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In temperatures 
well below freez
ing last week, 800 
people queued all 
night at the Heinz 
factory in Wigan 
for 20 temporary 

· night-shift places. 
That's how 

desperate workers 
feel today. 

Many workers are facing 
their second or third 
Christmas on 'the dole. The 
TUC calculates the true 
figure for unemployment is 
4\lz million. 

That means there are well 
over ten million people in 
families plunged into the 
misery of unemployment by 
the Tories and their system. 

A few days ago, the Tory 
Chancellor, Sir Geoffrey 
Howe, donned a Santa 
Claus outfit to hand out 
Christmas presents. Had 
this Scrooge government ex
perienced a _chaJ1ge of 
heart? 

Not a bit of it! 
Just in time for 

Christmas, Norman Tebbit, 
Tory Minister for 
Unemployment and fighter 
for the "41l7o norm", an
nounced a new system of 
slave labour for school 
leavers. 

His proposed Youth 
Training Scheme is intended 
to replace YOPS, the ex
isting "Youth Oppor
tunities Programme". The 
present poverty-level YOPS 
allowance of £23.50 a week 
could be cut by as much as 
£8.50! 

Tebbit's Christmas 
present to youth 

INDUSTRIAL 
CONSCRIPTION 

By Willie Griffin 
Secretary, YOPS Trade Union Rights Campaign 

This is the Tories' 
Christmas present to Bri
tain's jobless youth! 

From September 
1983- but with "pilot 
schemes" starting next 
September - all school 
leavers who fail to find jobs 
will go on 12-month train
ing courses. The allowance 
"suggested" by Tebbit- on 
Thatcher's orders- is £15 a 
week. This will be payable 
to parents! 

School -leavers who 
"unreasonably" refuse a 
place will lose any eligibility 
for Supplementary Benefit 
for a whole year. The 
scheme is supposed to be 
"voluntary". In fact it is a 
form of economic conscrip
tion- into slavery. 

Tebbit claims this is not a 
revamped YOPS scheme. 
"It is real training." This is 
Tory nonsense! 

' Training for what? Just 
like YOPS it takes school 
leavers off the dole at 16 
and dumps them down 
again at eighteen. 

Training for youth is a 
complete shambles. A few 
years ago-, 25,000 appren
tices started work in British 
industry. Even that was a 
pitifully small number. But 
this year only 10,317 
started. And another 3,000 
apprentices were made 
redundant. 

Tebbit's new scheme is 
just a cosmetic attempt to 
try to cover up -the appalling 
youth unemployment. 

It is almost as if the 
Tories are deliberately try
ing to provoke young peo
ple to create more bitterness 
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'ITCH-HUNT 
FIGHT TORIES NOT SOCIALISTS By John Pickard 

Last Wednesday (16 December) was a 
black day for Labour. Right~wing 
MPs and trade union leaders, ·with 
vital ·help from some who have 
previously stood on the left, pushed 
through a far-reaching attack on the 
Party's recent democratic gains. 

The Party's National 
Executive Committee took 
a number of .disgraceful 
decisions. It refused, pmeiy 
on political grounds, to en
dorse Peter Tatchell as the 
candidate for Bermondsey, 
and it agreed to launch an 
enquiry into the 
"Militant". 

Militant has nothing to 
hide from an inquiry. But 
this decision, carried by 19 
votes to 10, is the result of 
intensive lobbying by the 
right wing of the party. For 
them, it is clearly a prelude 
to a purge of all the genuine 
socialists from the party. 

How can it be seen as an 

innocent 'inquiry' when, 
already, right-wing NEC 
members and Parliamen
tary leaders are openly call
ing for expulsions? John 
Golding, for example, has 
recently called a meeting in 
Bristol to organise right
wingers against Tony Benn. 

How can it be an inno-

cent 'inquiry' when the 
right have called for the 
sacking of left wingers from 
their jobs at Labour Party 
headquarters? There is nol 
the slightest doubt that the 
'inquiry' is a calculated first 
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Right prepare pact with SDP 
An 'investigation' of the Militant is intended 
to be t.he first move in a purge of the left and 
a right-wing counter-revolution. This has 
been made brutally clear by a number of 
right-wing Labour MPs. 

Writing in the mass cir
culation 'Daily Mirror' (10 
December) the day after the 
decision of the National-Ex
ecutive's Organisation Sub
Committee to recommend 
an investigation, James 
Callaghan spelt out what 
the right is after. 

Supporters of the 
'Militant' should be expell
ed from the. Party, he 
writes. 

The Young Socialists 
should be disaffiliated. 
There should be "an im
proved system for electing 
the leader and deputy 
leader." [That is, no doubt, 
restoring the main say to the 
Parliamentary Labour Par
ty] 

"The Party should in
troduce a new system for re
selecting MPs •.. " [un
doubtedly a system which 
would negate effective re
selecting by constituency 
parties, restoring . 'security 
of tenure' for sitting MPs]. 

Callaghan also told the 
'Mirror's' readers that 
"some of Labour's present 
policies still need to be 
brought in line with public 
opinion." Conference deci
sions, he ' clearly thinks, 
should be abandoned in 
favour of policies which the 
right consider will win more 
electoral support. 

This is the right's recipe 
for 'saving' Labour- a 
solution which would 
reverse all the gains of the 
last three years, the deci
sions of three annual con
ferences and three special 
conferences. 

This haS been the attitude 
of the right all along. 
However, the position of 
the National Executive has 
changed because the right 
have now been joined by 
some of the 'left.' 

Michael Foot, Neil Kin
nock, and other lefts- like 
the · right-have been 
panicked by the gains of the 
Social Democrats. 

When the SDP was form
ed, Michael Foot proclaim
ed that they would not win 
'a single seat' in Parlia
ment. 'Militant', on the 
contrary, warned that 
unless they were effectively 
countered by Labour, the 
SDP, with the backing of 
big business and the media, 
could win 30 or 40 or more 
seats in the next . general 
election, thus blocking the 
return of a majority Labour 
government. 

Now Foot has swung to 
the opposite extreme, ac
cepting Healey's idea that 
the SDP could .win 100 
seats-unless Labour 
waters down its policies. 

In reality, this is the view 
of Social Democrats still 
hiding within the 
Parliamentary Labour par
ty. In recent weeks, there 
has been a stream of MPs 
lobbying Foot in the Com
mons- threatening to go 
over to the traitors already 
in the SDP unless he takes 
measures against Labour's 
left wing. 

Foot's outburst in Parlia
ment, when he said he 
would block the endorse
ment of · Peter Tatchell as 
Bermondsey CLP's can
didate, came after repreated 
threats from Bob Mellish, 
the sitting MP, that he 
would resign and cause a 
by-election. 

The 'Financial Times' 
revealed that "Mr Mellish, 
a right winger and former 
Chief Whip, is understood 
to have had secret talks on 
his prospective resignation 
during the summer with 
Mrs Shirley Williams, who 
subsequently won Crosby 
for the SDP." 

This is treacherous 
behaviour. What conclu
sion can Labour Party 
members draw but that 
Mellish is acting as an agent 
of the SDP? 

In bowing to the pressure 
from Mellish and other 
potential defectors, Foot 
has made himself a prisoner 
of the right wing. He is suf
fering from a serious delu
sion, however, if he believes 
that his efforts to appease 
the right will prevent more 
defecting at a later stage. 

Why are the right panick
ing at the apparent success 
of the SDP? Because they 
have no political answer to 
them. How can they fight 
the SDP when-they are ped
dling the same policies? 

EDITORIAL 
Politically impotent, they 

have therefore turned on 
the 'Militant' as a 
scapegoat. 

At the beginning of his 
'Mirror' article, Callaghan 
claims that "the far left are 
the true parents of the 
Social Democrats .. 

Yet later he admits that 
the Warrington, Croydon 
NW and Crosby be-electons 
have revealed "the depths 
of dissatisfaction with both 
the Labour and Conser
vative Parties.'' 

But why, when workers 
are suffering under the most 
unpopular Tory govern
ment for decades, has 
Labour failed to win mass 
support? It is not because of 
left-wing Labour govern
ments, because they have all 
been dominated by the 
right. Nor is it because of 
current left-wing policies, 
which have yet to · be 
seriously campaigned on by 
Labour. 

Labour's poor showing is 
tbe result of the disillusion
ment of millions of workers 
with the record of previous 
Labour governments. 

In an article in 'New 
Socialist' (Nov/Dec, 1981), 
Denis Healey concedes that 
Labour voters have been 
deserting the Party "not 
just in the last six months, 
but over the last 30 years, 
ever since we achieved our 
maximum percentage of the 
people 's vote in 1951." 

Yet since 1964 there have 
been eleven years of right
wing Labour governments! 
It was especially the 
disastrous policies followed 
by the last Labour govern
ment, under Wilson, 
Callaghan, and Healey 
which undermined working
class support for Labour. 

When Labour took office 
in February 1974, 
unemployment was half a 
million. When it left office, 
in March 1979, it was one 
and a quarter million. 

Under Labour, public ex-

penditure fell by about 
2 Y2 o/o in 1976/77 and by ap
proximately 7% in 1977/78. 

In 1974 when Labour 
came to power, the top 1% 
of the population owned 
22.5% of the country's 
wealth. In 1976, this actual
ly increased to 24.9%. 

In the winter of 1978179 
Labour's attempt to impose 
the 5% pay policy on low
paid workers-already try
ing to survive on the 
poverty -I i ne- further 
undermined Labour's sup
port. 

It is Callaghan and 
Healey who are the 'true 
parents' of the Social 
Democrats! 

It is noticeable that in his 
'New Socialist' article 
Healey attempts to ridicule 
an.!~ denounce ·the Social 
Democrats-without taking 
up their policies. 

Their 'new party,' Healey 
says, "was designed mainly 
as a sanctuary for failed 
Labour MPs." He rightly 
describes the SOP's "active 
members" as "above all the 
non-political professional 
and managerial middle 
class." 

In his only mention of 
SDP policies, Healey pours 
scorn on the Gang of Four's 
abandoment of such 
'radical' policies as the 
abolition of tax relief on 
mortgage interest, the aboli
tion of public schools, and 
opposition to the growth of 
private medicine. 

The answer of Healey 
and Callaghan is not only to 
try to appease the prosp«
tive SDP traitors still hiding 
in the wings of the 
PLP-but also to make 
overtures to the SDP itself! 

If the ne~t general elec
tion (writes Callaghan in the 
'Mirror') results in a 
stalemate, Labour "must 
take an immediate decision 
whether to stay in opposi
tion or to co-operate with 
others [who but the SDP 
and the Liberals?] to 
remove the Thatcher 
government and install a 
Labour government in its 
place." 

The price, Callaghan 
says, may be agreeing to 
some form of proportional 
representation. "Personal
ly, I still prefer our existing 
system of election. But we 
ought not to rule out discus
sion of a change ... " 

In other words, 
Callaghan is already 
holding out the offer of a 
deal to the SDP /Liberal 
alliance! How can Labour 
fight the SDP /Liberals in a 
general election when-in 
advance-Labour leaders 
are trying to negotiate the 

· terms of a coalition? 
Healey makes similar 

hints in the 'New Socialist.' 
In his article, in fact, 

Healey makes it clear that 
he · favours policies -which 
would make an accom
modation with the 
SDP /Liberal alliance possi
ble. 

Labour, says Healey, 
"should seek sufficient con
sensus on the major is~ues 
of economic policies to 
allow us to move Britain 
back to full employment 
when we form a govern
ment." 

But on what policies will 
such "consensus" be 
based? Healey himself 
almost lets the cat out of the 
bag. 

Other countries like 
Austria, Norway and 
Japan, he says, have 
"achived sufficient consen-

sus to ensure that reflation 
produces more jobs rather 
than higher prices ... " 

What is this if not a 
disguised advocacy of a 
return to. incomes restraint, 
a policy categorically re
jected "by the last Labour 
Party conference? 

Healey disingenuously 
argues that Labour's failure 
to present an alternative to 
Thatcherism "is due not to 
any weakness of our 
policies, but the prolonged 
internal arguments about 
personalities and constitu
tional issues, on which we 
have been forced to, spend 
so much time." 

But who can believe that 
Denis Healey supports the 
policies adopted by recent 
annual conferences? He 
openly opposes Labour's 
policy on nuclear weapons. 
Talk about "hard choices" 
makes it clear that he has 
not really changed his views 
on key economic issues. 

The prolonged internal 
arguments are not about 
personalities. 

' The battles has been over 
policies. The great majoirty 
of Labour Party members 
(over 800Jo of whom voted 
for Tony Benn in the 
,deputy-leadership elec
tions), together with 
millions of active trade 
unionists, have learned the 
lesson that the policies 
followed by previous 
Labour governments offer 
no way forward for the 
working class. They support . 
the radical measures includ
ed in 'The Socialist Alter
native' adopted by last 
year's conference. Even 
Healey now pays lip service 
to the 'alternative economic 
strategy.' 

But there is a battle in the 
party because Healey, 
Callaghan, and the SOP's 
'fifth column' in the 
Parliamentary Labour Par
ty want to jettison the 
radical policies and 
democratic Party reforms. 
They want to "clean -·up" 
the Party to appease the 
Social Democrats. 

Labour will regain mass 
support not by out-SDPing 
the SDP, but by cam
paigning for bold socialist 
policies, presenting a viable 

·alternative to both the 
Tories and the Tories-in
disguise. 

The radical policies of the 
'alternative economic 
strategy' represent a big 
step forward for Labour. 
They .would win" enormous 
support if they were cam
paigned for energetically by 
the labour movement. 

But 'Militant' believes 
that Labour must go fur
ther. Urgent reforms-such 
as the implementation of a 
35-hour week, a £90 a week 
m1n1mum wage, the 
eradication of unemploy
ment, and the reversal of 
Tory spending cuts- should 
be linked to a bold pro
gramme for 'the socialist 
transformation of society. 

A socialist plan of pro
duction, with workers' c.on
trol. and management of in
dustry, would rapidly make 
possible enormous im 
provements in the living 
standards of working peo
ple. 

If this programme was 
explained, and campaigned 
for with the mass activity of 
the whole labour move
ment, Labour could win 
overwhelming support and 
guarantee the return of a 
majority Labour govern
ment. 
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demands Labour's rank and tile 
There is now a long list 
of Constituency Labour 
Parties, trade union 
branches and other 
labour movement organ
isations that have come 
out firmly against a 
witch-hunt. 

The list given here is in
complete- because reports 
are reaching Militant day by 
day and there are un
doubtedly many areas 
where the issue has been 
raised and not reported to 
us. The following Labour 
Parties have come out 
against the right-wing 
witch-hunt over the course 
of the past year-but most
ly in the last two weeks: 

Paddington CLP; Ham
mersmith North CLP; Ports
mouth CLP; East No!tingham 
CLP; North Nottingham CLP; 
Bedwelty CLP (Neil Kinnock's 
CLP) by 36 votes to 3; East 
Hull CLP; Ebbw Vale CLP 
(Michael Foot's CLP); 
Brighton Pavillion CLP; 
Brighton Kemptown CLP; 

Sunderland North CLP; 
Sunderland South CLP; Liver
pool District LP; Rutherglen 
CLP; Edinburgh East CLP; 
Glasgow Central CLP; Edin
burgh Central CLP; Salford 
East CLP; Portlands CLP; 
Surbiton CLP; Upminster 
CLP; Peckham CLP; Totnes 
CLP; Havant and Waterloo 
CLP; Sheffield Heeley CLP; 
Louth CLP; Bootle CLP; Bir
mingham Perry Barr CLP; 
Crosby CLP; Liverpool · 
Garston CLP; Walton CLP; 
Toxteth CLP; Wavertree CLP; 
Newcastle North CLP; 
Hazelgrove CLP; Kirkdale 
CLP; Arundel CLP; Bristol 
West CLP; Cardigan CLP; 
Hackney Central CLP; 
Black.pool South CLP; 
Streatham CLJ;'; Bromsgrove 
and Redditch CLP; Moss Side 
CLP; Isle of Wight CLP; 
Eastbourne CLP; Hastings 
CLP; Littlehampton CLP; 
Dulwich CLP; Bristol North 
East CLP; Caerphilly CLP; 
Llanelli CLP; Ashton CLP; 
Blackly CLP; Rochdale CLP; 
Newcastle Central CLP; 
Farnworth CLP; Ardwick 

CLP; Manchester City LP; 
Stockport South CLP; Chester
field CLP (Eric Varley's CLP); 
Perth CLP; West Stirlingshire 
CLP; Stafford and Stone CLP; 
Harlow CLP; Leeds West 
CLP; Leeds South CLP 
(formerly Gaitskell's and now 
Merlyn Rees' CLP); Leeds 
North CLP; South Herts CLP; 
Kidderminster CLP; Basildon 
CLP; Teeside Redcar CLP; 
Middlesbrough Thornaby 
CLP; Stockton CLP; Whitby 
LP; Blyth CLP; Gateshead 
East CLP; Ellesmere Port 
CLP; Edgehill CLP; Liverpool 
Council Labour Group. 

In the Northern region, 
many Labour Parties are 
also writing to the regional 
executive to complain about 
the statements made by the 
chairman of the Northern 
group of Labour MPs to 
the effect that there would 
be a witch-hunt in the Nor
thern region, if there were 
not one organised national
ly. 

In the trade union move
ment, there has been a 

NUR LEADERS 
SEE APURGE 
This year's Labour Party 
Conference 
demonstrated the real 
mood and attitude of 
Labour Party members 
towards th e present 

· witch -hun t_ being 
perpetrated by right wing 
MPs and trade union 
leaders against the Mili
tant supporters, an·d 
others in the Party who 
are campaigning for 
socialist policies and 
democratic reforms. 

At that Conference the 
NUR submitted a resolution 
calling for a return to bans 
and proscriptions within the 
Party. This was amended by 
the ISTC to include a call 
for an enquiry into the 
Labour Party. 

Quite correctly, the 
Labour NEC didn't 
timetable the resolution for 
discussion. Furthermore, 
when the NUR General 
Secretary Sid Weighell at
tempted to move reference 
back in order to get the 
issue debated he was 
crushingly and humiliating
ly defeated by the almost 
unanimous vote of con
ference. 

Despite this and the clear 
opposition of very many 
NUR members, Sid 
Weighell and other leading 
members of the union are 
pressing on regardless with 
their undemocratic witch
hunting activities. The latest 
attack comes in the form of 
a document that the NUR 
leadership have subntitted 
to the Labour Party Na
tional Executive Commit
tee: 

Much of the document is 
taken up with poisonous in-

By an NUR 
member 

nuendo and smears against 
sections of the left of the 
Labour Party. These are 
coupled with ridiculous and 
unsubstantiated claims and 
accusations . 

The document claims, 
"there are wholesale 
separate political organisa
tions at work within the 
Labour Party .. . '' 
"Organisations with their 
own full time organisers, 
with their separate cells or 
units meeting covertly 
within local Labour Parties, 
and they appear to be well 
funded organisations. '' 
Reference is made to inter
national links. Militant in 
particular is singled out for 
attack as in the past. 

It is absolute hypocrisy 
for Sid Weighell and others 
to make these allegations 
given their own political 
associations .' In 1980 Sid 
Weighell's name appeared 
on the letterhead of cor
respondence from the 
Labour and Trade Union 
Press Service (L TPS) to the 
National Executive Com
mittee of the Labour Party. 

Also included as 
associates of L TPS were 
Bill Rodgers, David Owen, 
James Wellbeloved and 
Alan Lee Williams, all of 
whom ·have since deserted 
the Labour Party for the 
SDP. In the letter to the 
NEC the L TPS actually ad
mit that they received 
money from NATO . Their 
edjtorial board includes in
dividuals from Italy, 

France, Germany and the 
USA. 

Are these perhaps the 
type of organisations, well
funded and with interna
tional links, to which the 
NUR General Secretary 
refers? 

The letter ends by stating 
that, "we feel we are in no 
way answerable to the Na
tional Executive Committee 
for our private affairs. " So 
much for the call made in 
the NUR's document to the 
NEC that all groupings in 
the Labour Party should 
furnish the NEC with 
details about themselves! 

More recently, the NUR 
General Secretary, along 
with a number of other 
leading trade union of
ficials, have put their names 
to a pamphlet published by 
the Labour Committee for 
Transatlantic Understan
ding (LCTU) an organisa
tion related to the L TPS. 
The pamphlet argues the 
case against the Labour 
Party policy on unilateral 
nuclear disarmament. 

In all the allegations 
made by the right wing, no 
serious attempt is ever made 
to take up Militant's ideas 
on a political basis. Instead 
they attempt to substitute 
political debate with 
organisational manoeuvres. 

This latest attack on the 
part of leading NUR 
members will particularly 
anger many members of the 
union . 

At present railway 
workers are facing an 
onslaught from the Tory 
government's policy and the 
actions of the British Rail 
Board. 

NUR members facing a 

similar response of the rank 
and file against a purge of 
the Labour Party. The 
following are a sample of 
the organisations that have 
passed motions to that ef
fect: 

Havant and Waterloo Trades 
Council; Mid and East Lothian 
TC; Swansea TC; Deeside TC; 
Uxbridge UCATT; Hillingdon 
CQ-op; Hillingdon Local 
Authority TGWU; ASTMS No 
4 Division; Hull Docks SSC; 
Three AUEW branches in 
Swansea; Sussex District 
TGWU; Avon NUPE branch; 
POEU P/ 0 Relay & Mech; 
Manchester Queens Rd TGWU 
buses; TGWU 7/ 200; 
Knowsley NALGO SSC; Boo
tie EEPTU branch ; Liverpool 
GMWU No. 5; Liverpool 
mobile TGWU; Liverpool T. 
Council; ASTMS B & I com
mittee; TGWU 6/ 612 and 
6/ 522. 

Merseyside FBU 
Regional Committee is op
posing a witchrhunt. On 
Dec. 15th., the executive of 
the South Wales NUM 
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threw its weight against a 
purge by the right wing. 

We also understand that 
an ISTC branch in Teeside 
'has written to Roy Evans, 
ISTC member on the Party 
NEC to seek an explanation 
for his voting for the "en
quiry" on the NEC . 
Workers at the 
Chamberlain Phipps fac
tory in Bishop Auckland 
have also expressed their 
opposition to the witch
hunt. Newcastle number 1 
branch of the NUR has 
written to the district coun
cil to complain about the 
witch-hunting being under
taken nationally in the 
name of the NUR. 

At a special conference of 
the London Labour Party 
last week there was not the 
two-thirds majority needed 
to suspend standing orders 
to discuss the NEC deci
sions, although some 
unions were mandated to 
oppose the suspension of 
standing orders but to op-

pose the witch-hunt, if it 
came up . 

Nevertheless, the move 
did at least get a -clear sim
ple majority and the mood 
of the conference was clear
ly against the decision of the 
NEC . The London 
Regional Executive of the 
Labour Party itself came 
out against the witch-hunt 
by a clear majority of 20 
votes to 4. 

These lists are really only 
the tip of the iceberg. There 
are many Labour Parties 
which have not met since · 
the decisions of the NEC to 
repudiate the adoption of 
Peter Tatchell and to 
launch an 'investigation' in
to Militant. There is no 
doubt that there will be 
hundreds more meetings the 
length and breadth of the 
country in the riew year that 
will come down decisively 
against the NEC on these 
questions. 

Sid Weighell, General Secretary of the National Union of Railwaymen. The rank 
and file demand action against the rundown of the railways, not against socialists 

threat to their livelihoods 
and the security of them 
and their families will de
mand to know why their 
General Secretary is pour
ing resources and time into 
producing documents such 
as the one recently submit
ted to the NEC, rather than 
leading a fight to stop the 
rundown of their industry. 

Already NUR branches 
all over the country have 
sent in letters and resolu
tions to the union head
quarters making clear their 
opposition to such McCar
thyite witch-hunting ac
tivities. 

Sid Weighell's latest ac
tions will only stiffen the 

resolve and oppositiOn of 
the NUR members. Un
doubtedly branches of the 
union will now redouble 
their efforts. 

The NUR has played a 
major role in the founding, 
building and development 
of the Labour Party over 
the years . NUR members 
will not allow this record to 
be smeared and besmirched 
by allowing their union to 
be associated with bans, 
proscriptions or expulsions. 

Whilst launching attacks 
upon the socialists in the 
movement , Sid Weighell is 
:ull of praise for the chair
man of the BRB Sir Peter 
Parker. This individual who 

has presided over the big
gest rundown of the 
railways since Beeching is 
described by Sid Weighell as 
"a first class manager. " 

The opposition within the 
ranks of the union is shown 
by the letter to the NUR 
Journal Transport Review, 
from two of the union ' s 
NEC members Fred Kaler 
and John Cogger. Many 
members would agree when 
they state, "It is our deeply 
held conviction that dif
ferences of opm10n, 
however fierce, can best be 
resolved by argument. 
Disciplinary methods are 
alien to the splendid tradi
tions of our movement." 
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It was by-election night in 
Down Hackney's' West 

Ward, where the SDP were 
hoping to ''break the mould" 
by winning a council seat 
from Labour. 

Outside a polling 
booth, an SDP 
helper approached a 
woman going in to 
vote, and gave her a 
leaflet which said 
"Vote SDP". Just 
that and nothing 
else! 

Very mould breaking, of 
course, but the voter 
wanted a bit more than 
that. She asked if they had 
any other leaflets, "You 
know, ones with policies on 
it". -

"Oh policies" he said 
weakly, "Oh no we haven't 
printed any leaflets with 
policies-yet". "But the 
election's nearly over" the 
woman said in amazement. 
"Yes", he replied brightly, 
"there's only fifteen 
minutes left to vote, which 
is why you should go in now 
and vote SDP." 

No cuts, 
fight the . 

Tory wreckers! 

The SOP's three-card 
trick wasn't going to work 
here. Labour won .easily 
taking 530Jo of the vote, 
with the SDP getting the 
demoralised ex-Tory vote. 

The local press had look
ed hopefully to this as an 
opportunity to break the 
domination of Labour on 
the Council in the run up to 
next year's local elections. 
An SDP victory, they 
hoped, would pave the way 
for a Labour defeat in the 
Borough, where Labour 
hold 57 out of 60 seats. 

Things, however went 
rather badly for the SDP. 
They fielded a black can
didate, who they thought 
would pick up a large ethnic 
minority vote. His image 
was ruined though by the 
fact that he had defected 
from the Tories only a few 
weeks earlier, having 
previously been an ardent 
Thatcherite . Hardly likely 
to appeal to black workers 
or black unemployed! 

Labour selected a can
didate committed to a posi
tion of no cuts, no rate in
creases, and for a campaign 
of the local movement 
against the Tories in 
defence of living standards. 

If Labour is prepared to 
give a lead to working peo
ple, and show that there is a 
way out of thetpresent im
passe facing those living in 
the decaying inner-cities, by 
going on the offensive, the 
SDP can be routed. But the 
battle must be taken up. 

At Liverpool University, 
members of the SDP 
debated with Peter Taaffe, 

Reports by George 
Williamson and 
Gavin O'Toole 

Militant's editor. All the 
students were treated to 
from the new. right wing 
alliance were cliches and 
transparent rhetoric. 

Red scares and dirty pro
paganda of the first order 
was all Chris Renard and 
Paul Mahon could drum 
up . It was in the worst tradi
tions of the most 
undemocratic elements in 
our society. 

Mahon, a Lib / SOP 
councillor summed up their 
"arguments". "How often 
do you hear the Labour 
Party talk of love, compas
sion and the brotherhood of 
man?" he asked flam
boyantly, while remaining 
totally ignorant of 
Militant's proposals to 
make these worthy ideas 
more than just meaningless 
slogans. He ended with a 
plea (or warning) to Labour 
right wingers to join them 
soon. 

Peter Taaffe's reply in a 
calm factual manner, reduc
ed the Alliance speakers to a 
state of nervous heckling. 

He told the uninformed 
Mr Mahon what Militant's 
policies stood for world 
wide citing Poland, the 
under-developed world and 
showing Militant's condem
nation of the Stalinist states 
of the Soviet Union and 
Eastern Europe. 

'Reformism 
without 
reforms' 

Mahon's sentiments, he 
said, would be better off in 
the dusty columns of the 
Daily Mail and Daily 
Telegraph. Militant, he 
showed represented the real 
origins and traditions of 
Labour, not the bankrupt 
'reformism without 
reforms' of the SDP, which 
had been seen in the 17 
years of SOP-style Labour 
governments since 1945. 

The debate stimulated a 
few of the middle class 
University SDP to make 
timid comments but the 
support went mainly to 
Militant. 

On Merseyside the 
Liberals/ SOP dominate thr 
council and have onl) 
worsened the capitalist
caused crisis of Liverpool in 
jobs housing etc. Labour's 
leadership too often go on 
the defensive about the 
SDP. We should go on to 
-the offensive and show 
them up for the second rank 
Tories they really are. 

I 
I 

Labour Party Young Socialists on the Jobs Express rally in Glasgow. 

Fight for socialism and show up the Tory SDP 

PHOTO: Denis Doran 

Talking 
sense 
on the 

doorstep 

Armed with YS leaflets, 
Socialist Youths and 
Militants, members of 
Gosforth LPYS set off to 
canvass Links Green , a 
small modern council estate 
in Newcastle where the rents 
are £30 per week. The ab
solute hatred of Thatcher 
and the Tories means that 
door to door sales are 
becoming increasingly 
easy-more than ever 
working people are looking 
for a truly socialist alter- · 
native to Thatcherism. 

One bloke welcomed me 
like a long lost son when he 
answered the door and saw 
me holding a copy of the 
'Militant'. Many people we 
canvassed had watched 'TV 
Eye' and were wanting to 
know more about socialist 
policies and the programme 
of 'Militant' in particular. 

"If you ask me," one 
wom.an said, "The 
Militants spoke the most 
sense on TV Eye." While 
the right · wing use their 
capitalist allies in the Tory 
press in an attempt to 
discredit the Marxist wing 
of the Labour Party we can 
counter their lies by the only 
way we know. Get out on to 
the streets and tell the truth. 

Door to door canvassing 
will convince the people 
that certain right wing 
parliamentarians are 
nothing more than 
careerists who are out of 
touch with the people they 
are supposed to represent. 

By Jane Harker, 
Barry McQueen, 

Mick Lennon 
(Gosforth LPYS) 

'We're with you all the way' 
"I've seen old age 
pensioners en
thusiastically ap
plaud Young 
Socialist speakers. 
They do this because 
the Young Socialists 
speak true 
socialism'' said 
Tony Benn. 

He was speaking to an 
audience of over 400 people 
in Woolwich at the annual 
rally organised by the Royal 
Arsenal Cooperative Socie
ty . 

Tony Benn went on to 
talk about some of the 
history of the labour move
ment. Detailing the strug
gles of the Levellers, the 
Diggers , the Chartists and 
the Suffragettes he pointed 
out that these were all extra
parliamentary activities. 

No reform won by the 
labour movement, he said, 
has been won simply by 
debates in the House of 
Commons. 

At the end of the meeting 
Militant sellers were well 
received. "We're with you 
all the way," was a typical 
comment. Over 50 papers 
were sold and a number of 
names and addresses for the 
LPYS were collected. 

A departing comment 
from an older Labour Party 
member, angered at the 
threat of a witch-hunt, was: 

Tony Benn speaking at London LPYS conference last February . 

"If they throw you lot out 
of the Party, I'll hand in my 
card as well!" 

The Southern Regional 
Council of the Labour Par
ty on 5 December passed 
the following resolution by 
a large majority. "This 
Southern Regional Ex
ecutive Committee endorses 
fully the statement made in 
a speech by Michael Foot 
on Friday 4th December in 
which he stated we must be 
a tolerant and compas-

sionate Party, and is 
therefore opposed to witch
hunts in any shape or 
form." 

With an amendment that 
Party members believe in 
parliamentary democracy 
this resolution was to go to 
the NEC. Another resolu
tion supporting expulsions 
was amended to ask the 
NEC to investigate every 
faction in the Labour Party 
and report back. 

The majority of members 
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present seemed to support 
the view that members of 
the Party should discuss 
policies and not per
sonalities and that vicious 
attacks should be directed 
at traitors and Tories, and 
not Party members. 

At the ninth regional con
ference of Labour women 
in Newcastle, a resolution 
was moved that. any leaflet 
issued in the name of the 
Labour Party should be en
dorsed by the constituency 
executive committee. 

The mover cited the 
LPYS _ leaflet delivered 
around the Toxteth area at 
the time of the summer 
disturbances. She said it 
was an example of "fac
tions", ie Militant sup
porters, hiding behind the 
respectability of the Labour 
Party. 

Militant supporter Cath 
Ross (Newcastle North 
Labour Party) said that on 
the contrary, the Labour 
Party Young Socialists 
should be congratulated for 
putting a political alter
native to the blind alley of 
rioting and for introducing 
the Labour Party as an ac
tive body sympathetic to the 
plight of the Toxteth youth. 
The resolution was defeated 
on a card vote. 

Reports by Suri 
Krishnamma and 

Stan Nattrass 



''I believe the case for 
socialism is overwhelming 
and unanswerable.'' 

Pat Wall, chosen 
to represent Brad
ford North as 
Labour's candidate 
(subject to NEC 
ratification) was 
speaking at a public 
meeting on the crisis 
facing working peo
ple and the necessity 
to struggle for a 
socialist answer to 
the misery of 
capitalism. 

By David Robinson 
(Bradford North LPYS) 

meeting, Roy Hattersley, 
self-styled 'democratic 
socialist' had spoken at 
meetings in Bradford, in
cluding one on the theme of 0 
Fabianism. Hattersley fr 
misused his platform to c:.: 
make a perso·nai attack on iG 
Pat Wall and on 'Militant' · ~ 
supporters in the party o 
generally. v: 

Dealing with this attack, U 
Pat Wall explained the 0 
historic evolution of the two f

trends, Marxism and Fa- ~ 
bianism, in British labour o.. 
history. are 

The Marxists in the 
Labour Party and TU 
Movement are hounded and 
vilified by the capitalist 
press and their acolytes in 
the SDP and Labour's 
Right Wing precisely 
because they consistently 
tell the truth to working 
people. 

The Labour Party in Bri
tain was formed in opposi
tion to the two big capitalist 
parties that dominated 
political life, the Liberals 
and the Tories. This 
development did not come 
without struggle and op- !z 
position within the labour <: 
movement. t: 

gave labour office. 

The truth is, said Pat, 
that in modern, decent, 
democratic, civilised Britain 
in 1981, young people are in 
a far worse position than 
were their counterparts in 
the 1930s, the last era of 
generalised slump in Bri
tain. 

In the city of Bradford in 
1981, for example five times 
as many young people are 
looking for work as in the 
1930s. 

The YOPS scheme, 
which 'pays' £23.50 a week, 
sets the yardstick for 
employees' wages outside 
the scheme. For example, 
one young person we know 
locally went for a job with 
40 others, to find a wage of 
£24 being offered. No-one 
in the Tory government, 
SDP or Labour's right wing 
even remotely believes that 
mass unemployment can be 
ended. 

A few night before our 

Some wanted to restrict ....J 

Labour struggles to 2 

economic issues; others sup- ~ 
· ported the notion of but- 0 
tressing the Liberal Party 5: 
and 'persuading' it to grant 
reforms for the working 
class when in power. 

It was Marxists who 
pushed for an independent 
party of labour to represent 
the interests of the working 
class. One organisation 
which pressed for this was 
the Social Democratic 
Federation which was in
spired by Marxist ideas. 

Another was the In
dependent Labour Party, 
formed in Bradford in 1893, 
the majority of whose active 
members owed allegiance to 
Marxism and who con-

Pat Wall 
sistently practiced class 
struggle. 

Only when the demand, 
for a party of labour 
became irresistible, did the 
Fabian Society support the 
move. The fact is, then, 
that at its very inception the 
Labour Party was formed 
with the active support of 
Marxists, and initially 
against the 'advice' of the 

intellectuals of the Fabian 
Society. 

Roy Hattersley and his 
friends continually accuse 
'Militant' of being 
undemocratic, supporting 
'totalitarianism', and seek
ing to turn Britain int_o an 
East European-style state, 
counterposing their 
democratic spirit of Fa
bianism. But as Pat Wail 
pointed out, the reverse is 
true. 

Beatrice and Sidney 
Webb, the two leading 
lights of Fabianism before 
the last World War, con
demned the Russian 
Revolution of 1917 and ac
cused the Bolsheviks of 
'totalitarianism' of course. 

Years later, after a visit to 
Russia, when it had ceased 
to be a Workers' 
democracy, as it was bet
ween 1917 and 1923, and 
when it it had become a 
one-part totalitarian 
regime, under Stalin, the 
Webbs proclaimed 'We 
have seen the vision of the 
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future!' 
This admiration for 

Stalin was immortalised in 
Sidney Webb's book, 
'Soviet Communism: A 
New Civilisation?' (publish
ed in 1935, with the ques
tion mark disappearing in 
subsequent editions). 

They ignored the writings 
of the Marxists, and Trot
sky in particular, which 
drew attention to the inter
nal reaction which had seen 
Russia .change from a 
healthy workers' democracy 
into a monstrous caricature 
of socialism. They asked 
workers to believe that the 
bloody horrors of the 
Staiinist bureaucracy, the 
frame-up trials, the exter
mination of entire national 
groups, and the historic 
crimes of the Communist 
parties around the world 
were the realities of 
socialism. 

They thus became base, 
servile apologists for the 
horrors of Stalinism, at a 
time when Marxists inside 

and outside Russia were 
perishing for their opposi
tion to Stalinism. 

Let Hattersley and his 
cohorts answer and 'ex
plain' these facts. We 
challenge him to a debate 
on the question anytime. 

In his conclusion, Pat 
Wail pointed out that the il
lusion that capitalism had 
solved ail its problems in the 
post-war, so carefully nur
tured by Labour's right 
wing and the traitors who 
have now left to form the 
SDP, has been completely 
shattered by the 
developments in society. 

Labour must turn again 
to its historic roots and seek 
the answer to mass 
unemployment, poverty 
wages and shrinking social 
services in the ideas of 
Marxism. 

The pioneers who found
ed the Labour Party, on the 
basis of unequivocal op
position to capitalism will 
inspire the workers of today 
to change society. 

SOCIALISM-NOT AN ABSTRACT IDEA 
Over 120 people 
crowded into 
Birkenhead Labour 
Club to ·hear 
Militant's editor 
Peter Taaffe (who 
was born in the 
town) and Terry 
Harrison, Labour's 
prospective can
didate for Liverpool 
Edge Hill. 

More than one in five are 
out of work in the area, so 
there was nothing academic 
about the meeting which ex
plained Militant's Marxist 
policy in the light of attacks 
by the right wing of the 
Labour Party and the press . 

One of the leaders of 
these attacks is Birken-

By Steve Callan 
(Birkenhead LPYS) 

head's MP Frank Field. The 
meeting was originally to 
have been a debate between 
Field and Peter Taaffe but 
Field refused . 

But in the local evening 
paper, the Liverpool Echo, 
the same night as the 
meeting Field described 
Militant as "a threat to 
democracy" and accused 
Militant supporters of intil
tration of the Labour Party. 
But Peter pointed out that 
the only infiltrators in the 
party are right-wing career
ists. 

He explained that when 
he first joined Birkenhead 
Labour Party nearly twenty 

years ago Militant support
ers had then warned of the 
true nature of the man 
chosen as Birkenhead's Par
liamentary candidate Ed
mund Dell . 

They explained that he 
and his like would betray 
the labour movement but · 
were laughed at. But sure 
enough a few years ago Dell 
resigned as MP to take over 
the Chairmanship of a 
Merchant Bank and has 
since also become Chairman 
of TV's new "Fourth Chan
nel" and, o( course, joined 
the SDP! 

The right-wing instead of 
welcoming the departure of 
Dell and traitors like him try 
to woo them back while 
launching frenzied attacks 
on Militant and others who 
have helped build the labour 

movement. Labour's leader 
ship should unmask the 
SDP for what they are-a 
Tory 2nd XI. 

It was pointed out that 
the only way to defeat the 
SDP and the Tories is by 
campaigning on clear social
ist policies not by "out
moderating" them. 

It is the disillusionment 
with the disastrous "moder
ate". policies of successive 
Labour governments (and of 
course backing by big 
business and the capitalist 
media) which has contrib
uted to the successes of the 
SDP. 

Speakers from the floor 
took up this point. The 
right-wing were wrong to say 
that the Left is dividing the 
Party with "abstract" ideas 
on policy instead of fighting 

the Tories and SDP. But 
victory over the Tories and 
the Social Democrats dep
ends on fighting the correct 
programme; it is the Right 
who divide the movement by 
trying to launch witch-hunts 
against the Left. 

Socialism is no abstract 
theory for 3 million unem
ployed-it's an urgent nece
ssity! 

The right-wing of Birken
head Labour Party could 
have had no doubt of the 
support for Militant's ideas 
in the Birkenhead area both 
by the size of this meetil}g 
and the mood of anger at 
any suggestion of a witch
hunt. 

These feelings were re
inforced afterwards when 
everyone stayed on to watch 
the "TV Eye" programme 

on Militant where Field yet 
again demanded a witch
hunt: Several people joined 
the Labour Party, on the 
strength of the meeting, to 
fight for a socialist Labour 
Party. 

And just to emphasise the 
point, despite a large prop
ortion of unemployed and 
youth in the meeting over 
£100 was raised for the 
Fighting Fund including 
donations from local bran
ches of NALGO, the FBU, 
GMWU, T&GWU, workers 
from the local childrens' 
hospital and £10 from 
Birkenhead LPYS. 

It showed to everyone that 
Militant's ideas are finding 
mounting support in the 
.abour movement on Mers
!yside as in the country as a 
whole. 
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For the money-bags, it is not only possible to 
make money out of nothing-it is even normal! 

Merchant Bankers Singers and Friedlander have 
issued figures that show that 1981 will still have 
been a very good year for the 'stags'. These are a 
form of social parasite who apply for (and usually 
acquire) new shares being issued, on the expecta
tion that the share price will rise as soon as real 
'trading' begins. 

.Singers and Friedlander show that only 9 out of 
94 new company shares actually failed to show a 
premium over just the first one day's trading. 
Workers may sweai to make ends meet; marriages 
may break up over money pressures and workers 
commit suicide over unemployment-but for the 
Stock Exchange Casino, the winning goes on and 
on. 

The commercial employment agency, Brook 
Street, has spent £1 million on · a scheme called 
OSCAR (opportunity, selection and computer 
aided recruitment) ('The Times', 19.11.81). 
OSCAR links 20 London offices to a control com
puter. Vacancies are fed into the computer 
together with details of job applicants. The com
puter t)Wn matches applicants to jobs, producing a 
short-list from which employers can make their 
final selection- at "competitive" rates of pay, no 
doubt. 

Fed up with sbivering in Arctic weather condi
tions? Then Tjaerborg travel brochure has got just 
the place for you. "Paradise island in the Indian 
ocean •.. palm fringed beaches, sapphire-blue seas, 
average temperatures in the high seventies. This 
winter make your dreams come true, come with us 
to ... Sri Lanka. See some of the history of this 
2,000 year old civilisation." 
. ·But before you pay Tjaerborg their £389 plus 
then consider what kind of a government Sri 
Lanka has. Most of the 50,000 workers who par.
ticipated in the July 1980 general strike have still 
not been re-instated and are living well below the 
poverty line. In the Tamil region, there has been 
vicious repression and murders committed under 
emergency rule . Don't waste your money on help
ing a corrupt, evil regime. The Sri Lankan trade 
union movement are desperate for financiid 
assistance- help them out instead. 

In this final 
part of a two 

part interview, 
Bridget Shaw 
explains what 

the labour 
movement 
should be 

doing to 
combat the 

problems of 
disability (first\ 
part appeared 
in Militant, 4 

December) 

The labour movement 
must ·-act to take the class 
privilege out of disability . . 

Central to this 
would be a National 
Disability Pension, 
based solely on the 
degree of disability, 
in fla tio n-proofed 
and linked to a N a
tional Minimum 
Wage of £90 a week. 

The present system is rid
dled with inconsistencies. If 
like me, you're on long
term benefit , you get a 
higher rate to help you 
replace household goods. 
But then the value of your 
extra benefits is cut. 

I have to have a special 
diet. The allowance for this 
is £1 .50 a week, but for 
those on long-term benefit, 

it is cut to 70p. That doesn't 
go a long way, when you've 
got to avoid ordinary 
margarine and get the more 
expensive ones with non
polysaturated fats . Or 
you're not allowed fatty 
meats, and there's a big 
price discrepancy between 
(cheap) belly-pork and the 
better, leaner cuts. 

I also find that I can't get 
certain beneficial medicines 
on the NHS, although they 
are recommended by the 
latest research about 
multiple-sclerosis from 
Middlesex and Newcastle 
hospitals. 

A National Disability 
Pension would mean that 
people currently living on 

the very limiting income of 
supplementary benefit 
would instead be given a 
chance to live a life which 
has some meaning attached 
to it. 

Disabled people are not a 
very vocal group. For the 
bosses they are just 
disposable. You should 
crawl back into your 
homes. 

The trade unions have an 
enormous role to play in 
combatting this. This 
government is now ending 
the quota system , whereby 
disabled people had to com
prise at least three per cent 
of the staff of firms 
employing more than twen
ty people. Although this 
was only partly im
plemented (1.90Jo instead of 
30Jo), the new regulations 
will depend solely on the 
bosses' good will . 

Trade unions must 
monitor their own firms 

and fight for the rights of 
disabled people . This must 
be linked to the wider ques
tion of a socialist campaign 
to end unemployment. As 
part of this campaign, trade 
unions must ensure that 
their ranks are open to 
disabled people, working 
and unemployed . People 
should not be thrown on the 
scrapheap, but be involved. 

The last Labour govern
ment's record was not bad. 
It did produce the . first 
Minister for the Disabled 
and the Chronically Sick 
and Disabled Act, with its 
important recommenda
tions for improved access to 
buildings. Anything at all 
was an improvement. 

But until we have a socie
ty where a person is able to 
give according to their abili
ty, then a disabled person 
doesn't have a genuine part 
to play. This denial of the 
right to contribute is the 
most fundamentally crippl
ing aspect of disability . 

Everybody has something 
to give and we must 
organise this society so that 
everyone can. 

That is why I support 
'Militant' because I believe 
society must be transform
ed . This country has over 
three million on the dole 
and until we have those 
people working we're not 
operating at maximum effi
ciency. 

It's a terrible waste. And 
at the same time to say that 
because someone's legs 
don't work, we're going to 
waste them totally, or that 
although their eyes don't 
work, we're not going to 
utilise their other, excellent, 
heightened senses, is scan
dalous. 

And that's what socialism 
is all about: to be a human 
being, no matter what, to 
your maximum capacity. 



Even before Reagan, 
advocated the Healey 

Denis 
early 

resort to tactical nuclear 
weapons as part of NATO's 
strategy. 

This is revealed in ( By Tim Moody ) 
the recent memoirs ... _________ _,_ 
of Henry Kissing er, 
former National 
Security Advisor to 
Nixon. 

While Minister of 
Defence in the last Labour 
government, Heale y 
challenged the established 
theory of the US State 
Department and Pentagon. 
This, according to Kiss
inger, was that deterrence 
relied on the "mutually 
assured destruction'' 
guaranteed by the super
powers' huge stockpiles of 
nuclear weapons . 

US defence policy
makers at that time clung to 
the idea of a "fire-break" 
between conventional and 
nuclear weapons. They con
sidered this necessary to 
delay the decision to resort 
to any nuclear weapons as 
long as possible . 

Healey urged "early 
resort to tactical 
nuclear weapons." 

Healey, -however, sup
ported the view-then held 
by only a minority of US 
defence experts-that 
"parity" between the US 
and Russia of strategic 
nuclear weapons undermin
ed the effectiveness of 
NATO's deterrent. Healey 
argued for a strategy based 
on '"'a flexible response", 
urging an "early resort to 
tactical nuclear weapons." 

This was the view Healey 
put to Nixon when the 
American · president was 
visiting London in 
February, 1969. As Nixon's 
National Security Advisor, 
Henry Kissinger was involv
ed in these discussions 
which he describes in his 
voluminous memoirs, "The 
White House Years" . 

"In Healey' s judge
ment," Kissinger writes, 
"NATO's coventional 
forces would be able to 
resist for only a matter of 
days; hence early use of 
nuclear weapons was essen
tial. Healey stressed the 
crucial importance of mak
ing the Soviets undeFstand 
that the West would prefer 
to escalate to a strategic ex
change, rather than sur
render.'' 

Kissinger wr}·ly com
ments that while advocating 
an early resort to tactical 
nuclear weapons, Healey, 
like other European leaders, 
also called for immunity of 
their territories from their 
use. They tried to get round 
this by proposing the use of 
"a very small number of 
tactical weapons as a warn
ing that matters were get
ting out of hand ." 

"What Britain," Kiss
inger goes on, "was urging 
[through Healey-ed] came 
to be called the 
'demonstrative use' of 
nuclear weapons . This 
meant setting off a nuclear 
weapon on some remote 
location which did not in
volve many casualties, in 

the air of the Mediterra
nean , for example-as a 
signal of more drastic use if 
the warning failed ... " 

What the people of 
Malta , Cyprus, Greece or 
North Africa were meant to 
think of this strategy is not 
mentioned . 

Later in his length y 
memoirs, Kissinger refers to 
Healey as "an old friend ... 
Healey and I have known 
each other since the 
1950s . .. " 

it was in the 1950s that 
Healey was involved in the 
formation of the secretive 
Bilderberg Group , a group
ing of big businessmen , 
military representatives and 
capitalist politicians backed 
by the US State Department 
to foster support for the 
policies. of US imperialism. 

Through Bilderberg , 
Healey met Shep Stone, 
former head of the CIA's 
"covert operations", who 
was instrumental in chan
nelling an initial $! 50,000 
from the Ford Foundation 
into the Institute of 
Strategic Studies. 

Based in London , thi s In
stitute, in which Healey 
played a key role, involved 
a number of right-wing 
academics and politicians. 
ISS devotes itself to produc- ' 
ing research papers and 
policy statements reinforc
ing the military strategy, 
particularly the nuclear 
strategy, of the United 
States and NATO. 

But in 1968 Healey was 
going too far even for Kiss
inger, the architect of Nix
on's genocidal policies in 
Vietnam and Cambodia . "I 
never had much time for 
this concept la 'demonstra
tion bomb'], " comments 
Kissinger. 

Healey-Kissinger' s 
"old friend." 

Today, however, the US 
government supports a 
strategy based on the use of 
tactical nuclear weapons in 
a limited "theatre" such as 
Europe. Reagan is commit
ted to the introduction of 
the neutron bomb, 
theoretically the ideal 
capitalist weapon, which 
destroys people but not pro
perty. 

They are apparently not 
perturbed by the fact that 
they have not answered 
Kissinger's fundamental ob
jection: that the "limited" 
use of nuclear weapons 
would itself be catastrophic, 
and would not stop escala
tion to a world-wide nuclear 
holocaust. 

But this is not only the 
policy of Reagan- it is the 
policy advocated by Denis 
Healey.since at least 1969. 

Healey not only opposes 
the Labour Party's commit
ment to unilateral nuclear 
disarmament and opposi
tion to the siting of US 
cruise missiles in Britain; he 
supports the insane 
"strategy" of the most 
right-wing representatives 
of Western imperialism . 

.. .. ' . . . . . .. . ' ' 
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Denis Healey: a 'demonstration' bomb over the Mediterranean? 

Labour MP in league .with bosses 
Rob Jones reports 

on Sheffield's 
'Watergate' 

The Confederation of 
Shipbuilding and Engin
eering Unions (CSEU) in 
Sheffield are instructing 

their members to cut off 
all links with Labour 
MP, Pat Duffy, who 
represents the Sheffield 
Attercliffe constituency. 

The unions are now in 
possession of tapes that ap
pear to show that Duffy , a 
GMWU sponsored MP and 
a former Junior Minister, 
has been in cahoots with 
top management against 
both local shop stewards 
and fellow Labour MPs. 

The publication of the 
contents of the tape has 
provoked much anger and 
indignation in the Sheffield 
labour movement' not least 
in Attercliffe constituency, 
where Duffy has just been 
re-selected from a one-man 
short-list. 

The tape records a 
telephone conversation bet
ween the MP and Mr Brian 
McAteer, managing direc
tor of a local company, 
Davy Instruments, who had 
just declared 80 redundan
cies in October. Workers 
occupied the factory for ten 
days. 

Parts of a tape recording 
of this alleged telephone 
conversation were publish
ed on 15 December in the 
Sheffield 'Morning Tele
graph' . 

Davy Instruments is part 
of the Davy ~oewy Group, 
the largest factory in the 
constituency. 

The Confed believes that 
Duffy betrayed the union 
strategy for fighting the 
closure of Davy In-

struments. He appears to 
have been helping to stiffen 
management in implemen
ting the company's decision 
to close down production at 
the plant. 

Duffy's main theme in 
the conversation with the __ 
top management was that 
they could be successful if 
left-wing shop stewards and 
Labour MPs could be 
isolated from the dispute. 

A few extracts, which are 
allegedly Duffy's own 
words, give a flavour of the 
conversation. 

"My problem is trying to 
get through to some of the 
shop stewards at Prince of 
Wales Road [site of the 
main Sheffield plants] who 
are frankly more interested 
in confrontations than co
operation." 

Pat Duffy 

Duffy then refers to 
Labour MPs: 

''There are about eight 
MPs in the locality, two or 
three of whom, certainly 
two of whom, one has got 
t<> watch, who will go along 
with the shop stewards. The 
strop stewards at Prince of 
Wales Road, unlike shop 
stewards anywhere else in 
my Attercliffe constituency, 
write around to members of 
Parliament and will try if 
th~~- can to by-pass me. 

They are the only shop 
stewards now who I haven't 
succeeded in establishing a 
proper working relationship 
with, but I have worked on 
the members so that most of 
the MPs locally now will 
leave Davy's to me. 

"Now that's what I want 
from them. But there are a 
couple you see, the member 
for Brightside, Joan 
Maynard, and the member 
for Hillsborough, Martin 
Flannery, who I can't de
pend upon, and I can't be 
sure that they might not go 
along with some confronta
tional policy that would not 
achieve anything, but give 
rise to maximum embar
rassment all round and un
favourable publicity ... " 

"You're the only one I 
still can't get a grip on 
because I can't get a grip on 
people like Keys [the Con
venor, Davy Loewy shop 
stewards] and some of his 
colleagues there so I can't 
tell you what the outcome 
will be on our side, Mr 
McAteer." 

Duffy goes on to claim to 
McAteer, the managing 
director, that he had given 
Joan Maynard and Martin 
Flannery "hell" in the past 
and would do so again if 
they "undertake any in
dependent initiative in com
pliance with Keys and Co. 
Davy Instrument workers 
have been told to write to 
their MPs; that's the last 
thing I want. " 

Mr Duffy then allegedly 
says: "But that's to let them 
think there is some advan
tage in that. I have thrown 
the ball into Mr Keys' lap, I 
don't know how he is going 
to field it ... " 

"These men [full-time 
trade union officials) - have 
very little control over the 

. shop stewards such as 
· you've got at the Prince of 
Wales .Road, and their 
regional, still less · the na
tional officials, have scarce
ly any control ... ! can only 
say to my Parliamentary 
colleagues, most of whom 
are sensible-and by God, 
they had better be sen
sible- because if they are 
not taking note of what is 
happening all around them, 
especially politically, but -
also industrially, they are 
living in a world of illusion, . 
but most of them are sensi
ble and they will accept this 
assurance of mine, if I can 
say, 'look I am in touch 
with Mr McAteer and I'm · 
getting a picture from 
him'." 

Such a conversation bet
ween a Labour MP and 
senior management raises · 
many important issues for 
the labour movement, and 
no doubt the CLP will set 
up its own committee of en
quiry on the matter. 

As one official said at the 
Confed meeting over the 
weekend, confronting Duf
fy with the evidence, "he is 
a fifth columnist" . 

This tape was found by 
complete accident. What 
relationship do other right
wing Labour MPs have with 
big business? Are other 
right wingers, too, actively 
working against trade 
unionists and against the in
terests of the labour 
movement? 

Coming at a time of 
threatened witch -hunts 
against the left in the party, 
particularly 'Militant', it 
again emphasises the vital 
lesson: the real threat to 
Labour's interests comes 
from right-wing parliamen
tarians, · and not from ge
nuine socialists. 

., 
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The Social Democratic Party is the 
most important new feature to arrive 
on the political landscape in 1981. If 
the opinion polls are to be believed, 
then they would get between 40 and 
4507o of the popular vote at the next 
general election. 

Due entirely to the 
defection of Labour 
MPs, they have already 
become the third largest 
group in Parliament, and 
again largely because of 
the defection of Labour 
councillors, - they have 
made inroads at local 
level and in fact are now 
in a position to .control 
the Islington Borough in 
North East London. 

Labour Party activists 
have to seriously discuss 
and understand what exact
ly the Social Democrati, 
Party represents. What art 
the policies of the SDP? 
What is its class composi
tion? And above all, what 
are its prospects at the next 
general election? 

The capitalist class 
through their control of the 
press and the media, have 
always tried to build up the 
so-called 'middle' parties as 
an <Jlternative to the Tory 
Party when they are in 
government. They have 
.tried to use the middle par
ties to provide a 'safety net' 
to prevent the disenchanted 
Tory voters swinging across 
to the Labour Party. 

1962 Liberal 
'revival' 

That was the case, for ex
ample, in the early 1960s, 
when the Press shouted 
loud and long about the so
called 'Liberal revival', 
after the Liberal victory at 
Orpington in 1962. That 
was also the case in the 
period of the Heath govern
ment between 1970 and 
1974, when the capitalist 
press built up the Liberal 
Party (and in the case of 
Scotland, the Scottish Na
tional Party) as an alter
native to the Labour Party 
given the enormous disen 
chantment with the Tor 
Party policies at that time. 

Between 1972 and 1974 
the Liberals won five by
elections, in Berwick upon 
Tweed, the Isle of Ely, Rip
on, Rochdale, Sutton and 
Chearn, and the Liberals' 
support in the polls touched 
290Jo to 300Jo. 

Similarly, today the 
capitalist press use the 
Liberals, and especially the 
SDP as a 'safety net' to 
catch disenchanted Tory 
voters, millions of whom 
are completely alienated by 
the policies of the Thatcher 
government. 

But it would also be a 
mistake to see the SDP 
simply as only a re-run of 
the Liberal Party between 
1972 and 1974. The rise of 
the SDP, which has as its 
parallel the huge swing to 
the left inside the Labour 

By John 
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Party, is a reflection of the 
deepening crisis within 
capitalist society. 

The capitalist class quite 
clearly are now horrified at 
the possibility of the elec
tion of a feft wing Labour 
government in the near 
future-a government that 
may threaten the privileges 
and the position of 
capitalism itself. 

Thin fear is especially 
strong because of the col
lapse of the traditional Tory 
vote. The rise of the SDP is 
above all else a reflection of 
the far 'greater volatility that 
now exists within British 
politics and especially 
within the middle class. 

In the welter of press pro
pagarda, it would be easy 
to get the impression that 
the votes of the SDP have 
come entirely from the 

- Labour Party, but in fact 
the majority have come 
from the Tory Party. The 
resuh:: of the three by
elections at Warrington, 
Croydon and Crosby easily 
show that the · swing from 
the Tories to the SDP has in 
each case been greater than 
the swing from the Labour 
Party. 

Compared to the last 
General Election the Tories A 
lost 220Jo of their share of ! f 
the votes in Warrington, ~ 
where the Labour Party on-
ly lost 13%; the equivalent 
figures for Croydon were ; 
19% and 14% respectively , 
and for Crosby 17% and 
16% respectively. 

The Tories have alway~ 
relied on the votes of middk 
class, professional, skilled 
and white-collar workers . 
But now white-collar and 
professional workers have · 
been devastated by th , 
policies of the Tory govern 
ment. 

Not only do manual 
workers face redundancies , 

. but so also do white-collar 
workers. The closure of in
dustries and ·· the cuts -in 
public expenditure have 
meant far fewer oppor· 
tunities .for skilled workers, 
for graduates, and for white 
collar workers generally, 
than was the case only a fe'>' 
years ago. 

Workers are also fa1 
more heavily taxed n0\1 
than they were two year' 
ago. Even highly paid 
workers will find .themselves 
paying far more taxes than 
they did before Thatcher'' 
victory in 1979. In addition , 
workers have been affected 
by the enormous increase in 
local authority rates, due to 
the cutbacks of the Tory 
government and hqme 
owners who have always 
constituted a large section 
of the Tory vote have been 

staggered by the increse in 
the mortgage rate in the last 
two years. 

It is clear by an examina
tion of the Social 
Democratic Party itself that 
its 70,000 membership has 
been based almost wholly 
upon the middle class. In 
other words, it has been 
based upon the collapse of 
support among . traditional 
Tory voters . ,. 

A recent poll commis
sioned .by London Weekend 
Television shows that 57% 
of SDP members were pro
fessional or managerial 
workers although these 
represent only 16% of the 
general population . On the 
other hand, only 7% had 
'working class' jobs, com
pared to 53% within the 
whole population. 

Even discounting the 
gross exaggeration of televi
sion computer forecasts it is 
nevertheless true that the 
Tory Party is facing a 
disaster at the next general 
election. 

Yet if the SDP member
ship reflects the middle class 
electoral base which formal
ly supported the Tory Par
ty, theirpolicies would be in 
no way representative of the 
interests of the middle class. 
The SDP have attracted 
votes by their allusions to 
'radicalism' but in fact they 
are a party of big business 
and in office would repre
sent those who exploit both 
the middle class and the 
working class. 

In October 1980, long 
before the actual launching 
of the SDP, it was reported 
that a consortium of 
business men had offered 
up to £15 million for the 
launching of a new 
'moderate' party and it 
seems that they are quite 
prepared to live up to their 
promises. 

The SDP financial ad
visory committee is chaired 
by none other than Mr 
David Sainsbury of the 
supermarket family. One of 
the other SDP fund raisers, 
Sir Lesli~ Murphy, former 
chairman of the National 
Enterprise Board reported 
"I've had a friendly reac
tion from a lot of 
businessmen ... they are very 
warm to the SDP and I have 
been given a number of in
dividual donations by Tory 
Party supporters and others 
who will not join the SDP 
but are in sympathy with 
our ideals." 

The SDP at thb time 
already claims active sup
porters on the boards of im
portant companies like 
Unilever, North East In
dustries and GEC and it is 
reported that their fund 

raising from business will 
bring in £1 million this year. 
- Like Reg Prentice before 
them, Shirley Williams, 
David Owen, Bill Rodgers, 
Roy Jenkins and so on have 
moved rapidly to the right 
since defecting, and now 
advocate policies which are 

. fundamentally the same as 
tho,se of the Tory Party, 
their main aim being the 
defence of the 'mixed 
economy' ie capitalism. 

According to 'The Times' 
for example, Roy Jenkins 
suggested penalising strikers 
with the loss of benefits in 
order to have wage modera
tion. 

Shirley Williams' own 
record as Minister of 
Education was a record of 
cuts, cuts and more cuts. 
She was the first Education 
Secretary since the second 
world war to preside over a 
decline in education spen
ding. 

It is already obvious at a 
local level that the SDP are 
even far to the right of the 
Liberals . In London for ex
ample, the Liberals on the 
GLC were opposed and 
angry at the decision of 
Denning over London 
Transport fares whereas the 
SDP councillors applauded 
the judgement. 

The SDP are not 'social 
democrats' but in reality 
Conservative Democrats. 

They differ from the 
Tories however in one im
portant respect, and that is 
that they and the Liberals 
are both campaigning for 
the introduction of Propor
tional Representation. The 
SDP / Liberal Alliance is 
reflecting a section of big 
business which wants to in
troduce Proportional 
Representation to stop a 
leftward Labour Govern
ment. They calculate that 
PR would be a more or less 
permanent obstacle to win
ning a majority Labour 
Government, in view of the 
fact that in recent years the 
Labour Party has only 
achieved between 35% and 
40% of the popular vote. 

But in the long run, PR 
would not stop a Labour 
victory, no more than in 
France and Greece it stop
ped the election of socialist 
governments. 

Class lines-are 
drawn 

What then are the 
chances of the SDP winning 
an overall majority? The 
by-election results of Warr
ington, Croydon and 
Crosby will not be simply 
reproduced in a general 
election. It would not be 
possible in a general elec
tion for the capitalist press 
to focus its attention on one 
single constituency and on 
one single 'show-biz' SDP 
candidate. 

In a general election the 
class lines are much more 
clearly drawn than in a -by
election. It is still a 
possibility that between 
now and the next general 
election the Tory Party will 
ditch Thatcher and attempt 

.. 

by an adjustment of their 
policies to refurbish their 
image in order to win back 
some of the support that 
they have lost. 

It is likely that the Tories, 
in the run-up to a general 
election, would introduce 
tax cuts and perhaps a 
decrease in interest rates, in 
order to win back some of 
the middle-class votes. It is 
almost certain that the press 
would give far more favour 
to the Tories, and conse
quently far less favour and 
far less attention to the SDP 
and the Liberals ;in the run
up to a general election . 

Trade union 
struggles 

Trade union struggles 
and industrial battles that 
will take place between now 
and the next general elec
tion · will inevitably affect 
the outlook of thousands of 
workers and bring class 
issues to the fore. 

The oote for the Liberals 
in 1973-74 largely collapsed 
in the election of 1974. It is 
likely that the 40% support 
that the SDP now apparent
ly commands will be con
siderably reduced at the 
time of a general election, 
and even despite the cam
paign of the press now and 
the wailing of the Right of 
the Labour Party, it still re
mains most likely that the 
SDP will be the third party 
after the next general elec
tion. 

The ruling class no doubt 
hope that the SDP will have 
sufficient number of seats, 
perhaps between thirty and 
fifty, to create a 'hung' 
parliament, so the SDP 
could be a 'moderating' in
fluence on a Tory/SDP 
Government. 

Shirley Williams, has 
made it perfectly clear that 
she is prepared to work with 
the Tories after the next 
general election. Ted Heath 
also said that he and a sec
tion of the Tory party 
would be willing to work 
with the SDP. -

But ironically, even if the 
SDP were to. come to 
power, either as a majority 
government or as part of an 
SDP /Tory /Liberal coali
tion it would mean their 
eventual destruction. With 
the policies of the SDP 
tested in government in
evitably the party would 
begin to split. Most of the 
party would be absorbed in
to the ranks of the Tory 
Party, in the same way that 
Prentice was comfortably 
absorbed in the Tory ranks. 

Ronald Butt, in his 
assessment of the Crosby 
by-election in the 'Sunday 
Times', said, "If the SDP 
held the parliamentary 
balance, the Alliance could · 
hardly join with Labour i 
and must surely coale~ce J 
with the Tories, albeit / 
without Mrs Thatcher. , 
Assuming the Alliance were I 
the smaller partner, it. (' 
would find it hard to avoid 
absorption into the Conser- \ 
vative Party (even allowing , 
for proportional representa-
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In 1979 the Press overwnelmi 
destroy the Labour Party by su 
defect to the SDP. 

tion) as afte[; 1931. 
"But if, as a result of a 

flight to the centre, the 
Alliance outnumbered the 
Tories, then it is inevitable 
that from the swollen ranks 
of the new party, a new 
Tory party would emerge. 
Either way, there will re
main a Tory party." 

The cns1s of British 
capitalism is such that there 
is no long-term •uture for 
any so-called 'middle' par
ty. Society is more and 
more polarised between, on 
the one hand, the labour 
movement and the Labour 
Party that represents the 
aspirations and interests of 
workers, and on the other 
hand the political represen
tatives of big business, 
whether that be the Tory 
Party or, to a secondary ex
tent, the Social Demecratic , 
or Liberal parties. Both of 
these minor parties are real
ly no more than small ver
sions of the Tory Party. 

The rise of the SDP, 
nevertheless, is an indica
tion of the crisis that faces 
the representatives of 
British capitalism. They are 
on the horns of a vicious 
dilemma. They are deter
mined above all else to stop 
the election of a left Labour 
government and so they 
have encouraged and 
fostered the SDP. 

But the danger that faces 
the capitalists is that, even 
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~ly supported the Tories. Now they are trying to 
mrting a witch-hunt and by urging Labour voter~ to 

the collapse of the Tories' 
own votes, the SDP . is in 
danger of destroying not 
Labour but the Tory Party. 
That would mean the 
replacement of one 
capitalist party, which has 
been tried and tested, over 
many many decades, with 
another far more volatile 
and likely to split and break 
up in the future. 

Sections of the ruling 
class are worried that if th,e 
SDP breaks up in the 
future, the middle class, 
professional and white
collar workers that now 
support the SDP would not 
return to the ashes of the 
Tory Party, but on the con
trary, would move across to 
support a left-wing Labour 
party. 

This danger was express- 1 

ed in the same article, 
quoted above, by Ronald 
Butt. "The real danger is 
that if the next government 
is dominated by the 
Alliance and if it has ! 

nothing more to offer than 
the generalised and 
unimaginative and soft cen
tre attitudes now on show it 
will fail the nation just as 
Labour did in the '60s. The -
nation would then have no -
other party than the harder 
tighter Bennite Labour Par-
ty to turn to and the result 
could be irreversible 
socialism." 

But the possibilities of the 
SDP at the next general 
election largely depend on 
the type of campaign con
ducted by the Labour Party 
itself. It is in the hands of 
the Labour Party to decide 
whether the SDP is swept 
away sooner or whether it is 
an obstacle to Labour, at 
least for a period of time. 

The right wing of the 
Labour Party have inter
preted the results of the 
SDP vote as a move to the 
right within society as a 
whole and have used this to 
press for so-called 
'moderate' policies inside 
the Labour Party. Indeed, 

the whole orientation of the 
right wing of the Labour 
Party in campaigning 
against Labour Party 
policies and in campaigning 
for the purge inside the 
Labour Party has been that 
the policies of the left are 
'elect orally unpopular.' 

Other Commentators 
have pointed out that the 
r.ercentage of the working 
.:lass involved in manual 
labour has declined from 
75% in 1911 to less than 
500Jo today and have used 
this to explain what they see 
as an historic decline in the 
Labour Party. It has also 
been pointed out that the 
Labour vote has declined 
from 48.8% in 1951 to 
37.8% in 1979. 

What these commen
tators do not point out is 
that the Tory Party vote 
collapsed to an even greater 
extent in a shorter period of 
time-from 49.9% in 1959 
to 35.8% in October 1974, 
before--rising again in 1979. 

What these facts show is 
not that the Labour Party is 
in a period of chronic 
decline but rather that the 
Labour Party and the Tory 
Party have both been af
fected by the enormous 
volatility newly injec~ed in
to British politics. 

No future for 
'middle' party 

Nor is it true to say that 
the decline in manual work 
and the increase in white
collar work has been to the 
detriment of the labour 
movement. The 1970s have 
seen many sections of 
white-collar workers 
brought into the ranks of 
the labour movement for 

the first time, Teachers, doc
tors, nurses, ambulance
men, civil servants, all kinds 
of white-collar workers are 
now actively involved in the 
labour movement on an 
uprecedented scale. 

Shirley Williams, new SDP MP for Crosby. ForiJlerly an axe
wielding "Labour" Education Minister. 

During the period when 
the proportion of white
collar workers increased 
and that of blue-collar 
workers declined, the 
number of strikes actually 

increased. ln the 1960s the 
average number of days lost 
through strikes was 3.9 
million a year while the 
average for the 1970s was 
12.6 million. These figures 
alone are enough to refute 
the idea that the develop
ment of white collar jobs 
and office jobs has actually 
caused a decline in the ac
tivity, organisation and 
strength of the labour 
movement. 

The real reason for the 
electoral support for the 
SDP is that it is an expres
sion of a genuine desire for 
change on the part of 
workers generally, some of 
whom, particularly middle 
class and professional 
workers, are swinging away 
from Toryism. 

The real right wing 
policies of the SDP are kept 
well hidden while the media 
enthuses about 'breaking 
tne mould,' 'time for 
change' and so on. It is the 
vague idea of a new, radical 
change that has attracted 
voters to the SDP. 

But why do workers not 
look to Labour for radical 
change? -Because in the 
last 35 post-war years there 
have been t7 years of 
Labour Government and 
the policies-of the right wing 

1 dominated those Labour 
governments, leading to the 
discrediting of the Labour 
Party. 

Workers remember the 
fact that the last Labour 
Government doubled 
unemployment, increased 
taxes and cut public expen
diture. Workers remember 
that in 1978-79 Callaghan 
insisted on trying to carry 
through an incomes policy 
which restricted workers' 
wages· to 50Jo when inflation 
was running at the level of 
about 13%. 

The SDP leaders who 
themselves were all 
members of right wing 
Labour governments are ac
tually feeding on the disillu
sionment that they 
themselves helped to create. 

When the ranks of the 
labour movement demand
ed greater accountability of 
members of parliament and 
a move towards socialist 
policies, the right wing were 
not prepared to accept it. In 
their view, the Labour Par
ty has 'taken leave of its 
senses.' 

A section of the right 
wing have split off to form 
the SDP. But the right wing 
who remain in the Labour 
Party find it impossible to 
fight the SDP in by
elections. 

As the 'Economist' says 
"many (right wingers 
-ED)) are in despair, not 
so much over the state of 
the party as over their own 
decision to stick with it...
they have the prospect of 
being opposed at the elec
tion and possibly defeated 
by SDP candidates with 
whom they are in almost 
total political agreement. 
This is a wretched prospect 
for all of them." 

The 'Economist' explains 
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quite clearly here why the 
right wing cannot defeat the 
SDP-because they agree 
with the policies of the 
SDP! Tc. fight the SDP they 
would have to repudiate all 
of the policies and the 
orientation of previous 
right-wing governments and 
right-wing cabinets. They 
would be fighting their own 
past. 

Like the social democrats 
who have left the party, 
many social democrats who 
still remain would rather 

_ destroy the Labour Party 
than see it move to the left. 
There is no doubt that some 
right wingers are only stay
ing in the Labour Party now 
in order to betray the 
Labour Party in the 
future.They are a Trojan 
horse inside the ranks of the 
Labour Party and they will 
easily move over to the 
Social Democrats in the 
course of the next two or 
three years . Some are 
already advocating a coali
tion with the SDP after the 
next election . 

It has been the disillu
sionment in right wing 
policies in the past and the 
continued right wing cam
paigns of the present which 
have led to the abstentions 
and led to the confusion in 
the minds of many Labour 
voters at by-elections. 

Left candidates 
have increased 
Labour's vote 

The right wing appeal for 
unity ·within the Labour 
Party but they use 900Jo of 
their time and publicity in 
attacking the left within 
their own party. 

Where the Left and 
'Militant' supporters have 
stood as candidates the vote 
of the Labour Party has ac
tually increased and where 
the Left controls the 
Labour Party invariably the 
Labour Party membership 
has increased. 

In Bermondsey th,e con
trol of the Labour Party by 
the left resulted in the 
doubling of membership to 
800. In Brighton where the 
prospective Parliamentary 
candidate is a 'Militant' 
supporter there has been an 
increase in Party member
ship of something like 500. 

In the May elections this 
year there was a swing to 
Labour of 14% in Brighton 
Kemptown and in other 
places where left wing can
didates stood there was a 
similar swing. For example, 
there was a swing of nearly 
13% in Hackney Central, 
and 10% in Liverpool 
Wavertree. On the other 
hand there was a swing 
away from the Labour Par
ty of more than 5% in Car
diff South East which is the 
Constituency of James 
Callaghan. 

If the Labour Party were 
to campaign nationally on 
the basis of conference 
policies then there is no 
doubt that the support for 
the SDP would be under
mined. Workers want 
change. Workers want a 
break from the policies of 
the past which have meant 
cuts in living standards, in
creases in unemployment 
and greater insecurity for 
themselves and their 
families. 

If the Labour party were 
to campaign on the basis of 
policies of change then in
evitably that would find an 
echo among the mass of 
workers including profes
sional and middle class 
workers. 

To undercut the _support 
for the -SDP the - Labour 
Party would have to 

repudiate the_ policies of 
former right wing govern
ments. It would have to ex
plain quite clearly and quite 
honestly that capitalism is 
in an irreversible crisis. The 
Labour Party also at the 
local level would have to 
put itself at the head of the 
fight against rent and rate 
rises, public expenditure 
cuts, against the cuts in the 
programme of co\Hlcil 
house building and so on. 

The Labour Party would 
have to make a break from 
the corruption, nepotism 
and the Freemasonry that 
riddled many local Labour 
Parties in the past. But 
above all, Labour will have 
to fight on policies that re31-
ly strike a chord as. far as 
workers are concerned. 

Our Party would have to 
inscribe on its banner the 
demand for a national 
minimum wage of at least 
£90 per week, a £35-hour 
working week, a pro
gramme of useful public 
works in order to soak up 
the unemployed and in 
order that there coulc,i be 
new schools, new hospitals, 
new homes provided for 
workers. 

The Labour. Party would 
also have to explain that 
these policies would have to 
be based upon the public 
ownership of the comman
ding hei-ghts of the 
economy: upon the na
tionalisation of the 200 
monopolies that dominate 
the economy including the 
finance houses, the banks 
and the insurance com
panies, for the establish- -
ment of a democratic 
socialist plan of production. 
Labour must demand the 
resources and wealth of the 
country be used for the 
benefit of the whole society. 

Socialist policies 
to beat SDP 

A socialist government 
would not 'expropriate' the 
interests and the savings of 
workers: the insurance 
policies, assets, and the 
modest savings of the work
ing population would be 
guaranteed or adequately 
compensated by a Labour 
government. Small 
businesses would not be na
tionalised, but would be in a 
far better position under the 
organisation of a socialist 
plan of production with the 
introduction of low rates of 
interest and so on. 

Capitalism is in a 
headlong rush to disaster. 
Social and economic decay 
are evident at every turn. 
The Tory Party and their 
partners the SDP and 
Liberals represent only big 
business who have no con
fidence even in their own 
system. 

T,he · Labour Party must 
now begin to use Clause 4 
part IV as a real programme 
for . action. Capitalism 
means unending problems 
and insecuri_ty. Socialism 
means a future. Labour 
must use the strength of real 
socialist ideas to bulldoze 
the SDP and the Tories to 
one side. 

; 



10 MILITANT 18 December 1981 

Military 
crush 
workers 
rights 

Last · weekend (12/13 
December) the army 
moved to establish 
martial law throug
hout Poland. 

The government of 
General Jaruzelski has ar
rested Solidarity leaders , 
"suspended" Solidarity 
itself, declared strikes illegal 
"for the time being," and in 
effect clawed back for the 
bureaucracy all the 
democratic gains of the last 
17 mow hs. 

Undoubedly , Jaruzelski's 
action has the warm-hearted 
approval of the Russian 
bureaucracy, who have long 
been pressing for a damp
down on the Polish workers. 

The intervention of the ar
my has provoked a mood of 
anger and indignation 
amongst Polish workers, 
though perhaps also a mood 
of despair among some sec
tions of workers and 
peasants. 

The response of the 
workers in action is not yet 
clear. The regime has sealed 
Poland's borders, imposed 
rigid censorship of press and 
television, and cut all 
telecommunications. links. 
Even the radio communica
tions of foreign embassies 
have been jammed in an ef
fort to prevent news leaking 
out. 

However, it is clear that 
millions of workers stayed ill 
home on Monday and have 
not yet returned to work . 
Some factories have been oc
cupied. Some of the big fac
tories and shipyards, the bas
tions of Solidarity, have been 
surrounded by troops. Some 
of them, it seems, have been 
emptied by the threat of 
force, but others remain oc
cupied. 

There have also been 
reports of shootings in War
saw and Gdansk and other in
dustrial centres. 

The majority of Solidarity 
leaders have been arrested . 
although the regime claims 
they have only been "tem
porarily d.!tained" . Walesa 
was reportedly allowed to go 
free, though he was urged to 
en ter negotiations with 
Jaruzel'ski's officials . 
Whether this was voluntary 
or not, is still unclear. 

It is likely that Jaruzelski 
has attempted to split the 
Solidarity leaders, relying on 
the 'moderates' around 
Walesa to try to pacify the 
workers and curb action 
against military rule. 
Jaruzelski will also be relying 
on the leaders of the Catholic 
church and the intellectuals 
associated with Walesa to 
play a pacifying role in the in
terests of the bureaucracy. 

Shootings, clashes between 
workers and troops and other 
incidents , however , could still 
flare up and produce a major 
conflict , which could develop 
into civil war. If events mov
ed in that direction , military 
invasion by the Russian 
bureaucracy is still not ruled 
out, though they would still 
prefer to rely on the Polish 
leadership to maintain con
trol if they can. 

The bureaucrats no doubt 
calculate that the Poli sh 
workers will be reluctant to 
take on the Polish army, but 
Russian forces would un
doubtedly be met with bitter, 
armed resistance, with sec
tions of the Polish army and 
police going over to the 
workers. 

Jaruzelski has moved 
cautiously. Army units were 
sent around the country 
several weeks ago, supposed
ly to "help overcome produc
tion difficultie, ." Although 
there has been a big display 
of force, with armoured 
vehicles etc, army com
manders appear to have tried 
to avoid provoking conflicts. 

Whatever the tactics of the 
bureaucracy, however , they 
have only one motive: to 
restore their undivided rule 
over society . 

The only effective answer 
is for the workers' leaders to 
call a general strike. This 
would have of necessity to 
aim at the overthrow of the 
bureaucracy. Democratic 
rights can only be restored 
through power being placed 
in the hands of workers' and 
peasants' councils . 

To ensure success, the 
workers must appeal to the 
ranks of the army, taking 
them out of the hands of the 
officer caste. And it is fun
damentally important for the 
Polish workers, who will not 
find a solution within the 
confin~s of their national 
boundaries, to appeal to the 
workers of both Eastern 
Europe and the West. 

The re~ime's latest move 
had an air almost of in
evitability. "Only a few peo
ple felt things would end 
peacefully," commented one 
woman who left Poland on 
Sunday. 

From the beginning of the 
Gdansk general strike, Mili
tant has itself warned that 
unless Solidarity led a move
ment to destroy the 
bureaucracy and establish 
workers' democracy, then the 
bureaucracy would inevitably 
re-establish itself and re
impose its rigid dictatorship. 

As a result of that general 
strike, the regime was 
suspended in mid-air. Its mis
management had produced 
an economic shambles, and 

the grotesque corruption of 
the top bureaucrats had built 

. up enormous anger amongst 
the workers. Within a few 
months Solidarity had 
recruited over ten million 
workers. Meanwhile, since 
last August the Communist 
Party lost 244,000 members 
through resignations and ex
pelled another 180,000. 

The bureaucracy could not 
move without the consent of 
the workers. Real power was 
in the hand s of th e 
workers-if only the Solidari
ty leaders had carried 
through the struggle to its 
necessary conclusion. 

Hard-line die-hards within 
the bureaucracy favoured im
mediate moves against the 
workers. The more far
s ighted leaders of the 
bureaucracy, like J aruzelski 
himself, realised that brutal 
repression would provoke 
civil war, with a dangerously 
uncertain outcome. 

Jaruzelski favoured a tem
porary retreat-in order to 
restore the power of the 
bureaucracy later. They had 
to bide their time. But the use 
of the riot police to evict 
striking fire cadets from their 
academy two weeks ago was a 
crucial test. The reaction was 
an indicatiolk of the way the 
workers would react to 
repression on a bigger scale. 

In the event , Solidarity's 
response was indecisi ve. 
There was some protest ac
tion, and the Solidarity na
tional committee , against 
Walesa's advice , called for a 
protest general strike which 
was due to have taken place 
this week . 

By Lynn 
Walsh 

The proposed general 
strike was brutally pre
empted by Jaruzelski's im
position of martial law. The 
bureaucracy evidently felt 
that a certain weariness and 
exhaustion had set in 
amongst the mass of workers. 
As we warned, the mass ac
tivity of the workers could 
not be sustained indefinitely 
at such a high level of inten

sity. Unless there is a decisive 
change, there is inevitably an 
ebbing of the workers' energy 
and activity. _ 

The overwhelming majori
ty of Poles welcomed the 
democratic gains achieved by 
the workers' struggle . For the 
first time-apart from 
previous, brief, mass strike 
movements-they have been 
able to breathe freely . 

Yet because the trade 
union rights gained through 
the mass movement only 
checked the bureaucracy and 
not replaced it, the economic 
problems remained unresolv-
d 

. . 
e . 

These problems arise from 
the mis-management of the 
bureaucracy, not the strike 
movement, as the Stalinists 
claim. But without a 
democratic plan of produc
tion under the control of the 
workers, the economic r:risis 
has inevitably deepened . 

Workers have been ex
hausted by the long periods 
of queueing for necessities . 
Food and clothing is in short 
supply. Fuel shortages have 

meant cuts in communal and 
individual heating. Most im
portantly, disillusionment 
had begun to affect many 
workers, with some sections 
despairing of achieving a per
manent, fundamental 
change. 

Recent reports indicate 
that attendance at Solidarity 
meetings has tended to fall 
off, with participation in the 
elections of wor k ers' 

._ representatives down. Sup
port for repeated protest 
strikes, and general strikes, 
has become less enthusiastic. 

Jaruzelski and hi s 
bureaucratic cohorts clearly 
judged that the time was right 
to move to restore their posi
tion . 

The bureaucrac y, 
moreover, has recently been 
given more urgent reasons to 
move . At their recent na
tional committee meeting just 
over a week ago, Solidarity 
leaders formulated a number 
of demands which struck at 
the heart of the bureacracy: 
for free parliamentary elec
tions this May (officially elec
tions are not due until 1984); 
a national referendum on the 
future form of government, 
posing a clear choice between 
the continuation of the pre
sent regime and Solidarity's 
proposals; and demands for 
much more democratic access 
to the newspapers , radio, and 
television . 

In the national committee 
discussions, some of the 
leaders posed the need for 
Solidarity to take power, with 
the setting up of a 'provi
sional government' based on 
the working class. There wre 
also demands for "workers' 
militia groups" to defend 
their gains . 

Solidarity leaders threaten
ed that if the government 
went ahead with its 'Special 
Measures' law in parliament, 
which 'guaranteed the right 
to strike,' but effectively 
suspended trade union rights 
and banned strike action 'for 
the time being,' they would 
call another general strike. 

Even Walesa, who 
originally argued that 
Solidarity should be limited 
to a trade union role, and 
who, by his own admission, 
acted as a 'fireman' dampen
ing down struggles, admitted 
that confrontation with the 
regime had become in
evitable. Reflecting the enor
mous pressure of the 
workers, he apparently con
fessed that his "moderate 
approach" had led nowhere. 

In an effort to frighten 
doubtful sections of 
workers-and perhaps 
fright.:n Walesa himself-the 
government broadcast ex
cerpts from tapes of 
Solidarity's discussions which 
had fallen into their hands . 

Clearly, for Jaruzelski it 
was the signal that the time 
had come for a demonstra
tion of force. 

The unprecedented situa
tion that has developed in 
Poland over the last 17 mon-

ths is a testimony both to the 
enormous energy and com
bativity of the working 
class-and to the Solidarity 
leadership's lack of clear 
direction . ' 

The movement, largely as a 
result of the constantly 
renewed spontaneou s in
itiative of the workers, has in 
practice raised all the main · 
demands of the political 
revolution. These were for
mulated theoreticall y by 
Leon Trotsky in the struggle 
again s t the Stalini s t 
bureaucracy in the 1930s. 
They have now been brilliant
ly confirmed by the spon
taneous action of the Polish 
workers. 

The organisation of 
Solidarity put into practice 
the demand for independent 
trade unions under the con
trol of the workers . The ban 
on Communist Party officials 
taking positions in Solidarity 
confirmed Trotsky's predic
tion that the workers would 
exclude the bureaucracy and 
its agents. 

The workers have demand
ed the right to elect factory 
managers, and in some cases 
put this into effect. They 
have ,denounced the privileges 
of the bureaucrats, frequent
ly forcing their removal by 
direct action . They have 
demanded access to the 
media, setting up their own 
local and national papers. 

The demand has even been 
raised for a trade union for 
the police . Instinctively, too, 
the Polish workers , have 
adopted an internationalist 
stand, appealing to the 
dissidents and workers of 
Russia and Eastern Europe. 

While all these demands 
have been raised, however, 
the workers have lacked a 
leadership with a clear pro
gramme and perspec.ti ve 
capable of carrying them 
through . There has · been 
strike after strike in defence 
of all the gains wrested from 
the bureaucracy-but they 
have often been sporadic and 
unco-ordinated . 

The Solidarity leadership 
has lacked the political 
understanding and coherence 
to organise the great majority 
of workers around a clear 
programme, and to co
ordinate and direct the 
tremendous struggles of the 
workers as they felt their way 
towards the overthrow of the 
bureaucracy. 

Some of the Solidarity 
leaders have undoubtedly 
been trying to wor'k out a 
pathway to the political 
revolution. But the the 
Solidarity leaders around 
Walesa, supported by the 
dissident intellectuals, have 
been an obstacle. Although 
attacked, and in some cases 
arrested and jailed by the 
bureaucracy, the intellectuals 
are in reality a liberal opposi
tion to the bureaucracy, who 
believe that the regime can be 
reformed from within . 

They have opposed an all
out struggle to overthrow the 

bureaucracy on the grounds 
that it could provoke repres
sion, and possibly Russian 
military intervention. But the 
price of avoiding all-out con
flict was compromise with the 
regime-which allowed the 
bureaucracy to remain on the 
workers' backs. 

In the end, compromise 
has not avoided a confronta
tion. 

The advanced workers will 
have also concluded that the 
leadership of the Catholic 
church in Poland also aims to 
uphold the status quo . The 
Polish primate has urged the 
bureaucracy to make conces
sions and avoid bloody 
repression-but it has also 
continually urged the workers 
not to go "too far" . Despite 
the traditional role of 
Catholicism,and its connec
t ions with Polish na 
tionalism, workers will be 
drawing their own conclu
sions from recent events. 

Jaruzelski has been anx
ious to emphasise that the 
military rule is only "tem
porary". Trade union and 
other democratic rights are 
only "suspended" , not i1-
legalised. His regime may 
well attempt to maintain, and 
even extend, economic con
cessions to the workers , 
although this will be limited 
by Poland ' s acute economic 
situation, particularly with a 
£13,000 million foreign debt. 

But Jaruzelski will not 
allow the restoration of 
democrati rights to the 
workers . His aim is to restore 
the power of the 
bureaucracy, the privileged, 
parasitic ruling caste which 
has usurped the workers ' 
political control over the na
tionalised, planned economy. 
Workers who attempt to 
resist will undoubtedly be met 
with savage repression. 

Whether Jaruzelski can 
stabilise the situation for the 
bureaucracy remains to be 
seen . His calculation of the 
exhausted and despairing · 
mood of the workers may be 
correct. On the other hand, 
incidents and clashes-the 
submerged anger and frustra
tion of the workers-may yet 
provoke all-out conflict. 

Even if Jaruzelski re
establishes the bureaucrac}·'s 
control, however, he will 
have only won a temporary 
reprieve. The underlying 
crisis in Stalinism, in Poland, 
Russia and the rest of Eastern 
Europe, with the enormous 
power of the working class 
today and the explosive world 
situation, makes this in
evitable. 

Even if temporarily 
defeated,' the Polish workers 
will have gained enormous 
experience from the last 
period .· A new movement
which will inevitably come
will start on a higher level. 

The bureaucracy cannot 
for very long remove the 
political revolution from the 
agenda of the Polish working 
class. 

Fight for workers' 
democracy must be 
linked to overthrow 

of bureaucracy 
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Under pressure from America, new 
negotiations are under way to bring 
about Namibian independence on the 

· basis -of securing big business interests 
in the _region. 

These negotiations 
are going hand in 
hand with savage at
tacks by the South 
African military on 
Angola to destroy the 
bases of the Nami
bian guerrilla move
ment, SWAPO. The 
South Africans' aim 
is to negotiate from a 
position of military 
strength. 

The present negotiations 
are part of a .long line of 
manoeuvres by the capitalist 
class against the working 
people of Namibia who 
overwhelmingly support 
SWAPO. 

To the more far-sighted 
strategists of capitalism it 
has become clear that the 
liberation struggle cannot be 
defeated by military means 
alone. If allowed to drag on, 
the guerrilla war can 
escalate into an all-out con
flagration threatening the 

future of capitalism in 
Namibia. 

Such a development 
would have an inevitable ef
fect on the powerful black 
working class in South 
Africa. As a leading 'left-

. liberal'· South Africa com
mentator put it, "South 
Africa would find itself 
fighting on a number of 
front:; at once. On the home 
front, the chance would be 
seized by subversive 
elements to foment labour 
troubles and unrest." (Cape 
Times, 26 September) 

Coming to power after a 
struggle of this nature, a 
SWAPO governmenmt 
would be under enormous 
pressure to carry through 
radical policies against the 
interests of the mining 
monopolies which dominate 
the Namibian economy . 
The South African workers 
would be inspired by what 
would be seen as a revolu
tionary victory against the 
apartheid regime. 

That is why the US and 
the other powers of the 

. GHANA corre~~;,~~nt in 

Population: 11 million. Main export: cocoa 
(60% of total). Only 11% of arable land is 
under cultivation. Industry is working at 30% 
capacity. 

Whether or not the Peoples National Party 
government in Ghana (which claims its in
spiration from the late President K wame 
Nkrumah) is doing well, 
angle one judges it from. 

depends on the 

~n the eyes of the 
capitalist class , the 
answer is 'yes'; but to 
workers and socialists 
the answer is quite dif
ferent. 

Not long after taking 
power, the PNP govern
ment introduced a 'trade 
liberalisation policy' which 
claimed to make goods easi
ly available to workers. This 
policy has turned out to be 
an instrument of exploita
tion. 

Prices have risen 
astronomically, bribery and 
corruption is rife and 'get 
rich quick' attitude is en
couraged. Trade has 
become very lucrative and 
many businessmen prefer to 
enter the distributive sector 
rather than the productive 
sector. 

Thus while there are only 
a few hands producing, a 
great many are distributing, 
so that goods pass through 
the hands of a lot of mid
dlemen before reaching the 
consumer . The rich get 
richer each day, the poor 
get poorer and the gap bet
ween them cqntinues to 
widen . 

Our economy has been 
tied to the apron strings of 
Western capitalism, so that 
the economic crisis in the 
West has been wholly im
ported to us. 

There is also a new invest
ment code which opens up 
our natural resources to ex
ploitation by Western 
governments and multina
tionals. A 'favourable in
vestment climate' is said to 
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SWAPO Youth League rally. Windhoek. 1974. 

Against the background of the new negotiations on Namibian 
independence, Harry Thompson looks at a recent publication 
by the South West African People:s Organisation (SWAPO), 
'To be born a nation' (Zed Press, £4-95). 

'Western Five' (West Ger
many, France, Britain and 
Canada, with major in
terests in Namibian mining), 
want to reach a settlement 
before the struggle passes a 
point of no return. 

The first phase of the 
negotiations has now been 
completed and a list of 
guarantees of capitalist pro
perty rights, to be written 
into the proposed constitu
tion, has been drawn up . 

Against this background 
SWAPO has produced a 
book on Namibia and the 
liberation struggle, 'To be 
born a nation' (Zed Press, 
£4.95). 

It provides much 
background information 
which has previously been 
the preserve of United Na
tions specialists or lost in 
academic studies. The 
history of SWAPO is traced 
form its origins among the 
tiny Namibian petty 
bourgeois to its develop-

have been created for in
vestors to help reconstruct 
the economy. But ex
perience has shown that in
vestors always take from 
third world countries 25007o 
of what they put in . Could 
this mean reconstruction? 

ment as a mass movement 
gathering support among 
the oppressed contract 
workers in the mines, 
railways and fish factories. 

From this basis, 
SWAPO's leaders have 
chosen the road of guerrilla 
warfare rather than mobilis
ing the workers' movement 
for eventual mass insurrec
tion on the basis of a pro
gramme for the socialist 
trnasformation of society. 

But as Marxism explains, 
guerrilla warfare in itself 
cannot lead to workers ' rule 
and socialism. Power needs 
to be wrenched from the 
hands of the South African 
ruling class and their 
pathetic local represen
tatives. The vigorous strug
gle of the SWAPO guerrillas 
can only succeed if it is link
ed to the mobilisation of the 
workers. 

Under any form of open 
elections, a SWAPO 
government would un-

doubtedly be returned. But 
a SWAPO government 
holding power on the terms 
laid down by imperialism 
will find itself tied hand and 
foot by the monopolies and 
their barbaric represen
tative, the apartheid regime. 

In particular , the capital
ists will undoubtedly try to 
maintain the 'South West 
African Defence Force' 
which the South Africans 
are setting up. As in Zim
babwe, the aim will be to 
prevent the SWAPO guer
rillas from forming the basis 
of state power after in
dependence, and integrate 
them into the existing state 
machinery. 

On this basis the key 
elements of SWAPO's 1976 
programme, calling for the 
public ownership of the 
means of production, can
not be realised. As 'To be 
born a nation' shows, even a 
living wage for Namibian 
workers is out of the ques-

By Bill 
Hop wood 

Canadian 
workers 
demonstrate 

On 21 November the Cana
dian Labour Congress 
organised probably the 
largest demonstration in the 
history of Ottowa against 
the Trudeau government. 

An estimated, 100,000 took 
part in a protest against 
high interest rates and un
employment. 

This provoked the Con
servative Party leader Clark 

tion under capitalism. 
Even if the existing wages 

at the better-paying com
pany (Consolidated Dia
mond Mines) were enforced 
nationally, this would throw 
other mining companies, 
fish factories and white far
ming into crisis. As the 
authors conclude: "Even 
tile base mineral mines, fac
ed with low market prices, 
and the fish-processing 
companies, with ruined 
fishing grounds, would see 
their profits disappear if 
forced to pay a living 
wage"! (page 142). 

Unfortunately the 
SWAPO leadership have 
not drawn the practical con
clusions of these stark facts 
or indeed of their own pro
gramme. Under pressure 
from the governments of the 
African 'front-line' states 
who want to see an early end 
to the war, SWAPO's 
leaders are bending over 
backwards to meet the con
ditions of the 'Western 
Five'. 

As SWAPO's Secretary
General, Moses Garoeb, 
now puts it, "It would be a 
very naive for ayone to ex
pect us to march in and na
tionalise Rio Tinto Zinc 
(with a major share in the 
Rossing uranium mine
Editor) and other big multi
nationals overnight. To 
claim that we would do so is 
an exercise aimed at giving 
SWAPO a bad name." 

Garoeb stresses that the 
SWAPO leaders want 
friendly relations with the 
apartheid regime, saying, 
"South Africa does not 
have anything to fear from 
an independent Namibia 
under a SWAPO govern
ment." 

But the workers and 
peasants, suffering the 
brunt of exploitation by the _ 
multi-nationals, will find no 
solution to their problems 
on this basis and the struggle 
to complete the social 
revolution will remain on 
the agenda . In the next 
crucial period support for 
SWAPO ~o carry out its ' 
programme spelling an end 
to capitalism and national 
oppression is more 
necessary than ever . This 
book can help bring the 
issues to the fore in the 
labour movement inter
nationally . 

to complain to the Liberal 
government that the 
demonstration was 
"something new and 
dangerous. Once you start 
this kind of tradition, you 
change the tradition of 
government.'' 

For once Joe Clark has 
got it right. The labour 
movement · will push the 
Liberals ado Tories together 
and open up the possibility 
for the New· Democratic 
Party to become the major 
party representing the in
terests of the working class 
of Canada. · 

Since the PNP govern
ment took over, a lot of its 
decisions have been made 
under the influence of 
America. For instce, 
Reagan wants other African 
states to have nothing to do 
with Libya and promises to 
give them aid on this condi
tion. A lot of African states 
have acted to please 
America and Ghana is one 
of these. 

Many people in Ghana 
are desperate. The most un
fortunate so far has been 
the cocoa farmer . He pro
duces the greatest propor
tion of the country's in
come, yet he receives the 
smallest share . Cocoa prices 
have been kept to the 
minimum; only a minute 
fraction of the world 
market price for this pro
duct is paid to him. 

POLAND LPYS statement 

The majority of 
Ghanaians despise the 
capitalist system they live 
under. We need a political 
leadership that is dedicated 
to social and economic 
justice, with socialism as its 
ideology. 

Long live the social 
revolution! 

' 'We condemn 1he 
military takeover in Poland, 
and the mass arrests which 
include hundreds of 
Solidarity members. We 
call on all working people 
and especially trade 
unionists in Britain to ex
press their total opposition 
to the coup, and demand 
the immediate release of all 
who have been arrested, the 
withdrawal of martial law, 
and the ending of bans on 

.meetings. 
"The imposition of 

military rule shows the com
plete antagonism of the 
Stalinist bureaucracy in 

Poland; as in ot·her East 
European states, to any 
lasting democratic rights. 

"A return to capitalism 
has never been suggested by 
Solidarity, which shows the 
support of workers for a 
planned economy. It is only 
workers' democracy that 
can solve the problems of 
the Polish economy. 

"The only road to lasting 
democracy lies in the strug
gle to overthrow the 
Stalinist regime, and the 
establishment of workers' 
democracy based on: 

"1. Free elections and the 
\ 

right of recall over all of
ficials. 

''2. No officials to receive 
more than a skilled 
worker's wage. 

"3. No separate army 
controlled by the bureau
cracy, but an armed work
ing class. 

"4. No bureaucratic elite. 
All positions to be rotated 
amongst the people. 

"5. The right to strike, a 
free press, and the right to 
vote freely. 

"FOR WORKERS' 
DEMOCRACY AND A 
SOCIALIST POLAND." 

\ 
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Wom-en workers demonstrate in Cardiff on 4 July 

Trade unions 
must fight to 
win women 

Dear Comrades 
Just to emphasise th 

need for working among~ 
women, organising· then 
and bringing them into th 
ranks of the labour move 
ment, I would like to re
count my own personal ex
periences recently . 

My mother had been an 
active shop steward in ,_ 
hosiery factory which, due 
to the decline in the hosiery 
trade, went bankrupt , put
ting her and about 100 othe1 
women on the dole. 

Undeterred my mother 
took a TOPS retraining 
course, being paid a pit
tance of about £25 . She 

- wanted to get a job as a 
clerk. Now due to the 'last 

'I know this is a 
free country 

but .. .' 
Dear Comrades 

, in-first out' system she has 
been made redundant 
again . 

But the twist in the story 
is that it appears primarily 
trade unionists who hav, 
been laid off first-all the 
redundancy notices were 
being given out and she 
didn't see a union official 
anywhere. She has now 
become cynical saying, i i 
she does get another job 
she' s not joining a union a~ 
it has done nothing for her ' 

This emphasises to me 
that unions and the labour 
movement should make far 
more of an effort to bring 
women into the ranks of the 
labour and trade union 
movement and help them to 
fight against the common 
enemy of us all-capitalism. 

Yours fraternally 
Lorraine Pitt 
Bradford West CLP 
and Women's Section 

What the Brandt 
Report ignores 

Dear Comrades 
Jeremy BirCh's article on 

the Third World ('Militant ' 
576) explained the catas
trophic situation developing 
in this area. 

This crisis is one of the 
best arguments for 
socialism there is, since the 
responsibility for the situa
tion rests on capitalism. 
Evidence for this came out 
earlier this year, in a report 

Photo: M ilitant 

Why 'Militant' 
demands 

compensation 
based on proven 

need 
Dear Comrades, 

I see that blackguard 
Tony Benn has the unbridl
ed effrontery to espouse 
Labour Party Policy from 
the Front Bench of the 
House of Commons instead 
of the PLP, or Shadow 
Cabinet, policy. How silly 
to attack the Tories when 
we know it only upsets 
them! 

Seriously, Tony Benn's 
call to take back into public 
ownership assets (in this 
case North Sea Oil) without 
compensation is flawed . 
This is not his fault-it is 
the fault of Party Con
ference for agreeing to that 

from the International In
stitute for Applied Systems 
Analysis. The out-going 
chairman explained that: 
"Hunger in the world could 
be eradicated with not too 
much effort, at least from a 
production point of view. 
But we don' t know how to 
get the -food to the people. " 

The precise meaning of 
this terrible statement was 
spelled out in this report. 
They estimate that it would 
take the extra production of 
30 million tonnes of grain a 
year to end world hunger. 

1 ,000 at risk 
from rickets in 

Sheffield 

Dear Comrades 
A recent report in the 

local press quoted the assis
tant director of family and 
community services in Shef
field explaining how social 
workers were meeting a 
dramatic increase in abject 
poverty among families in 
our area . Cases were quoted 
of families having to feed 
their children and them
selves on less than £15 per 
week . . 

This news came the same 
week as the announcement 
of the launch of the "Stop 
Rickets Campaign" in Shef
field . Apparently over 1,000 
people are at risk in our city 
from a disease which results 

proposal. The flaw is that it 
allows Len Murray of the 
TUC and unions such as the 
G&MWU to oppose a 
mainly justifiable demand 
because it threatens Trade 
Union pension funds and 
other workers ' organisa
tions investments. Whether 
or not the tops of the TUC 
and individual unions have 
not the stomach for such 
basic class action is another 
matter . 

'Militant' has always put 
forward the proposal that 
to take into public owner
ship the commanding 
heights of the economy, or 
in this case to take back 
assets such as North Sea oil, 
then compensation should 
be allowed based upon pro
ven need . 

In this way, the smaller 
investor with his or her life 
savings tied up in a giant 

But under capitalism this 
would depress prices to 
75f1/o of their current level 
for a protracted period. 

The multi-national food 
companies would respond 
by stockpiling. Why sell the 
stuff if profits are not high 
enough? Production would 
also quickly fall. Wheat 
production in America, for 
example, would fall from 78 
million tonnes to 73 million. 

This contradiction would 
only be resolved when 
multi-national food com
panies are nationalised and 

in deformity because of in
adequate diet! 

Absolute poverty and 
diseases are a reality in 
today's Britain . Yet the 
Tories have made it clear 
that it is their intention to 
cut unemployment and 
social security benefits in 
real terms even further . 

Trade unionists and 
socialists cannot stand back 
and let this go unanswered . 
The labour movement must 
launch a campaign now to 
bring down the Tories. The 
days of parliamentary 
niceties are over. We should 
be fighting for a leadership 
willing to mobilise support 
for a 24-hour general strike 
as a first step to bring down 
this reactionary govern
ment! 

Yours fraternally 
Dave Milsom 
Sheffield Attercliffe 
LPYS 

financial undertaking 
would not suffer. Neither 
would tracfe union pension 
funds. This addition of a 
few words would have given 
Ton y Benn plenty of am-
munition with which to 
answer his many critics in 
the p-ress, TV and (regret
tably) inside the Labour 
Party in parliament. Of 
course, it could be argued 
that trade unions should 
leave no hostages to for
tune : eg ensure that their in
vestments are not channell
ed into politically sensitive 
areas . Perhaps "Militant" 
may consider the publica
tion of an article dealing 
with the investment of trade 
union funds - I'm sure 
readers would find it 
valuable. 

Yours fraternally 
Bob Stothard 
TGWU 8/ 33 

prices are regulated by the 
state . 

The Brandt report and 
the international summits 
organised by the ruling class 
issue a lot of facts about 
world poverty. But it is their 
system which stands in the 
way of a solution and which 
must be overthrown. 

Yours fraternally 
Dennis Tourish 
Belfast Young Socialists 

Recently on my usual 
Saturday paper sale in 
Hyson Green I was told by a 
police officer, "You won ' t 
sell any of those here." A 
few minutes later thi · 
worker in uniform returnet 
and informed me that : 
'complaint' had been mad· 
a2ainst me by a person wht. 
didn ' t agree with the views 
of 'Militant'. He asked me 
for my name, address, date 
and place of birth, occupa
tion, colour of socks, etc. 

I asked him why he 
wantell this information 
since I was only sellin!! 
'Militant'; "Well I've got If 
make · a report about thi 
complaint and I know this • 
a free democracy but yo 
might be obstructing tll 
pavement" (which was aftt 
all only 20 feet wide). 

ANSWERS TO CHRISTMAS QUIZ 

After going round th 
other sellers to get the; 
names, no doubt for hJ 
Christmas card list, he left 

This clearly demonstratt 
the need for democratic 
control . of the police 
through trade unionisation 
of their ranks as a way o ' 
preventing state oppression 
Forward to socialism anr 
free speech! 

Yours fraternally 
Berni Klose 
North Nottingham LPYS 

1. The Queen Mother. 
2. Lord Mo_ntgomery , 
November 1956. 3. Aneu
rin Bevan in 'In Place of 
Fear'. 4. Prominent 
Labour MP Stafford Cripps 
in a 1930's pamphlet 'Can 
socialism come by constitu
tional means'. 5. Mon
tgomery, speech at Wood
ford, 1956. 

6. Main 'theoretician' of 
Labour's right-wing, An
tony Crosland in his 1950s 
book 'The future of 
socialism'. 7. Sir I an 
Gilmour, from the so-called 
soft, wet wing of the Tory 
Party, in his 1978 book, 'In.:' 
side Right-a study in Con
servatism.' 8. Jim Call
aghan, Labour Party C;on-

ference 1976. 9. Key
nes. 10. Sir Winston Chur
chill, spe-tch in Rome 20 
January 1927. 

11. Bevan in his book 'In 
Place of Fear'. 12. Roy 
Jenkins in the mid 1950's. 
13. Michael Foot 1954. 
14. George V after hearing 
of the life of John 
Wheatley, a Labour 
Cabinet Minister in 1924. 
15. Homosexuality . 

16. Former Liberal 
leader Lloyd George, 1911. 
17. Lloyd George in the 
1930's. 18. Leading Labour 
politician, Harold Laski, in 
'The choice before the 
Labour Party," 1932. 
19. Churchill in his book 
'Great Contemporaries', 

1939 edition. 20. Right 
wing Labour leader Hugh 
Gaitskell, 1954. 

21. Britain's would-be 
Fascist dictator, Oswald 
Mosley, 1968. 22. Duke of 
Argyll. 23. One of the main 
guiding lights of the Fa
bians, Sidney Webb, 1923. 
24. Clement Attlee, later to 

become Labour' s first post
war Prime Minister in the 
1930's in 'The Labour Party 
in Perspective.' 25. Elec
tion leaflet of the London 
District Committee of the 
Communist Party, 1945. 

26. Lord Home about 
the highly secret Bilderberg 
group of prominent interna
tional businessmen, military 
leaders, civil servants, 

capitalist politicians and 
right wing Labour leaders. 
27. Arthur Lewis, Labour 
MP for Newham North 
West. 28. Oscar Wilde. 
29. Reagan ' s Budget Direc
tor, David Stockman in 

~ 'The Atlantic Monthly'. 
30. Marx and Engels in 
' Neue Rheinische Zeitung, 
1848. 

PHOTOS: 
A . The Jarrow hunger march, 
1936 
B. Roy Jenkins, now in the 
Smartly Dressed Party and 
certainly not on the left. 
C. Ramsay MacDonald. 

I've changed 
from Reagan to 

socialism 

Dear Comrades 
At a rally in Boston in 

October in support of PAT
CO, the air traffic con
trollers' union which the 
Reagan- administration is 
trying to bust, the explosive 
potential of the American 
workers revealed itself. 

A PATCO member , 
James Waddell of Rock
port, Massachussetts, a 
Vietnam veteran and 
previously a staunch Demo
crat , explained to me that 
he had voted for Reagan 
"because he promised to do 
something for PATCO. 
Now all this. We went on 
strike, he sacked us all , cut 
off social security , 
deregistered the union. 

"The last straw was, I 
was down to 23 dollars of 
savings and he cut off 
Veterans Assistance. I 

- wasn't active in the union, 
but I will be now. And I see 
the rich getting richer, with 
the millionaires having their 
taxes cut- now I'm for a 
Socialist Party in 
America." 

Events, the attacks of the 
two capitalist parties on the 
workers, will produce these 
changes among millions. 
But the AFL-CIO leader
ship, represented at the rally 
by a Massachusetts spokes
man, still cling to the tired 
old methods of "pressuris
ing" the Congressional 
representatives of the 
capitalist parties. With a 
fighting lead from the AFL
CIO, a union based party of 
labour could, in the present 
climate of dwindling sup
port for Reagan and 
memories of Carter's 
wetness, sign up a million 
members overnight! 

Fraternally 
A recent visitor to the US 

'Militant' 
scares 

the bosses 

Dear comrade~. 
I find it very heartening 

to see how frightened the 
bosses actually are of 
"Militant" and the LPYS. 

One day last week myself 
and some other YS 
members visited a YOP 
scheme and handed out 
leaflets etc. That evening I 
had to -go to work, so I went 
to the Hotel where I was 
working and also staying. 

As I entered the hotel I 
still had with me several 
copies of "Militant" "Get 
Organised" , and a number 

1 

of leaflets . 
The manager saw these 

and turned several different 
colours-(except red of 
course) . He then stormed 
off saying nothing . 

The following morning I 
received a letter saying that 
my services were no longer 
required, but giving no 
reason . To me the reason is 
quite obvious. 

Yours fraternally 
Danny O'Donnell 
(Now Luton LPYS, 
previously Leyton LPYS, 

previously Clydebank 
LPYS... the bosses keep 
moving me along!) 



Build 
Area Received o/o of target achieved 

Target 
for year 

GIVE 
MILITANT 

. . -

-A HAPPY 
NEW YEAR 

In Britain . workers 
are being threatened 
by the. worst crisis 
since the war. The 
Tories 'Christmas 
presents' in the 
budget endanger the ' 
very lives of the 
poorest in the coun
try. 

In Poland meanwhile, a 
Stalinist bureaucracy move 
to crush free trade unions. 
Yet read the papers and 
watch television and who 
are the bogeymen threaten
ing to destroy 'all we hold 
dear'? 'Militant '! 

The Tories and the 
Stalinists are 'only' en
dangering the working 
class . 'Militant's' ideas 
threaten the power of the 
ruling class and the 
bureaucratic elites of the 
Warsaw Pact. 

Give us a hand this 
Christmas. Support the 
fight against the Tories and 
the bosses. Help the area 
you live in reach its target 
by 10 January. 

Eastern have £1 ,807 to 
reach their target-thanks 
this week for 'tea and coffee 
money'. Cambridge social, 
Peterborough jumble s·ale, 
and £10 rent passed on from 
St Clements LP, Ipswich. 
EIISt Midlands are £1,628 
short. Donations from M 
Bounds, Blaby LPYS, M 
Ritchie, Leicester, AUEW 
members (Wigston no.2), 
curry evening, R Hardy 
NUPE, members of the 
Derbyshire NUM including 
J Profitt, and collection at 
ASTMS Divisional Council. 

Hants & Dorset need 
£2,136. Thanks for Tolpud
dle walk money (extra 
Parliamentary activity?) 
combined with fivers from 
R Phillips (NUAA W) and R 
Crewe, and donations from 
Cllr P Bahia and ·a van der 
Beck. Humberside's target 
is another £1 ,424. A trade 
unionist passed on £30 ex
penses, and socials were 
held in Hull and other 
towns. 

East London requires 
£1,602 to pass this target. 
Included this week £63 from 
East Ham meeting, £50 
from Hilda Wobey (sale of 
John's van) , and Xmas card 
profit. West London are 
£1,770 behind. Thanks to 
video evening surplus, sale 
of pamphlets (£150), collec
tions at LP meetings, B 
Wright (NW London), R 
McRae and others. 

South London lead the 
table , but they should really 
raise at least double the 
£541 difference in the next 
week! Thanks to bazaar 
(£192), PASOK night with 
Greek food / music, £20 bet 
from CPSA NEC member 
Wandsworth meeting (£65). 
Manchester & Lanes need 
£2,585, but · anything's 
possible under the present · 
conditions! Thanks to Ard
wick supporters, £30 TU ex
penses, Blackley student 
(£20), Kart Marx T-shirts 
(£30), Wigan meeting, I 
Caveney (Rochdale), L Bar
ratt (Macclesfield) and £72 
from a jumble sale. 

Merseyside's present 
figure is £2,376 behind their 
target. Again, if all our sup
porters in Liverpool are ap-
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12500 ..... 
TARGET FOR YEAR- £120,000 

ThisJ-Ji!ek 
£2953 

preached, we are confident 
this figure will be exceeded . 
In this w'eek over £100 from 
a meeting in Birkenhead 
(including YS £5, Brit 
Leather GMWU £5, Cam
mell Laird workers £5) plus 
£42 from a pre-Christmas 
party, added to £15 from 
supporters 'on the buses' 
with B Brown (Chester) and 
£3.75 from Ellesmere Port 
LPYS. Northern want 
£3,813 . However, at least 
one supporter has donated 
£40, "Seam's bad bet £10," 
Bazaar £91, and Stockton 
LPYS are some of the other 
sources. 

East Scotland are £1,867 
short: this week's total in
cludes 'extras' from 
Kirkcaldy, 'sponsored skit
tles' and R Taylor (Edin
burgh), Falkirk Catalogue 
and response to 'Children in 
Need' appeal, STUC Youth 
Delegates watching Bob 
Wylie on TV , and 
Newtongrange Lokomotiv 
FC. 

West Scotland lack 
£3,035. Pontoon tickets, 
sale of cigars and copper 
jars contributed. Thanks 
also to CPSA supporters 
and N Johnston (Erskine) . 
Southern is another area 
that should go over the 
£1 ,478 difference at pre
sent. Thanks to Brighton 
bazaar . stall, H Atkin s 
(Sompting) , D&S McMiHan 
(E Grinstead) and Canter
bury reader. 

South West's target is 
another £1, 174. Thanks this 
week to S Sweeney (Bath), 
W Coombes (Bristol), and 
D Moss (Brixham) and S&D 
Heffernan (Paignton) . East 
Wales still has £1,216 to go: 
and from West Wales near
ly £50 towards their target 
means another £1,675 is 
wanted. Thanks to pur
chasers of tapes and dona
tions from Llanelli meeting. 

West Midlands readers 
have now £3,233 left to 
raise, but Stoke South 
LPYS sent us £15, and 
another Stoke supporter 
£80 in pension fund returns 
after being made redun
dant. Thanks also to 
Coventry readers , and Bir
mingham jumble sale 
organisers. 

Yorkshire with £3,828 to 
get to their target have had 
a boost from Leeds 
marathon runner, Shipley 
rock and sweets, and a 
Doncaster S!!pporter stopp
ing smoking and drinking. 
Widespread abstinence is 
too much to hope for over 
the holiday, but any strong
willed comrades prepared to 
give us money in this way 
deserve a mention in our 
next issue! 

Lastiy, Others includes a 
£200 'windfall' donation 
from a member of the 
LPYS National Committee 
on hearing the moves by the 
right-wing to trample over, 
as -they think , the ideas and 
hopes of the youth section 
of the Labour Party. 

All our readers are urged 
to assist us, to take us well 
over the £30,000 we need by 
the next issue of 'Militant', 
out on 8th January. Think 
back to a previous 
Christmas, that of 1973. If 
it wasn't for the 'extra
Parliamentary' action by 
hundreds of thousands of 
workers that time, none of 
the characters who are now 
attacking us would have 
been in a position to be 
Ministers in 1974 at all! 

In 1982 as in 1973-74 we 
will support the miners, and 
the Ford workers, as in 
1978-79. But the more you 
support us now, the better 
the coverage we will be able 
to give. It's up to you. 
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CLASSIFIED: Sp per word, 

minimum ten words. a 5 SEMI-DISPLAY: £2 per 2 col-
umn centimetres . 
All advertisement copy 
should reach this office by 
SATURDAY. 

Essential for all sup
porters. 1982 'Militant' 
Year Planner, 60p each; 
50p 10 and over. 
Orders M Tansey, 10 
Westbourne Gardens, 
Folkestone, Kent. Phone 
0303 55514 

Militant 
Children's Party 

Saturday 2 January, 2-6 pm. 
John Marshal! Hall, Colombo 
Street, Blackfriars Road, Lon
don SE 1 . All welcome but 
contact C Doyle c/o Militant 
in advance. -

NEW MILITANT 
LEAFLET now 
available. 'What we 
stand for' leaflet. Size 
A5 (13cm x 20cm). 
Duplicate details of 
your local Militant 
Public Meeting on the 
back. Phone orders to 
Circulation Dept. 
01-986 3828. 

BERMONDSEY Militant 
Readers Meeting. 'What we 
stand for'. Speakers: Bob 
Labi (Greater London Labour 
Party Executive); Bernie 
O'Connor (Bermondsey 
LPYS) . Tuesday 22 
December, 7.30 pm, at 
Rotherhithe Civic Centre 
(small hall). Albion Street, 
London SE 16 (near Rother
hithe tunnel) . 

Militant Club Night 
Political panto, food, drink, 
music, etc. Admission £1. 
Saturday 2 January, 7.30 
pm. also at John Marshal! 
Hall, Colombo Street, 
Blackfriars Road, London SE1 

London LPYS Weekend 
School. Friday 15th January 
1982-Sunday 17th January 
in Canterbury. Lots of discus
sion around topics like the 
development of mankind and 
Marxist economics. 

Club night, excellent food, 
total cost £ 12 · includes a 
meal on Friday night and all 
meals and transport (from 
London) for the weekend. For 
more details, send deposit of 
£2 to Anne Beales, Chairman 
London LPYS, c/o 1 50 
Walworth Rd ., London SE 
17 . 

New Years Greetings 
in MILITANT 

Get your LPYS, Labour Party or trade union branch to put New 
Years greetings in Militant. Greet the labour movement and 
help to build Militant at the same time! But hurry-closing date 
for copy is Saturday 19th December. 
Rates : 
SEMI DISPLAY; 3col ems (up to 15 words) £3 

6 col ems (up to 25 words) £6 
DISPLAY; 1/ 16th page £10 

Send greetings or write for forms to Militant, 1 Mentmore Ter
race, London E8 3PN 

SOCIALIST XMAS CARDS. Set of 4 original Hard
man cartoons. 60p per set (inc. envelopes) + 14p 
post & packing. 5 sets- £2 + 30p post & packing 
10 sets- £3.50 + 60p post & packing. Order 
bulk sets and boost your area's fighting fund. All 
proceeds to Militant Fighting Fund. Send cash 
with order to Eddie McParland, 81 Troughton 
Road, Charlton, London SE7. 

Build Militant 
Winter Drav~ 

(Promoter: D Smith, 73 Armond Road, Witham, Essex) 
1st Prize Video System (including camera, e·tc) or 
£1 ,000. 2nd Prize Portable TV/Radio/Cassette (or 
~ 1 00) Plus 8 other prizes!! To be drawn 9th January, 
1982. Get your tickets now from your Mi_litant seller! 

Don't miss out! 

KARL MARX T-SHIRTS AND 
SWEATSHIRTS. Sizes and 
colours for small- 32-34; 
medium-34-36; large-38-
40; extra large-42-44. Red 
motif on white, yellow, sky 
blue, bottle green, navy, 
black ( + sweatshirt grey and 
mid-blue). Cost : T -shirts 
£3.25; sweatshirts £6.75 
(both prices include postage 
and packing). Plain T-shirts 
and sweatshirts also 
available, deduct 25p from 
price. Send cheques and 
postal orders to R Harris, 35 
Westminster Court. 
Blackburn, Lancashire BB T 
1UR. 

WEST MIDLANDS Winter 
400-club draw. 1. £150-
Lesley Hughes; ·2 . £20-D 
Cozens. 3 . £10-W Millchip . 
4th prizes. £5-P Rogan, K 
Parslow, R Hunter, S Mill
ington. 

The complete Alan Hardman! 
All three books of Alan Hard
man cartoons, 'Need not pro
fit', 'More ' , and 'Plunder 

Christmas cards from 
Lambeth Central CLP. £ 1 for 
8 or £7 .50 for 100 from 
Cath Tate, 39 Kingswood 
Road, London SW2 (671 
2166) 

Woman must go· for £1.50 
( + SOp post and package) 
from Militant, 1 Mentmore 
Terrace, London E8 3PN . 

Looking for a gift for the socialist with everything? 
Give the ideal Christmas present ... A SUBSCRIP
TION TO 'MILITANT'! 
£4 for 13 weeks, £8 for 26 weeks, £16 for 52 
weeks. Take one out now as the rates go up in 
February. 
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Industrial Reports 

Reprieve for Robb Caledon ? 
An end to the Robb 
Caledon shipyard oc
cupation in Dundee 
may be near. Accor
ding to unconfirmed 
reports, British Ship
builders have agreed 
to sell the yard to 
Kestrel Marine, the 
firm which manufac
tures oil rig modules 
on a neighbouring 
site. 

A settlement has been 
held up because of nego
tiations between Kestrel and 
the Dundee Port Authority 
who own the land and want 
to use part of it for ~ new 
container base . 

If these talks can be suc
cessfully concluded, the 
workers will call off their 
three month occupation , 
since they have have already 
agreed in principle to the 
Kestrel takeover. The 
Caledon yard would remain 
a separate subsidiary com
pany, to be known as 
'Kestrel Robb Caledon '. 

Further talks will be held 
to agree the numbers of 
workers to be employed in 
the new subsidiary. 

Although such a settle
ment would fall short of the 

workers' original demand 
for the reinstatement of the 
yard as an integral part of 
British shipbuilding, it 
would still mean a victory 
for the workers. It has prov
ed that if you sit and fight 
you will win. 

All the same, such a set
tlement would still be a step 
backwards for the workers 
in the industry nationally, 
since it is an act of 
"privatisation", which 
could well be the thin end of 
the wedge . Naitonalised 
shipbuilding must not be 
allowed to be slowly nibbled 
away by private concerns, 
wbich in no way can 
guarantee secure employ
ment prospects. Other 
shipyard workers will have 
to ask, "who's next?" 

Meanwhile the occupa
tion is continuing and sup
port should be kept up to 
the last. Coventry District 
Labour Party recently pass
ed a resolution in support 
and raised £34 for the oc
cupation. Send to: the 
Secretary , Robb Caledon 
Combined Shop Stewards 
Committee, Robb Caledon 
Shipyard , Stannergate, 
Dundee. 

By Pat Craven 

British Rail-

Workers occupying the Robb Caledon shipyard in Dundee. 
Although they have scored a victory on saving jobs, it has now 
been privatised and jobs cannot be safe. Photo: Militant 

The battles to come in '82 
The Tories are still waiting 
with axe poised to carve up 
Britain's rail industry. 

At - a recent Joint 
Committee meeting 
of the Nottingham 
and District rail 
branch of the NUR, 
the main topic was 
an up to date posi
tion regarding the 
continuing talks on 
all aspects relating to 
productivity. The 
speaker was Tommy 
Ham, President of 
'the NUR. 

Part of this year's pa:
deal was newer working 
practiCes. One of the idea; 
for an increase in produc
tivity was the 'open station 
concept', or OSC. BR last 
year lost £28 million by fare 
evasion. The unions are 
prepared to accept the open 
station concept, but with 
the understanding that no 
jobs are lost. 

The existing station staff 
should go on to the trains . 
The union has agreed to 
two pilot schemes,· one in 
the north of Scotland and 
one in the South Wales area 
on the Western Region : 

The people involved in 
the two schemes will not 
lose any rates of pay which 
will be backdated to the im
plementation date of the 
two schemes. The Scottish 
scheme which has now 
started will go on for six 
months. The Western 
Region scheme is to start in 

By Malcolm Bryan 
(NUR personal capacity) 

January 1982, and will last 
for nine months . 

The next productivit y 
item explained was the 
train men 's concept. A 
guard, if he wishes, will be 
given / the opportunity to 
transfer to the footplate . 

At this stage ASLEF will 
not agree to guards who 
transfer to driving being 
allowed to keep their 
seniority. 

There will be three grades 
of guard but the rates of 
pay have still not been 
agreed . All of these ideas 
have to be agreed by the 
Federation of Railway 
Unions (NUR/ ASLEF). 

The electric units which 
have been built for the St 
Pancras to Bedford elec
trification scheme have 
been designed for driver on
ly operation. At this stage 
the NUR will not agree to 
this. These trains are due to 
start running from May 
1982 , and Mr Ham said 
that some blood will flow 
between now and then. 

Investigations are also 
taking place to see if certain 
fully fitted freight trains can 
be run without a guard. No 
agreement has yet been 
reached on this. 

Mr Ham stated that 

sooner or later some form 
of political action has got to 
be taken. However , he did 
not explain what he meant 
by this remark . 

He stressed the urgent 
need to in vest far more than 
in the past. If the con
straints on investment con
tinue BR might as well shut 
up shop. BR Engineering 
Ltd may well be the next 
section of BR to be sold to 
the capitalists. 

Railway workers in 
general have survived so 
far, but this will not con
tinue. Industries like British 
Leyland or the British Steel 
Corporation have been cut 
to ribbons as a result of 
measures taken by this reac
tionary right-wing govern
ment. British Rail will be 
next for the chop. 

More than ever private 
wagons are playing a major 
part in the BR freight divi
sion . These wagons are built 
and maintained by private 
wagon companies. At the 
same time BREL 
workshops are crying out 
for work. 

This is one of the reasons 
why the Ash ford Works has 
been run down and now 
Shildon may soon find itself 
in the same position. All 
because of a shortage of 
work. 

When the: St Pancras to 
Bedford electrification 
scheme is completed in May 
1982, no more work will be 
available for the specialist 
electrification team; 200 
highly skilled people are to 
join the ever increasing dole 
queue. Yet the London to 
Norwich electrification 

Is BR next for the Tory chop? 

scheme has been waiting for 
a decision for the past 18 
months. 

The last Minister of 
Transport , Mr Norman 
Folwer, had promised to 
keep the system at the same 
size at least . He also tried to 
press for extra investment 
for large scale electrifiction . 
He may have become too 
'railway minded' and 
perhaps this was one of the 
reasons why he has been 
replaced! 

The present Transport 
Minister wasted no time in 
agreeing to heavier lorries 
going onto our inadequate 
roads. He also seems to be 
far more hostile towards 
railways. 

As can be seen from the 
battles to come, 1982 will be 
a crucial year for the rail 
unions in the fight to save 
our industry from decima
tion. 

Rugby Union 
Recent events in the 
world of Rugby League 
have led to the formation 
of a Professional Rugby 
League Players' Associa
tion, the first of its kind. 

It will be run in conjunc
tion with the white-collar 
union APEX who will pro
vide a full-time secretary. 
The aim is to give the part
time professionals more say 
in rule changes and look at 
insurance and benevolent 
schemes. 

Insurance against injury 
is of special interest due to 
the nature of being part 
time, because players 
receiving injuries during a 
game can lose pay from his 
full time emplo;ment so 
adequate insurance is a 
necessity. After all, it's the 
clubs who benefit from suc
cess on the field by way of 
increased lucrative sponsor
ship in both cup and league 
matches . 

Rugby League was born 
from Rugby Union over the 
point of broken time pay
ment. The upper and mid
dle classes played the game 
for fun. Of course, so did 
the working classes; the dif
ference was that in the 19th 
century workers who wish
ed to play couldn't afford 
to take time off work like 
their middle class counter-

parts. It wasn't payment 
they sought, but compensa
tion for time lost playing 
matches. Of course, the RU 
couldn 't countenance that, 
and so the split took place . 

Rugby League, as it 
became, is steeped in the 
rich working class traditions 
of Yorskhire, Lancashire 
and Cumbria, embracing 
such small mining com
munities as Leatherstone 
and Castleford in York
shire, and the Lancashire 
mill towns of Leigh and 
Wigan. 

Although players are paid ' . a wage now, suggestions 
that they are in it for the 
money would be wrong. 
Playing for a successful 
club such as Hull or Widnes 
can earn a player a good 
wage, but many play for the 
poorer clubs and risk a 
great deal for little more 
than expenses. 

I wonder how many 
'amateur' RU players ca,n 
say the same. Such is the 
emnity from RU that an 
amateur RL player cannot 
play RU. It is about time 
that the very real class bias 
shown by the RU hierarchy 
was exposed and 'sport for 
all' meant what it said. 

By F·Kennett 
(Wakefield CLP) 

A winter's tale 
The bout of freezing winter 
weather appears to have 
scrambled the brains of 
management at Rolls Royce 
in Bristol. 

Engineering workers 
there are fighting for a 39 
hour week. Since November 
the AUEW membership 
had decided to take an hour 
off every Friday afternoon 
a~ their way of implemen-· 
ling a 39 hour week. But the 
management decided the 
way that they wanted to im
plement it was by taking 12 
minutes off each day, which 
is hardly a big gain for the 
workforce. 

Finally on Friday 
December 11 the engineers 
were told not to report to 
work unless they worked 
normally. Despite the 
weather conditions, 
thousands of Rolls Royce 
workers braved blizzard 
and gales to defy a company 

order to stay away . 
In driving snow the men 

began arriving at Rolls 
Royce at their normal time 
of 7.30am, in conditions 
where most traffic was ac
tually off the road; in fact it 
appeared that there was a 
bigger turn out than if the 
membership had not been 
in dispute! 

Undoubtedly this was a 
victory for the solidarity of 
the union. But what spurred 
the men on was 
management's decision to 
tell other staff not involved 
directly in the dispute , that 
they were to have a day off 
with pay; if they DID go in
to work they .wouldn't get 
paid! This lunatic situation 
shows how determined RR 
management are to make 
the shorter working week 
agreement suit their own 
ends. 

NALGO news 
A very successful rally was 
recently held in Newcastle 
in favour of NALGO'S af
filiation to the Labour Par
ty, organised by CNALP. 

The rally was addressed 
by Malcolm Dunn (Chair
man, I District Local 
Government Committee), 
Alex Kitson (Deputy 
General Secretary, TGWU), 
Derek Hatton (Liverpool 
councillor and chairman, 
CNALP)., Peter Doyle (full 
time NUPE organiser) and 
chaired by Ian Daley 
(convenor for CNALP 
NE). 

Alex K.itson stated it was 
a nonsense for NALGO 
representing over three
quarters of a million 
members, not to be af
filiated to the party. He ex
plained that .although 
NALGO played a vital role 
in the TUC, wben it came to 
"political" issues they were 
left in the cold because they 
. ~ere not affiliated. 

Derek Hatton stressed 
"the need for this campaign 
to be taken into every office 
and work-place because it 
was only there that the cam
paign COIJid be won. 

At the end of the rally, 
over £50 was collected for 
the CNALP campaign and 
a number of copies of Mili
tant were sold. 

The seven month long 
Liverpool typists' dispute is 
now over. At a mass 
meeting on Monday it was 
agreed to_ return to work. 
This followed the with
drawal of the demand made 
by the city council that 
anyone who had resigned 
from NALGO during the 
dispute could rejoin and 
that NALGO should not ex

'Pel any members for scabb
ing. A full repOrt will ap
pear at a later date • 



The picket line at Kirkst all Forge GKN, Leeds. On the right is Joe Dean, the AUEW sponsored MP for West Leeds, on an early morning 

KIRKSTALL FORGE 
visit . 

While workers are 
locked in battle with 
the bosses at 
Kirkstall Forge GKN 
Lee.ds, they nearly 
had the rug pulled 
from under their feet 
by their own leader
ship. 

Over the heads of the 
shop stewards, the right 
wing executive of the 
AUEW instructed the local 
district secretary to call a 
mass meeting to allow 
members to discuss "a 
reduced offer" . 

The district secretary, 
who looked to the EC in
stead of the membership 
who elected him, called a 
mass meeting for December 
11 in the Town Hall. 
Significantly, to convene 

By John lngham (Leeds 
No. 6 AUEW, personal 

capacity) 

the meeting he had to rely 
on the local newspaper and 
scandalously the manage
ment, who worked to build 
the meeting. Supervision 
and office staff spent all the 
previous day phoning 
workers who they "felt 
would vote for a return to 
work; no workers with a 
record of militancy received 
a call. 

This move by ·the EC 
followed ' informal talks' in 
London with management. 
The mass meeting was call
ed supposedly to put the 
new ' offer' to workers. Yet 

while two of the local shop 
stewards who attended the 
talks were on their way back 
to Leeds, the EC sent an of
ficial letter in the post rec
commending acceptance of 
this deal, that is now worth 
£30 less than when the strike 
began! 

Workers at the Forge 
however, have seen through 
all these manouvres, and at 
the mass meeting of over 
'500, a majority vote was 
taken to contine the s~rike . 

Engineers nationally 
should take note of the ac
tions of the Duffy leader
ship of the AUEW. Only 
weeks beforehand, they had 
accepted a mere 50Jo in
crease in the national wage 
rates, with Duffy arguing 
on television that this figure 
could be topped up at 'local 
level'! Yet with every letter 

of procedure having been 
followed by the shop 
stewards, the workers at the 
Forge are being stabbed in 
the back. 

What has been the key 
strength in engineering in
dustry over the past 
decades, has been the 
growth in the shop stewards 
movement. If the right wing 
were to undermine the shop 
stewards, then every worker 
will be exposed to direct at
tacks by the employers, 
with no collective strength. 

The events of this dispute 
underlines the need for a 
fighting leadership . 

A victory for the workers 
at Kirkstall Forge will now 
not only be a blow to the 
employers, but will also 
demonstrate the bankrupt
cy of the executive of the 
AUEW. 

'ADOLF I EDWARDES 
TRACK RECORD 

, 

In the war, in oc
cupied· Europe, it 
was an offence to 
listen to the BBC. In 
British Leyland, 
'' Adolf' ' Edwardes 
has also decreed it an 
offence. 

M aureen Kell y who 
works on Rover car tracks 
at BL in Solihull-due to 
close-told a very reveal ing 
story about the bosses' at
titude to th eir workers . 

In the recent wages stri ke, 
Rover Cars were exempt by 
the union· leadership from 

- participating in the stri ke. 
Nevertheless Ro ver Car 
workers ent h us iasti ca ll y 
supported the firs t total BL 
strike. But as everyone now 
knows , the union leadership 
swiftly backed down to Ed
wardes, and asked th e 
work ers to go back . .The 
sell-out was met with in
credulity by BL workers in
cluding the Rover workers . 

The mass meetings in 
Cowley and Longbridge 
took place on a Tuesday 
morning . On Maureen ' s 
section a worker brought in 
a radio to listen to the 
results. The first result came 
from Cowley, who voted to 
continue the strike . This 

By Bill Mullins 

news was met with cheers 
up and down the "trac k. 

"What 's this? Workers 
have something to cheer 
about ? Investigate the cause 
and stop it ," must have 
been the thoughts of the 
management . 

Down the trac k stalked 
the production manager. 
Li ke a scene fro m Oli ver 
Twist he lets out a bellow, 
"Who owns th is radio?" 
When th e worker ''owned 
up", he was told that it was 
a " di scipli ne offence" to 
have unauthorised equip
ment on the company's 
premises, particularly if it 
was powered by their elec
tricit y (it wasn ' t , it was bat
tery powered) . 

, Of course, what really an
noyed management was the 
idea that workers could get 
news which wasn' t directly 
under the control of BL' s 
own propaganda depart
ment. Edwardes' offensive 
against BL workers is pro
bably without parallel in the 
post -war period . These 
"victories" have been goad-

ed on by a gloating press
" It (BL) has now establish
ed, perhaps once and for 
all, that it is master : in its 
own house," The T imes 
haughtily declared on 4 
Novemb(H when· the BL 
wor k ers wen t bac k , 
although two days later • 
Longbridge track worker's 
were out on strike . 

The press has also con
tinually pumped out vicious 
propaganda about ' lazy' 
workers etc . at BL. But 
nothing could be further 
from the truth . " Even peo
ple in their 20s now fi nd it 
difficult to keep up with the 
t rack ," said Maureen , 
" they just keep piling on ex
tra work any time they li ke. 
I can' t wait to get out ," she 
went on. " I get home and 
can hardly find the energy 
to make the tea , most of us 
are in bed by 9 pm , too ti red 
to do an}1hing else." 

This super-exploi tat ion 
would , under any other cir
cumstances, lead to an ex
plosion, but "they threaten 
to cut our redundancy pay 
if we try to do an]1hing 
about it." In Long bridge , 
thougH , this level of ex
ploitation has indeed led to 
a fight back . 

A few years ago · the 
amount of work as 

measured in time for each 
"piece" of work was sub
ject to "mutuality", i.e . 
agreement between the shop 
steward and the foreman . 
Since 1979 this element of 

. workers' control has been 
eroded enabling a general 
speed-up to take place . 

" The foremen keep at 
you all the time and the cars 
keep coming down the 
track. People don't under
stand the pressure we are 
under ,' ' a 40-year-old 
Metro_ worker told the Sun
day Times (29 November). 

The same art icle went on 
to say, " BL admit s that the 
work is tough on what must 
be the first British assembly 
line to match the best of 
Europe, namely the Volks
wagen. Harsh conditions, 
however , have often forced 
French and German car 
firms to employ foreign 
workers to do jobs their 
own nationals shun ." The 
Times (2 November)put it 
more clearly : "Competitive 
capitalism means to tackle 
slack working arrangements 
or as put more brutally by a 
German businessman, 'to 
treat workmen like dirt' ." 
The recent battle at 
Longbridge against this at
tempt to turn back the clock 
will be the first of many. 

• 
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Industrial Reports 

Ready 
to strike 
With the 
December, 
Company 

beginning of 
the Ford Motor 
were confident 

that their 54,000 workforce 
were in favour of acceptance 
of their 'final' pay offer. 

Yet t hei r co n-
fidence turned to an
noyance when on 
December 5 workers 
at the H alewood 
plant voted over
whelmingly to flatly 
reject the offer. 

The Fords bosses were 
angry the Halewood 
workers had 'jumped the 
gun ' and not waited until 
December 9 to make their 
decision like all other 
plants. But that argument is 
proved irrelevant , as the 
figures for the rest of Fords 
plants throughout the coun
speak for themselves. It was 
clear the majority of Fords 
workers were in favour of 
strike action from January 
5. 

At the mass meeting of a 
shift at my plant , Swansea, 
the evidence was clear to be 
seen . Convenor of the 
plant, Brian Phillips, at the 
plant meeting of about 400 
men, had to count the men 
who were in favour of ac
ceptance - and they 
numbered only five! 

Ford ' s newest plant at 
Bridgend was also clearly in 
rejection of the company ' s 
offer. In fact on December 
9 out of the 23 plants , 20 
plants vo ted in favour of a 
walkout on January 5, with 
only 3 plants in favour of 
acceptance of the offer. 

Ford workers living stan
dards have dropped in the 

By David Llew lyn-Davis 
(T&G, Fords Sw ansea, 

pesonal capacit y) 

last few years . Short time 
working in various plants, 
new technology and 
rumours of redundancies, 
and with 'Japan
programme' efficiency 
moves, it has brought in 
record profits for Fords. 

Yet despite this, tfie com
pany is not prepared to im
prove the present offer of 
7.4% with strings attached , 
which if accepted could 
undermine the authority of 
local trade union organisa
tion. 

We are also determined 
to win the 35 hour week · 
now, not in January 1983, 
in order to save jobs at the 
present time'. 

The Times (December 10) 
reported that Fords' labour 
relations director, Paul 
Rootes , was reported to 
have told Ron Todd, T &G 
Chairman of the 
negotiating committee that 
the bosses were prepared to 
sit out a long strike . If that 
was the case , Ford worker:; 
are quite prepared to do the 
same. 

Winter is with us, and 
also Christmas; the new 
year brings nothing new, 
only the memory and with it 
the experiences of the 10 
week Fords strike in 1978 . 

On the track at a British Leyland car plant. 
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FORD STRIKE 
FORD CE 
WAGE 

NO WITCH-HUNT 
CONTINUED FROM PAGE ONE 

step in a witch-hunt. 
The right-wing have lost 

any faith in winning the 
policy debate inside the par
ty. So they are turning in
stead to bureaucratic 
measures. 

Labour Party members 
may not be completely sur
prised at the action of right
wingers, but they will be 
especially angered at the 
fact that the NEC decision 
was supported by some of 
the lefts. Not only did 
Michael Foot vote for· the 
enquiry, but so too did 
Judith Hart, Neil Kinnock, 
Doug Hoyle and Alex Kit
son. 

Right plan 
to wreck 

_, Labour Party 

Neil Kinnock, we unders· 
tand, referred to Militant 

· supporters in the consti
tuencies as "parasites". 

This NEC decision is fly
ing in the face of the opi
unions of the vast majority 
of Party members. Already 
about 100 Constituency 
Lab_our Parties have come 
out against a witch-hunt 
(see page 3). 

Trade union branches all 
over the country are also 
opposing a purge. The NEC 
decision, following a 
recommendation of its 
organisation sub
committee, has already 

been opposed by the ex
ecutive of the South Wales 
Miners and by the national 
executive of the Fire 
Brigades Union. · 

Party members will not 
accept the hounding and ex
pulsion of Militant sup
porters. They will not ac
cept a return to the witch
hunting of the Gaitskellite 
era. 

Ironically, the Labour 
Party General Secretary 
Designate, Jim Mortimer, 
chosen by the NEC on 
Tuesday, was himself ex
pelled from the Labour Par
ty in the 1950s. That was for 
his association with the 
'Anglo-Chinese f'riendship 
Society'. 

A return to bans and pro
·scriptions in the Party now 
would wreck it at local, 
regional and national level. 

Labour Party members 
must oppose the plans of 
the right-wing to wreck the 
Party. Demands must be 
made to investigate the 
many business links that the 

_right-wing MPs have, their 
connections with NATO
funded and CIA-funded 
organisations. · 

There must be no conces
sions made to those seeking 
to purge the Labour Party 
or' its genuine· socialist ac
tivists. The Labour Party 
has a future · only if it 
becomes a democratic, mass 
based Party committed to a 
fundamental, so.cialist 
change of soeiety. 

·~' 

Ford workers on strike in 1978. Now by a 
large majority they will be fighting for a de
cent wage from 4 January. See page 15 

HELP IMILITANTI 
The witch-hunt by the 
press has brought in 
donations to ouffighting 
fund from individuals 
and organisations who 
have never been in touch 
with us before ... They 
want to· see Militant 
carry on its struggle for a 
socialist society. 

Finance is essential to 
make sure 'Militant' can 
become a bigger, better 
and more regular paper. 
We aim to reach our 

BRIT A1N & IRELAND 
26 issues ••• £8.00 

>-' 
EUROPE -«t 

' [by air} 3 
26 isaua... £9.00 ,.. 
52 issues ••• £18.00 ~ 

£120,000 target by 11) 
January. That means 
£30,000 in three weeks. . 

We are sure you can . 
do it. Use the appeal 
sheets, sell the raffle 
tickets to collect money 
for Militant. Ask 
everyone who reads and 
supports Militant to give 
a donation. 

Help give Thatcher 
and her system the push 
in 1982. Donate to Mili
tant. 

13 issues ••• £4.00 
52 issues ••• £16.00 

REST OF WORLD 
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STOP HESELTINE 

The Greater Lon
don Labour Party 
special conference 
(12 December) on 
fighting Hesel
tine's cuts showed 
the growing anger 
at th~ effects of 
Tory measures on 
local services. 

The conference passed a 
long executive statement 
calling for determined op
position to Heseltine. It 
calls on councils not to im
plement cuts and to refuse 
to draw up budgets on the 
terms laid down by 
Heseltine. 

Unfortunately, the im
pact of this decision was 
greatly reduced by an 
amendment from Edmon
ton Labour Party and the 
EETPU. This said that 
councils should not be ex
pected to break the law. 

This resolution no doubt 
aims at providing an excuse 
for Labour councils to im
plement the cuts when they 
come up against the new 
legal powers Heseltine is 
arming himself with. 

Very few delegates voted 
for this amendment on a 
show of hands. But when it 
came to a card vote the 
amendment was narrowly 
carried. 

An amendment from Ux
bridge LP seconded by the 
LPYS calling for all-out op
position to Heseltine, \vith a 
24-hour general strike to 
centralise the campaign, 
was defeated. It was argued 

that the London Labour 
Party did not have the 
power to organise such a 
strike. 

Another resolution, 
however, from NUPE call
ed for a series of mass 
demonstrations against the 
cuts . As an LPYS delegate 
from Dui wich, Theresa 
Wrack, asked, "How does 
the organisation of this dif
fer from a one-day general 
strike?" 

Despite the contradictory 
decisions, the special con
ference showed the desire to 
fight Heseltine's cuts . The 
motion passed calling for 
mass demonstrations, while 
not based on a perspective 
for a continuing struggle, 
could be an important step
ping stone towards building 
a mass opposition to the 
Tories. 
D A ruling is expected on 
Thursday from the Law 
Lords on Labour's cheap 
fares policy. If the Lords 
uphold Denning's ruling 
that it is "illegal", Lon
doners could face huge fare 
increases and serious cuts in 
services. 

Over 15 ,000 LT jobs 
could be threatened. The 
proposal for industrial ac
tion by LT unions must be 
supported and linked to a 
continuing campaign. 

Labour Parties and trade 
unions should make it clear 
that the GLC Labour group 
should not back down in 
the face of an attack from 
the courts- or from new 
emergency legislation which 
the Tories intend to bring in 
immediately if the Lords 
overrule Denning. 

Militant will not be published on Friday 25 December 
or Friday 1 January. The next issue will be available 
on Friday 8 January. We wish all our readers a happy 
New Year. 
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and hostility than ever 
before . It's as if the Tories 
want more riots. The pro
posals must be vigorously 
opposed by the labour 
movement. 

The new scheme can only 
work with trade union co
operation. Pressure must 
now be put on the TUC by 
all rank-and-file trade 
unionists totally to reject 
any cut in the present 
£23.50 allowance. · 

The labour movement I 
must demand as an absolute 
minimum the local authori-

tv unions' minimum rate or 
pay, £37 at 16,£44 at 17 and 
the full adult rate at 18. 

The idea of_cutting the 
£23.50 will be met by a wave 
of disbelief and. anger by 
YOP workers . Up until now 
we have argued YOP 
workers must get organised 
and fight to improve their 
conditions . Now we must 
join a union and fight to 
stop any cut in their 
allowance. 

The Lobby of Parliament 
organised by the YOPS 
Trainees Union Rights 
Campaign must become a 
demonstration that will ex
press the anger of all youth 
at the way they are being 
pushed about by the Tories. 

·~· . 
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