that a Labour Party 
a r I a m e n t a r Y should be built in or-der to cc

Labour Party's ment a political bond bet-

" bi-partisan" ap- :~~~e~~~holic and protestant 

proach on Nor- Analysing groups such as 

h I I d h the old Northern Ireland 
t ern re an ' t e Labour Party and the Social 
NEC's conference Democratic Labour Party , it 
statement on the~· correctly unmasks their 

pretence to be Labour 
question is to be organisations, and concludes 
welcomed th~t "!!0 :-vor_king class party 

• exists, which IS capable of br-
A full discussion on the inging catholics and 

issue throughout the nm.k"s portestants fogether inside a 
of the labour movement is single political organisation 
long overdue. to further their interests as 

This NEC statement is 
doubly welcome because it 
begins at least to point the 
party in the direction of an 
independent class position. 

The statement recognises 
the need for the unity of the 
working class. It adopts the 
objective of the reunification 
of Ireland "by consent", and 
points out that a "prere
quisite of this consent is the 
creation. of greater unity bet
ween and within the working 
class of Northern Ireland ." 

Implicitly the report rejects 
the utopian notion of 
capitalist re-unification , and 
explains that a united Ireland 
"will be achieved with the in
troduction of socialist 
policies." 

Above all, it is the section 
which deals with the building 
of a Labour Party in Nor
thern Ireland which stands 
out as a clear class statement. 

Among the trade unionists 

workers." 
It ends with a firm declara

tion of support for the princi
ple of a Labour Party and a 
clear statement of how such a 
party can be created. Every 
section of the labour move
ment should echo and re
echo these sentiments so that 
this call is deafeningly and 
unanswerably heard through
out the movement. 

It is worth quoting this 
cor)clusion, so that it can 
become the basis of a cam

. paign by Labour Party and 
trade union activists. 

"We recognise the need for 
a class based party of Labour 
in Northern Ireland in ordn 
to give a clear political lead 
on the social and economic 
issues which unite catholic 
and protestant workers. The 
formation of such a party, 
however, must be rooted in 
the trade unions in Northern 
Ireland . 

NORTHERN IRELAND· 

"We therefore believe that 
interested trade unions in 
Northern Ireland should sup
port a Conference of trade 
unions, trades councils, shop 
stewards committees and 
other labtiur movement 
organisations in Northern 
Ireland to disscuss whether it 
is possible to form such a 
Labour party." 

This conclusion , together 
with the general thrust of the 
argument towards class uni
ty, is incompatible with the 
policy of bi-partisanship 
which has been the only con
sistent policy of the 
parliamentary Labour Party 
over the past decade. 

Bankrupt 
political 
parties 

Bi-parti s an sh ip ha s 
manacled Labour to Tory 
policies on this question . The 
statement 's implicit rejection 
f'1USt now be made explicit if 
a socialist approach is to be 
adopted. 

The NEC statement, 
however, does not rppresent a 
full socialist analysis uf Nor
thern Ireland. Rather it con
tains elements of an indepen
dent class position . But these 
are closely sandwiched bet
ween strong echoes of the 
party's past policies. 

This is an uncomfortable 
and unappetising mix which 
will break the teeth of anyone 
who bites hard upon it. What 
it fails to recognise is that 
class solutions are incompati
ble with capitalist 'solutions'. 
By attempting to put forward 
a crude mixture of both, the 
statement tries to look in two 
opposite directions at once, 
an ' impossible feat to ac
complish. 

This is clearest when so
called 'short-term' and 
'medium-term' solutions are 
put forward. 

For example, it proposes in 
the 'medium-term' that there 
should be an understanding 
with the political leaders in 
NI on the need for closer co
operation between the par
ties, as a step towards 'shar
ing responsibility in govern
ment' and building 'a bridge 
between the communities.' 

Yet the need for a Labour 
Party is accepted because it is 
understood that only ~within 
such a party can catholic and
protestant workers be united. 
A declaration for a Labour 
party is a declaration of the 
bankruptcy of the existing 
Tory and sectarian parties. 

And with good reason! 
One leading Unionist Party 
member recently joined the 
controversy over plastic 
bullet s. He agreed they 
should not be used-provdid
ed there was an alternative. 
Instead, he suggested that 
low-velocity lead bullet s 
should · be used so targets 
could be more preciesely 

picked out and eliminated. 
What 'constructive discus

sion,' 'understanding' or 
'shared responsibility' can 
th~re possibly be with such 
people? 

A Labour Party is needed 
to destroy the hold of the 
Paisleyite Democratic 
Unionist Party, the SDLP, 
the Official Unionists and 
others . From its inception it_ 
can expect only the most 
ferocious opposition from 
such quarters. 

To propose a government 
of these parties in the same 
breath as proposing a Labour 
Party, is to simultaneously 
propose that they be sup
ported and destroyed. 

The reality of Northern 
Ireland is that there are no 
capitalist solutions. No ad
justment of constitutional ar
rangements will cause the 
violence to evaporate. Direct 
rule, independence, power 
sharing, integration with Bri
tain, capitalist re-unification 
would all merely alter the 
stage within which the con
flict is fought out, not end it. 

The British ruling class 
created the problem. They 
used the weapon of religious 
division to set catholic and 
protestant apart and main
tain their rule . As a part of 
this policy the 1920 Govern
ment of Ireland Act was pass
ed and the country partition
ed. 

Now the present represen
tatives of capitalism are in
capable of undoing their 
predecessors' destructive 

PHOTOS: 
Left: The aftermath of 
rioting in Derry, after Bob
by Sands' death in May 
highlight the repression, 
the poverty and the threat 
of massive sectarian divi
sions. Labour must fight 
for class solution. 
Below right: Workers 
show the potential for a 
Party of Labour in an anti
Tory demo in 1980. 
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handiwork. They cannot 
achieve peace or stabiilty, 
whether in the 'short', 
'medium' or 'long' term. 

The NEC . Report it self 
gives some eloquent reasons 
why this is so: 19UJo of the 
workforce are without jobs; 
14UJo of houses are totally un
fit for habitation. Average 
earnings are only 90!1Jo of 
those of the UK, while costs 
are much higher. 

Poverty, 
sectarianism 

and repression 

Northern Ireland is the 
UK's poorest region, and one 
of the poorest in Europe. 
More than half NI children 
are growing up in families 
whose income leaves them on 
or below the official poverty 
line. 

Brixton, Toxteth, Moss 
Side and in other British cities 
have now felt the violent con
sequences of deprivation and 
mass unemployment. Nor
thern Ireland no longer ap
pears so peculiar or so uni
que. 

Capitalism, through its 
Tory representatives, can on
ly worsen the social and 
economic problems. 

While tens of thousands 
are on the dole and on the 
breadline, while the youth 
have no jobs and no pro
spects whatsoever, while 
there is an environment of 
destitution, there will be 
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social upheaval of one form 
or another. 

The question in Northern 
Ireland is not whether this in
evitable discontent can be 
dissolved by waving a wand 
of constitutional change. It is 
whether it can be directed by 
the labour mvoement into 
positive class protest or 
whether it will be squandered 
as in the past in frat ricidal 
sectarian violence . 

The unity of the working 
class in struggle for a sociali st 
solution is the key. 

The mistake of the NEC 
document is to uphold this 
aim on the one hand, while 
on the other proposing 'im
mediate' answers based on 
capitalism. The only 'im
mediate' answer is class unity 
in action . Twelve years of so
called 'practical ' solutions 
should have made this evi
dent. 

As the NEC implicitly ac
cepts, a capitali st united 
Ireland is ruled out. It has no 
attrraction for Nl 's one 
million protestants. Attempts 
to bomb and shot them into 
submission will onl y in
tesnsify their resistance. 

Capitalist unity forced on 
the protestant s would 
precipitate a civil war, the ex
pulsion of the catholics from 
the north and the likely re
partition of the country. It 
would set both the working 
class movement and the pro
spect of re-unification back 
for years, if not for decades. 

Intensified sectarian 
fighting il!. the North , 
moreover, could spill over 
into Britain, raising the ugly 
spectre of sectarian conflict 
in Liverpool , Glasgow and 
other cities with big Irish 
populations. That could have 
horrendous consequences for 
the labour movement. 

Only as part of the struggle 
for socialism based on the 
unity of the working class, 
catholic and protestant, 
north and south, can there be 
the removal of the border. 

If. however, the unit y 
9f Ireland is. the only real 
answer, as the NEC accept , 
then neither direct rule nor 
power-sharing will sol ve 
an ything. And since r.e
unification is possible only 
through the building of a 
socialist movement, the ques
tion comes back to the key 
and immediate issue of the 
unit y of workers. 

When it comes to dealing 
with sectarianism , with 
repression and with the 
miseries of poverty and 
unemployment, there is only 
the struggle to build and 
strengthen the labour move
ment against these evils. 
There are no interim, no 
short-term , no long-term, 
capitalist palliatives. 

In the inflamed situation in 
NI to move even a quarter of 
an inch from such a class 
standpoint is to move a mile . 
This is vividly demonstrated 
in the section of the NEC 
document which deals with 

repression, H-Block and the 
role of the army. The ruling 
class's lack of any of any 
answer is spelt out in the 
language of naked repres
sion : Repressive legislation, 
plastic bullets, non-jur y 
courts, police torture . 

The labour movment has a 
fundamental responsibility to 
oppose such state repression . 

This is in no way to con
done the totally false 
methods of struggle of in
dividual terrorism adopted by 
the Provisionar IRA and IN
LA. Their activities have not 
only further divided and 
weakened the working class, 
they have also given the 
Tories the excuse to step up 
repression. 

One year of hunger strikes 
in the H-Blocks has also 
demonstrated that groups 
like the Provos and those 
associated with them are 
totally incapable of resisting 
the repression their activities 
incur. 

But while standing against 
individual terrori sm, th e 
labour movement cannot af
ford to give the slightest 
credence to the limitations of 
freedoms and rights imposed 
by the state . These restric
tions can be used against the 
working class a~d their 
organisations as they move 
into struggle . 

The NEC statement, 
because it does not base itself 
consistently on class and 
socialist solutions, gives 
guarded support to the 
military tactics of the state, 
condemning only the most 
severe excesses of that policy. 

It does not stand for the 
total repeal of the Emergency 
Provisions Act, but only for 
the repeal of sections of it. It 
does not demand the closure 
of the non -jury courts, but 
their modification . It opposes 
any call for the immediate 
withdrawal of the troops. 

Such positions flow from 
the statements' acceptance 
that there can be some short
term capitalist solution. it 
upholds the continuation of 
Direct Rule for the time be
ing . But Direct Rule also 
means the methods by which 

the army retain their hold . 
Here the NEC are forced to 
swallow the fair with the 
foul. 

In the intensity of Nor
thern Ireland it is a question 
of either standing four square 
for an independent class ap
proach or of being forced in
to the arms of the ruling class 
and into the embrace of their 
military policy. 

Ten deaths in the H-Blocks 
are the fruits of Thatcher's 
brutal intransigence. The 
NEC calls for basic reforms 
of prison conditions for all 
Northern Ireland prisoners. 
These reforms would indeed 
provide for a settlement to 
the hunger strike , and must 
be supported . 

However, on H-Block and 
on repression generally, it is 
necessary to go further. 

An inquiry into all aspects 
of repression should be set up 
by the labour movement , and 
its findings used as a basis for 
a campaign to repeal all 
repressive legislation , close 
the torture centres, and scrap 
the Diplock court s . This 
would bring down the edi fice 
out of which the horrors of 
H-Block emerged. 

With regard to those now 
in prison convicted of of
fences arising from the 
troubles , and the associated 
question of political status 
which the NEC simply op
poses, there should be a 
review by the labour move
ment to establish who has 
been framed or tortured and 
who could be regarded as 
political prisoners. The 
labour movement would fight 
on behalf of such people but 
not those who have commit
ted conscious sectarian 
atrocities. 

On the question of British 
troops, a decade of killings 
has shown that the army can
not perform even the minimal 
function of preventing sec
tarian attacks . However the 
statement correctly says that 
the withdrawal of the troops, 
without an alternative, would 
open the way to bloodshed 
on a far worse scale than 
anything yet witnessed . 

From this the statement 

concludes the army must 
stay. But this means the 
working class must continue 
to suffer. 

If the removal of the army 
without an alternative means 
bloodshed, the answer is not 
to support the retention of 
troops, but to pose and build 
the alternative. 

The trade unions in Nor
thern Ireland are 300,000 
strong. This mass force, 
mobilised in action against 
sectarianism through a 
defence force based on the 
trade unions, could do what 
the army can never do: pro
tect the working class from 
the bigots of all sides . 

The NEC statement is a 
step along the road to a class 
approach . But it is a step 
shackled by the retention of 
c apitali s t solutions . 
Nonetheless, it is an implicit 
rejection of bipartisanship 
and the past policies of 
Labour' s spokesmen on NI. 

Above all , because its call 
for a conference of Labour 
could be of historic 
significance for the cause of 
class unity within Northern 
Ireland, the statement should 
be adopted despite it s limita
tions. 

Such adoption must be the 
beginning of a campaign for 
the convening of a Con
ference of Labour in NI and 
the working out of a socialist 
solution. 

A fighting labour Party in 
NI would open the way to the 
unity of the working class 
throughout Ireland, a 
socialist united Ireland and a 
socialist federation of these 
islands . 

Delegates to the Labour 
Party Conference have an op
portunity to open a new 
chapter in the history of the 
Irish working class. 

The 1970s were a decade of 
sectarian division . A con
ference of the Northern 
Ireland labour movement and 
the creation of a Labour Par
ty could open a struggle to 
make the 1980s the decade of 
the unity o f the working class 
throughout Ireland . 

• 
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CAMPAIGN 
FOR MASS 
MEMBERSHIP 

By Tony Saunois 
(LPYS representative on 

Labour Party NEC) 

"The 1981 Labour 
Party Conference 
meets after twelve 
months of intense 
campaigning activi
ty. Mass Labour 
Party demonstra
tions against 
unemployment have 
been held in Liver
pool, Glasgow, Car
diff and Birm
ingham. 

These demonstrations, 
together with the campaigns 
organised by many CLPs 
against cuts in public expen
diture etc. signify a very 
welcome development. 

This represents the begin
nings of a major change in 
the Party's activities. Last 
year ' s level of campaigning 
work has not been seen for 
decades. 

The press, echoed by the 
right wing within the 
Labour party, have de
nounced Labour over the 
last twelve months for its 
"lurch towards ex
tremism". The reality has 
been very different. 

As a result of the 
radicalisation of the party, 
especially in relation to 
democracy and policy, far 
more emphasis has been 
placed on the question of 
campaigning to win support 
for Labour and its socialist ' 
aspirations. The result has 
been a large increase in the 
active membership of the 
party. 

This has been an impor
tant break from the lack of 
activity by the Party when 
under the stewardship of 
the right wing. Indeed, 
when the right dominated 
the party, they regarded it 
merely as an electoral 
machine to secure the 
return of MPs who in turn 
were content to preside over 
inactive and small rumps of 
CLPs. 

This, however, is rapidly 
changing. Central to the 
development of a mass par
ty is the need for a fully 
rounded-out socialist pro
gramme. Labour must not 
only protest against unem
ployment but campaign on 
bold demands such as the 
implementation of the 
35-hour week, linking them 
to the necessity for the im
plementation of Clause IV, 
part 4, of the party's con
stitution. 

Labour has begun to 
move towards being a mass 
democratically controlled 
socialist party . This is the 
only way it can provide an 
effective challenge to the 
Tories and the system they 
are defending. 

It is vital over the next 
year that Labour conducts a 

major drive to build a firm, 
active base amongst 
workers and their families. 

Conference will have the 
opportunity of supporting 
the establishment of work
place branches. These could 
be used as campaigning 
bodies for socialist ideas 
and to build up solid links 
between the Party and trade 
union organistions within 
the factories. 

If Conference endorses 
the establishment of work
place branches they must 
not be allowed to be 
smothered by the right wing 
-who are merely deman
ding that they should not be 
allowed to discuss industrial 
matters! . 

Over the past three con
ferences major gains on 
party democracy have been 
achieved. These must be 
defended against any at
tempts to overturn them. 
This particularly applies to 
the method of electing the 
party leader and mandatory 
re-selection of MPs. 

These democratic gains, 
however, still need to be 
strengthened. The right of 
the democratically elected 
NEC to decide the contents 
of the election manifesto, 
based on the decisions of 
party conference, should be 
fully supported. 

It is especially important, 
too, given the necessity of a 
real struggle against the cuts 
in public expenditure that 
the gains on democracy 
made nationally are also 
made in relation to local 
authorities. 

The most important of 
these are that local election 
manifestoes should be 
decided by the District 
Labour Parties or 
equivalent organisation, 
and that the group leader 
and committee chairman/ 
spokesmen should be 
elected by the DLP. 

It is vital that the Labour 
Party now builds a mass 
membership. This will be 
achieved by the party adop
ting a radical socialist alter
native and then campaign
ing for it at local and na- -
tional level. 

Labour Party Conference 
Militant Meeting. Tuesday 
29 September, 6 .30pm, 
Wagner Hall , Regency 
Road, Brighton. Speakers: 
Ted Grant, Tony Mulhearn 
(labour PPC, ToxtethL 
Rod Fitch PPC, Brighton 
Kemptown). 
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PHOTO BELOW: Farmers demonstrate in 
1980 against Britain's plea for lower food 
prices. The EEC has totally failed to overcome 
national capitalist interests at times of crisis. 

With the help of an 
almost unprecedented 
press and propaganda 
campaign, British big 
business managed to 
secure a 'yes' vote for 
EEC entry in the 1975 
referendum. 

But how many peo
ple, especially work
ing people, now 
favour the Common 
Market? 

All the promises from big 
business and their right-wing 
supporters in ··the labour 
movement that EEC entry 
would produce a miracle 
recovery for the British 
economy have been exposed 
as a hollow fraud. 

Workers particularly 
blame the EEC for the enor
mous rise in food prices. The 
cost of living has soared to 
Fraadl or German heights. 
wtlile British workers are be
ill& paid some of the lowest 
wages in tbe industrialised 
west. 

British capitalism left entry 
too late to share fully all the 
adnntages of an integrated 
European market. The Tories 
etttered wbeD the post-war 
boom was already on the 
wane, and Britain had 
already entered- into an "ir
reversible decline" vis-a-vis 
its niain rivals. 

The claims from Labour's 
right, and now being made b~ 
the present Tory government. 
that the EEC can be 
"reformed from within" an· 
also empty. Negotiating 
strength is ultimately decided 
by economic power, and Bri
tain has slipped to tbe bottom 
of the Euro-league. 

Thatcher, for instance. 
trumpeted her victory in gain
ing a reduction of the UKs 
EEC badget coatribution. 
Bat ·this is beiag more than 

paid for by the rises her 
agriculture minister accepted 
for EEC food prices. 

There can be no solution to 
the problems of British 
capitalism within the EEC. 
But it will find no solutions 
outside, either. 

The NEC's statement itself 
accepts that "withdrawal 
from the EEC will not solve 
all of Britain's economic and 
industrial problems. " But we 
must go further. 

Over 400Jo of Britain's 
trade is with EEC countries. 
The location of industry. 
transport, finance and com
merce have all been increas
ingly geared towards the 
EEC. 

For British capitalism 
withdrawal now would have 
devastating consequences. 
This, in turn, would have 
enormous repercussions for a 
Labour government. Labour 
would be attempting to im
plement the radical reforms 
outlined still in "the socialist 
alternative", but would be 
trying to work within the 
framework of a diseased 
capitalism. 

Today a majority of 
workers would almost cer
tainly favour withdrawal 
from the EEC, the course 
forcefully advocated by the 
NEC statement. The labour 
movement, however, must 
carefully examine the conse
quencei of withdrawal. 

What is the argument of 
the statement? 

The NEC document argues 
that the EEC has not only 
worsened Britain's economic 
position, burdening the 
British economy with enor
mous budget contributions 
(£3,000 m net over 5 years) in 
return for limited advan
tages, but that the EEC is 
also a major obstacle to the 
implementation of socialist 
policies in Britain. 

The document seems to at
tribute an enormous wei2ht 

Fight lor a 
workers, Europe I I 

and solidity to EEC laws and 
institutions: the NEC ap
parently takes them much 
more seriously than the na
tional capitalists, who have 
little veneration for "supra
national" bodies. 

The EEC is essentially a 
glorified customs union or 
free trade zone. It was 
established on the basis of a 
post-war boom, with its un
precedented expansion of 
production and especially 
trade. 

But whenever there have 
been serious differences over 
trade, production, or the 
money system, the member 
states have invariably 
reverted to their own national 
capitalist interests. This has 
particularly been so over 
agriculture, from French ob
jections to cheap Italian 
wines to the current British 
objections to cheap French 
poultry. 

A "siege 
economy'' 

The long post-war boom 
has now exhausted itself. In 
the period of general decline 
and crisis which we have now 
entered, the international 
rivalry and trend towards 
protectionism will also reveal 
itself in "beggllr thy 
neighbour" policies within 
the Common Market. 

In the event of new, deeper 
slumps, and even periods of 
limited upswing, in which 
rival states compete for 
markets, the EEC will be 
shattered. 

The document rejects 
"both ... the philosophy of 
the free market economy and 
of the supra-national state 
that is so central to the Treaty 
of Rome". But the very fact 

that it is based on the "free 
market economy", which 
means essentially on rival na
tional states, rules out the 
development of a "supra
national state" . 

In relation to this, the 
state m ent's scrupulous 
regard for the legality of 
withdrawal shows an exag
gerated concern for for
malities, to say the least. In
cidentally, the " de-entry" 
steps proposed would em
broil a Labour government in 
months. if not years, of com
plex, obscure legislation. 

The statement also argues 
that withdrawal is necessary 
because of the EEC's 
"restraint on determining our 
own economic policy, the loss 
of sovereignty, the undermin
ing of our democratic pro-
cesses ... '' · 

The EEC, it is true, has 
spawned an enormously ex
pensive, cumbersome, and 
parasitic bureaucracy, which 
appalls ordinary people. But 
are the main obstacles to 
socialist policies really 
located in Brussels, 
Strasbourg, and other EEC 
centres? 

The ranks of the labour 
movement have not lost sight 
of the fact that the real op
position to radical reforms, 
let alone thorough going 
socialist policies, will come 
from much nearer at home: 
from the banks and financial 
institutions in the City of 
London, from the 
millionaires who run the big 
monopolies- in short, from 
Britain's own ruling class, 
which also controls the ap
paratus. of the civil service, 
the army, the judiciary, and 
the police. 

The capitalists would, of 
course, combine with their 
European cohorts, using 
among other things the EEC 
bodies to try to block and 
undermine a Labour govern
ment. But the main enemy is 

at home. 
Throughout , the statement 

hammers away at the idea 
that it is the EEC which is the 
main limitation to the im
plementation of socialist 
policies. In doing so, it loses 
sight of the real issue: it is the 
con fi nes of this rotten 
capitalist framework which 
are the fundamental limita
tion as far as radical reforms 
and socialist policies are con
cerned. 

The policies proposed in 
the document, in line with 
"the Socialist Alternative", 
would not break · through 
these limitations. 

The measures men
tioned- ·price controls, 
selected aid to industry, con
trol of capital investment and 
overseas investment-make it 
clear that the majority of the 
banks, finance institutions, 
and the big monopolies 
would remain in the hands of 
big business. 

Production cannot be 
planned while the "comman
ding heights" remain in 
private hands. Nor can trade 
be planned. 

The document talks of 
"planned trade" and 
"managed trade" . It argues 
that an expansion of the 
British economy, through the 
alternative economic 
strategy, would provide an 
increased market. This, it 
says, would create favourable 
conditions for re-negotiating 
trade patterns with the pre
sent EEC states and 
establishing new trade with 
non-EEC countries, in
cluding under-developed 
countries. · 

The document, however, 
does· not really come to grips 
with the catastrophic scale of 
Britain's industrial decline. 

The EEC has meant "the 
development of a massive 
deficit in our balance of trade 
in manufactured goods with 
the EEC, which has inflicted, 

By Lyon 

Walsh 

and is inflicting, immense 
and lasting damage on British 
industry" (p.64). 

This deficit is indeed a bur
ning indictment of British 
capitalism's failure to invest 
and modernise. 

Britain's external deficits, 
however, cannot be blamed 
entirely on the EEC. In 
1979/ 80 the UK's biggest 
trading deficit was with 
North America , £1,700 
million. The UK also had a 
small trade deficit with the 
non-E E C countr ies o f 
Western Europe . 

On the other hand , while 
the UK has a deficit in 
manufactured goods with the 
EEC, last year it managed to 
turn the previous year' s 
oYerall deficit of £26,000 
million into a surplus of £700 
million, largely through the 
net export (worth £2,651 
million) of petroleum and 
petroleum products. 

In some key industries, 
moreover, the UK had 
significant trade surplus; for 
instance, £175 million in 
chemicals and related pro
ducts, and a £50 million 
surplus in textiles. 

Without tariff-free accesS 
to the EEC market, such 
surpluses would undoubtedly 
change into deficits. Would 
markets in the EEC be replac
ed by equivalent or even 
larger markets elsewhere , as 
the document suggests? 

On the basis of big 
business, with an extremely 
poor rate of profit and conse
quently chronic under
investment in new processes 
and techniques, this is ruled 
out. 

If a Labour government 
were to erect a tarriff wall 
around the UK economy, 
whether by general import 
controls or selective import 
controls in various forms, 
there would be inevitably 
retaliation, both from Bri
tain's former EEC partners 
and from capitalist rivals 
throughout the world. 

The idea that Britain's 
rivals on the world market 
would temporarily tolerate 
British tarriffs for the sake of 
expansion, with the promise 
of British markets for them at 
a later stage- even assu101ng 
that the policies proposed 
would produce this expan
sion- is utopian thinking. 

In reality, the document is 
proposing that with EEC 
withdrawal Britain should be 
transformed into a "siege 
economy" . British capitalism 
would be managed and reviv
ed by a Labour government 
behing protective walls. 

Such a strategy, however, 
would rebound on the work-

CONTINUED ON 
PAGE FOURTEEN 
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Whitehawk Branch, 
Kemptow~ Labour Party 

welcomes all delegates to Brighton 
No bans and proscriptions 
No witch-hunt of 'Militant' ' 

Supporters and readers of 'Militant' in 
Brighton Kemp Town, Brighton Pavilion 
and Hove Labour Parties greet Labour 

Party Conference. 

Rod Fitch 
Andres 
Maureen Boyd 
Jeff Mesic 
Sandy Sebbage 
Keith Newell 
Beth Miller 
Briony Hassett 
Jim Watson 
Mike Akehurst 
Kate Packham 
GeoffJones 
Ann Jones 
Bill North 
Dudley Edwards 
Clive-Walder 
Peter Lindey 
Ray Apps 
Dave Home 
Jean Home 
Alex Ingram 
Emie King 
Jan King 
Debbie Wilde 
J. Grant 
Eddie Sltaw 
Adrian John 

Alan Huyton 
Garry Hammond 
Les Hammond 
Colin Baker 
Norman Page 
Beny Hatchard 
John Scrase 
Neil Farrow 
Nicky Giles 
Chaflie Monaghan 
Mr & Mrs Doug W ootton 
Steve Rabson 
Trevor Hopper 
Debbie Wilde 
Paul Moran 
Bob Skelton 
Gwenda Beisham 
Andy Durr 
Colin Avey 
·P. Gorman 
Fay Gellis 
JoeGellis 
Jackie Robson 
!an Nicholls 
Eric Nicholls 
Angela Akehurst 

For:ward to a fully democratic and 
socialist Labour Party!!! 

Fraternal greetings 
to .our comrades 

and delegates 
attending the 

labour conference 
from 

ROTTING DEAN 
ward, Brighton. 

•••..•.....••... 
HAVANT AND 

WATERlOO greet 
the delegates who 
have come to con
ference to fight for 

socialism 

Drumoyne labour 
Party 

SUPPORT BENN! 
SMASH THE 

TORIES! 
lABOUR TO 

POWER ON A 
SOCIAliST 

PROGRAMME! 

Cammell Laird 
'Militant' sup

porters say 'Labour 
to power on a 

socialist programme" 

LITTLEHAMPTON LABOUR PARTY 
calls for the · return of a Labour · · 
government committed to bold 

socialist policies and the 
implementation of Clause IV of the 

Labour Party constitution 

LITTLEHAMPTON LPYS 
send fraternal greetings to all 

delegates and calls on conference 
,._. to adopt socialist policies- turn 

despair _into hope for today's 
youth 

LITTLEHAMPTON TGWU 
BRANCH 1/874 

sends fraternal greetings 
to delegates. "For 
workers' unity and 

socialism'' 

LIVERPOOl 
DISTRICT lABOUR 

"PARTY 
Sends fraternal 

greetings to 
conference 

Fraternal greetings 
to delegates 1981 

labour Party 
· conference from 

CHilDWAll 
WARD. · 

LIVERPOOl 

Fraternal greetings to all 
delegates to 80th annual 
conference of the La-bour 

Party from 
Wavertree CLP, Liverpool 

The new WEM LPYSextends 
fraternal greetings to 

all comrades in the labour 
and trade union movement 

Greetings for 
/NO/m f}Kir. 
·CONFERENCE 81 

Fraternal greetings 
to all sisters and 

brothers. Forward 
to workers' unity 

and socialism . 
AUEW ECCLESHILL 
No. 4 BRADFORD 

Vote Benn for 
Deputy leader. 

Tories out. Fight 
for socialism! 

Coventry South 
East ClP. 

Dave Nellist, 
Chairman. 

Mohammed lqbal, 
Secretary. 

30 Coundon Road, 
Coventry. 

For a fighting 
leadership! 

MPs on workers' 
wages! 

Coventry South 
East lPYS. 

Kick the 
Tories out! 
24 hour 

general strike! 
Coventry South 

West lPYS. 

Socialist greetings 
to labour's 

conference from 
'Militant' readers 

at:
Coventry City 

Council, Building 
Services Division. 

British leyland, 
Self Changing 

· Gears. 
Coventry Careers 

Centre. 
Torrington' s, 
U.J. Division. 

West Midlands 
Probation Servi..ee. 

Workers of the 
world unite! 

For a socialist 
labour Party, 

For a mass youth 
section! 

Nuneaton and 
Bedworth lPYS. 

End cheap labour! 
Unions organise 

YOPs now! 
Coventry North 

West lPYS 

~-- ~r~ 
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Fraternal greetings to 
conference from an-·· -. . 

comrades in V ALLEY 
WARD WAVERTREE 

A socialist programme based on 
conference decisions is the only 
way forward to return a Labour 
government at the next election 

and so return the country to sanity 
after years of Tory mis-rule 
Labour to power on a 
socialist programme 
No compromise-

No careEnists 
Employment- not bombs 
People- not figures on 

balance sheets 
••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

-NETHERLEY WARD, 
GARSTON CLP, 

LIVERPOOL 
sends 'fraternal greetings 

to all socialist' delegates at 
the Labour party 

I conference 
TONY BENN FOR DEPUTY 
LEADER AND SOCIALIST 

POLICIES FOR THE 
LABOUR PARTY 

••......................•.......... 

BOOTLE KIRKBY 
ST HELENS 

SOUTH PORT 
and HUYTON 

LPYS · 
Militant supporters 

send fraternal 
greetings to all 

delegates attending 
1 981 Labour Party 

conference 

Fraternal greetings to all socialists 
at Labour's 1981 conference. 

Newport, West Wight, Ryde LP 
branches_;West Wight & lW 

LPYS. 
Please support Isle of Wight CLP 

resolution and amendme-nt on 
youth unemployment & economy. 

Canvey Island and Benfleet 
readers say: 

Reds flood South East 
Essex. SDs and Tories 

watch out- socialist ideas 
spreadir:ag! 

Leicester South 
LPYS sends 

socialist gr eetings 
to all delegates 

and visitors. 
Forward 

to socialis~. 

Socialist 
Greetings from 

Bootle CLP 
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CONFERENCE 81 

BOLD 
; 

SOCIALIST 
CHANGE 

CONTINUED FROM 
PAGE SEVEN 

tant industrial groups. 
But a lready, only 100 days 

into office, the familiar at· 
tempt to reassure the in
dustrialists is in full swing. 
The Financial Times reported 
(8 September 1981) : 

"The French government 
has embarked on a campaign 
to soothe employers' fears 
over a ,.;;ocialist administra
tion and to try to urge in
dustry to boost in vestment. .. 
The prime minister .. . so ught 
to reassure employers on two 
account s. 

"There was no question , 
he said , of int erfering with 
the deci sion-making powers 
of the heads of co mpanies or 
imposing on them a ve·to over 
dismissals. Trade union s ha\'(: 
been claiming consultati ve 
powers over _bo th manage
ment and dismi ssals that have 
frightened employers. 

"He al so said that it wa> 
necessary to halt the ri se in 
social securit y costs payabl, 
by industry ... 

"M Francois Ceyrac , heal' 
of the employers' federation . 
queried last week some of thl' 
contradictions in the govern
ment's policy. How was it 
possible, he asked, both to 
woo industry and to saddle it 
with new taxes, higher social 
security charges , restrictions 

on employers' powers and 
now nationalisation?" 

The previous week the 
Financial Times report ed that 
the Minister of the Economy 
was resisting union demand-s 
for a freezing of some con 
sumer prices. The likelihood 
is of inOation of 18 07o this 
year. and there is strong 
pressure to devalue against 
the D-Mark to restore French 
co mpetitiveness (i.e . profit
ability). 

Despite the government 's 
expansionar y progra mmes, 
growt h is expected to be only 
3 '/.J 07o next year, which \vo uld 
certainly not prevent unem
ployment staying above the 2 
million mark. 

If Mitterand has these pro 
blems in implementing hi s 
programme , despite hi s huge 
popular support and parlia
mentary majority, imagine 
the situa tion faced by the 
next Labr'm Povernment with 
a crisi s even more se ' ere than 
in France. 

Brit ish Business (4 
Sept ember 198 1) report ed 
tliat the rate of pro fit was 
twice as high in France as in 
Britain according to the most 
recent figures. 

The NEC's Socialist Alter · 
native warns that it wou ld b.: 
dishonest to pretend that ful l 
employment could be quick! ' 
restored. 

Yet the po st-war e.x
perience to whiL·h they refer 
was that in two years, bet
ween 1945 and 1947, 2Y, 

million jobs were created o ut
side th e armed forces, an(! 
unemployment in 1947 wa., 
less than 207o despite th.: 
demobili sation. Investm ent 
rose from 507o to 1607o of total 
production , and consump
tion per head of the popula
tion rose by 13 07o, as th e 
burden of military expen
diture was reduced . 

A crucial difference bet
ween then and now, however, 
is that profit s were high in 

EEC-No to bosses club 

CONTINUED FROM 
PAGE TWELVE 

ing class. Far from reviving 
British capitalism and 
stimulating massive new in
vestment, protectionism 
would feather-bed the 
backwardness of British big 
business. A Labour govern
ment, by raising tarriff walls, 
would be giving the backward 
British capitalists a free hand 
to exploit the working class 
of Britain, pushing up 
domestic prices, pushing 
down wages, allowing them 
to reap the maximum profit 
from clapped-out and anti~ 
quated plant and machinery. 

This is a completely na
tionalistic approach, which 
conflicts with the interna
tionalist outlook of the work
ing class."The NEC statement 
makes severaJ attempts to 
refute this criticism, claiming 
that the policies proposed are 
internationalist, not "Little 
England" solutions. 

But what in practice do~ 
the document propose? 1t 
says a Labour government 
would work for expansionist 
policies, in line with their 
domestic strategy, through 
bodies such as the OECD 
(Organisation of Economic 
Co -operation and 

Development), EFTA (the 
EEC's rival European tradfng 
zone), and the United Na
tions Commission on 
Europe, which supposedly in
volves policy planning bet-
ween both Western and 
Eastern Europe. 

It also suggests that there 
would be more trade with the 
under-developed countries of 
the "Third World". 

These institutions are all 
based on existing capitalist 
states, or in the UN case 
capitalist and Stalinist states. 
Inevitably, they reflect the 
approach and also the 
rivalries and conflicts of the 
different national states. 

How can it be possible to 
develop "socialist" jiolicies 
through bodies set up by- the 
capitalist class for thei( Qwn 
purposes? How could trade 
be developed with the under
developed countries, when 
the Third World is more than 
ever exploited and dominated 
by the Imperialist powers and 
their multi-national corpora
tions? 

Such an approach is not 
genuine internationalism bas
ed on the common class in
terests of the working class 
and exploited peasantry 
throughout the world. 

When British big business, 
the Tories and their shadows 

within .the labour movement 
proposed entry into the EEC, 
the "Militant" warned that 
the Common Market was a 
bosses' club which would not 
solve the problems of British 
capitalism and would place 
additional burdens on the 
working class. 

But our opposition had 
nothing in common with the 
nationalistic approach 
adopted by some on the left, 
like the Communist Party 
and some of the "Tribune" 
left who found themselves 
sharing platforms with right
wing Tories and other Little 
Englanders. 

Socialist 
united states 
of Europe 

I 

We opposed EEC entry on 
the basis of a call · for the 
European· labour movement 
to come together to discuss a 
campaign for a Socialist 
United States of Europe. On
ly such a federation, based on 
socialist democracy and plan-

1945-120/o ot domestic pro
duct. So the employer; were 
quite ready to rai se produc
tion and boost investment. 

With profits a fraction of 
that level, and their position 
threatened by price control s, 
future nationalisation, etc. 
there is no way the next 
Labour government could get 
the same response whilst the 
econoruy remains dominated 
by private capital. 

Yet just as rapid an expan-

ned production in Britain and 
the other European states, 
with the perspective of world 
socialist planning, could pro
vide an internationalist way 
forward for the working 
class. -

As a first step towards 
realising this, the next 
Labour government should 
mobilise the working class 
behind a programme for the 
socialist transformation of 
Britain. 

The NEC statement rightly 
points out that international 
co-operation with the labour 
movement of other countries 
does not depend on the EEC 
or any other capitalist institu
tions. The links should be 
forged between the workers' 
organisations themselves, on 
a class basis. 

Ultimately effective inter
national unity must be forged 
on the basis of a clear 
socialist programme. 

The workers of Germany, 
France, Italy, Belgium, and 
other countries of Europe all 
face similar problems. The 
relative pace of events in dif
ferent countries cannot be 
predicted accurately. 

But it is clear that the 
workers of all the European 
states all have a common in
terest in the socialist transfor
mation of society. 

si o n is needed now. 
The document does state 

clearly that it beli eves that 
common ownership should 
be substituted for private 
ownership of th e mean s of 
production. But this is said to 
be a " long-term goal" . 

It cannot be relegated to 
the misty future in this wav. 

The NEC says: "Transfor
mation of the economy in a 
socialist direction is not (our 
emphasis) to be pos_!poned 

until we have achieved a 
reconstruction of industrv." 

But not even the reforms 
proposed in the document will 
be implemented in a lasting 
way within the rotten frame':: 
work of capitalism. They 
could be achieved only thro
ugh a fundament<:! socialist 
transformation, not through 
'half-way' measures "in a 
socialist direction ." 

To give reality to the social 
improvements outlined, the
refore, the ne x t Labour 
government must link them to 
a programme for the nation
alisation of the banks , finance 
houses , and the 200 or so big 
monopolies which dominate 
the economy. 

Nationalisation should not 
be with exorbitant compensa
tion, as in the past, but 
minimum compensation on 
the basis of proven need. If 
the financiers and big inves- · 
tors are incapab le of working 
and can prove they are hard 
up , they could be paid decent 
social security under a social
ist government. 

Nationalised industry sho
uld not be run by massive 
bureaucracies composed of 
e .\ -0\~ners , ex-private mana
gers , reti red civil servants and 
super-annuated politicians, 
as they have been up until 
now. 

Industry should be run 
under democratic workers' 
contr ol a nd management , 
under boards composed of a 
third from trade unions in the 
ind ustry, a third from the 
TUC, and a third from the 
government. · 

Then there could oe a 
~ ocial i st plan of production . 
Under a plan , th ere would be 
an enor mous growt h of prod
uction, science and techni
que , creatirtg the condi tions 
for rapid cut s in tbe work ing 
day and worki ng year , ant.. for 
immeasurable improvements 
in workers' li ving standards . 

Without a socialist plan , 
the irreversibl e decline of 
Briti sh inJustry \vill continue , 
"'ith untold suffering for 
work ing people. 

Transformation of the eco
nomy cannot be postponed. 
But t ran sformation is possible 
only th rough the working 
das s being mobilised to 
implement thorough-going 
socialist measures . 

Socialism or nuclear 
war 

CONTINUED FROM 
PAGE NINE 

tions which ensure the carry
ing out of agreements . 

Moreover, such rights and 
condtions are never guaran
teed on . the basis of 
capitalism. In the final 
analysis, the working class 
will haw to change society in 
order to guarantee its past 
conquests, never mind 
substantially improve it s 

situation . 
No trust should be placed 

in lying capitalist politicians 
or the gangsters who head the 
Russian state. 

Lenin described the idea 
that the capitalists could be 
persuaded to "disarm '' as a 
" pernicious fairy tale " . He 
pointed out that unless the 
first world war was followed 
by a series of successful 
socialist revolutions it would 
be followed by a second , 
third world war etc . until 
mankind was destroyed . 

The Labour Party should 
point out to those who have 
been moved into action by 
the threat of nuclear annihila
tion that the only way the 
working class and its 
organisaiions can av oid this 
nightmare is through the 
socialist transformation of 
society . 

The capitalists and the 
Stalinist bureaucracy will 
never voluntarily "disarm" . 

Control over arms and of 
society as a whole will have to 
be taken out of their hands, 
through the establishment of 
a world socialist federation . 

Before the nuclear age the 
alternative before mankind 
was "socialism or bar
barism". Now the issue is 
socialism or nuclear annihila
tion! 
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INDIA- STRUGGLE FOR 
TRADE UNION RIGHTS 
''The conditions 
of the workers in 
the area where I 
come from are 
very bad. Mini
mum wages are 
512 Rupees 
(£30. 72) per 
month for a 
48-hour week. 
The workers are . 
harassed by the 
officials who run 
the state-owned 

. mines and chea
ted of wages and 
promotion. Rules 
for the benefit of 
the workers exist 
only on paper. 

Inflation is 300Jo. Rising 

Nathu La I Pandey, Genera l 
Secretary of the Madhya-Pradesh 
Coal Miners' organisation spoke to 
a Militant reporter. 

prices, low wages and 
numberless unemployment 
-these are the main prob- · 
!ems of.the workers . 

The officials of INTUC, 
the pro-government trade 
union, join management in 
oppressing the workers. 
They support Mrs Gandhi 
in every way, even in 
banning strikes. They suck 
the b loOd of the downtrod
den people . They try to force 
the workers to join their , 
union. Those who refuse are 
threatened with victimisat
ion and even suspension. 

Members of my union are 
harassed and transferred, 
while INTUC members get 
preference from ·manage
ment. 

Despite all this my union 
has the support of 12 to 15 
thousand workers out of 
35,000 workers in the area. 
We have the respect of the 
workers because we have 
fought for their interests in 
the past. 

We led big strikes in 1968 
(52 days) and 1972 (67 
days) . In October 1980 we 
were on strike for eight 
days, and again in April this 
year . 

The April strike deman
ded an end to corruption 
and favouritism by manage
ment and INTUC bureau
crats in providing jobs. 
More than 300 unemployed 
youth and workers were 
arrested, including myself. 

USA- labour 
on the march 

'Labour Day' march in New York. Reagan wasn' t invited. 

On Monday 7 Sep
temmber,orgamdsedla
hour held its first 
Labour Day mmarches 
in 13 years. Marches 
took place from coast 
to coast. In New 
York the parade las
ted for seven hours! 

As usuaJ, as in England, 
the police count was exactly 
half the re3J nomber that 
took part. Bot no-one can 
tell me that it takes 100,000 
people 7 boors to cowr the 

· route they took. 
The early morning TV 

count was that 200,000 were 
collecting in ~ side streets 
prior to entering Fifth 
Avenue for the parade. 

The slogans carried by the 
workers on the march 

' showed their militancy. 
PATCO [the strildag air 
traffic coutrollers' uniou] 
and the danger to the trade 
uniou mCMD~eat .ws upper-

From Betty 
Traun in 

New York 

mn<.t in their minds.Reagan 
was not invited to the 
demonstration-a departure 
from past custom reflecting 
the mood of the workers. 

When 4,000 PATCO 
workers marched by, a roar 
of 'PATCO PATCO' , 'Rea
gon . No, PATCO Yes'! 
resounded again and again 
throughout the entire mar
.ch . They were the heroes of 
the celebration, and it must 
have been a real shot in the 
arm for them in this time of 
trial and tribulation. 

Mayor Kock, who broke 
· the transit workers' strike 
last year, inserted himself 
into the parade and was 
soundly booed all along 
Fifth Avenue. The labour 
movement is aJive and well 
and kicking and will come 

back swinging. 
It was a beautiful 7-hour 

parade and it was obvious 
that the workers felt proud 
of their identity as workers. 
As each Doat went by the 
workers on it demonstrated 
their skill in the crafts which 
keep this city going. 

The smelters, the workers 
who keep the lights of New 
York blazing, the machine 
workers, the arts, the crane 
operators, the entire life of 
the city was portrayed up 
there on those noats, and it 
was awesome to the public 
who watched them. You saw 
there that nothing could run 
without those hands of the 
workers. 

Lane Kirkland, head of 
the AFL-CIO, told reporters 
not to mention the name of 
the President to him, he'd 
bad it with Reagan. Let's 
see whether this militancy 
continues in the labour 
bureaucracy as the struggle 
sharpens. 

The struggle was partly 
successful-some people got 
regular jobs, but others were 
victimised. 

I was in prison from 16 
April to the beginning of 
June on charges of instigat
ing a strike and preparing 
riots. Eventually, after pro
tests by the workers and a 
hunger strike by Yamuna 
Prasad Shastri, the Presi
dent of my union , I was 
released . 

The government of Mrs 
Gandhi is an instrument of 
the capitalist class and also 
friendly to the USSR. It is 
opposed to the trade union 
movement, it doesn't want 
free trade unionism. That is 
why it has now banned 
strikes . 

But we are going to 
struggle against the new 

laws. We are not demora
lised . 

I came to Europe to 
attend the ICFTU rally in 
Spain from 22 to 29 August. 
I, and other comrades , 
explained about the repres
sive conditions facing trade 
unions in India and about 
Mrs Gandhi's 'National Se
curity Act' by which the 
government can arrest any 
person for six months 
without a trial. 

The INTUC bureaucrats 
at the rally made it clear 
that they have nothing to do 
with free trade unionism, 
they are loyal only to Mrs 
Gandhi . 

During discussions of 
vital issues such as youth 
unemployment and inter
national solidarity, they 
spent their time drinking. 

They were drinking wine all 
night, while villages in India 
cannot even get enough 
water. They spoke up only 
to shout "Long live Mrs 
Gandhi," and threatened 
my comrades and myself 
that they would have us sent 
to jail when we return to 
India. 

I am going back to India 
soon. The Indian workers' 
movement needs a real 
socialist leadership and 
proper training of cadres . 
We are struggling on a 
number of fronts- against 
the employers, against the 
government, against so
called trade union leaders 
who think trade unionism is 
a business. 

We will continue fighting 
for free trade unionism and 
socialism." 

Britain/South Africa 
CALL FOR_ WORKER-TO· 
WORKER LINKS 

"We di d n't 
have any money 
either,'' was the 
re sp onse o f 
workers when a 
speaker of the 
South Afric a n 
Labour 
Education Pro
ject (SALEP), ex
plained the title 
of SALEP' s 
latest publication 
' ' A s in i m a li'' 
'(Zulu fo r ' we 
have no money') 
to shop stewards' 
meetings during a 
tour of the North 
East. 

The tour, arranged on the 
initiative of Newcastle Tra
des Council, was to publi
cise the black workers' 
struggle in South Africa. 
Although in 1980, 175,000 
days were lost due to 
industrial action and this 
figure is almost certain to be 
exceeded this year, there has 
been relative silence from 
the media about this aspect 
of the struggle . 

The discussions were per
meated with the spirit of 
workers ' internationalism 
and an understanding that 
the question of apartheid is 
not a question of abstract 
morality-but is a class 
issue. The apartheid system 
provides the bosses with a 
cheap labour force which 
ensures a good return on 
their inve<tments. This is 
why Bri! :sh companies have 
£7,000 million in vested in 
South Africa. 

This understanding was 
clearly shown in a discussion 
with shop stewards .1t Swan 

Hunters shipyards on the 
Tyne . The stewards raised 
some very practical quest
ions, e.g.: " What form s of 
industrial action are used? " 
"what links are there bet
ween black and white wor
kers?" "How much over
time is worked and at what 
rates?" 

Suggestions were offered 
on how to take the workers ' 
struggle further. Compari
sons were made between 
what is happening in South 
Africa and what the Tories 
and big business would like 
to see in Britain. 

One st eward made the 
comment tha t "if the labour 
movement didn 't watch out 
there would be a Botha 
here." 

The meeting at Swans 
finished with the chairman 
of the meeting presenting 
the South African comrade 
with _a gold tie pin- which 
he had received from a 
Japanese trade unionist a 
few years earlier, as a 
symbol of workers interna
tionalism. 

At a meeting with the 
Convenor of C.A. Parsons 
(part of Northern Engineer
ing Industries) it was exp
lained that workers in -South 
Africa were getting only £20 
per week for doing the same 
type of jobs being done on 
Tyneside. It is little wonder 
that NEI take advantage of 
the cheap labour in South 
Africa while laying off 
workers on Tyneside, and 
has been exporting its older 
machines to South Africa 
where it can still be run at a 
profit. 

A special appeal was 
made by SALEP for finance 
to print Asinamali in Xhosa 
and Zulu, two of the main 
African languages in South 
Africa. Donations of £20 
and £30 were made by 
Austin and Pickersgill and 
Vickers shop stewards res
pectively, with promises to 
raise the question of dona-

By a Militant 
reporter 

tions on their full commit
res. 

The tour once again 
underlined the fact that 
workers in different count· 
ries have more in common 
with each other than with 
the bosses of their own 
countries, and that the old 
labour movement slogan 
"an injury to one is an injury 
to all" applies not just to 
workers in the same factory 
but internationally. Many 
shop stewards saw the need 
for direct links between 
trade unionists in Britain 
and South Africa as a 
practical means of transla
ting common interests into 
common struggle. 

government cuts or over il 
million. 

Poly students should join 
the Polytechnic Labour Oub 
and the local LPYS. Only by 
students joining the fight in 
the labour movement for 
democratic control over La
bour Councillors and MPs , 
arid by arguing for socialist 
policies to meet the Tories 
head-on can the interests 
of students be defended. 

By Dave Curtis 
(Teeside Poly 
Labour Club) 
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SELL MILITANT 
In Wythenshawe we have 
been taking full advantage 
of the unemployment of our 
YS members to spread our 
ideas. 

Wythenshawe is one of 
the largest council estates in 
Europe and therefore a vast 
area ripe for widespread 
activity and recruiting. 

On the morning of Sep
tember 8th in just 35 
minutes we sold 15 'Mili
tants ' . We retired for lunch 
flushed with . this response. 
We returned in the after
noon and four of us sold a 
staggering 40 copies of 
'Socialist Youth'. Needless 
to say we were absolutely 
delighted! 

Talking to people and 
selling papers in the shopp
ing centres, dole queues and 
trading estates we have 

State clamps 
down 

Dear Comrades 
If there was ever any 

doubt of the way in which 
the forces of the state are 
quick to clamp down on 
anti-establishment actions 
in an hysterical manner, 
then the two recent cases of 
Marcus Sarjeant and the 
unemployed youth who thr
ew a chocolate egg at 
Margaret Thatcher's car 
erase that doubt. 

In the first case, whilst 
obviously · assassination is 
unacceptable, there is little 
indication that Sarjeant's 
was a serious attempt. If he 
had wanted to he would 
have at the very least 
obtained an air-pistol-cer
tainly the last thing he 
would have fired would have 

A wrong 
demand? 

Comrades 
While comrade Brian 

Ingham is to be compli
mented on his article "a 
socialist strategy to save the 
pits" ('Militant' 555), there 
is one aspect which I feel 
rather confusing . 

If miners in Britain were 
to support the demand for 
import controls, he writes, 
"the idea will be spread that 
British miners are trying to 
shut foreign mining com
panies out of established 
British markets, thus thre
atening the jobs of foreign 
miners". As a result "min
ers abroad will be urged to 
retaliate ... "-i.e. internat
ional solidarity would be 
jeopardised. All this makes 
sense. 

S 
H0wever. th~ situation is oiJaanty me ... oers snow 

the enthusiastic and 
socialist mood of the move
ment: 

"There are so many 
books I want to read now. 
A year ago many of these 
books were hard to get, and 
you could get into real trou
ble if you were caught with 
them. But now there's no 
trouble." 

"People are particularly 
intersted in the details of the 
1939 Nazi-Soviet pact. At 
school they only tell us that 
the Russians came to fight 
the Germans as they cap
tured Polish soil. No men-

found to be an enormously 
rewarding and successful 
task. 

Many YS members up 
and down the country are 
unemployed and therefore 
should walk to their nearest 
shopping centre or dole 
queue and spread our ideas. 
We, in Wythenshawe YS 
are determined to increase 
our order, increase our 
members, increase our 
credibility and thereby in
crease the prospect ·of the 
people of Wythenshawe to 
vote for and be convinced 
of the merits of socialism. 

By Michael Lee 
Paul Quigley 
Otris Hadtield 
Andy Holmes 
Martin Lee 

been blanks. 
The state, in giving Sar

jeant five years [under a 
century old Treason Act] is 
only just refraining from 
putting him in the Tower 
and having him hung, 
drawn and quartered! 

In the second case the 
youth in question was given 
a punishing three months in 
one of Thatchers "hard 
labour" detention centres 
for merely dirtying her 
chauffered limousine at one 
of her hypocritical grand 
openings of capital-intensive 
factories. Certainly these 
two cases of hysterical state 
reaction are to be borne in 
mind by those in the labour 
movement seeking a social
ist transformation of soci
ety. 

Yours fraternally 
Ian Shaw 
Maidstone LPYS 

from the problem of which 
nation we try to equal in the 
amount we pay in subsidies 
(they all gi ve varying am
ounts), subsidies also em
body a threat to the jobs of 
our brothers and sisters in 
other naitons . Just as miners 
in other countries would see 
that British import controls 
would threaten their liveli
hoods, it would be unlikely 
that they wouldn't view 
increased British coal sub
sidies in a similar light. 

With increased subsidies 
on British coal the NCB 
would be able to export at 
lower prices thereby threat
ening the markets of foreign 
firms (and therefore jobs). 
Moreover, if British coal is 
to be heavily subsidised, 
British coal consumers (e.g. 
BSC) would no longer wish 
to import coal which would 
then be relatively more 
expensive. Thu·s mining jobs 
in naitons which once 
exported coal to Britain 
would be threatened . Sub
sidies would thus also 
enable "The idea (to) be 
spread that British miners 
are trying to shut (out) 
foreign mining companies." 

fn short , comrades , isn't 
the demand for increased 
coal subsidies just as dan
gerous for workers as the 
demand for import con
trols? 

Fraternally 
Stephen Foster 
Wem~Whitchurch

Shawbury Labour Party 

VS stop 
BM attack 

Dear Comrades 
For two consecutive weeks 

youth s, claimin g to be 
Briti sh Movement members, 
came to our YS meetings. 
While not being violent they 
disrupted the discussions 
and their pressure made us 
unable to discuss forthcom 
ing events. 

We were then told that 
they planned to attack the 
Labour Hall during our next 
meeting a nd tnJure our 
members. We were able to 
call upon the support of the 
Labour Party and nearby 
branches of the YS . We 
vastly outnumbered the 
dozen or so skinheads who 
then called off their attack. 

Several weeks later a BM 
march was held in Southend 
but, in spi te of the Peter
borough march arranged for 
that day being banned , the 
Essex Police did not ban 
this march. 

Youths unconnected with 
any political grou ps , attack
ed the march and there was 
much \~Olence whic-h would 
have been averted had th·e 
police taken notice of the 
general views of the public. 

The British Movement 
has few genuine supporters 
and fewer still who actually 
understand the history and 
poli tics of the Nazi move
ment. Most are just unem 
ployed youngsters or those 
di scontented with school; 
rriany are under sixteen. 
They a re from working class 
backgrounds and, to them , 
it is a cause through which 
they can channel the resent
ment they feel against the 
system . 

In many ways we could 
blame ourselves for not 
recruiting these youth to the 
sociali st alternative, leaving 
them to fall into the Nazis' 
hands. . 

However, the worst offen
der is our capitalist society; 
\\~ th its contempf of the 
working class, and unem
ployment, bad housing and 
education cuts which it 
produces. It provides a 
breeding ground tor fas
cism. This should 11;ive us all 
the more incentive~ to smash 
the capitalist class system 
and establish a socialist 
society. 

Yours fraternally 
Mandy Thorley 
Southend LPYS 

Letter from 
America 

Dear Comrades 
. I have been hearing a lot 
about the riots in England 
over here. The American 
m edia has been givi ng 
extensive coverage to those 
"acts of hooliganism," al
though they do point out, 
quite correctly, that they are 
not racial riot s but due to 
high unemployment, police 
harassment, etc. 

America, while having the 
capacit y to stay afloat for a 
longer period, is following 
the same path as Britain. 
There is high unemployment 
here, especially amongst the 
minorities, but with little 
social welfare- even that is 
beinQ \\ithdrawn now. 

I ~tayed for a couple of 
days in New York and there 
are people that sleep at 
night on the same streets as 
the big banks- this is the 
richest country in the world! 

This place is very conser
vative in its auitudes. Talk 
about 'Soviet indoctrination ' 
of its children-the kids 
here have American patri
otism drummed into them 
right from day one. The 

stories here are the same as 

in England; demands for 
import controls-stop the 
Japanese bogeyman. Take 
the American car industry 
for example . Like all the lies 
about lazy BL workers 
similar lies are told about 
the American workers. It 
just shows the manner in 
which the media can be used 
to whip up a frenzy against 
certain sec tion s of the 
working class. 

Here , public employees 
(those paid by the Federal 
Government) are forbidden 
to st rike . But recently, the 
postal workers nearly \vent 
on st rike-and they would 
have defied the law! Right 
now, there is the Air Traffic 
Controllers' strike-and this 
is illegal too. 

TheTY stations in the 
USA have 'editorial opini
ons' after the major evening 
news. In one of these 
'opi nions', the guy had the 
classic right-wing attitude 
towards the strikers: "If you 
don 't like the work, you are 
free t,.o leave." 

It is a very important 
battle for if the controllers 
are successful , it would 
make a major breakthrough. 
Either way, this strike will 
be a milestone in the 
American labor movement. 

From a worker 
in Colorado, USA. 

Campaign for NALGO 
affiliation to the 

Labour Party 

Dear Comrades, 
The decision taken at this 

year's Conference of 
NALGO to ballot the 
membership on the ques
tion of affiliation to the 
Labour Party marks a 
watershed in the history of 
•Our union. 

At a time when our 
members' jobs, living stan
dards and the services they 
provide are · under direct 
Tory attack, this issue is one 
of paramount importance, 
not only to NALGO, but 
also to the labour and trade 
union movement and work
ing people in general. 

Over the past period, 
NALGO has played a 
significant role in organis
ing and participating in, 
demonstrations of opposi
tion to the government's 
policies. Our Union has 
been at the forefront of 
many struggles, both local 
and national, and is quite 
clearly looking for a 
political expression to com
pliment its increasing in
dustrial strength . 

The Campaign for 
NALGO Affiliation to the 
Labour Party was formed 
in 1976, at a time when a 
Labour government was in 
power. The CNALP is ana
tional body representing 
many NALGO members 
who are also members of 
the Labour Party. Our main 
policy, which was adopted 
at the 1976 Conference in
augural meeting is to 
"secure at the earliest possi
ble date ·the affiliation of 
NALGO to the Labour Par
ty." 

Since the decision was 
taken to ballot the member
ship, organisational 
meeti11g~ have ht.-en held in 
the tll·ehe Districl Councils 

of the Union and also ana
tional delegate conference 
was held recently in Liver
pool. This meeting was ad
dressed by Eric Heffer MP, 
on behalf of the NEC of the 
Labour Party. The national 
officers, who are all Labour 
Party members have met 
with Ron Hayward, the 
General Secretary of the 
Party, and David Hughes, 
the National Agent, and 
they have given a clear com
mitment to support our ac
tivities in campaigning for a 
'Yes' vote. 

We seek through the 
pages of the 'Militant' the 
support of every GMC and 
every ward for our cam
paign. We intend producing 
literature relevant to every 
section of the Union and as 
many Party members will 
appreciate, NALGO has 
members not only concen
trated in Council offices in 
the cities but also spread 
out through the different 
service industries, eg Gas 
Showrooms, Electricity 
Boards, Universities, 
:throughout the country. 

We are confident that 
with the organisational and 
financial backing of every 
GMC and ward, we can 
conduct a lively and en
thusiastic campaign, which 
would result in the fourth 
largest trade union in the 
country taking its rightful 
place within the Labour 
Party. 

If any of the 'Militant's' 
readers require further in
formation concerning the 
campaign, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Yours fraternally, 
David Churchley 
National Treasurer, 
CNALP 

Whose side is 
Schmidt on? 

Dear Comrades 
Of all the nonsense, 

rubbish and media propa
ganda concerning the Fren- · 
eh presidential elections, 
one item angered me
Schmidt, the leader of the 
German Socialist Party, was 
openly canvassing for the 
return of the reactionary 
Giscard to the Elysee Palace 
against the socialist Mit
terand! 

This was so that German 
capitalism could continue to 
exploit the Common Market 
along with the French 
capitalists. Now it is specu
lated that Schmidt will 
attempt to reach 'an under
standing' with the reaction
ary Thatcher to do the 
same, presumably at the 
expense of the French 
workers and poor farmers. 

The British Labour Party 
should pledge itself to 
withdraw from the bosses' 
club for the Enrichment of 
European Capitalists and 
appeal, over the heads of the 
parliamentary leaders to the 
rank and tile of the Euro
pean workers' parties and 
trade unions for a united 
socialist movement: for a 
united socialist Europe bas
ed on the abolition of 
capitalism and · the inter
national solidarity of the 
working class . 

Yours fraternally 
Dave Brown 
Bridlington LPYS and 
USDAW 

Womens rights 

Dear Comrades 
Thanks to Lesley Holt for 

an excellent article on 
'Workers Unity for Womens 
Rights' . I was also glad to 
read about the Bootle 
Labour Part y Wom~ns sec
tion meeting. I feel it is 
important that.we all under
stand and act on the tight 
for womens riQhts . It is no 
good merely 'e;pect ing' that 
we will be equal in the fight. 

Lesley so well explained 
why we are not equal as 
women; how lack of child
care facilit·ies, burden of 
housework and the resulting 
lack of confidence make it 
difficult. 

I am encouraged to hear 
NUPE and T&GWU have 
begun to organise special 
training courses for women. 
I would like to hear more 
information on such moves . 
Women must be given the 
opportunity to be militant 
rather than self sacrificing . 
Women need to organise 
separately in the party, as 
they know the problems all 
too well and can give the 
necessary support and en
couragement ·to womens' 
issues. 

This is realis.tic and 
hopeful and must be seen as 
positi ve by all sections. 
However, it is not an excuse 
for men not to educate 
themselves, b t rather fight 
with us on womens rights 
issues. If we are all involved 
we will be stronger and truly 
equal in the socialist strug
gle to change society. 

Yours fraternally 
Wendy Madden 
Shepton Mallet LP 
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TARGET FORYEAR-£120,000 _ 

NO RUSSIAN GOLD
ONLY WORKERS CASH 

Contrary to certain rumours, 
not one ounce of 'Soviet 
gold'-now being recovered 
from the Barents Sea-will 
come into the Militant 
Fighting Fund! __ 

We do need 
£24,000 by October 
lOth but every penny 
will have to come, as 
always, from wor
kers and activists in 
the labour move
ment. We appeal to 
all those attending 
Labour's conference 
and all who want it 
to launch a new 
socialist offensive 
against the Tories, to 
make a special dona
tion this week. 

Here is the latest 'score' 
for each area of Militant's 
supporters:-

South London's line is 
furthest along the chart 
with £478 left to raise by 
October lOth. 

Southern follows closely 
with 850Jo of the lJ.i year 
target achieved. To get that 
area's remaining £733, 
follow the examples of a 
£50 donation from a 
Brighton activist, £90 from 
a jumble sale there, £14 
from M. Barry and £10 
from Abingdon BIFU 
'member, Ian Davidson . 

Eastern region sup
porters-in Basildon, 
Southend, Brentwood, 
Chelmsford, Harlow and 
Peterborough-have shown 
how being constantly aware 
of Militant's need for cash 
has got them into 3rd place 
on our chart. 

The extra pences they col
lect on top of the price of 
the Militant amounted to as 

( By Clare Doyle l 
l ) 
much as £16.12 \/z this week . 
Anne Pickersgill saved 90p 
bus fares fares by walking 
and other readers collected 
for cups of tea, coffee and 
refreshments. 

£9 .30 was donated at a 
Discussion Group on 'The 
State', £6.35 was 'proceeds 
from a stall at a Labour 
Party fete' and £7.60 was 
raised by a raffle at a 
'People's Picnic'! All this 
added up to £92 in a week 
but more than 10 times that 
amount is still needed by 
October lOth! 

£168 from East London 
this week includes an ex
cellent donation of £25 
from R. Alien , £2s from T . 
Polydorous, J. Ong, £Is 
from J. Jones (NALGO) 
and L. Thompson. 

All these efforts still leave 
nearly £1 ,500 to raise in 2 
weeks 

East Midlands readers 
have to raise over £1,000 to 
reach their lJ.i year target, 
even though they are in 5th 
place this ·week . Special 
thanks this week to A. 
Dudley (NUM, Markham 
Pit) for his £10, G. Bramall 
(Chesterfield LPYS and 
GMWU) for £1 and the 
Leicester NUHKW branch 
for their first donation. 

The South West line 
stands still this week with 
£697 to go. West London 
needs £1,085 and many 
more readers to follow the 
example of K. Langley 

(Brentford LPYS) who gave 
£13. 'Uxbridge trade 
unionists' gave us £4, R. 
Saunders (UCA TT) £2, L. 
Stenson (Uxbridge CLP) £2 
and from others we got 
smaller amount s which 
nevertheless all mount up! 

This is proved by the £117 
from all over Yorksh ire this 
week:- Hudder sf ield , 
Batley, Dewsbury, Morley, 
Leeds, Barnsley (including 
' bike ride ' and 'Militant 
Tuck Shop'!), Sheffield (2 
' fiver s' ), Doncaster 
(including V. Northacre' s 
£10 sponsorship for so
meone 's abstemiousness, 
and J&M Needham's £4). 

But a massive £2 ,280 is 
needed to get back on 
target . 

A similar amount must be 
raised in the whole of the 
West Midlands. 'This week 
we have had a donation of 
£2.40 from T. Walsh of 
Wolverhampton plus a few 
other contributions from 
that area and from Hand
swarth . The sources seem to 
have dried up during the 
campaign for the 19th demo 
against unemployment. 

But now is the time to tap 
every organisation for cash 
to help Militant 

Caerphilly readers are us
ing the Militant's collectors 
cards. The £27 they sent this 
week included donations 
from M . Ballard (Black
wood), S. Davey (Senghy
nhydd YS) and J. Cuthbert. 
Other parts . of East Wales 
will have to follow suit to 
raise the next £700 in a 
matter of a couple of weeks! 

Merseyside's line is at the 
same position on the chart 
as E. Wales but now needs 
contributions totalling 
£I, 793 to reach the end! 
Their total this week?
£63.50-Wavertree (NGA 
supporters £6), St. helens 
LPYS (£2.50) and Crosby 
(S. Evans' social £55), for 
which many thanks. 

Manchester (With Lancs.) 
and West Scotland came 

-THIS 
WEEK 
£973 

next in the 'League' with 
59% of 314 target reached. 

The sums to raise in two 
weeks are enormous but 
every source must be tap
ped . Special thanks to 
Tracy Pandolfo for £t from 
her 6th birthday money and 
the 10 CPSA members from 
Scotland who gave £26.90 
from their 'back-pay' -one 
of them giving £10. Other 
CPSA members, please do 
likewise! Militant is with 
you in every battle-help 
build up our fighting 
capacity. 

A dance in Driffield add
ed £40 to Humberside's 
total but over £1,000 is 
needed to catch up! 
Nothing arrived this week 
from Hampshire or Dorset. 
Where is that badly needed 
£1,600 going to come from? 

Northern and East 
Scotland are neck and neck 
on the chart but almost 
standing still! and West 
Wales has stopped com
pletely! Between them they 
have nearly £6,000 to raise. 

But if every reader 
displays the same spirit as 
those who have contributed 

.this week it could be done . 
20p is a drop in the ocean of 
Militant's expenditure but 
Craid Walsh, who is 
unemployed in Stockton, 
wanted to show in some 
way that he supported the 
ideas of the Militant. 

If everv reader gave a 
similar proportion of their 
'disposable' income, we 
would go way over our 
target and build a paper 
worthy of the enormous 
tasks ahead. 
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BLACKPOOL Militant sup
porters limited draw. Prize 
£50.00 worth of books from 
World Books. Tickets SOp 
each. Send for yours quickly, 
before we sell out. All pro
ceeds to 'Militant Fighting 
Fund' . 

Tickets available from J . 
England, 7 Claremont Road, 
Blackpool. Draw to take 
place 1 0 November 1981. 

HASTINGS CLP 
We are in the process of 
selecting our Parliamentary 

candidate. 
A!)plications please to: 

The Secretary, Hastings CLP 
25 Wellington Sq., Hastings · 

E. Sussex 

Pleased to announce the mar
riage of Christine Bingham 
and Les Kuriata on Friday 25 
September. United for 
Socialism. 

MERSEYSIDE Militant 
Readers' Meeting. 'Where 
to after Labour Party Con
ference?' Speakers: Peter 
T aaffe (Editor, 'Militant' J. 
Tony Mulhearn (Prospec
tive Parliamentary Can
didate, Toxtethl. Chris 
Williams (Delegate. 
Tobacco Workers' Union). 
Chairman: Councillor 
Derek Hatton. All 
speakers in- personal 
capacity. Thursday 8 Oc
tober, 7 .30pm, AUEW 
Hall, Mount Pleasant, 
Liv~rpool. 

CANVEY ISLAND Militant 
Readers Meeting: 'Poland' 
Speaker: A recent visitor to 
Poland. 

Wednesday 30 September 
8.00pm, Labour Hall, Lionel 
Road, Canvey Island. ALL 
WELCOME! 

Militant supporters record 
£1 .00 'The Workers United' . 
Only a few copies left. Can't 
be repeated. A collectors 
item. Profit for F /F . 

Ring Nick Brookes, 
Southampton 788965. 

SCOTTISH LPYS 
WEEKEND SCHOOL 

* Debate : Solidarity vs . 
LPYS 
* Film : ' The War Game' 
* Lecture: 'The Life and 
Times of James Connolly': 
speaker Benny Adams (Nor-

•thern Ireland Young 
Socialists) 
* 'Plus Disco 
* Plus five-a-side football 
Date : Saturday 17 and Sun
day 18 October. _venue : 
Dounans Centre, Aberfoyle. 
For further details contact: 
Francis 041-771 8961 or 
Jackie East Kilbride 23371 

OUT NOW! 
Import controls or 
socialist planning? New 
'Militant' pamphlet. 
Price 25p ( + 15p p&pl 
from M ilitant, 1 Ment
more Terrace, London 
E8 3PN. 

Leon Trotsky on 
'The Communist 
Manifesto today' 

Available price 15p 
plus 15p postage and packing from 
World Books, 1 Mentmore Terrace, 

London E8 3PN 

MILITANT PAMPHLET 
"The Marxist theory of the 

state'' by Ted Grant. 

Price 70p (including postage) from World 
Books, 1 Mentmore Terrace, London E8 
3PN. 

OUT NOW! 
NEW 

AUTUMN 
BOOKLIST! 

WORLD BOOKS 
A book service for the 
labour movement. For a 
full comprehensive 
booklist write to World 
Books, 1 Mentmore T er· 

race, London EB 3PN 
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Robb Caledon-

'Occupation' anno
unces the sign on the 
gate of the Robb 
Caledon shipyard in 
Dundee. 

After more than two years 
of meetings, negotiation and 
talks, the time has come for 
action. At 4.45pm on Friday 
September 18, the 150 
hourly paid workers took 
over the yard, 'which British 
Shipbuilders had declared 
closed. 

Technical staff and 35 
apprentices will still be 
working in the yard but it is 
the workers who are now in 
control. Bob Barty, the yard 
convenor, explained how the 
occupation is being organi
sed on a three shift system. 

He confirmed they were 
receiving "a massive am
ount of support from as far 
south as Liverpool and as 
far north as Peterhead ." 
The Labour Lord Provost of 
Dundee and the leader of 
the District Council were 
present as the occupation 
began. And the leaders of 
the famous Upper Oyde 
Shipbuilders 'work-in' of 
ten years ago have offered 
their support. 

Bob stressed that they 
were "looking to keep the 
yard open and get work." 
Referring to the bid for the 
yard by Kestral Marine, a 
firm which produces equip
ment for the North Sea Oil 
Industry in an adjacent site, 
the workers opposed privati
sation and at yard level had 
not been involved in any of 
the talks. 

The Shipbuilding Nego
tiating Committee of the 
Confederation of Shipbuild
ing and Engineering Unions 

By Pat 
Craven 

have advised all unions with 
members in the Caledon to 
make the workers' action 
official. One of them, the 
G&MWU, had already done 
so before the occupation 
even started. · 

In addition, all 70,000 
workers in shipbuilding are 
banning overtime and will 
be staging a series of one 
day strikes in solidarity. 

British Shipbuilders (BS) 
are refusing to make any 
concessions. They say all the 
workers have a job available 
for them at the other Robb 
Caledon Yard at Leith-60 
miles away! 

It is the workers refusal to 
accept transfers and volun
tary redundancies, that lead 
BS to implementing com
pulsory redundancies, in 
contravention of the 1979 
Blackpool agreement. The 
BS makes it quite clear that 
the Dundee Yard was 
selected for the axe; not only 
because of its so-called 'low
productivity', which the un
ions have proved to be a lie, 
but because of its record of 
militancy · in defence of 
conditions and jobs. 

The re-opening of the 
Robb Caledon as a shipyard 
is a demand that has to be 
won. Messages of support, 
deputations, visits by LPYS 
branches and other labour 
movement organisations 
and financial donations are 
all needed; send to Com
bined Shop Stewards Com
mittee, Robb Caledon Ship
yard, Stannergate, Dundee. 

LIVERPOOL 
TYPISTS 
The hardline attitude 
of the Liberal and 
Tory councillors in 
Liverpool towards 
the council's 400 stri
king NALGO typists 
is now poised to be
come a massive con
frontation with all 
the council workers. 

On Monday afternoon 
the council rejected a move 
by the Labour Group to 
open up immediate negotia
tions with NALGO, to 
secure a settlement of the 17 
week dispute. They pro
bably thought previous 
refusals of NALGO 
members to escalate the ac
tion meant the council 
could stick it out. 

But on Monday evening 
the Liberal/Tory alliance 
received an unexpected 
answer; a mass meeting of 
13,000 NALGO members 
voted to escalate the action 
by hitting the collection of 
rates, rents, [lnes and 
service charges. There 
would be no cooperation 
with blacklegs, and discip
linary action for those who 
refuse union instructions. 

However, this is subject to 
a branch ballot so it is 

By Andy Pink 
(Liverpool NALGO) 

absolutely vital that an 
effective campaign is moun
ted to ensure a 'yes' vote. It 
is certain that the ballot will 
be subject to immense 
pressure from the Liberal 
and Tory councillors, offic
ials, with the aid of the local 
press, as has been experien
ced already. 

At the mass meeting 
itself, NALGO deputy Gen
eral Secretary John Daly 
attempted to present a 
'balanced view' of the dis
pute, virtually telling mem
bers it did not matter if we 
lost! Thankfully, this sort of 
'leadership' was not accept
ed by the membership 
present. 

The determination and 
sacrifice of the typists is 
finding greater support 
amongst other NALGO 
members and if the ballots 
on industrial action can be 
won, then the scene would 
be set for a confronation 
with the City council invol
ving not just NALGO mem
bers but all the other local 
authority unions as well. 

Workers from the occupation of the ~anchester laurence Scott plant l obby the 1981 TUC for support. By John 
Sill et 

(AUEW-TASS, 
Norwich branch sec.) 

LAURENCE SCOTT 
I.aurence Scott are to make 
a further 436 workers red
undant at their Norwich 
plants. 

Since Mining Supplies 
took over the I.aurence Scott 
group in November 1980, 
the Manchester plant has 
been closed with the loss of 
650 jobs-which the wor
kers are fighting through 
occupation-and 150 jobs 

have been lost at Norwich. 
In the latest cutback 224 

staff and 212 hourly paid 
are to go. This time the 
management are prepared 
to consider volunteers. I.ast 
March when nearly 100 
workers were made redun
dant many had only two 
hours notice in which to be 
off the premises! This 
episode stunned the whole 

GLEN CROFT 
Fifteen women workers 
from the Glencroft knitwear 
factory in Glasgow are now 
in their 7th week of picket 
duty. 

The dispute followed the 
women's supervisor being 
made redundant on a Friday 
at 4pm, just as she had 
finished work. She was 
given no notice. 

The women were told 
there was no work for her. 
However, someone else star
ted working for the same job 
on the Monday! Obviously 
the women asked for an 
explanation . 

The women demanded a 
group meeting with man
agement, but management 
said it would only see them 
on an individual basis. As a 
result no agreement was 
reached . Seven days later, 
they unexpectedly received 
their P45s through the post, 
meaning they were sacked. 

Not surprisingly, the 15 
women are the only union
ised labour in the factory 
which employs around 60 
workers. Their trade union, 
NUHKW, have taken the 
case to tribunal, but in the 

meantime the sacked wor
kers are picketing the 
factory. 

One day mass pickets 
have been arranged on 
Tuesdays, bringing together 
local unionised workers to 
persuade the women still 
working to join the pickets. 

All the women in the 
factory are in need of trade 
union protection; present 
working conditions mean a 
40 hour week, a 10 minute 
tea break in the morning, a 
Yz hour lunch break, and 
afternoon tea taken at the 
workbench. Frequent scare
mongering campaigns with 
threats of a fall in wages has 
prevented many of the 
workers from joining the 
union . 

The women on the picket 
are more determined than 
ever to win the fight but they 
need help. 

Support to Mr M. Hum
phrey, NUHKW, 44 Kelvin
grove Street, Glasgow G11. 

By 
Francis Curran 

(Glasgow Provan LPYS) 

MARCONI 
Last June, before the gov
ernment had announced its 
cuts in defence expenditure, 
Sir Philip Watson (Chair
man of Marconi) said these 
cuts would mean the loss of 
2,000 jobs. 

In Leicester where Mar
coni Radar Systems have 2 
factories providing 2,500 
jobs, the workers were very 
worried by this statement. 
There, union representatives 
obtained assurances from 
management that jobs at 

Leicester were "safe at 
present." 

However, within a matter 
of days, John Nott, the Tory 
Minister of Defence an
nounced cuts in the Navai 
forces. Marconi threatened 
to close the New Parks 
factory with the loss of over 
a thousand jobs. Under
standably the workforce 
were stunned. 

The closure threat was 
withdrawn in July, but 
Marconi still gave notice of 

city and Snipe, chairman of 
Mining Supplies became the 
most bated man in Norwich. 

Although there is an 
ongoing list of volunteers, 
shop stewards doubt if 
sufficient numbers of wor
kers will volunte-er and fear 
compulsory redundancies. 

I.aurence Scott employ 
over 2,000 workers in Nor
wich, over 900 are staff with 

Approximately 70 members 
of AUEW-TASS were lock
ed out at / Evans Lifts, 
Leicester on September 11, 
after two weeks of sanctions 
by workers over pay. 

Management had offered 
lOOJo, but were not willing to 
discuss a union membership 
agreement or a 35 hour 
week. The offer was compli
cated by a parity issue. 

Staff were delivered let
ters by hand informing them 
that unless they worked 
normally the next day on 
September 11, and dis
claimer notice, they would 
be sacked. 

The T ASS members un
animously agreed to work 
normally and seek a formal 
works conference to resolve 
outstanding issues. But 
management did not accept 
this. So on September 14 the 
T ASS members occupied 
the canteen, but left the 
next day after a court 
injunction was served by 
management. 

600 redundancies. 
Despite many meetings 

between union and manage
ment, Marconi still went 
ahead (in August) with 
issuing redundancy notices . 

Frank Hyde, TASS dis
trict official attacked GEC, 
the parent company, who 
have made massive profits 
out of the arms industry, 
but "did not intend to put 
money into the plant and 
had adopted a 'no profit, no 
job' attitude. " 

To add insult to injury, 
the local Job Centre advised 
skilled workers to leave 

1100 manual. Most workers 
are bigbly skilled and the 
firm is the city's biggest 
employer of male la boor. 

If Snipe gets away with 
compulsory redundancies 
again, bow long before the 
whole I.aurence Scott group 
is asset stripped? 

• 

Picketing is taking place 
and a rota .has been drawn 
up. The morale of the 
members is high and pickets 
are turning up when it is not 
even their shift! 

Scandalously, the AUEW 
convenor is willing to talk to 
suppliers to convince them 
to continue their deliveries, 
through supplies have still 
been turned away. 

The management have 
told blatent lies to the shop 
floor workers that the 
dispute is unofficial . This is 
not true. 

The dispute has been 
complicated by the fact that 
OTIS-elevators Ltd recently 
took over the firm. 

Messages of support and 
financial contributions to: 
Evans Lifts Ltd AUEW
TASS Staff Fund c/o S. 
Goddard, 19 Blakesley 
Walk, Leicester LE4 OQN. 

By a 'Militant' 
reporter 

Leicester to find a job! In 
the 1920s and 30s Leicester 
was the 'centre of the 
universe' for those looking 
for jobs; now in the 1980s 
Leicester we are being told is 
just another 'spent star'. 

The Leicester West YS 
have called a public meeting 
to discuss this vital issue, 
and as their leaflet states: 
Labour must fight to save 
every job. 

By John Merrell 
(vice chairman 

Leicester West CLP) 



Members of the TGWU 
demonstrate against cuts. 

Photo: Militant. 
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VICIOUS 
circle 
olcuts 
Coventry's Labour Council is 
now set to impose drastic cuts 
in local services at its meeting 
on September 29. Cuts of 
over £2 million in essential 
social and education services 
will provoke fierce resistance 
from the unions involved, the 
T&GWU, NUPE and 
NALGO. 

'Militant' sup
porters within the 
.Coventry Labour 
Parties have con
sistently argued 
about the council's 

_ stark choice under 
this Tory govern
ment: either do the 
dirty work for That
cher; or begin the 
fight to stop the 
cuts, oppose enor-

. mous rate rises and 
campaign to bring 
down the govern
ment. 

For the 3,800 elderly and 
disabled people in Coven
try, the September 29 
meeting will confirm a 
minimum charge of £1 per 
week for home helps-for 
some the service will disap
·pear. 

Mentally handicapped 
adults will now be charged 
55p per day for lunch at 
training centres . 

School meals will cost 5p 
more, and at 50p per day is 
6.5p above the national 
average. The council's 'con
sumer reviews will prevail. 
Some families will not be 
able to afford school meals, 
less meals will be eaten, 
more jobs will go and the 
price will rise again-the 
cuts complete their own 
vicious circle! 

Unfilled vacancies and 
job losses will cut employ
ment of 200 people, in a city 
where already 42,000 chase 
700 jobs. Also a 1007o wage 
cut is being imposed on 
12,000 school cleaners. 

The Tories ' chief hatchet 
man Heseltine issued orders 
in the summer that alrlocal 
councils cut spending by 
5. 5 07(1 below 1978179 levels . 
For Coventry this means 
spending cuts of £2.36 
million . 

Against the advice of the 
local Labour Party, Coven
try Labour Council organis
ed a 'rate rise or cuts' 
referendum. Faced with a 

By Dave N ellist 
(Chairman, Coventry 

SE Labour Party) 

choice of a theoretical 3507o 
rates rise, or the uncertainty 
of whether the cuts will 
fall on family or friends, 
those workers who voted 
(only 2507o voted after an 
active 'boycott' campaign) 
opposed the certainty of a 
cut in living standards 
through a rate increase. 

Thatcher gloatingly seiz
ed on the result to justify 
the argument for further 
cuts . 

The referendum solved 
nothing . Next April 
Heseltine intends to cut a 
further £180 million from 

·housing alone. This will 
result in higher rates and 
more job losses; higher 
unemployment means more 
dole payments and therefor 
increases public expen
diture. Along will come the 
Tories and the CBI and de
mand further cuts in public 
expenditure . It's a vicious 
circle . 

Labour councils and 
public service trade unions 
will only break out of this 
when the Tories are remov
ed and a massive expansion 
of public services is carried 
out on the basis of a 
socialist planned economy. 

Already, 50 cleaners, 
members of NUPE, walked 
out of Coventry technical 
college on September 18 in 
protest at attempts at wage 
cut imposed by the council. 
Mass meetings of NUPE, 
TGWU, NALGO are being 
held between Sept 24 and 
Oct 1 to discuss firm action 
needed to resist the steady 
encroachement of jobs and 
conditions. 

Coventry South East 
Labour Party will issue 
leaflets at these meetings 
giving support to any action 
to preserve jobs and services, 
pointing out the need for 
workers to take up political 

campaign which is 
necessary to defeat the cuts. 

The lack of leadership so 
far offerred by the Labour 
Council, coupled with at
tacks planned by the Tories, 
means that Public service 
workers are faced with a 
series of guerrilla actions to 
defend jobs. The 12-Coven
try Labour councillors ex
pelled from the majority 
Labour Group are voting 
against cuts and rent in
creases are bound to be 
reinstated by the Party's 
Naitional Executive . 
Pressure must bejncreased 
by the Labour Party and 
the trade union branches 
for the whole Council 
Labour Group to declare a 
policy of resistance to Tory 
cuts. 

An appeal to other 
Labour councils backed up 
by city wide action could lay 
the basis for a national cam
paign of opposition to the 
Tory cuts. 

The success of such a 
campaign would depend on 
the explanations put for
ward by the workers 
leaders. Working peoples' 
anger at Coventry's 
deteriorating housing pro
blems has reflected in the 
growth of tenants associa
tion. This could be chan
nelled in to positive political 
expression by a clear state
ment from the council on 
the leeching by the financial 
institutions. 

The 'cuts or rates' 
referendum cost £88,000. 
How much more valuable it 
would have been to use 
resources such as these to 
mount a propaganda cam
paign, to explain the facts . 
That 70f1Jo of housing ex
penditure goes on debt 
charges! That debt interest 
is £12.9 million, which is six 
times the amount that was 
spent on housing workers' 
wages in 1980! That £9.3 
million raised in rents last 
year was swallowed up to 
make profits for the banks! 
That in 1980/81 Coventry 
council paid £31.5 million in 
debt interests! 

If the next Labour gov
ernment nationalises the 
banks and finance houses, it 
could release local councils 
from the burden of debt in
terests. In Coventry this 
could mean halving all rents 
and domestic rates, leaveing 
£16 million for expenditure 
on nurseries and schools. 

Public service workers 
meeting to discuss the 
defence of jobs must take 
up the socialist alternative, 
fighting to · remove the 
Tories and committing the 
next Labour government to 
public ownership of the 
finance institutions in order 
to expand local services . 
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FIGHT BACK AT HOOVER 
Hoover workers reaction to 
the recent "recovery plan" 
put forward by the manage
ment [reported last week] 
has changed from disbelief 
to rage. 

At the Cambuslang fac
tory, a mass meeting last 
week heard a detailed report 
from Eddie McAvoy, factory 
convenor, and the shop 
stewards committee. It ag
reed unanimously to ta.ke 
whatever action is necessary 
to protect their jobs and 
wages. 

''There is no way," Eddie 

By Jim Cameron 
(Sutherland CLP, 
personal capacity) 

said ''that Hoover workers 
at Cambuslang are going to 
accept compulsory redun
dancies or wage cuts. If 
necessary, we will prevent 
plant or machinery being 
removed from the factory if 
the company attempts to 
close us down." 

The fightback goes bey
ond individual factories and 

Eddie McAvoy has already 
been dowp to the Perivale 
plant in West London to 
discuss joint tactics. Also, 
convenors from all three 
factories [Cambuslang, Per
ivale and Merthyr Tydfil] 
are to meet with the AUEW 
executive to co-ordinate a 
campaign of resistance. 

It is essential that the 
union leadership now give 
the workers, who have 
shown their willingness to 
fight, the backing that they 
need for the fight to be 
successful. 

STRIKE STEPPED UP 

The united strike ac
tion at St. Stephens 
hospital, London, 

· now enters its second 
week. 

At a mass meeting, of 
over 150 workers a 
unanimous vote was again 
taken to "stay out". 

The 300 or so Porters, 
domestiGs, maintenance 
men and engineers, who 
struck over an assault on a 
porter (see last week's 
Militant) are adament that 
until their demands are met, 
there can be no return to 
work. 

Their determination has 
been strengthened by sym
pathetic strike action, taken 
at a supplies office, and at 
St. Mary Abbots hospital, 
who were out for nearly a 
week. Westminster hospital 
ancillary staff also voted 
last week to take strike ac
tion . 

A mass meeting this week 
will decide on a programme 

By Sue Pearce 
(NUPE North West 

London District Ctte. 
personal capacity) 

of more supporting action. 
The need is clearly shown 
here for building the links . 
between different hospitals, · 
so that stronger united ac
tion may be taken by 
workers facing the same 
conditions. 

The strike has now been 
made official by the unions 
concerned. 

Militancy on the picket 
line is being stepped up. No 
union members involved in 
the running of. hospitals 
have crossed the picket. On
ly emergency supplies of 
blood and food are being 
allowed through. 

Emergency cover which 
was offered by the strikers 
from the start has been 
refused . Yet Mr. Lyons, the · 
deputy house governor, has 
consistently told the press 

FIGHTING ON ALL 
FRONTS 

Last year I transer
red from British Rail 
where I worked as a 
guard, to a brand 
new transport system 
'Tyne and Wear Me
tro' which is under 
the control of the 
County' Council. 

When I was undergoing 
training as a train driver I 
was told that the Metro was · 
one big happy family where 
the bosses called the work
ers by their first names, and 
we all sat down together to 
eat our meals in the 
canteen. Also if we had any 
problems, just to pop in to 
see our bosses anytime we 
liked as their doors were 
always open. 

That was last year, this 
year we are no longer a 
happy little family. The 
reason for this is that our 
pay dispute is now in its 
29th week . 

By Bill Dodds 
(Chairman NUR Metro 

personal capacity) 

Of course, our bosses say 
that they would love to pay 
us more than the present 
offer, but the Labour con
trolled County Council (that 
I canvassed for in the May 
electrons) won't allow it. 
The County Council, elected 
by me, my workmates and 
our families, say they would 
love to pay us more but the . 
Tories won't allow it, and we 
all know they have to 
comply with the Tories' 
decisions, don't we! 

So not wanting to hurt the 
public in our pay dispute 
our union reps decided that 
we would cease working on 
the next section of the Metro 
to open, which crosses a new 
bridge. 

But now that our action is 

that the unions had 
refused-yet another lie! 

When pay was harided 
out at the picket line, 
management tried the usual 
tactic of handing out un
truthful letters saying that 
fiO "assault had ever taken 
place" etc. 

They also made many 
'mistakes' in the contents of. 
wage packets, hoping to 
force the workers back to 
work because of lack of 
money. But this had the 
reverse effect, even th,ough 
the workers are very low 
paid as it is, and desperately 
short of money. 

The strike continues to go 
well and more and more -are 
taking their turn on picket 
duty . 

Most W$.Hkers on the 
picket have bought copies 
of 'Militant', and already 
some have joined the LPYS 
in the realisation that the 
strike at this hospital is part 
of a wider: political struggle 
being waged by workers 
everywhere. 

starting to bite the unions 
involved on Metro have 
unbelievably decided to ac
cept what was virtually the 
first offer made 7 months 
ago. 

Not only that, but instead 
of every one getting the 
same percentage rise all 
grades are now to get 
different percentages, ran
ging from 8.3 to 9.6 with the 
lowest paid getting the least! 
This has now set the workers 
at each others throats where 
once we had unity. 

The last straw came when 
our Divisional Officer an
nounced details of the 
settlement and its confir
mation to the press before 
the branch! 

This has , taught me the 
following lessons. To hell 
with the bosses and tlleir 
'happy family', what we 
need is workers' control and 
management . The County 
Council should defy the 
Tory Government and their 
cash limits and fight for us 
for a change. And all union 
officials should be elected 
every three years, and be 
subject to recall. 

And of course, kick the 
Tories out! 

- ~ 
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The bosses' press has whip
ped itself up into a fury over 
the decision of the executive 
of the Transport and General 
Workers Union to reco
mmend support for Tony 
Benn in the Deputy Leader
ship election. 

'The Times', the 
voice of the ruling 
class, could hardly 
conceal its anger. 

They were furious that 
such a momentous decision 
should be taken by a lay, 
elected body made up of 
bus drivers, dockers, and 
other workers representing 
their members. 

The T&GWU Executive's 
decision is completely in 
line with the Union's own 

Conference decisions over 
several years . To have come 
out in support of Healey 
would have meant backing 
a right-winger whose 
policies the Union has con
sistently fought against. 

The T&GWU's con
sultative vote was not a full 
ballot of members, but a 
count of branches on a 
regional basis. Given the 

By Roy Farrar 
(delegate Liverpool 

Walton CLP) 

concentration of the 
Union's membership in a 
number of the larger 
regions, London and parts 
of the South East, and the 
Scottish and Merseyside 
regions, the vote in any case 
reflects a majority for 
Benn. 

Aeet Street has furiously 
denounced the Executive' s 
decision: "Bending it for 
Benn!" (Daily Mirror); 
"Benn's Boys Hijack Vital 
Vote" (The Sun). But all 
along , these and other 
capitalist pap~rs have 
vehemently opposed steps 
to democratise the Labour 
Party. 

What incenses the bosses' 

MASS PARTY 
CONTINUED FROM PAGE ONE 

also bought £10,000 million 
in foreign currency. 

Despi te the Tory cuts, 
despite the unemployment, 
despite cut living standards, 
the p rofit -seek ers a re 
boycon ing investment in 
British industry. 

The rate of profit in 
British indust ry i'i too low 
for the city speculators. 
This, of course, does not 
mean that the boardroom 
moguls have to suffer per
sonallv. 

Recent ly released com
pany report s show that 27 
directors of top companies 
paid themselves a total of 
£2,258 ,728. Seven directors 
got over £100,000 each. 

One firm, an advertising 
agency, Greers Gross, 
handed its top execut~ve a 
salary of £103,000. 

In Caxton Hall last week, 
the magistrates' h~ng on 
the Playboy Oub's gambl
ing license, gave a glimpse 

of the millionaires' lifestyle 
in Thatcher ' s Britain. 

While British industry 
goes to rack and ruin, 
wealthy punters squander 
millions at the gambling 
tables. The Playboy Oub is 
accused of writing off bad 
debts for regular punters of 
£10,000s, in ·some cases 
£millions, each . 

There were also massive 
losses in another London 
gambling house la s t 
week-the Stock Exchange. 
A small increase in interest 
rates triggered the biggest 
one-day drop on the market 
for five years. 

Under the profit system, 
which operates through the 
bhnd anarchy of the 
market, the jobs and living 
standards of millions of 
workers are gambled away 
as if at the roulette table . 

Mr Tebbit's advice to 
workers is that they must 
"work harder and better" 

media is that they have now 
lost the ability to determine 
the leadership of the Labc 
our Party, as well as that of 
their own Party , the Tories . 

The press has made no 
comment on the fact that 
the AUEW, the EETPU,' 
and the G&MWU have not 
held ballots or rank and file 
consultations at all. They 
are usually full of praise for 
Duffy, Chapple, and David 
Basnett. Yet there is no out
cry about the lack of demo
cracy in their unions on the 
deputy leadership issue. 

In one union, however, 
where there has been a full 
ballot, the National Union 
of Miners, the vote looks 
(as we go to press) as 
though it will go overwhel
mingly to Tony Benn. 
There is reportedly a big 
majority for Benn even in 
traditional 'moderate' areas 
like Nottinghamshire and 
Lancashire. 

It is also notable, that in 
NATSOPA, while the 
ballot on the Deputy Lead
ership went in favour of 
Healey (12,948 votes to 
4,496, with 2,129 for 
Silkin), in a ballot on 
unilateral nuclear disarma
ment, a majority of 10,535 
voted 'yes' as against 9,976 
'no's . In other words, a ma
jority oppose a military 
policy with which Healey is 
strongly identified! 

to avoid losing their jobs. 
But even "The Times" 

(17 September) had to ad
mit: "when it comes to 
length of working hours, 
the British worker is 
amongst the most in
dustrious". Workers in Bri
tain have longer hours, 
fewer holidays, and general
ly lower pay than their 
counterparts in Europe or 
North America. 

The system is rotten! 
Far from curing diseased 

British capitalism, the 
Tories are bleeding their 
patient to death . 

In the process, workers 
are currently being thrown 
on to the scrap heap at the 
rate of 58,000 a month. 
More and more low-paid 
workers and their children 
are being forced into pover
ty and misery . 

Labour's Annual Con
ference in Brighton must 
respond to this situation . 
Conference must adopt 
bold, socialist policies-not 
only to oust the Tories but 
get rid of the corrupt system 
they are trying to defend. 

Conference must also lay 
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On Sunday we will know 
the result of the Deputy 
Leadership contest. 

If Healey, backed by the 
capitalist press who regard 
him as 'their' candidate, 
wins it wit! be a temporary 
setback for the Labour Par
ty . But it would by no 
means end the battle in the 
Party. Neither Labour Par
ty members nor the ranks of 
the trade unions will accept 
for long a Parliamentary 

down the lines of a cam
paign, involving the trade 
unions and the whole 
labour movement, for mass 
action to force a general 
election and prepare the 
way for the return of a 
Labour government on 
socialist policies . 

The capitalist press will 
hysterically denounce the 
Brighton Conference as a 
symptom of the "chaos" 
and " anarchy" in the 
Labour Party. Feigning 
concern for Labour's elec
toral prospects, they will 
hypocritically claim that the 
conference is damaging the 
chances of a Labour victory 
in the next general election . 

Nothing could 6e further 
from the truth . 

Millions of workers will 
be looking to the Con
ference for a real alternative 
to the Tories . They will be 
attracted, not repelled, by 
bold socialist policies . 

The ranks of t! · <! labour 
movement, as well as 
workers outside it, are im
patiently waiting for action 
to bring down Thatcher's 
government. 

leadership which con
tradicts all the main policies 
fought for and adopted by 
Conference. 

A victory for Tony Benn 
would be a great step for
ward for the Labour Party, 
confirming the movement's 
commitment to democrati
sation of the Party and its 
enthusiastic support for the 
radical policies outlined in 
the National Executive's 
'Socialist Alternative'. 

HELP US 
FIGHT THE 

TORIES · 
Militant's "gold" comes 
from workers. It ' s 
valuable pence and 
pounds, essential to figh t 
the Tories and their 
system with Marxist 
ideas. 

Step up the fight by 
ma k ing your dona
tion-today! There are 
only two weeks to our 
October target date. See 
our Fighting Fund 
report, page 17. 

Militant 
Meeting 

Tuesday 29 September, 
6.30 pm at Wagner Hall 
Regency Road (off West 
Street), Brighton. 
Speakers: Ted Grant 
(Militant Editorial 
Board), Tony Mulbearn 
(PPC Liverpool Tox
teth), Rod Fitch (PPC 
Brighton Kemptown), 
Chairman: Tony Saunois 
(Labour Party NEC, 
personal capacity) 

Vote 
Farrar 

'Militant' supporter Roy 
Farrar, the delegate from 
Liverpool Walton is 
standing for Conference 
Arrangements Commit
tee, to "ensure that an
nual conference is run 
democratically. I believe 
it is essential al.l opinions 
are allowed to be deb
ated on the floor of con
ference." 
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