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BRITISH IMPERIALISM has
revealed itself in all its barbarism.
Why, then, is the anti-war move-
ment much smaller than many on
the left would have expected?
Despite the encouraging turn-
out last Sunday in London, we
should remember that 15,000
demonstrated in March against
US imperialism’s limited interven-
tion in El Salvador. Why do only
10,000 come out when British im-
perialism is murdering hundreds?
The reason is not just that the
left is chauvinist. The key problem
is the confusion created by the
fact that Galtieri is a military dic-
tator. The confusion will be all the
greater if Britain wins the first
military round and Argentinian
resistance can be made to appear
the cause of violence.
In reply we have to explain the
_cause of wars, and place this at
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How many deaths?

and this is why the mobilisation
must go ahead in full whether or
not Reagan comes.

If Britain wins, and stays on
the islands, it will neither rid the
world of dictators nor make the
world safer: it will make further
wars of intervention, further
bloodshed, and further escala-
tion, much more likely.

There will be no peace until
Britain, America, and all im-
perialists have been removed
from the seas. Nor will the
peoples of Latin America be able
to settle account with their dic-
tators with our navy breathing
down their necks.

Withdraw the fleet and
recognise the Argentinian claim:
these are the demands socialists
should put forward on 6 June.

- But there is a further arena of

The Tories are acting out ot
desperation and weakness — not
strength. They have taken a huge
military gamble. There cannot
possibly hang on to what they are
now trying to take — which
makes Foot’'s support doubly
disgusting.

Who will pay the price for their
disaster? If Labour had con-
sistently fought the war, the
government would fall the mo-
ment the untenability of their
position became clear.

As itis, Foot threatens to make
us pay the price.

. Healey, Foot and Shore have
shown their colours — supporters
of imperialism pure and simple. It
is on questions like this that fun-
damental political aligments are
drawn up.

No one who supported this

Labour NEC. Tony Benn was quite
right to insist to Labour Liaison
‘82, that Judith Hart should be
supported for the NEC on the sole
criterion that she has opposed the
war effort.

Others on the so-called ‘far
left’ have failed the same test; in
particular the Militant tendency
whose class treachery in refusing
to call for the withdrawal of the
fleet is one of the bleakest
episodes in the history of those
who claim to be Trotskyists.

The Labour leadership have
delivered tens of thousands,
perhaps hundreds of thousands of
votes to the Tories over this ques-
tion by lamely following That-
cher’s line. At the Labour Party
conference there must be a
reckoning.

Socialist Challenge will make a
bloc with anyone in the labour

wingers and pacifists —$ who
take action against this war.
Pacifism can be no answer to the
Malvinas ‘problem’ — there is
likely to be more bloodshed in the
future unless the islands are ced-
ed to Argentina. But the pacmsts
unlike some self-professed ‘Marx-
ists’, have taken action against
the war; all credit to them.

Socialist Challenge sup-
porters and readers must
relentlessly take forward the
movement against the war. Now
we are in a small minority; our
allies are few although some cen-
tral leaders of the Labour left are
with us. But when the reckoning
comes in the labour movement,
there must be no let up.
Thousands of Labour supporters
can be won to our side. And Foot
and his cronies can be branded for

the centre of mobilising for6 June  struggle: inside the Labour Party.  war should be supported for the movement — including right the class traitors they are.

‘THEY ARE going to repossess in seas of blood
what they will relinquish in drops of ink.’ This
was the verdict of George Cartwright, delegate
to the National Union of Seamen’s annual con- §
ference at Tenby which ended on Friday 21
May.

This sentiment was
echoed by one of the
union’s sponsored MPs,
John Prescott, who ad-
dressed delegates the day
after they had passed a
motion effectively suppor-
ting an invasion of the
island.

‘I am at odds with my
union on this issue,’ said
Prescott who got an ova-
tion for his speech against
the war, calling for a
ceasefire.

‘The resolution was
passed on a tide of emo-
tion,” Cartwright told us.
They backed Spruhan
from the executive when
he said that we should ‘Get
in and get them’, because
they were told our
members’ lives were at
risk. But Spruhan showed
a very shallow understan-
ding of the politics of the
matter. Afterwards when
the press claimed it as a
victory for Thatcher, they
had to wheel out Kinnock
to try and whitewash the
decisions. He said the
media had no right to
claim it as backing for
Thatcher: but the media
were right.’

But the resolution was
not at all an accurate
reflection of seafarers’

one tear for the Argen-
tinians who died in the
General Belgrano, even
quite right wing delegates
said this was disgraceful
said Cartright. ‘It must be
remembered also that
fourteen of the 64 voting
delegates are officers of
the union; and of the other
50, 18 voted against the
resolution.’

When delegates saw
how the resolution was us-
ed by the press, a petition
was circulated calling for a
ceasefire and negotiations,
which was signed by three
quarters of the delegates.

‘I wonder how the
government would have
reacted if the islanders had
been black,” said one
young delegate to con-
ference. ‘It is a hollow
sham to say we are fighting
fascism,” Cartright said.
‘If Galtieri goes they will
sit cheek by jowl with the
next general to come
along.’

‘There is no war fever
amongst seamen. In Felix-
stowe where two boats
were sent out, only thirty-
one merchant seamen
volunteered out of 670.
It’s the politics of the dole
queue — and it’s come to

- something when we have
feelings. “When McCluskey  to have a bloody war to get
said that he would not stand  a job.’

-
JOIN THE FIGHT FOR
SOCIALISM

Revolution/Socialist Challenge: a class stand against war

Front benchers vote against

Thatcher’s war

‘I COULDN'T have
done anything else. |
said from day one
that the fleet should
be brought back and
my views haven’t
changed one jot,’ ex-

Strang, has resigned
from the front bench
over the issue.

‘The point is that we
had to prove the House

If you would like to be put in touch with of Commons was not

C s . i united behind the
Soclalls_t Challenge supporters in your area or #?,':edp;iagﬁ ur w“,n‘z government,” Dalyell
would like more information fill in the form d ye 't th explained to Socialist
below voted agains ®  Challenge. ‘Nicholas
Name government in the Qenderson has con-
........................................................ Commons debate on sistently used this as a
the war and has now justification for the
AdAress ......cooiiiiiiiviiiieieee e ae e been removed from adventure.’
the front bench by
................................ Michael Foot. FOOt
AGR ..o e Thirty three MPs But Michael Foot Foot: p st image finishe
voted against the shows no sign of
Union/CLP (if any)......c.cccevvivviveeerinenennnnn government, inciuding slackening his jingoism Healey and Foot are  Party branches, itisim-  who have not previous-

Send to: Socialist Challenge, PO Box

50. London N1 2XP.
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two other front ben-
chers who have also
been sacked — Andrew
Fauids and John Tiiley.
A fourth MP, Gavin

despite the growing
storm in the party. Peter
Shore even welcomed
the invasion on ITV's
Weekend World.

steering the Labour Par-

ty to disaster. With con-'

ference resolutions
coming up for discus-
sion at several Labour

portant to ensure that

the Labour Party con-
ference is used to hold
them to account.

The fact that MPs

-ly been part of the left

are prépared to take a
stand on this issue is a
clear sign that this can

be done.
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DEMONSTRATIONS

against the war took place,
all over Britain on Sunda.’

A march of 10,000 people
went from Hyde Park to

.. but already more than have

Trafalgar Square to hear

ony Benn denounce
Thatcher’s war drive as the
‘poison of nationalism’.

He argued that the Tories

Wales Labour Party
rejects Thatcher’s line

AFTER heated debate and
much back-room negotia-
tion, the annual con-
ference of the Wales
Labour Party in Swansea
on 22 May rejected further
military intervention in the
Falklands. The final reso-
lution stated: ‘in view of
the landing of British

forces we in the Wales L
call for an immediat
cease-fire and for the in
troduction of a UN peace:
keeping forces to supervise
the simultaneous &with-:
drawal of British and:
Argentinian forces and for
the UN to superv1se a.
diplomatic settlement.’

An estimated 10,000 marched against wr in Lbhdon, and a further 5,000 up and down th country

were using the war to
divert attention from pro-
blems at home and that
Thatcher was using the
war ‘for her own political
purposes’.

Among the other
speakers was the mother
of one of the sailors on
board HMS Sheffield
when it sank. Represen-
tatives of several unions,
together with Argentinian
oppositionist Rafael Run-
co also spoke. Rafael Run-
co said that Thatcher was
‘playing the game of the
Argentinian dictatorship’.

500 people marched
through Manchester to op-

pose the war. Speaking for -

Rafael Runco, Argentinian refugee, speaking at
the London demonstration

ctionagainst the wa

Greater Manchester CND,
Socialist Challenge sup-
porter Dick Withecombe
denounced the war as one
of ‘hypocrisy, lies and
bloodshed’. More than
2000 people marched in
Edinburgh in a highly suc-
cessful demonstration
organised by Edinburgh
Stop the War Committee.

Among the speakers were
Andy Barr, chairman of
the Scottish TUC, John
Mulvey of North Edin-
burgh CLP, Judith Gray
of YCND and Socialist
Challenge supporter Kevin
Holmes. At the same time,
500 people marched
through Glasgow.

Socialist Challenge
FUND DRIVE 82
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. Malvinas I Falklands

Leadership of ‘Militant’
backs the war

By Alan Freeman

THE LEADERSHIP of the Militant
tendency in the Labour Party has re-

jected the

demand

for British

withdrawal from the South Atlantic
and called on its readers not to build
the growing mass movement against

Thatcher’s war.

Its position appears in a full page
editorial article by Ted Grant in the 21
May edition of the paper, entitled ‘De-
mand to withdraw is no answer’.

In the 13 May edi-
tion of Socialist
Challenge we appealed
to Militant to join the
movement against Tha-
tcher’s military adven-
ture.

‘Such a demand is
completely unrealistic
and futile,’ says Grant;
his article, which spells
out his reasons for this
outrageous position, is
a socialist endorsement
for continuing the war.
It is a model of what
Lenin called ‘socialism
in words, and chauvi-
nism in deeds’. Against
such policies, which
sent millions of workers
to their deaths in the
imperialist war of 1914,
Lenin organised the
Bolsheviks in Russia
and the Third Interna-
tional in 1919.

Grant’s first argument
is that the Tories cannot be
made to stop. ‘No appeal
to Thatcher in the most
heartfelt terms about loss
of life or the horrors of
war would have any effect
on the ruling class,” he
says. This argument is
both false and spurious.

It is false because
workers can stop their im-
perialists making war and
have done so in the past.
In 1920 the TUC establish-
ed ‘Hands off Russia’
committees which stopped
Churchill’s war of in-
tervention in Russia. In
1956 the Labour Party
organised mass rallies and
demonstrations  against
the Suez war which played
a major part in its ig-
nominious end. And
America’s dirty war in
Vietnam was stopped by
the combination of Viet-
namese military resistance
with the mass anti-war
movement to which this
gave rise inside America.

The  argument is
spurious because it is not
Grant’s real reason for re-
jecting the demand for
fleet withdrawal. If the on-
ly reason to reject it were

THE ENGLISH ARMY
HAS JUST WON THE

its impracticability, why
does Grant not place it on
his programme for a
Labour government —
which, he says, will bring
peace?

His actual justification
is far more serious: now
the task force is there, he
says, it cannot be stopped
because the working class
support it.

One wonders, on this
basis, why a socialist
organisation is necessary;
perhaps Ted Grant is hav-
ing similar thoughts.
‘Once the task force has
been sent, the die is cast,’
he says. ‘The lefts, by put-
ting forward a pacifist
position, cannot gain the
support of the working
class.’ He tells us, ‘Marx-
ists must not take a
haughty, superior at-
titude’ to workers feelings.

With this extraor-
dinary position, he puts
Militant on the right of
Andrew Faulds. At the
very moment when thirty-
three MPS vote against the
government in the. Com-
mons in defiance of
Michael Foot, Militant’s
leadership chooses to stab
them — and itself — in the
back. We ask you, com-
rades, where would vour
MPs have voted — with
Foot, Thatcher or Benn?

‘Sincere Labour Lefts
have become more and
more isolated on this ques-
tion,” says the workers’
hero, as ten thousand
march through London
against the war.

‘Many will become
silent and change their
position,” he tells us as
Tam Dalyell is cheered to
the echo by 1000 marchers
in Partick before he even
starts speaking. ‘Once
hostilities take on a more

- intense character there will

be a feeling among a big
majority of the Labour
Party and trade unions
that there is no other
course but to support the
war, out of solidarity with
the British workers in

uniform, not for
chauvinist  reasons,” he
pontificates as branch

impact of World War /.

after branch of the Labour
Party reacts with outrage
to Foot’s betrayal.

‘The job of Marxists is
not to be like the ultra-left
sects on the fringes of the
movement, beating their
breasts and  strutting
around  with  lunatic
slogans,’ he informs us as
Scargill puts the case for
Argentinian  sovereignty
over the islands.

‘Marxists, by explain-
ing carefully their posi-
tion, will gain greater and
greater support for their
ideas,” we are told. But
what are these ideas? For
or aggainst what Thatcher is
doing? ‘Marxists have to
explain,’ says Grant, ‘that
the wringing of hands and
pious declamations of
“bring back the fleet”
cannot change anything.’

No, comrade Grant.
Marxists have to tell the
truth; because the truth

will out. This war will
benefit = no-one except
Thatcher; and  when

workers realise they have
been duped, that hundreds
and perhaps thousands of
lives have been wasted for
greed and profit, there will
be a reckoning. What will
you tell them, Ted? That it
was all worth while
because Militant kept its
nose clean? That it’s better
to die than be haughty?
Grant continues to
propose his extraordinary
solution of a ‘socialist
federation of Argentina,

Lenin and Martov, founders of

TO SEE THE WHOLE
NATION UNITED AND
ENTHUSIASTIC IN AN
IMPERIALIST

VENTURE !

BY JINGO!!

Britain and the Falkland
Islands’. Why not a
socialist federation of
Argentina, America and
the Isle of Wight?

‘The economies of
Argentina and Britain are
completely complemen-
tary,’ he explains
generously. Of course they
bloody well are: because
the people of Argentina
have been held in virtual
slavery by our imperialists
for the past hundred and
fifty years to ensure that
they produce for the needs
of the imperialist
economies! Before any
economic unity can be
created between Argentina
and Britain, the first step is
to get our imperialists off
their backs.

Militant’s stand is a
serious blow to the Labour
left and the growing anti-
war movement. At the
very moment when serious
opposition is taking shape,
Militant has come off the
fence on the wrong side.

The most damaging ef-
fects will be in the YS.
Youth are not subject to
the chauvinist illusions of
older workers and have

always been in the
vanguard of anti-
imperialist struggles.

Youth built the Vietnam
Solidarity Campaign in the
1960s; youth are in the
forefront of CND and
anti-Reagan demonstra-
tions, and youth have the
most to lose from this
vicious imperialist war.

ussian socialism. Lenin arged for class
opposition to imperialist war. Martov's group disintegrated under the

Militant, who have the
leadership of the YS,
threaten to miseducate a
generation of Labour Par-
ty members on the most

important of all class
issues.
Militant  will  also

weaken the Labour left,
which has taken a stand
against the war. It now
possesses a clear basis on
which to unite against
Foot’s disastrous leader-
ship: rejection of his back-
ing for Thatcher’s war-
mongering, and support
for a positive policy of
unilateral disarmament.

When the full extent of
Foot’s folly becomes clear
there will be a massive de-
mand for a reckoning in-
side the Labour Party:
where will Militant stand,
and where will the YS
stand?

But it is particularly
disastrous  for  trade
unionists. Even now, rail
workers and health
workers are being accused
of ‘treachery’ by papers
such as the Manchester
Evening Post for daring to
strike while ‘their’ country
is at war. What does Mili-
tant counsel them to say?
That they are helping the
war effort?

How  should this
betrayal be dealt with?
First of all, the left must be
absolutely clear: there
should be no let-up what-
soever in the defence of
Militant against the witch-
hunt — despite the op-

ON THE OTHER.

HAND , DISASTROUS
IMPERJALIST VENTURES
HAYE OCCASIONALLY
BEEN A PRELUVUDE TO

S50CLALIST REVOLUTION--

position their positions
will earn them. The left
will never defend itself if it
tries to pick and choose, or
take factional advantages
of errors by throwing some
of its members to the
wolves. Organisational
measures such as expul-
sions will not deal with a
political problem.
Militant’s stand on the war
must be defeated in open
political struggle.

The most important
task for socialists is to
mobilise the  Young
Socialists against this war
and against the line of
Militant’s leadership.

YS branches should
pass resolutions condemn-
ing Michael Foot’s stand
on the war, backing those
MP’s who voted against it
in the Commons, af-
filiating to local ad-hoc
committees and calling on
the YS leadership to en-
dorse this stand. They
should write to Socialist
Youth, Militant and
Labour Weekly asking for
their positions to be
published in order that
they may be debated out.

We «call on all
socialists in the YS, in-
cluding Militant sup-
porters, to join us in
campaigning to commit
the YS against the war.

The same considera-
tions apply in the unions,
where Militant readers are
working alongside other

broad left activists on

many issues. Broad lefts

should not allow

themselves to be deflected -
from building trade union

opposition to the war; the

issues should be openly
discussed out and

Militant’s case, as well as

the alternatives, should be

published in union and

broad left journals so that

the membership can give

its own verdict.

However, a particular
duty falls on Militant
readers and sellers. On
such an issue, where the
future of socialism and our

class is at stake, blind
loyalty to  Militant’s
editorial board cannot

transcend class loyalty.
We appeal to Militant
readers to build the anti-
war movement on a class
basis; to raise the issue in
Militant readers’ meetings
to persuade them to do
likewise; and to write to
Militant condemning its
stand and demanding its
reversal; and to launch a
thoroughgoing discussion
about the Marxist attitude
to war, going back to the
historical experiences of
our class in the First World
War and in  anti-
imperialist revolts.

Comrades of the Mili-
tant tendency; in the in-
terests of your class,
the time has come to
call your leadership to
order.

Hackney North
LPYS opposes war

HACKNEY NORTH
Labour Party Young
Socialists has called
for a public campaign
for the withdrawal of
the British Fleet. The
following resolution
was put to its 19 May

meeting:
‘This Party calls for the
British fleet to be

withdrawn from the South
Atlantic and resolves to
campaign publicly for
withdrawal. We call on the
NEC and the PLP to op-
pose the war and demand

withdrawal. This Party
resolves to organise a
public meeting in favour
of withdrawal and invite
other local labour move-
ment organisations to sup-
port the meeting. We con-
demn Foot and Healey’s
support for the War.’.

The resolution was
passed overwhelmingly.
An amendment was also
passed calling for a
mobilisation on 23 May
under the slogans ‘Stop
the war; recall the fleet;
kick out the Tories’.

Our boys

By Davy Jones

AREN'T OUR BOYS
in the armed forces
wonderful. Truly
they are defending
the principles of
justice and freedom
and self-
determination.  Ex-
cept in Ireland,
where they gun
down innocent
twelve-year-old girls
on their way home
from shopping.

That’s the official ver-
dict of the coroner, James
Elliott, in Belfast last week
on the death of Carole-
Anne Kelly of the Twin-
brook Estate.

Carole-Anne was
another  vicum  of  the
Britisn  Army's  plastic

bullets, which have killed

at least 13 people since
they were introduced into
Northern Ireland to
replace the ‘dangerous’
rubber bullets.

Last week too the
European Parliament call-
ed for a ban on the use of
plastic bullets by member
states because of their ap-
palling casualty record.

Needless to say the
British government has
made it clear that it will
not abide by the ruling.
After all they have already
distributed more than 5000
baton rounds to British
police force chiefs for use
against riots this summer.

So next time you hear
about the heroism of ‘our
lads in the Falklands’,
remember how they were
rrained - in murdering in-
nocent twelve year olds on
the streets of Belfast.
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Manchester labour
movement backs
El Salvadorean

rebels

By Redmond O’Neill

GREATER MANCHESTER's week of action against
the warmongers Reagan and Thatcher from 16-22
May culminated in a Rock Against Reagan gig at-

. tended by over 300 people.

Manuel Bravo, a member
of the FMLN/FDR of El
Salvador diplomatic represen-
tation in Britain, summed up
the prospects following the
week of action with a call for
all-out mobilisation against
Reagan and Thatcher’s wars
— in the Malvinas, in Central
America and at home against
the British and American
workers.

Over the week Manuel had
visited 19 factories and
spoken to dozens of shop
stewards and convenors
about the US government’s
plans for a new Vietnam in
Central America. He spoke at
nine public meetings and
rallies in the area chairing a
platform with assorted trade
unionists, MPs and CND
leaders. The week of action
also involved daily film shows
and a photographic exhibi-
tion of the struggle of the peo-
ple of El Salvador.

Rally

An important result of the
tour was the decision by fif-
teen shop stewards commit-
tees and three district commit-
tees of the AUEW to affiliate
to the El Salvador Solidarity
Campaign, locally and na-
tionally. The response was
tremendous. The Bury district
committees of the AUEW will
be following up the tour with
a showing of the film °‘El
Salvador — Another Viet-
nam’ at its next shop stewards
quarterly.

At the final rally in Cen-
tral Manchester speakers
from the FMLN/FDR, the
New Jewel Movement of
Grenada and the local Reagan
Reception Committee homed
in on the urgent need for mili-
tant action against the Tory
government’s  war  with

Argentina.

Manuel Bravo explained
the crisis that this war has
created for imperialism in
Latin America, in particular
that Reagan’s support for Bri-
tain has virtually ruled out
any short term possibility of
using  Argentinian troops
against El Salvador. Already
300 Argentine military ad-
visors have been withdrawn
from Central America.

Jingoism

At the same time it was
clear during the week of ac-
tion that the mobilisation
against Reagan and in
solidarity with Central
America has been affected by
the impact of the Malvinas
war and above all by the
mainstream Labour Party
leadership’s abject support
for jingoism.

At one factory, SEI
Heywood, a discussion with
the stewards committee rapid-
ly moved on from El Salvador
to discussion for and against
war with Argentina. At many
other factories the issue was
raised and heated discussions
ensued. Stewards reported
that despite a wave of
jingoism whipped up by the
Fleet St press it is still possible
to put the case against the
war.

6 June

Overall it was clear that
there is a significant minority
opposed to the Malvinas war,
especially at the level of the
shop stewards committees.
June 6 will inevitably be a
march not only against
nuclear weapons and
Reagan’s plans for a new
Vietnam but also against
Thatcher’s war.”

INTERNATIONAL

May issue now out!
Socialist foreign policy, El Salvador,
Nicaragua, European nuclear free zone,
the GLC, Labour’s youth, politics of sport,
Darwin, ‘Missing’, reviews and much more!
Just 75p, or subscribe for £4.50 a year.
Overseas subs £5.50 a year surface miail,
£10 air. Cheques to: International,
PO Box 50, London N1 2XP.

By Davy Jones

PRESIDENT REAGAN has announced new
plans for basing the deadly MX missiles in fixed
silos in the US desert — in direct contravention

of the SALT |l arms agreement,

Under cover of the
Falklands crisis the Presi-
dent has ordered the US
Defence Department to
evaluate the new ‘dense
pack’ system which in-
volves  clustering 100
missiles in hardened silos
in an area of 10 to 15
square miles.

The SALT II agree-
ment which the USA
agreed to abide by,
specificially rules out the
construction of ‘addi-
tional fixed intercontinen-
tal ballistic missile laun-
chers’. This flaunting of
the SALT II voluntary
agreement  comes  as
Reagan has proposed to
USSR President Brezhnev
the preparation of further
nuclear arms talks in the
autumn.

Previous plans to site
the MX missiles on moving
platforms in a vast
underground network of
tunnels in the Utah and

Nevada deserts were aban-
doned when even war-
monger Reagan baulked at
the projected cost of $30
billion. Other fantastic
schemes are also likely to
be dropped, including
building new  aircraft
capable of staying in the
air for up to three days car-
rying the MX miissiles.

Reagan’s decision to
ignore the SALT II agree-
ment and to pursue the
construction of the in-
famous MX missiles gives
the lie to his claims to be
interested in peace.

The mass movement
against Reagan across
Europe has one -more
reason for mobilising in
the hundreds of thousands
to stop the warmongers.

All out for 6 June in
London, 5 June in
Paris and Rome, 10
June in Bonn, and 12
June in the USA.
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: National CND Demo, Sun 6 June, 1lam
Belvedere Rd, London SE1.
Picket US embassy, Mon 7 June, 5.30
Grosvenor Square, London W1,

Festival of Peace and Freedom, Tues 8 June
11am-10pm, Central Hall, Westminster.

Glasgow march, Mon 7 June, 6pm Blyths-
wood Square to Clyde St and festival at
: Kelvin Centre, Argyle St from 7.30pm.

nger
North London ‘Twelve hours agains
Reagan’ festival, Sat 29 May llam-]11pm.
includes debates, films, food at North Lon-
don Poly, Holloway Rd.
Plus Rock Against Reagan gig at Pied Bull.
The Angel from 8pm.

Hall, Brixton.

Lambeth Reagan Reception Committes
rally, Fri 28 May 7pm at Lambeth Towt

By Paul Lawson

REPORTS from El Salvador suggest that the
army is beginning to take reprisals against
peasants who did not vote in last March’s
phoney election. Aerial attacks have been car-
ried out on villages, and many others have
been abandoned by peasants who either
boycotted the election or who were unable to
vote because of the fighting.

The reports of reprisals
against those who did not
vote come as No surprise
— all the reports at the
time of the elections in-
dicated that the relatively
high turnout was precisely
because of the fear of
reprisals. Voting is com-
pulsory in El Salvador
under Article 145 of the
transitional electoral law.

Britain was the only
country to send observers
to the elections. The report
of the British observers —
John Galsworthy, former
British ambassador to
Mexico and Professor
Derek Bowett — was
published on 7 May and is
a complete whitewash of

the government’s terror
tactics in forcing the elec-
tions through.

According to their
report the ‘election was
fair’ and the armed forces
were exemplary in ‘abs-
taining from voting and
providing the necessary
protection for the elec-
tions to take place’. They
conclude that the high tur-
nout for the election was ‘a
decisive rejection of the
left’s call for a boycott of
the election’.

In sending these
observers Margaret That-
cher was acting out of a
sure sense of inter-
imperialist solidarity.
Apart from being alone in

Western Europe in sen-
ding observers to sanction
the phoney elections, Bri-
tain was only one of eight
countries out of 68 to
agree to send observers.

The British observers
were carefully guarded
and closeted in luxury
hotels — well away from
the fighting and the
poverty-stricken  shanty
towns which surround the
capital of San Salvador.
Their knowledge of the
overall situation is
demonstrated in their
reference to El Salvador’s
‘frontiers with Nicaragua’
— in fact no such frontier
exists.

Meanwhile the direc-
tion of the new govern-
ment which emerged from-
the elections is becoming
clear. The new President
Alvaro Magana intends to
suspend the limited land
reform decreed by Chris-
tian Democratic President
Duarte. Duarte’s land
reform did not challenge

Army repriSals in El Salvador

the huge estates of the rich
but gave share croppers
the possibility of owning
their own land.

Although rarely put in-
to effect the land reform
was hated by the middle
class as a symptom of
Duarte’s alleged
‘weakness’ towards com-
munism. In supporting
Magana as the new presi-
dent the United States in-
sisted that the land reform
should stay. Magana’s
decision to jettison the
land reform is indicative of
where the real power now
lies -— with the more reac-
tionary sectors of the army
and the extreme right wing
in the assembly — led by
Roberto D’Aubuisson,
president of the assembly
and leader of the fascist
ARENA party.

Since the elections on
28 March there had been a
relative lull in the fighting.
But over the last week
there has been a

Socialist Challenge

resurgence of guerrilla ac-
tivity, especially night-
time raids and the collec-
tion of war taxes on the
major highways.

The continuing cam-
paign of solidarity with the
people of El Salvador
must highlight the solidari-
ty between the imperialist
gangsters Thatcher and
Reagan. The report of the
British observers is a scan-
dal and a disgrace.

Only the blind and
Thatcher’s agents could
fail to realise that
thousands of
Salvadoreans not only
wanted to vote but were
desperate to vote — to get
their papers in order and
their identity cards
stamped. Those who
didn’t are now facing the
tender mercies of the army
and the national guarc.
who according to the
British observers, behave
in a ‘commendabis
fashion’.
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Druze Arabs resist colonisation="—=

TheGolan‘soviet’

From Ros Kaplan on the Golan Heights

HIGH on the slopes of Mount Hermon and the
mountains of the Golan Heights in Israeli-
occupied Syria, the Arab villages (about 13,000
people) are engaged in a heroic struggle
against the annexation of their land, and the
extension of Israeli civil law to their area.

The people are Syrians of the Druze Islamic
sect. Their land has been occupied by Israel
since 1967. Their struggle involves a complete
general strike, a boycott of Israel and a refusal
to accept Israeli civilian identity cards — in ef-
fect become Israeli citizens.

Since 1967 the Israeli
government has made
several unsuccessful at-
tempts to °‘persuade’ or
force the people of the

citizenship as part of their
attempt to annex the
Golan. The formal an-
nouncement of the annex-
ation of the Heights last

Golan to accept Israeli

December came as

-Peace Movement

grows in Israel

By Ros Kaplan

AND WHAT of attitudes inside Israel
to the Golan resistance? For the
Zionist government it is one of confu-
sion — the Druze people seem to be
winning their struggle! /

The Israeli annexation of a sup-
posedly passive people, with its ac-
companying violence and repression,
is seen by many Israelis as an un-
necessary provocation.

In fact, the attitude of the majority of
the Israelis towards the Druze is very dif-
ferant to that towards the Palestinians. A
Golan Solidarity Committee has been set
up comprising anti-Zionist and left-Zionist
groups, including the Communist Party
{Rakah).

Despite the arrests of people organis-
ing supplies for the Golan, the solidarity
committee continues to organise support,
including the sending of food and medical
help.

Despite the ‘trauma’ of the handing
back of Sinai to Egypt, and the determina-
tion of the government to annex all the
other occupied territories, many Israelis
have an impending sense of catastrophe.

They see no reason for military aggres-
sion, and are less prepared now than for
many years to suffer casualties and
economic hardship for the military adven-
tures of the Begin government.

This doesn’t mean, of course, that the
state will be unable to mobilise people in
the event of another war. But it does mean
that the majority of Israelis will go into
another war with a great deal more feet-
dragging and scepticism than was the
case in 1967 or 1973.

In a militarised country, geared to war
and expansionism with the full mobilisa-
tion of the people, this is bad news and
bodes. ill for future stability.

Thus the tide is beginning to turn. The
‘Peace Now’ movement has been revived
as a response to the failure of the Camp
David agreement and the repression in the
occupied territories. Today the ‘Peace
Now’ movement gives open recognition to
the Palestinian struggle — a big step for-
ward on their simple ‘peace’ slogans of
two years ago.

In large part this is the result of the
pressure of the Bir Zeit/Solidarity group.
Unprecedented in the history of Israel, this
united front body including the CP, the
anti-Zionist and the Zionist left organises
around the slogans of ‘down with the oc-
cupation, unconditional withdrawal from
the occupied territories, dismantle all set-
tlements and self-determination for both
fie. Palestinian and Jewish) peoples’.

There should be no illusions that this
group has a massive impact on Israeli
society. But it is both radicalising the
‘Peace Now’ movement and forging links
in struggle between Israelis and Palesti-

nians, united against Zionism. &,

For the first time in many years there
are Israelis prepared to be beaten, tear-
gassed and imprisoned in the joint struggle
against the Zionist state.

shock.

The response was swift
and dramatic. At a mass
meeting of around 5,000
people representing the
four villages a three-day
general strike was declared
and a letter sent to the UN
secretary general. On 12
February a letter was sent
to Israeli Premier Begin
demanding a withdrawal
of the annexation — and
warning that a general
strike would be declared if
there was no response.

On 13 February the
Israelis moved in quickly
and arrested 4 Druze
leaders from Majdal
Shams, including three
over the age of 70! They
were sentenced to three
months administrative
detention, and on 13 May
a further three months.

The Druze people add-
ed the demand of the
release of the prisoners at
another mass meeting at-
tended by 3000 people.

‘We are Syrian Arabs
of the Druze religion —
this is our home, our land
and we will continue to
strike for years if
necessary’ — everyone I
talked to was resolute on
this. The resistance is ex-
tremely organised and vir-
tually unanimous — only
about ten people have ac-
cepted Israeli identity
cards and they have been
ostracised by the rest of
the community.

Ideas about how to

conduct the struggle are
discussed informally, then
at village meetings, and
then by representative
meetings of all the villages.
Delegates to these
meetings are rotated to en-
sure democratic control
and there is no one grou
of ‘leaders’ for the Israelis
to arrest and victimise.

The effects of the
strike have been deep-
going. All shops and
schools are closed. The
2500 workers who work in-
side the ‘Green Line’ —
the 1948 Israeli border —
working at Israeli set-
tlements, factories and
construction sites in Qiryat
Shmona and other towns
refuse to go to work.
Threats of sacking from
Israeli employers have had
no effect and the strike is
seriously hitting Israeli
businesses in the Gallilee,
with the government offer-
ing compensation to fac-
tories.

Most of the Druze
Arabs are farmers. Their
main produce is apples

which are sold to the

Israelis in Tel Aviv (before
the 1967 war the Golan ap-
ples went to Damascus).
Very little land ex-
propriation has taken
place in the four villages;
nearly everyone owns
some land and there is vir-
tually no unemployment.
These factors have given
the community a solid

A Druze village on Munt Hermon
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basis for carrying out long
term resistance.

They have gathered
supplies of essential food
to withstand a seige of at
least a year. Since the
beginning of the strike,
workers who do not own
land are being given plots

LAMA
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NOW THEY HAVE
FIRED MY MAYOR ...
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by farmers, and food is
distributed according to
need — with milk going
only to children.

The Palestinians have
begun to arrange collec-
tions of money to supply
the beseiged people of the
Golan. On 24 February the
Israelis made a pre-
emptive strike to attempt
to stop this, with military
blockades being set up at
the entrances of the
villages.

Blockade

Supplies were stopped,
Palestinian helpers ar-
rested, no one allowed to
enter or leave the area —
including journalists.
Although the blockade
was physically lifted on 5§
April it is still legally in ef-
fect. Anyone over 16 years
of age found outside the
villages without Israeli
identity cards is arrested.

Israeli hospitals have
been told not to admit
anyone without an Israeli
identity card. A woman
shot in May by the army
had to be taken to the
hospital in Arab East
Jerusalem four hours
away before being treated.

Several violent clashes
have taken place between
the villagers and the Israeli
army, especially during the
period of the blockade.
People I spoke to were in-
sistent that ‘we are against
the Zionist government,
not the Jews as people’.
People told me that they
realised that many of the
soldiers coming into the
villages had no choice in a
conscripted army, and
they respected them as
people, even giving them
hospitality.

Curfew

But once they showed
signs of aggression, said
the Druze people, they had
no choice but to fight
back. And this has been
the case. The Druze
resistance has been
democratically organised,
disciplined and, in the
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peaceful.  The

main,
clashes with the army have

occurred when people
have been forced to take
identity cards.

On 31 March scores of
army vehicles arrived in
Majdal Shams and the
military called a curfew.
The curfew was ignored
and scuffles broke out.
General Drori, opera-
tional commander of the
Northern Command
ordered from a helicopter
that the troops were not to
shoot. The villagers then
rushed the army, disarmed
them and threw the guns
back.

On | April four people
were shot, including a ten-
year-old boy and a
60-year-old man. At least
17 people required treat-
ment for flesh wounds and

injuries  from  severe
beatings.
Haifa

On 2 April in the

neighbouring village of
Mas’ada  (while 3000
troops were being posi-

tioned in Majdal Shams) -

the army took away the
old identity cards and gave
out new Israeli civilian
cards. Residents flung
them back and fights
broke out. The army open-
ed fire and people fell to
the ground. Whenever
given the new identity
cards the people either
burn them or rip them up.

The harassment and
repression is continuing.
Thirteen people are being
held in Jalami prison in
Haifa, under ad-
ministrative detention —
for three months without
trial.

Many people have
been given fines or even
shorter periods of deten-
tion including 16
shepherds, two of whom
were eight years old, who
were given 7-day detention
periods for allowing their
animals to graze outside
the permitted areas.

But in effect, everyone
inside the area is now a
political prisoner of the
Israeli regime.



SHIPLEY METAL BOX

A charter for victimisation’

140,000 ENGINEERS are already on the
dole in the sprawling area of Shipley,
Bradford and Leeds. Their industry has
been ripped to shreds by Thatcher's
monetarist madness, management in-
competence and in part, the lack of a
national fight by the engineering union

the AUEW.

350 engineering workers at Metal
Box, Shipley seized their plant which
they have now occupied since 4 May to
force the company to withdraw its
compulsory redundancy notices to
three shop stewards among a number
of others. The bosses’ moveisseenasa
direct threat to union organisation.

On the 22/23 May Frank Gorton, a
shop steward at Metal Box, Hackney in
East London and Toni Gorton visited
the occupation and spoke to some of

the activists.

Here RICHARD LEE,

works convenor, describes the issues
and what the sit-in hopes to achieve. A
mass meeting on Sunday 23 May voted
overwhelmingly to continue the oc-

cupation.

METAL Box has been in
Shipley since 1963. It’s a
major employer with
about 600 people. In the
past two years we’ve lost
about 160 employees
through redundancy. This
is the first time that
management have had a
crack at compulsory
redundancy.

In actual tact Metal
Box’s problems began
when they entered into a
cartel arrangement in
America. Metal Box didn’t
anticipate the amount of
investment that would be
put into it from America
and this resulted in an over
capacity in the canning
market.

However we are in
machine-build and the
market still exists for this.

But the last two years
we’ve been starved of
work. There’s. been a

deliberate policy of cutting
Shipley down to size
because we’ve been very
strongly organised.

. ]
When all the Metal Box

plants have been hit by
job loss why has yours
decided to fight back?

This lot of com-

pulsory redundancies have
led everyone to think ‘well
enough’s enough’. 1It’s
about time we resisted and
fought back.’

The thing that’s chang-
ed us this time is that the
redundancy exercise is a
charter for victimisation.

We’ve been  well
organised and been the
pace setter for pay wage
negotiations and condi-
tions.

It’s this that’s impor-
tant for the company to
break.

Do you think you were
right in the first place to
accept voluntary redun-
dancies? The principle
is the same ... it means
jobs gone out of the in-
dustry.

]

We’re trying as best we can
to fight jobs loss and we
recognise  that even
volunteers means job loss.
QOur argument has been
that if a man wants to
volunteer to give up his job
and is daft enough to do so
then we aren’t going to
argue or stop him. In fact
we can’t stop him.

The redundancy terms
of the company are very

good, three and half weeks
pay per year of employ-
ment which is far in excess
of the state scheme. Peo-
ple very seriously consider
taking high payments and
selling their jobs.

We’ve got enough on
defending the jobs of peo-
ple who want to stay
without arguing with peo-
ple who want to go. But I
accept that the trade union
movement and ourselves
are not saving jobs.

]
Do you think it's asking
a lot for workers in the
other Metal Box plants
to take industrial action
over Shipley when they
haven't taken action
over the job loss and
factory closures on

their own patch?
]

We have given pledges of
support of industrial ac-
tion to others. For exam-
ple, the Crawley convenor
was faced with the closure
of the machine shop with
220 jobs to go.

We convened a special
meeting in Lancashire and
called the five factories in
Metal Box Engineering
together and took a deci-
sion that we would go on
strike on behalf of
Crawley.

That convenor turned
around and said that if he
went back to his members
with that message that
they’d hang him. They
want the redundancy
money.

The basic difference is
that this is the first time
anybody has shown a real
willingness to fight off
redundancy.

Solidarit
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Richard Lee, works convenor and combine
secretary. Metal Box is part of a large national and
international corporation with some 56 factory

What are you asking of
the labour movement?

We’re asking the Labour
Party for both moral and
financial support. We’ve
been doing very well with
this up to now.

We’ve arranged to
have a lobby of the
shareholders meeting. A
number of labour controll-
ed councils have shares in
Metal Box, the GLC has
something like 359,000.
We’re asking them to ask
the questions for us or to

give us the proxy.

We’ve  asked  the
Labour MPs to give us
financial support and to
ask questions in the House
of Commons, especially
about the South African
connection.

It’s at times like this
that even the middle of the
road political man sudden-
ly realises that this big ar-
my of people are there and
willing to give us a tremen-
dous amount of help.

I think a lot of us have
felt guilty about the way
we’ve felt about groups
like the Socialist Workers

Denis Allport, chairperson of Metal Box inspecting
plants in Jamaica and Trinidad. MB has investment

Singapore, Malaysia

Wives organise to support sit-in

WIVES and companions of the occupying
workers at Metal Box are organising to discuss
the problems that they are facing and how they
can support the strike. MAVIS GILES, wife of
Ray, a senior shop steward spoke to Socialist
Challenge about why women should be involv-

ad.

Why do you think wives
and companions should
be involved in the oc-
cupation?

Gradually as the strike’s
progressed women have
become a little isolated
within the home facing the
attendant problems that
any strike brings.

The wives are at home,
some with small children,
with little money, pro-
blems with bills, not
knowing whether they can
claim on social security,
difficulty finding out ex-
actly how the strike is pro-

gressing and  whether
there’s any moves with
management.

Sometimes if their
husbands are away they
get the news from the
radio or the press. So we
felt that if we had a wives’
action group we could get
together to discuss pro-
blems that affect us as a
group and individually..
We can get the copvenor
to talk directly to the
wives, bring us up to date
and tell us how the strike
committee sees what is
happening.

Also we can find ways
in which we can be involv-
ed in raising money and
helping each other with
practical problems like
baby sitting.

Management are mak-
ing noises about jobs being
threatened as a direct
result of this industrial ac-
tion. The implication be-
ing that if the men don’t
stop the sit-in then they
might lose everybody’s
jobs because the factory
will close.

This can be quite
frightening if you read this
in the newspaper and you
haven’t had prior know-
ledge that this was an ex-
pected attack by manage-
ment.

It’s things like this that
need to be discussed as a
group with the officials of

the union.

Some of the people at
the action committee
were suggesting that
the wives and girl-
friends were not in sup-
port of the strike, that
they wouldn’t come to a
meeting and that in-
deed some of the
women were locking up
their men to stop them
from coming into the
strike.
In the first place I’'m not
convinced a lot of the
wives think like this. It
seems that the wives who
do take this kind of action
against their husbands are
the ones that people hear
about. We don’t hear too
much about the ones who
are giving quiet support.

I can appreciate that
women are getting anxious

and miserable about the
financial situation and
that they might look at it in
the short term.

Fortunately many of
the wives see the issues as
being much broader and
the implications much
wider.

The management will
continually come back with
more and more redundan-
cies. They’ll be able to pick
off the representatives of
the shop floor when and
how they wish because
they’ll know they’ve
broken off resistance.

They can eventually
close the factory down if
they want to because a
management that has no
opposition and no deter-
mination among the shop
floor can just ride rough-
shod over people’s jobs

sites in Britain and operating in about 30 other

countries.

Party. But its people like
this you have to rely on
and not just them but in
the Labour Party.
Without them we would
have been really in the
shtuck.

The company have
tried to make SWP help i in-
to a political issue. The
SWP has collected money,
has given moral support
and advice but the SWP
has never been involved in-
plant in the dispute.

Last week you picket-
ted the Metal Box head-
quarters in Reading to

in South Africa, Chile, Zimbabwe, Nigeria,

and livelihoods.

This is why after 11
years of peaceful in-
dustrial relations the men
have decided that they
have got to make a stand
because in the long run it
will save jobs.

We need to stop redun-
dancies and if we don’t it

force the management
back into talks. How did
that go?

.}

While we stood there eight
brand new Cavaliers were
delivered for the manage-
ment car pool. Most of the
directors rolled up in X
registered Jaguars,

green with a chauffeur driv-
ing. The building itself is
like a hotel. In the out-
buildings they’ve got
saunas, swimming baths,
tennis and squash courts.

You should have oc-
cupied that.

No I don’t think so. It’s
just that you get the sense
of these directors making
decisions about the lives of
people and they bear no
consequences for them.

They’re just lording it
and all this has been
achieved on revenue from
the plants. And although
you know that the com-
pany director, . Denis
Allport gave himself a 9~
per cent rise to £67,000 a
year it isn’t until you see it
that it really strikes you ...
how disgusting it all is. We
expect to meet with them
this Thursday.

will mean far greater job
losses. As there are no
engineering jobs left in
West Yorkshire there is
nowhere else that the men
can go for jobs so people
will face years and years on
the dole — and that will be
a permanent financial pro-
blem.

official collection sheets.

collect for the strike.

Yorkshire, Tel 0274 59052.

What you can do

® A London tour is scheduled to begin on 1 June.
Arrange meetings and opportunities to speak at factories
and at labour movement events in the area. Please con-
tact Frank Gorton, 01-254 9321 for information.

® Get resolutions of support and donations, using the

® Metal Box plants exist in many areas of the country.
Sell Socialist Challenge outside to tell the MB story and

Contact the Joint Shop Stewards Committee c/o0 A.
Mackin, Treasurer, 14 Westcliffe Rd, Shipley, West
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ONE HUNDRED YEAR

How Britain and the |

By Will Reissner

IN THE current conflict bet-
ween the Argentinian and
British governments over the
Malvinas Islands, the hypo-
critical commentary in the big
business media focuses on the
fact that Argentina is now rul-
ed by a military dictatorship
while Britain has a parliamen-
tary democracy.

This obscures a much more
fundamental difference bet-
ween the two countries —
that Argentina is a semi-
colonial country while Britain
is one of the major imperialist
powers in the worid.

Decisive control over
Argentina’s economy is not in
the hands of Argentinians, but
in the hands of the capitalist
investors from abroad. This
fact explains both how the
Argentinian economy has
developed and how it has
been misdeveloped.

Argentina is one of the most
highly developed, and one of the most
industrialised of the semicolonial
countries. But comparisons between
semicolonial Argentina. and im-
perialist Canada show the limitations
of industrial development in the semi-
colonial world.

Argentina and Canada have many
similarities. Both were settled over-
whelmingly by Europeans. Both are
important producers of grain and
livestock. Both export large amounts
of food and raw materials. Both have
educated and skilled workforces.
Both are largely urban.

But the following chart on this
page shows the tremendous difference
in their levels of economic develop-
ment. The reason for the gap between
the two countries is explained by the
principal difference between them:
Argentinian economic development
has been deformed and distorted by
the predominant role that foreign
capital has played in the development
of industry, and by the fundamental
influence that imperialist companies
exert on the Argentinian state.

Argentina’s economic develop-
ment has been largely determined by
an alliance between Argentinian land-
owners and imperialism. The land-
owners, who raise grain and livestock
on huge estates (estancias), have
traditionally been content to export
their produce and import industrial
products, which are generally cheaper
and better made than domestic pro-
duction.

Their power rests on the stagger-
ing concentration in landownership in
Argentina. Only two-tenths of 1 per
cent of the landowners control 65 per
cent of the country’s acreage and
employ 50 per cent of the agricultural
labour! Two land companies alone
own as much land as the total areas of
Belgium and  Switzerland put
together.

While 160,000 farmers cultivate
1.5 million hectares, the 2,100 largest
landowners cultivate 53.5 million hec-
tares. Two out of every three farmers
do not own the land they work.

While in absolute terms Argen-
tina’s agricultural exports are enor-
mous, its agriculture is inefficient by
advanced capitalist standards, being
based on minimal cultivation of huge
tracts. According to 1964 and 1966
figures compiled by the United Na-
tions Economic Commission for
Latin America (ECLA), Argentinian
farmers used 19 times fewer tractors
per arable acre than their British
counterparts, and 140 times less fer-
tilizer than West German farmers.

The fact that Argentinian exports
are overwhelmingly agricultural make
it particularly vulnerable to shifts in

economic stranglehold

the world market.

While the large landowners are
mainly  Argentinian, imperialist
investment became the dominant fac-
tor in Argentinian industrial develop-
ment in the third quarter of the 19th
century. That investment, largely
from Britain until the 1940s, was in-
itially concentrated in railroads and
the meat export trade.

But investments in the railroad
system were made to further the in-
terests of British capital rather than
the internal needs of the Argentinian
economy. Lines were laid out in a fan
pattern, to move exports from the in-
terior to the port of Buenos Aires,
and to move imports from Buenos

Al Haig,

Juan Peron, unable to break out of the imperialis

archetype US lbrpariallst, backed Bfita'm yamt

Aires to the interior. No grid was built
to facilitate internal trade and com-
munication between the cities and
regions of Argentina itself.

The second major focus of early
imperialist investment was in the
meat-packing industry. The develop-
ment of refrigerator ships in 1876
made it possible for the first time to
transport large amounts of Argenti-
nian beef to European markets, and
by 1890 a fleet of 278 refrigerator
ships was constantly moving between
Buenos Aires and Britain.

For. all intents and purposes,
Argentina had become a British col-
ony by the turn of the century. Fully

dependent Argentina over the Malvinas/Falklands

Not everyone supports the w

80 per cent of all foreign investme
the country came from Britain,
British influence permeated
aspects of Argentinian life.

By the 1930s, British capit
controlled three-quarters of the
road mileage, most of the urban
sit systems and utilities, much o
meat-packing industry, and had
stakes in other industries as
Capitalists from other countries
had a substantial presence in A

‘tina.

During the 1930s and 1940s
was considerable developmen
consumer-oriented ‘import sub:
tion’ industries in Argentina. D
the world-wide capitalist depres
markets for Argentinian expor
Western Europe shrank, leavin,
country with less money to purt
manufactured goods abroad.
when markets for Argent

agriculture picked up with the
break of the Second World
Argentina was still unable to pur
industrial goods due to the conve
of European industry to war prc
tion.
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inst Argentina

By the close of the war Argentina
had built up gigantic foreign currency
reserves, and the nationalistic govern-
ment of General Juan Peron used that
money to buy out the holdings of
British capitalists in the country and
establish state-owned companies to
develop new areas of the economy.

At the end of the war, Argentina
seemed to be poised for large-scale in-
dependence industrial development.
It had established a considerable in-
dustrial base in the previous two
decades, it had bought out the largest
imperialist holdings, and it possessed
large amounts of capital built up
during the war. But the hoped-for in-
dependent development did not take

; place.

! With the end of the war, the im-

‘ perialist corporations could again
turn their attention to Argentina. By
the early 1950s, foreign corporations,
now predominantly US, were again
entering the country in large
numbers, often purchasing Argenti-
nian owned companies that had been
built up in the preceding two decades.

L

Argentina Canada
27,300,000 23,940,000
72% 75.5%
$61.5 billion $245.8 billion

$6.7 billion
$7.8 billion

29.05 billion

$62.6 billion
$67.5 billion

335.71 billion

3.2 million 16.1 million
2.03 million 9.02 million
135,000 1.14 million
45,480 610,800
10.37 billion 215.35 billion
2.6 million 14.5 million

3.19 million 1.06 million

59% 76%

59.0 12.4

In 1954, a study of the 100 most
important companies functioning in
Argentina, found that at least 89 were
controlled by or closely connected
with foreign capital.

Another study in the 1960s ex-
amined the country’s largest com-
panies, as defined by sales, and found
that half of the total sales volume
went to foreign-owned firms, one-

> third to state-owned firms, and only

one-sixth to private companies owned
by Argentinian capitalists.

The trend toward imperialist pur-
chases or existing Argentinian in-
dustries is continuing. Of the 50 large
state enterprises that the Argentinian

_government turned over to private

control between 1963 and 1968, 29
passed into the hands of US corpora-
tions.

The evolution of the Argentinian
automobile industry illustrates the
growing control of imperialism. In
1960, 21 automobile companies were
functioning in Argentina, of which
only 4 had majority foreign owner-
ship. The remainder were either en-
tirely or majority Argentinian owned,
and operated under license from im-
perialist firms. In 1963, locally owned
auto firms still accounted for more
than 50 per cent of total production.

Leaving aside the fact that all the
locally-owned  companies  were
already tied to imperialist corpora-
tions through licensing agreements,
these figures show that there was still
significant Argentinian participation
in the industry in the early 1960s.

Today the story is totally dif-
ferent. The Argentinian producers
have folded or been bought out and
the remaining five automobile com-
panies are all foreign owned.

In a study of the Argentinian auto
industry, British scholar Rhys Jenkins
points out that the imperialists take
far more capital out of the country
than they invest in it. He reports that:
‘Between 1958 and 1964, that is, the
period during which most of the
foreign investment in the automotive
industry was made, the inflow of
$33m into the industry was exceeded
by the outflow of dividend payments
that amounted to $52.3m.’

Jenkins adds that the situation got
even worse in the late 1960s and early
1970s when annual payments of
dividends and royalties to foreign
owners exceegled the total new foreign
capital invested over a six-year

period.’

This pattern is not unique. In fact
it is the norm. Contrary to the myth

Cryng for Aentina, by the miltary '

expounded by generations of pro-
imperialist economists and politi-
cians, foreign investment does not
result in an inflow of capital to the
semicolonial world and does not
necessarily result in the creation of
new industrial capacity.

A study of the United States
Department of Commerce shows that
between 1950 and 1965, US private in-
vestment in Latin America totalled
$3.8bn, while in those same years the
flow of profits from Latin America to
the United States totalled $11.3bn.

In addition, most ‘foreign’ invest-
ment does not bring new capital into
the semicolonial countries from the
imperialist countries. According to a
US Department of Commerce study,
96 per cent of US foreign investment
in Latin America is actually raised in
Latin America.

The United Nations Economic
Commission for Latin America
points out that: ‘The growing tenden-
cy of foreign investors in recent years
to purchase all or part of industrial
enterprises that are already operating
in Latin America, far from providing
a stimulus to industrial activities in
the region, entails an increasing
outflow of financial resources,
without the creation of new produc-
tion capacity to justify it.’

This pattern — imperialist in-
vestors borrowing Argentinian capital
to purchase Argentinian industrial
plants and sending the profits out of
Argentina — has another pernicious
impact besides the export of capital
from the country. It also establishes
Argentinian industry as a branch of-
fice operation, in which imperialist
firms satisfy the local internal market
through their own local production
rather than through imports. But all
research, development, technical in-
novation, engineering, and the like is
carried out in the ‘home’ office.

The degree of imperialist control
over Argentina’s industrial produc-
tion has had a big impact on the rela-
tionship of class forces within the
country. As Argentinian economist
Gustavo Polit notes: ‘Since its birth
Argentinian industry has been cen-
tralised in a few hands, inextricably
intertwined with the landholders and
foreign capital.” As a result, the
degree of concentration of ownership
and production is higher than in the
advanced capitalist countries, which
developed in a more organic and
rounded manner.

Argentinian corporations were

P

OF COLONIAL EXPLOITATION
SA‘underdeveloped Argentina

huge from the start. As Polit shows,
they ‘emerged in the economic arena
of Argentina as fully developed off-
spring of large foreign enterprises.’

Already by 1936, still in the early
stages of Argentinian industrial
development, 47 individual factories
(one-tenth of 1 per cent of the total)
employed 15 per cent of all workers —
a degree of concentration that was 10
times higher than in the United States
at the same time. By 1954, the 69
largest establishments alone ~were
responsible for 20 per cent of the
value of production.

The Argentinian working class,
therefore, was from its beginnings
concentrated in large factories, which
are the most conducive arena for the
development of working-clas con-
sciousness and organisation. As a
result, the Argentinian working class
has traditionally been one of the most
class-conscious and militant in the
capitalist world.

This huge, powerful working class
confronts a stunted Argentinian
capitalist class. In face of competition
from huge foreign corporations, most
Argentine capitalists are content to
play the role of junior partner to im-
perialist firms, or avoid industrial in-
vestments totally.

The Argentinian capitalist asks
himself, says Polit: ‘Why should
millions be invested in such items as
blast furnaces if a much smaller
capital investment will bring high and
immediate profits when invested in
land, elegant buildings, the stock
market, or textile enterprises?’

- This stunted and deformed
Argentinian capitalist class finds itself
sandwiched between two giants — the
Argentinian workers and the im-
perialists. Unable to control and con-
tain the working class on its own, it
must rely on brute force by the
military to keep the workers in check,
and it turns over the reins of govern-
ment to representatives of im-
perialism. e

In 1970 and 1971 James Petras
and Thomas Cook carried out inter-
views with the top executives of the
150 largest corporations and in-
dustrial associations in Argentina.
They found that 55.4 per cent of the
top executives of foreign owned cor-

porations have held Argentinian
government posts as  cabinet
ministers, cabinet advisers, or

ministerial subsecretaries. But only
19.7 per cent of the top executives of
Argentinian owned companies had
held similar posts.

Today Argentina is in the midst of
a terrible economic crisis characteris-
ed by years of triple-digit inflation, a
rising wave of bankruptcies and bank
collapses, unemployment that is of-
ficially 10 per cent but is thought to be
nearly double that figure in reality, an
a dizzying fall in the living standards
of Argentinian working people.

The military, which has ruled
since 1976, has no solution to the
economic crisis. In 1981, five dif-
ferent officers occupied the presiden-
tial palace. One after another was
swept out by the deepening depres-
sion:

Today Argentina faces the dead
end of semicolonial development.
Because of the penetration of im-
perialist investment, Argentina sends
massive amounts of capital to the im-
perialist centers in the form of remit-
ted profits, and then has to turn
around and borrow that same capital
from British, US, European and
Japanese banks to finance infra-
structural development. Argentina’s
foreign debt now stands at more than
$35bn.

The Argentinian working class, in
its millions, with its fighting tradi-
tions, is the only force capable of
breaking the hold of imperialist
capital on Argentina and taking
charge of the country’s destiny.

From Intercontinental Press
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Next issue speciall Ernest Mandel

on the world economic crisis. Order your copy now’
Fortnightly news review of the Fourth International. Just 65p
per copy or subscribe for £16 a year. Send cheques etc made
out to ‘PEC’, to International Viewpoint, 2 rue Richard-

Len01r 93108 Montreuxl France.
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Scotland

ABERDEEN: SC available at Boom-
town books, King St. For more info
ring Bill 896 284.

EDINBURGH: SC sold Thur
4.15-5.15pm Bus Station, St. An-
drews Square and bottom of Waverly
steps 4.30-5.30; Sat 11.30-2pm East
End, Princes St. Also available from
Ist May Books, or Better Books, For-
rest Rd. More info on local activity
from SC c¢/o Box 6, Ist May
Bookshop, Candlemaker Row.
GLASGOW: SC sales every Thur/Fri
4.30-5.30pm at Central Station. Also
available at Barretts, Byres Rd; Clyde
Books, High St; Glasgow Bookshop
Collective, Cresswell Lane; Hope
Street Book Centre.

HAMILTON: SC sale every Sat
1-5pm outside Safeway, shopping
centre. For more info contact John
Ford, 53 Eliot Crescent, Hamilton or
Paul Youngson, 18 Forrest Crescent,
Hamilton.

Wales

BANGOR: Sat 10-12 town centre.
CARDIFF: every Sat in Bute Town
10.30-12. Also available 1-0-8 Books,
Salisbury Road.

NEWPORT: every Sat in town centre
11-12.30

PONTYPRIDD: SC sales every Sat
outside Open Market 11-1pm.
SWANSEA: SC sales outside Co-op,
Oxford St, 11am-1pm, Saturdays.

England

BATH: SC on sale at 1985 Books,
London ‘Road, and Saturdays 2pm-
3pm outside the Roman Baths. Phone
20298 for more details.
BIRKENHEAD: SC on sale at
Labour Club, Cleveland st, Thur
nights; in precinct outside Lit-
tlewoods, Sat 11-12.
BIRMINGHAM: SC on sale at The
Ramp, Fri 4.30-5.40, Sat 10-4. For
more info phone 643-5904.
BOLSOVER: Cross Keys, every Fri
8-9pm, Bluebell 9-10.

BRADFORD: SC at Fourth ldea
Bookshop, 14 Southgate.

BRISTOL: SC on sale 11-1, ‘Hole in
Ground’, Haymarket. More info Box
2, ¢/o Fulimarks, 110 Cheltenham
Rd, Montpelier, Bristol 6.
BURNLEY: SC on sale every Sat
morning 11.30-1pm St James St.
COVENTRY: SC available from
Wedge Bookshop.

HEMEL HEMPSTEAD: SC sales in
Time Square, Sat 10.30-1.30pm.
HUDDERSFIELD: SC sold Sat
tlam-1lpm. The Piazza. SC also
available at Peaceworks.

LEEDS: Sat 11-1 at Lands Lane
Pedestrian Precinct and 10.30-12.00
at Headingly Arndale Centre. Corner
Bookshop, Woodhouse Lane.
LIVERPOOL: SC on sale from News
from Nowhere, Whitechapel and
Progressive Books, Berry St.
MANCHESTER SC sold 11-1pm Sat
at OLDHAM outside the Yorkshire
Bank, High St; at BURY in the shop-
ping precinct and at Metro Books; at
BOLTON in the town centre; and in
MANCHESTER at Gorton and
Droylesden markets 11am-12.30 Sats
and at Grassroots and Percivals
Bookshop. Tel: 061-236 4905 for fur-
ther info.

Bookshops

BANGOR: Rainbows, Holyhead
Road, Upper Bangor, Gwynedd.
BRADFORD: Fourth Idea Book-
shop, 14 Sandgate.

BRIGHTON: The Public House, Lit-
tle Preston St.

BRISTOL: Fullmarks, 110 Chelten-
ham Rd, Bristol 6.

BIRMINGHAM: Other Bookshop,
137 Digbeth, Birmingham.
DURHAM: Durham City Co-op
Bookshop, 85a New Elvet.

ILFORD: South Essex Bookshop, 335
Ley Street.

MILTON KEYNES: Oakleaf Books,
109 Church Street, Wolverton.
OXFORD: EOA Books, 34 Cowley

Rd.

LEICESTER: Blackthorn Books, 70
High St, Leicester, and V Karia, 53A
London Rd, Leicester.
LIVERPOOL: News from Nowhere,
100 Whitechapel, Liverpool L1
LONDON: Central Books, 37 Grays

What's Left

RATES for What's Left. 5p per
word or £4 per col inch. Deadline:
noon Sat prior to publication.
Payment in advance. Phone
01-359 8180.

CONFERENCE: Immigrants and
the welfare state on three separate
Thursdays, 27 May and 3, 17 June.
Africa Centre, 38 King St, London

Sponsored by the Joint Commit-
tee for the Welfare of Immigrants and
the Law Centre Federation. Details
and booking forms please write to:
Jamal Hasan, Camden Community
Law Centre, 146 Kentish Town Rd,
London NW1 or ring 01-485 6672.

Support the real struggle in Latin
America. Solidarity meeting spon-
sored by Brighton Trades Council,
Brighton LP, and others. 29 May,
2.30-5.30 Methodist Hall, Dorset
Gdns, Brighton. Speakers include
FDR rep, Jenny Pearce (author of
‘Under the Eagle’) and rep from New
Jewel Movement. Further details Tel
Brighton 687658.

SPARE BOOKS! Any books you
don’t want taking up valuable space
on your bookshelves? Send them to
the Other Bookshop, 328 Upper St,
London N1 2XP.

Socialist

Where you can
buy Socialist
Challenge

Order from SC, PO Box >U, London NI 2XP.

Challenge Events

MANSFIELD: Fri 3-4pm, Stockwell
Gate, Sat 10.30-12 Westgate. Four
Seasons Shopping Centre  Sat
10.30-12.

NEWCASTLE: SC on sale every Sat
11-lpm outside Fenwicks. Also
available at Days of Hope bookshop,
Westgate Rd. Every Friday outside
Newcastle University between 1-2 and
outside Newcastle Polytechnic bet-
ween 12-1 every Monday.
NOTTINGHAM: SC sold every Sat
12-1 pm Slab Square. For info phone
863916.

OLDHAM: SC sold every Saturday
outside Yorkshire Bank, High Street.
For more information about local ac-
tivities. Tel. 061-682 5151.
OXFORD: SC sold Fri 12-2pm out-
side Kings Arms and every Sat
10.30-12.30pm in Cornmarket.
SHEFFIELD: SC on sale Thursday,
Pond St, 4.30-6pm; Saturday,
Fargate 10.30-12.30pm.
SOUTHAMPTON: SC on sale Sat
10am-12 noon at Above Bar Post Of-
fice (Shopping Precinct).
STAFFORD: SC on Sale Market Sq
Sat lunch-time.

STOCKPORT: SC sold every Satur-
day, Ipm, Mersey Way. Can be
delivered weekly: phone 483 8909
(evening), 236 4905 (day).
SWINDON: SC on sale 11-1 every
Sat, Regent St (Brunel Centre).
TEESSIDE: SC on sale Sat lunchtime
in the Cleveland Centre, and in
Newsfare, Linthorpe Road, Mid-
dlesbrough, and outside Woolworths
on Stockton High Street.
WOLVERHAMPTON: SC sales on
Thur/Fri at Poly Students Union
from noon-2pm and British Rail
4.30-6pm; and Saturday near Beat-
ties, town centre from 1lam-2pm.
YORK: on sale every Thursday, dole
office Clifford Street, 9.30-11;
University Vanburgh College 12-2;
Saturday at Coney Street 11-1.

London

BRENT: SC sold Willesden Junction
Thur 4.30pm.

EALING: SC sold Thur,
Broadway tube, 5-6pm.
ENFIELD: SC at Nelsons newsagents,
London Rd, Enfield Town.
HACKNEY: SC on sale on estates
lhroqghout Hackney, at public
meetings, and local factories. Con-
tact us c/o PO Box 36, 136 Kingsland
High St, London E8 2NF or phone
Megan or John at 359 8288.
HILLINGDON: SC sold  Fri,
4.30-5.30 at Uxbridge tube station;
Sat 11.30-12.30 in shopping precinct,
Uxbridge.

HOUNSLOW: SC sold outside
Hounslow East tube, every Wed
5.15-6.15pm.

ISLINGTON: Every Fri, 8.15-9am at
Holloway Road tube and Highbury
tube.

KILBURN: SC sales every Sat, 10am
in Kilburn Square, and Thursday
8.30am at Queens Park tube.
LAMBETH: SC sold Thur and Fri
evenings and Thur mornings outside
Brixton tube.

NEWHAM: SC sold Sat llam fo
noon, Queen’s Rd Mkt, Upton Park.
PADDINGTON: SC sold at Por-

Ealing

tobello Rd market Sat at noon.
WEMBLEY: SC sales Fri 6.45am at
North Wembley BR Station.

Inn Rd; Colietts, Charing Cross Rd,
WC2; Paperback Books, Brixton and
Charlotte St; Kilburn Bookshop,
Kilburn High Road, NWé6; The
Bookplace, Peckham High St, SE15;
Books Plus, Lewisham; Balham
Food Co-op; Housmans, 5 Caledo-
nian Rd, N1; Compendium, Camden
Town NWI1; Owl, Kentish Town;
New Beacon, Seven Sisters Rd, N4;
The Other Bookshop, 328 Upper St,
NI1; Bookmarks, Seven Sisters Rd,
N4; Centerprise, 126 Kingsland High
St, E8; Dillons, QMC; Page One,
E15; The Other Bookshop, 328 Up-
per St, N1; Reading Matters, Wood
Green next to Sainsbury’s; Village
Books, Streatham; Tethric Books,
Clapham; Paperback Centre, Brix-
ton; Oval tube kiosk; Shakti Books,
46 High St, Southall.
NOTTINGHAM: Mushroom Books,
Heathcote St, Hockley.
SOUTHAMPTON: October Books,
Onslow Road.

YORK: Community Books, Walm-
gate.

Pay the Health
workers
badges available
at 25p each
Orders for 10 or more
badges — 20p each
Orders for 100 or more
— 15p each
Cheques payable to ‘Car-
dinal Enterprises’ and sent
to ‘Badges’ PO Box 50 Lon-
don N1. Why not get your
trade union or Labour Party

branch to order some?

&,

J. W, B 3

29 May

National Heaithworkers fracti

0
May 12noon. Socialist Challenge office.

Socialist Challenge office 10.30am
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BOB MARLEY died one year ago. But
his legend and influence remain just as
powerful in death as during hw life.
Here we re-print the tribute we publish-
ed when he died by PAUL GILROY.

DESPITE the fact that his militant
music has helped many a stuffy social
find its feet and start dancing, there
will be many on the left who will balk at
considering Bob Marley as more than a
‘pop star’.

Any socialist who fails to see the
relevance of the autonomous black
politics of which Marley was part
should be warned by the media

coverage of his death.

This went to
ridiculous extremes to
prove that his music
and purposes were
unrelated to politics
and nothing to do with
revolution.

Radio 4 informed us
that Get up, stand up
was a ‘spiritual plea’,
while the

ATV
tribute

explained
that
Crazy
Baldhead
carried a
‘mystic message
peace and reconcilia-
tion’.

These views were a
predictable insult to a
man whose political in-
fluence continues to
guide the political
struggles of a genera-
tion reared on his in-
struction, ‘Don’t forget
your history, control
your destiny’.

Babylon

Bob Marley was not
a ‘protest singer’ who
drew attention to strug-
gles of which he was not
part. He was a commit-
ted artist whose works
were indivisible from
the struggles they ex-
pressed.

His powerful words
are evidence of his
political intentions, and
their political effects
elevated him above the
shallow pop culture
which he evaded while
alive, but which has at-
tempted to claim him in
death.

When Island
Records released The
Wailers’ Catch a Fire in
a cigarette lighter cover
in 1973, they sparked a
political and cultural

of

revolution, whose
flames were felt
throughout
Africa,
West
Europe
and the

Americas.
Marley preached a

relentless anti-
imperialist ~ doctrine.
Built on Dread Pan-
Africanism, but
unswerving from a
commitment to the

righteousness of the op-
pressed whatever
Babylon system sucked
the blood of the suf-
ferers, Marley’s
understanding of
Babylon was to prove
all too powerful, and
far more materialist
than metaphysical.

Direct intervention
in Jamaican politics on
behalf of Michael
Manley’s People Na-
tional Party got Marley

Review

Marley lives!

shot for his pains, and
he left Jamaica.

His commitment
and priorities can be
gauged from the fact
that the Survival
album, which marked
his return to music, was
more resolutely
outspoken than ever,
turning his own e€X-
perience at the hands of
the assassins into a sym-
bol for the divide-and-
rule tactics of the
capitalism that he
despised. Millions of
black peoplein the

. world who

feel
capitalist
domination
through racial
oppression have
taken up
Marley’s new
Garveyism
and used
it in their
struggles.
But they were not
his only constituency.
He had a knack of
presenting a. black ex-
perience undiluted in
such a way that univer-
sal, general and class-

based interp_retations
were also possible.
He invited anti-

racism while servicing
black liberation. The
calculated ambiguities
of a song about political
violence in Jamaica
made it relevant to
England in a different
way:

‘They don’t want to see
us live together,

All they want us to do is
keep killing one
another’

The impact of Afro-
Caribbean culture in
general and reggae in
particular on the lives
and politics of white
working class youth in
this country is too often
overlooked.

Rather that aban-
don white youth forever
to the swelling ranks of
the British Movement,
we must realise how
many young people
found something of
their own in the
language and symbols
of Rastafari which
Marley made famous.

White young people
flocked to see him per-
form and bayed ‘stand
up for your rights’ back
at the stage in their cup
final atmosphere.

This . relationship
flowered briefly in the
cooperation of black
and white which mark-
ed the early days of
Rock Against Racism
and prepared the
ground for the short-
lived but important
‘two-tone’ craze.

Marley’s influence
powered over all this
and the connections he
fought to reveal will be
harder to uncover the
next time anti-racism
becomes fashionable.

Of course, his rise to

international
stardom was only
. possible once the
leisure industry
., wokeuptothe
be made ,
from :

reggae.

Third World

markets for
> records in Africa
and Latin America

demanded new products

and the domestic ‘rock
scene’ had grown stale
under the deadweight
of the Eric Claptons.

The image of the
primitive and licentious
herbsman was to prove
a novel selling point to
the rock fans who
gasped over No
Woman, No Cry. In
this period many people
were tempted to think
that Marley had abab-
doned our cause in the
cynical pursuit of fame
and fortune.

3 vast profits to ,

He accepted the
constraints of com-
modity stardom as the
price of access to larger
numbers of people who
could make his vision of
the internationalisation
of Rastafari a reality.

Irony

The move away
from root reggae
towards pop, which
started with ~Natty

Dread — his first album
after the  original
Wailers broke up —
should be understood
as a strategic ploy to
open up black America
to the political culture
of reggae and Rastfari.

It is sad irony that
he should have fallen ill
Jjust as Stevie Wonder’s
Master Blaster seemed
to have made this con-
quest likely.

Don’t be fooled into
thinking that Bob
Marley was a mystic
just because he spoke a
language of class
struggle
which
you

find dif-
ficult to translate.

He spanned
political and cultural
traditions, and the dif-
ferential effects of his
political intervention in
the metropolis and
third world present a
precise picture of the
configurations of im-
perialism.

His music and
political achievements
are the best obituary.
Listen to Burning and
Looting and remember
him serenading Zim-
babwe into in-

dependence.
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‘WE are entering a crucial period for the future of

our revolution. For

more than twenty vyears,

Washington’'s aggressive attitude to us has never
slackened. From the Bay of Pigs invasion in 1961, to the
economic blockade, the list of attempts to isolate or
destroy us is long. Imperialism has never accepted the
Cuban people’s decision to adopt the social system of
its choice. But, with the triumph of the Nicaraguan
revolution and the successes of the Salvadorean peo-
ple, this hostility has surpassed itself. Last October,
military action seemed imminent.’

The speaker was still adolescent when Fidel Castro
entered Havana in 1959. A cadre of the Cuban Com-
munist Party and a member of its Central Committee,
he is one of those today contributing to the elaboration

.of Cuban foreign policy.

‘Tension has slackened off
since,’ he adds, ‘but we would
be irresponsible if we did not
prepare for the worst. This is
why our entire people is
mobilised and in military train-
ing to repel any aggressor. We
prefer negotiation to confron-
tation. But it is not our choice.’

Imperialist aggression,
mobilisation, revolutionary rise
in Central America, negotia-
tion: These are the key words
around which the Cuban
leadership’s foreign policy is
now developing.

First, a popular mobilisa-
tion, deeper and more
widespread than we have been
used to during this revolution.
An internationalist mobilisa-
tion, solidarising with the
struggle of the Central
American revolutionaries,
Cuba is living through the daily
experiences of Nicaragua,
Guatemala, El Salvador. There
is not a workplace assembly nor
a meeting of the Committees
for the Defence of the Revolu-
tion where the situation there is
not discussed.

Combat

‘Our future is at stake here
as in Central America,’ ex-
plained a Cuban Minister
recently. ‘Their struggle is
ours,’ say the placards and
posters, often clumsily design-
ed, which can be seen on the
walls of the workshops and of-
fices. It is an internationalist
mobilisation, but it is also in
defence of the revolution: of
the workers’ state and its gains.

The decision to constitute
‘territorial militias’ taken at the
end of 1980 and ratified by the
Communist Party’s 2nd Con-
gress, has received wide sup-
port. Tens of thousands of
workers have set up
‘detachments’ in the
workplaces, devoted much of
their holidays to military train-
ing and collected money for
their own arms.

In Havana, each CDR has
set up ‘evacuation committees’
house by house, street by street.
Exercises are held regularly and
everyone knows what to do in
case of attack. Those who have
lived through the most
dramatic moments of the
‘missile crisis’ of 1962 seem
unanimous in thinking that this
mobilisation is at least as big.

But it is more structured and
more confident.

Now that the revolution has
celebrated its twenty-third an-
niversary, such facts — among
many others — are proof of the

del Castroand xico s Presidenf Lopez Portillo

politicisation and enthusiasm
of large sections of the people,
and of the links which involve

_the Castroist leadership with

the masses.

‘We are calm and well-
prepared no matter what type
of confrontation awaits us,’
Carlos Rafael  Rodriguez
recently told a French press
agency. The Cuban leaders are
convinced that the risk of
military  aggression against
their island is greater than at
any time since the 1960s.

They fear this not only as a
response to the revolution in
Central America. They fear,
deep down, an adventure by the
Reagan adminisration. In their
eyes this is ‘the most conser-
vative, the most aggressive, the
most reactionary and the most
dangerous’ sector of the
American bourgeoisie. It is a

sector which reacts to problems
and events ‘in a mechanical

fashion, with reponses that
seem to have been well
prepared in advance by pseudo-
ideologues blinded with their
anti-communism.’

Washington is meeting
‘problems’ right now. Internal
problems which the Cuban
leaders follow from close up —
and international problems.

Particularly disturbing for
them is the combination of
economic crisis without ap-
parent solution, accelerated re-
armament and — regionally —
the military escalation in El
Salvador and Central America.
In their view this escalation, if
it continues, can only lead to a
geographical escalation.

More generally, in an inter-
national context marked by
numerous explosive local situa-
tions — from Southern Africa

to the Middle East, for example
— they think that any im-
perialist adventure will very
quickly draw them in even if
they are not initially involved.

The evolution of the crisis
in the Malvinas/Falklands
shows this fear is not un-
justified.

The Cuban
fears and worries cannot be
dissociated from their growing
concern with the ‘accumulation
of the socialist camp’s pro-
blems’. This is a subject which
no Cuban official will discuss
openly, but from ‘friendly and
informal’ exchanges and ‘small
phrases’ the indications are
growing.

The chronic difficulties of
the Soviet economy, the
massive indebtedness of most
of the ‘socialist countries’

disturbs the Cubans: what will
the long term effects be on the

Raul Castro and Kosygin in Mexico

leadership’s .

aid — still vital — which Russia
gives the Cuban economy?

- Moscow’s entrenchment in
Afghanistan worries them too.
‘The Russian losses are heavy:
they will have to fight there for
years,” was a comment we
heard delivered in a critical
tone.

But above all it is Poland
that concerns them.

On this there is an official
position. It is a position which
has been long-awaited and re-
mains very discreet. It insists on
the fact that the present situa-
tion is ‘above all the product of
the incorrect application of the
principles of Marxism-
Leninism’ but, in essence, it re-
mains — without any equivoca-
tion — a position of support
for Jaruzelski.

But many questions are be-
ing asked by those who,
through their jobs, have access
to other information than that
put out by the Russian Tass
news agency, reproduced
liberally by Prensa Latina and
the whole Cuban press.

‘One cannot build socialism
with the majority of the people
against you,” commented a
high functionary in the
Ministry of Foreign Relations.
Another, an old friend of
Fidel's, recalled that ‘I was
convinced that if the Soviet
military had intervened in
Poland, the Yankees would
have intervened directly after-
wards. In spite of everything,
Jaruzelski is the lesser evil.’

Around these questions
there is, obviously, a discussion
at the heart of the Cuban
leadership. This is a strictly in-
ternal discussion and its limits
are obvious: any major
divergence with the Soviet
Union — whose massive aid

The Other
Bookshop

328 Upper Street London N1
Telephone 01 226 0571

and military support have been
determining factors in the sur-
vival of the revolution in the
face of imperialist aggression
— is a priori excluded.

‘To the extent that we are
pursuing the same historical
objectives ... there is and will be
a broad coincidence between
Soviet foreign policy and
Cuba’s,’ writes Carlos Rafael
Rodriguez in an important arti-
cle published in the first edition
of Cuba Socialista, the new
theoretical review of the Cuban
Communist Party.

These limits having been
established, a further point can
be affirmed which is com-
mented on as soon as interna-
tional questions are discussed:
the Cuban revolution ‘must not
only have an independent
Sforeign policy, it must have its
own policy,’ to use Rodriguez’s
formula in the article already
quoted.

This is the first time that
this theme has occupied such a
position and the first time it has
been so clearly enunciated since
the 1970s, that is, since Soviet
influence began to weigh so
heavily on the revolution.

‘Although Cuba is disposed
to subordinate its national in-
terests permanently to those of
socialism as a universal aspira-
tion, this does not and cannot
mean that our foreign policy,
with its own objectives, can be
subordinated to the policies of
other socialist states,” writes
Rodriguez.

It would be wrong to see on-
ly rhetoric in these arguments.
On such vital questions as Cen-
tral America or relations with
Washington, and on many
others, Cuban desire to develop
‘its own policy’ is more and
more perceptible.
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Rgme and se
violence

RAPE and violence against women are the
most extreme forms of degradation of women
in our society. Such acts are not one off oc-
curances performed by mad men — they
reflect women’s position in society and the
family. Twenty five per cent of all violent crime
takes the form of sexual or domestic attacks
on women in the home. Forty seven per cent of
rapes are committed by people known to the
victim and only a few are known to be mentally

disturbed.

JUDITH ARKWRIGHT replies to the debate
that has taken place recently in the pages of

Socialist Challenge.

Violence toward women stems from the
fact that women are trapped in a subordinate

position inside the family —

subordinate

because women are materially dependent on
men within the family. They are the provider of
domestic services not supplied by the state.

The only possibility of

putting a stop to this treat-
ment of women is not by
having tougher - sentences
or punishment for rapists
but through changing a
society which is based on
coercion in every sphere of
life and establishing a
society where free social
and sexual relations exist.

In this context we can
point out some important
achievements of post
capitalist governments in
beginning to challenge the
overall position of women
in society and therefore
changing attitudes and
treat, ‘ent of women. In
Russiwin the early days of
the revolution, for exam-
ple, the most advanced
programme in the world
before or since was in-
troduced for women. Free
abortion, civil marriage
and the right to work was
enshrined in the constitu-
tion and began to be
enacted.

Family

In Cuba today, a topic
of debate in many of the
letters, there are free
nurseries, abortion is
totally legal as long as the
woman wants it, children
born outside wedlock are
considered equal, thus
challenging the norm of
marriage and monogamy.

In addition there is no
advertising in Cuba. Thus

women’s bodies cannot be -

used to sell commodities
— an important factor in
encouraging  sexist at-
titudes in capitalist coun-
tries. There is a mass
women’s movement in-
volving eighty per cent of
women and continually
taking up the fight for
women’s demands and
challenging ‘machismo’.
No one would claim
that such societies can get
rid of rape and sexual
violence overnight. Even
in a country like Cuba this
is not the case. But such
problems are nothing like
the scale of social pro-
blems which could be
found in an advanced
capitalist country
Ultimately, however, a
complete alternative to the
family form will be nec-
cessary to change attitudes
to women. Without that
they cannot be fully free
and independent, cannot
play a full role in social

production, cannot play a
full role in public life and
will continue to be subor-
dinate to men.

Women will not
achieve full equality until
this is overcome and an
alternative to the family
and domestic labour is
developed. Attitudes
toward women which
generate hostility, sexual
objectification or violence
can change as part of this
process.

The fight against
violence against women
nowever, cannot be
postponed  until  ‘we

achieve socialism’ — it has
to be taken up as part of
the fight for socialism
along with other demands.

Women against Rape
for example, have just
launched a campaign for
rape to be recognised
within marriage which
they intend to take into the
women’s and labour
movement. The fact that
rape within marriage is not
recognised shows how
women are regarded as
men’s property to be sex-
ually abused and exploited
at will. The capitalist state
endorsed this because it
wants to ensure women’s
role ‘as reproducers and
child rearers, not as sexual
beings with their own
rights.

Demands

We should demand an
end to police and judges’
harassment. We should
call for balanced jury com-
position and for automatic
compensation for rape vic-
tims without having t@ go
through a separate claims
court. We should demand
council funded centres
which are free from state
control.
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Such demands do not
imply any reliance on the
state and in fact show up
the role of the state in
perpetuating violence to
women,; but these
demands can be used to
stimulate the self activity
of women to fight for their
needs. A struggle by
women around this and all
the demands for our
liberation will show quite
clearly that we will have
nothing to do with the ‘law

and order’ brigade and
their proposals for com-
batting rape which centre
on the ‘crime and punish-
ment’
man.

Such people do not
have the interests of
women at heart when they
demand stiffer sentences
or hanging.

What would women
gain from this? Nothing.
In fact quite the opposite
— any strengthening of
the state apparatus
weakens women’s fight
since it is precisely the
same parliament, the same
courts, the same institu-
tions which attack
women’s rights — to
work, to fertility control
and so on.

Our emphasis as
socialists should be on
campaigns which benefit
women. We should take
these demands up within
the labour movement —
pointing out how ques-
tions like cuts in public
transport affects women
especially, demanding that
unions negotiate on behalf
of women members by
demanding provisions of
alarms, self defence
lessons in worktime and
schools, better street
lighting, for safe, cheap
transport, for  union
meetings to be at suitable
times for women and so
on. In addition unions
should draw up codes of
conduct in relation to sex-
ual harassment.

Collective

The fight for women’s
liberation as a whole
begins to challenge the
perception which men
have of women and forces
them to treat women with
respect and as equal be-
ings. This type of strategy
takes the emphasis away
from the individual man
and the individual woman
and towards a collective
response. This is not a
matter of letting men off
the hook. Such anti-
woman and anti-working
class activity is repulsive to
our movement and we de-
fend the right of women to
organise against such ac-
tions. )

The increase in
violence against women is
a product of the social and
economic crisis of our
society. The liberation of
women rests in fighting
this system and in the con-
struction of a women’s
movement and a labour
movement strong enough
and confident enough to
fight back on all fronts.

of the individual -

PORNOGRAPHY

From outrage to action

Self defence is no offence —
unlike the adverts in Sunday’s colour magazines.

By Valerie Coultas

I wonder how many Socialist Challenge
readers have ever seen a slide show about hard
porn? If you're female it would shock you to
see some of the images of women that are por-
trayed in hard porn magazines. For some men
it would be a shock too. The Swindon
Women's Liberation Festival recently showed a
slideshow about pornography and male

violence put together

by an American

Women's Group. The effect on the all-female
audience was a dramatic one. Stunned silence
and a general feeling of discomfort greeted the

end of the show.

Starting off with the
poster advertising the
Rolling Stones Album
‘Black and Blue’, where a
‘glamorous’ woman is tied
up having been supposedly
beaten ‘black and blue’ by
the Rolling Stones and, ac-
cording to the caption,
loving it, the written com-
mentary explains how
women in Los Angeles
forced the advertising
company to withdraw this
hoarding from public
view. The slide show il-
lustrates how fine the line
is between repectable
advertising and hard porn.

A slide is shown from a
porn magazine where a
woman’s legs are spread
open in the air, no other
part of her body is in view.
A man stands above her
with a huge drill. Another
slide comes on the screen.
The image is similar but
this time, once again, the
magazine is ‘respectable’!

The most vivid and
horrific slides are those
that take women’s bodies
as pieces of meat to its
literal conclusion. In one
slide a woman is placed on
a plate of rice, her bottom
in the air, her body
covered with sauce. She
looks just like a piece of
chicken. In another we see
a mincer ‘grinding’ a
woman’s body. The
woman’s head (of course)
and the top of her body
have gone through the
grinder; only her bottom
and legs are left waving in
the air to titillate the male
viewer. The final slide caps
them all. It is a ‘snuff’ pic-
ture, a woman is being tor-
tured to death, her nipples
are being torn off by a
male torturer.

Outrage and anger
against the male sex as a
whole is the natural
response to a slide show
designed to ‘sensa-
tionalise’ the issue of male
violence. Many women —

simply one of anger at a
world that encourages men
to view woman in this way
but also a gnawing anger
at the bias in the slideshow
itself.

The atmosphere that
the film created in the
room was one of a feminist
seance, where we sat and
fed our anger at the male
sex in general. A slide had
been shown where a boss
leaned over his desk and
was forcing his female
employee to strip. It had
nothing to say about the
power of the man, as a
boss, over his female
employees.

When
‘snuff’

it referred to
films it

A woman’s body to advertise men’s clothes

like myself — in the au-
dience had never been ex-

posed to such vile images

of their own sex before.
But my reaction was not

nothing about the bloated,
degenerate capitalists and
their hangers on who pro-
vide the wherewithal to
finance these sadistic trips

said

into foreign parts to trick
women to their deaths. It
said nothing of the profits
of the firms that advertise
the records, churn out the
porn magazines, the large
wage packets promised to
the women who can get far
more for taking their
clothes off than they ever
will as factory workers,
hairdresser, schoolteacher
Or even top secretary.

It is far too simple to
allow outrage at men in
general to determine the
position that women
should take against por-
nography. Of course it is
vile. Of course it is
degrading. Of course we
should oppose it and take
individual men up for con-
doning it and consuming it
as they do in their
thousands every day of
their lives. But when it
comes to action against it
we have to attack the
source, not the manifesta-
tion, of the problem.

Millions

We have to attack the
class system that en-
courages and tolerates
women’s inferiority — in
the home and at work. We
have to point the finger at
the firms and multi-
nationals that make
millions out of the porn in-
dustry and ensure that a
future Labour government
takes control of these in-
dustries, using their profits
for things people really
need.

We have to demand
that all women are given
the right to live indepen-
dent lives by having the
educational and work op-
portunities, the family
planning and welfare
facilities, that will ensure
that no woman is forced to
sell her body either in mar-
riage or for any other
reason. These are the ways
we move from outrage to
action.

Feminists have accused
socialists of being sex-
blind in the past. When
discussing  pornography
the modern women’s
movement has to avoid be-.
ing class-blind.



WOMEN'S
FESTIVAL

BRADFORD 12

ocialist Challengse)

Photo: PETE GRAN

Police deny knowledge

of fascist threat

By Paul Hutchinson

THE PROSECUTION case continued throughout the
fourth week of the Bradford 12 trial. Tariq Ali, defen-
ding himself, and other defence counsel, cross ex-
amined the police officers involve in his detention

and subsequent arrest.
Tariq Ali was ‘invited’

to the police station by Det  sel for Tarlochan Gata- "ll“.lariq Ali said thaﬁ he vt;'as Battersea Park,L.ondon “:
Insp  Windle. Windle Aura produced copies of tBl'l;?l‘;vl? Into a (l:\?lovvgrlrtlenz: noon

described what immediate-
ly followed at the police
station as a ‘natter’ about
Ali’s political views. Ali
put it to the officer that it
was ‘a heavy political in-
terrogation’. Windle
denied Ali’s contention
that he was also inter-
rogated about the whole
state of apartheid in South
Africa.

Ali later wrote a state-
ment when interviewed by
Det Insp Sidebottom and
Det Sgt Huntingdon. It
admitted involvement in
making petrol bombs but
in terms of the need to
resist fascist and racist at-
tacks. It pointed to events
in Southall and the Dept-
ford fire. In this context
Ali’s statement said they
took ‘the news that coach-
loads of skinheads were
coming to Bradford very
seriously’. Sidebottom ob-
viously didn’t.

Witch-h
Wales L

Mike Mansfield, coun-

the News of the World
dated 12 and 19 July 1981
(Sidebottom~had said he
took this paper regularly).
The 12 July issue had an
articie on the National
Front recruiting gangs of
skinheads to attack black
communities. An article
the following week was on
Southall and organised
fascist violence. Side-
bottom said he hadn’t read
these articles.

With last week’s pro-
ceedings also came the ad-
mission that  Special
Branch officers were pre-
sent when several of the
defendants were picked
up. Det Insp Windle when
cross examined in relation
to the arrest of Giovanni
Singh, admitted the
presence of a Special
Branch officer when they
went to his house and said
that the Special Branch
were interested in links

By Helen Slyomovics, Cardiff North delegate

to Wales LP conference

A BLOW against democracy and for the right
inside the Labour Party was struck at Wales
Labour Party conference last week. Resolu-
tions were passed which called for an inquiry
into various groups in the party and for the pro-
scribing of the Militant Tendency and the ex-

pulsion of Trotskyists.

The vote on these
resolutions went against
the Wales Labour Party
executive’s recommenda-
tion to support a com-
posite resolution which
called for democratic
reselection and an end to
the witch-hunt.

t prss: Tari Ali hs ust received his membbr-

Right wing MP for
Swansea West, Alan
Williams, claimed that the
left had started the witch-
hunt with their demands
of reselection of MPs.
Such pathetic arguments,
which confuses reselection
and expulsion, showed the

ship card. At the time of writing Eric Heffer is
about to visit Hornsey Labour Party. The decisions
of the Wales Labour Party will not aid the fight tha:

/s looming inside the party.

between disturbances in
Bradford and riots in
other areas of the country,

Police maltreatment of
the defendants was also
alleged by the defence.

skinhead and that three
police officers had laughed
at this. Sidebottom denied
any knowledge. Counsel
for Saeced Hussein, Helena
Kennedy, put it to Det
Const- Porter that her
client had been hit round
the head three times.
Porter denied this.

Det Sgt Morley denied
threatening Ishaq Kazi
with being charged with a
conspiracy to murder a
policeman if he didn’t give
them more information.
But he did admit that he
had told Ishaq ‘I’ll give
you credit at court for not
going along with them (the
other defendants) if you
tell me everything’.

Morley said that he
had not been implying that
Ishag would get a lighter
sentence. The defence case
will start sometime during
the fifth week of the trial.

contempt in which party
democracy is held by the
right wing. It was the right
wing-led union, General
and Municipal Workers,
which initiated these bla-
tant attacks on the left —
backed by the engineering
union.

Unfortunately the
transport union abstained
on all these resolutions —
and allowed the right to
win.  George Wright,
general secretary of the
Wales TGWU (as well as
of the Wales TUC), claim-
ed that to do otherwise
would have ‘split’ the
union delegation. Yet op-
position to the witch-hunt
is part of the TGWU'’s na-
tional policy.

. An abstention meant
in fact a vote for the right
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Saturday5June

Refreshments Y Creche available
WOMEN'SRIGHTS TO JOBS &

THE 5 JUNE demonstration and rally tor

a woman'’s right to work promises to be
a massive event for women’s rights.

In MANCHESTER, the Labour Party
are organising space in trains and in at
least one factory a coach has been
organised by the union. Ferranti
assembly worker Laura Mitchell ex-
plained, ‘Over the last two years Ferran-
tis have put 2000 workers, mainly
women, out of work.

in the Holligwood plant, divisions
between men and women have benefit-
ted the management; the men in the
toolroom wouldn‘t fight redundancies in
the assembly section (mainly women).
Then when it was their turn, the women
didn’t feel inclined to defend the men’s
jobs.

Ferranti's now takes no women ap-
prentices but they don’'t prioritise
women — that is, they don’t have a
policy of positive discrimination. | think
the union should fight for a guaranteed
percentage every year.

We're looking forward to the festival
— it's a step in the right direction. But
the Labour Party should campaign in
places like ours and find out what
women want.’

In BRISTOL, the predominantily
female workforce at the Famous Names
factory, are hoping to get their union to
organise a coach as well so that they can
come down and get support for their
strike against low pay. They’ll be speak-
ing at a public meeting in Newport to
build for the day's events.

Every major city will see women
pouring down to London on 5 June with
coaches also coming from as far away as
Glasgow and Edinburgh. Public
meetings held in the last week in
Leicester, Ealing, Camden, Lambeth
have attracted fifty to a hundred women
from trade unions and Labour Parties.
And there’s more to comse in Man-
chester, Newcastle, Southwark,
Women are organising to protest against
this Tory government’'s policies. Make
sure you're there too!

I THINK I have been misrepresented in the in:e--
view with Tessa van Gelderen which appears :~

and cannot 20 your issue of 6 May, 1982. .
unanswered. Derek She asked me how many women journalis::
Gregory, regional there were on Tribune and T replied as Sollows:

secretary of the public
employees’ union, NUPE,
which opposed the witch-
hunt argued, ‘Yes we need
party unity but on the
basis of implementation of

‘We normally have only one and a half journalis:s.

We’ve had about 20 applications and there’s :
number of very well qualified people among ther.

I regret to say that there are only two womer
among them.’ This reply did not appear in the
published interview.

democratically decided - ®. oo You may not have been satisfied with :
policies. Otherwise con- Wales National Union of Mineworkers opposed the answer but 1);10 think that in Somae,l;f}az w;;'lch pZZ}l.
ferences are made a wijtch-hunt in the Labour Party, unlike the TGWU

mockery of and we need a

Dave Warren, Swansea

But I defend absolutely

ports to be a verbatim transcript you ought no: o
have omitted it.

arty leadership which . =L p
Euppyorts partyp policy. LPYS, who pointed to  their. right to put their CHRIS MULLIN
Labour cabinets have Labour Solidarity, an arguments forward in this Editor, Tribune
departed from  these organised tendency of the party.” Now the decisions Apologies to Chris Mullin if he thought I misrepreserizz
right wing in the party and of the Wales Labour Party

policies in the past and
there has been infiltration
from the right for many
years, such as Shirley
Williams and Reg Pren-
tice.’

This hypocrisy of the
right was highlighted by

who call for the expulsion
of the Militant tendency.

~ As Derek Gregory con-
tinued, ‘1 don’t support
the Militant tendency. 1
think some of their
arguments are infantiie.

threatens that right more
than ever. The role of the
TGWU shows the need to
continue to take up all op-
position to bans and pro-
scriptions and to take that
fight right into the heart of
the unions.

him. As a journalist, he must know it is impossibie 16 :+-
clude everything in what was an hour’s interview. Bw.: -
Tribune is to become a ‘forum for the grear upsur::
among women’ then the journal has to think Ol
about appointing women journalisis. The o’
‘positive action’ shouid be iaker . - = :z:-
Tribune.

Tessa van Gelderen

Rally % Music % Forums s Stalls
- Theatresk Children'sEvents N

Women journalists
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By R Brooks, NUR guard

THE National Union of Railwaymen’s ex-
ecutive has given British Rail a deadline of 7
June to begin the annual pay talks. National
strike action is threatened if BRB fail to meet

R e M, o g T e R S o g S e g T

this date.

The Board has said
that it will not discuss pay
with any of the three rail
unions until the train
drivers’ union ASLEF
agrees to flexible roster-
ing, and the NUR to the
‘one-man operation’ of
trains on the St Pancras to
Bedford line. It also wants
the NUR to withdraw its
opposition to the closures
of the railway workshops
at Horwich, Shildon and
the rundown of Swindon.

Brighton

Ian Williams, NEC
member and guard, made
this announcement to the
258 delegates at the guards
and shunters grades con-
ference in Brighton last
weekend. The conference
was in a fighting mood
right from its start when it
was reported that the
general secretary, Sydney
Weighell, had attempted
to rule out of order 15 of
the 48 resolutions submit-
ted, including all those
against flexible rostering
and ‘one-man operation’
of trains. The president of
conference said that the
executive committee of
conference totally oppos-
ed this attempt to break
down the autonomy of the
grades conferences, and
the resolutions were taken.

John Marks, from
Kings Cross No 1 branch
spoke against the con-
ference executive’s deci-
sion not to call a special
grades conference to
discuss flexible rostering.
The secretary, Geoff
Hensby, Paddington No 1

branch. said that the
grades conference had no
power to overturn the
decisions of the NEC, and
for that reason, and also
lack of time, the executive
decided against it.
Questions of union
democracy and the lack of
any consultation between
the NEC and the branches
and grades conferences
were taken up throughout
the conference. Russell
Tuck, deputy assistant
general secretary in his ad-
dress to conference said,
‘No executive officer can
ignore the decisions of this
conference’, but delegates
drew attention to the fact
that the  Conference
Liaison Committee which
recommends the decisions

- to the NEC only met twice

in the past year. Con-
ference passed resolutions
year after year which were
not acted on by the NEC.

Flexible

The support for
ASLEF’s stand was il-
lustrated not only in the
unanimous resolutions
against flexible rostering
and for all future negotia-
tions to be on the basis of a
fixed guaranteed day, but
by the loud shouts from
delegates when  Tuck
blamed the bad response
among NUR members to
flexible rostering on the
ASLEF dispute.

Delegates begged to
differ and said that flexible
rostering had been in-
troduced to pay for the 39
hour week at no cost to man-
agement, and that it was a
‘productivity’ deal which

HORWICH LOGO WORKS
NEEDS YOUR HELP
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WAR AT HOME

was bound to lead to job
losses.

As a delegate from
Waterloo and Clapham
branch said, ‘If manage-
ment try to implement it at
Waterloo they will meet
with industrial action’.

;:«;Cgc;gltr;'\e’xporg;ogzgi|l‘l'|1neg g?\é?ran\:rge part of the British i TH I NGS TH EY SAY
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2¢a declaration of war againstthe Town of Horwich and the Rail
- kers are determined to wage,

h

~gustry 1n general and we
2 natile to saye the works

By Kay Bastin

‘FLOAT OF ANGER’ is
how the local press dubbed
a float in Horwich carnival
in Lancashire last week-
end. The float, all in
black, portrayed workers
performing different tasks
all being axed by an axe-
man. It was produced by
workers at British Rail’s
local workshop, protesting
at plans to close it down.
Links have been made
with the local community,
including schools, and the
local labour movement,
including trades councils
and the Labour Party. The
workers petitioning and
.eafletting has now spread
‘rom Bolton and Wigan to

-z rgrognise tha:

T

this is a national fight and
are intending to partici-
pate in Tuesday’s London
lobby. They are planning
further national action in-
cluding a marathon run to
London next month link-
ing up with other rail
workers. The emphasis is
on unity between all rail
workers and other indus-
trial unions particularly
the Triple Alliance. Both
other alliance unions —
steel and coal — have
given their support.

Ron Hardman, assistant
secretary of the Hor-
wich workshop NUR
branch spoke ‘%to
Socialist Challenge

‘Last vear evervbody put
rheir hgnds up aga:nst the
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closure of the Ashford
workshop, but because
there wasn’t a nationally
coordinated political cam-
paign half of the members
of that workshop soon
opted for voluntary redun-
dancy. Now we see more
attacks on rail — flexible
rostering,  privatisation,
etc — and the workshop
closures are the key issue
of the fight.

‘The power is at the
base of the unions. We
must push forward for na-
tional action amongst all
our workers. It’s not
enough to call out the
signalmen and shipping
(Sealink). We want all out.
It’s the same in the work-
shops: we won’t accept
any redundancies. It’s one
out, all out, and we’re all
staving put.’

The

The conference showed
very clearly that the fight
over flexible rostering and
against job losses will be
part of the struggle this
year to defend the railways
— jobs and services.

ASLEF, led by Ray Buckton
(above) has unanimously
rejected McCarthy's pro-
posals on flexible rostering.
Their conference last week
opposed this and any
worsening of staff condi-

train drivers’ union,

tions. This, together with
reaffirmation of the union’s
commitment to the keep-
ing the guaranteed eight-
hour day, sets the stage for
another confrontation with
the Rail Board and the
Tories.

By Martin Eady, vice
president LT District Council

‘In reply to a recent question in the
House of Commons, Mrs Thatcher
said that London Transport’s fares
were 'too high- and she hoped the
Select Committee on Transport
would look at proposals to separate
London Transport from the Greater
London Council.’

‘The Transport Secretary (David
Howell) told a meeting of Conser-
vative party workers that after a
.year in office the Labour-controlled
Greater L.ondon Council had failed
to produce a workable transport
policy. Instead, he said, it had pro-
duced record high fares and general
confusion.’

LT News 7 May 1982

For sheer unbridled hypocrisy
these two statements are hard to
beat. The Law Lords ruled against
the Labour GLC’s cheap fares
policy, and the Tories opposed
Douglas Jay’s bill in Parliament to
reverse that ruling.

But they set the alarm bells ring-
ing for London  Transport
passengers and workers. The Tories
aim to achieve a reduction in fares
by slashing services and decimating
the workforce, and they are
prepared to take direct control of
London Transport from the GLC in
order to do it.

The stage has already been set by
the announcement of 680 bus

engineering staff redundancies, plus
65 apprentices who will have no jobs

* when they finish training in August.

Management slowed recruitment to
a trickle immediately after the Law
Lords’ judgment. Hence any shor-
tage due to natural wastage will not
result in redundancies on the
operating side (drivers, conductors,
guards and so on). But the total
numbers will fall: the bus operating
establishment by 2707 and rail
operating by, as yet, an
unspecificied number.

Cuts already made in bus
schedules mean large numbers of
staff taken off rosters and put on
‘spare’ lists, to be used as a pool,
redirected by management to fill
gaps left by retirement, holidays and
illness.

All these job losses will mean a
drastic cutback in an already run
down public service. On the buses,
London Transport wants to take
860 of its 5000 buses off the road.
The scheduled level of service would
fall from 201 million to 172 million
miles a year. A number of routes
would be withdrawn or shortened,
leaving 20 more miles of road
without any bus service at all. A fur-

Danger signals for London Transport

ther 16 routes would become one-
person operated.

On the underground, there is a
proposed reduction in peak hour
trains on most lines, This means
rush hour frequencies increasing
from 8 to 10 minutes. 6 branch lines
and 13 stations are under threat of
complete closure.

The response of the trade union
leaders has not been encouraging.
They plan to link the campaign with
our pay claim, believing that
workers will not otherwise take ac-
tion. Already a 5 per cent offer has
been rejected.

The dangers of this approach
were well illustrated in the steel
strike of 1980, which ended in par-
tial victory on the pay claim and los-
ing the jobs/closures battle.

The one-hour strike organised
on the buses on 10 May was poorly
organised, uneven in effect and
most important, was not co-
ordinated with the underground.

The unions will have to do better
than this if we are to defeat the at-
tack on jobs and services.




SOUTH WALES MINERS’ CONFERENCE

Action:
Tehbhit

o oo

By Barry Wilkins in Cardiff

TWO ISSUES dominated the recent annual
conference in Porthcawl of the South Wales
miners: the fight against the Tebbit Bill and the
struggle for jobs in the pits. Above all there
was a strong consciousness of the responsibili-
ty of the NUM to play a leading role in the bat-

tles against Thatcher.

Emlyn Williams, president of
the South Wales NUM, set a
militant mood in  his opening
address.

‘We have no intention of
going the way of the workers
in British Leyland or British
Steel. The resistance of
February 1981 was a shadow
compared with how we will
protect our jobs in the im-
mediate future.’

Williams urged the lodge
leaderships not to take the
militancy of their members
for granted.

Leadership at all levels
must strive constantly for the
NUM to be involved “in every
issue which concerns its
members —  education,
health, social security,
employment, war and peace,
freedom and oppression. The
miner whose horizon is the pit
is a thing of the past,” he
declared.

Williams gave Arthur
Scargill, new president of the
NUM ‘a gentle word of warn-
ing’. Scargill must not lose
touch with rank and file
miners and their aspirations.

‘We want an open leader-
ship with no wheeling and
dealing with Prime Ministers
and national coalboard
chairmen behind the scenes.
Arthur, we want you to con-
tinue with your campaigning
spirit.’

Emlyn Williams also mov-
ed the executive council
resolution on the Tebbit Bill.
This declared immediate sup-
port for any union attacked
and called upon the TUC to
initiate a ‘strategy of total op-
position based on deeds not
words’.

Williams explained that
his Bill is designed to soften
up trade unions for further at-
tacks. ‘If it goes through pit
closures would be a cake
walk’.

He attacked the TUC’s
docile response and indica-
tions that the £lm fighting
fund will be used as ‘a bonan-
za for barristers’.

Kigass strike continues

By Stuart Sleath

ROLLS-ROYCE workers

in Coventry and

Bristol are blacking a Kigass aircraft compo-
nent used in the Pegasus engines of the Harrier
jets in Britain’s South Atlantic task force.

The action, in support
of the eight-week-old
strike by women AUEW
members at Kigass plants
in Leamington Spa and
Warwick over union
recognition, has been
described as ‘un-
forgivable’ by Coventry
South-West Tory MP
John Butcher. He also said
that no dispute at this time
can merit this particular
kind of action, and added:
‘I would suspect that
General Galtierie is
laughing all over his face.’

But AUEW convenor at
Rolls-Royce, Phil Higgs,
claims that the manage-
ment at Kigass have the

same attitude to trade
union rights as the Argen-
tinian junta.

Soon after the decision
to black Kigass work had
been announced - a
breakthrough in the
dispute was achieved when
the management agreed to
meet union officials for
the first time.

Kigass managing direc-
tor Arthur Wardman
stated that he is prepared
to concede union recogni-
tion at the Leamington
plant if the workers agree
to a long list of conditions.
These include: no talking,
no raffles or collections ex-
cept for the Save the
Children Fund, a rota
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Fidel Castro, July 1980
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system to use the canteen,
and an understandmg that
engineering  employers’
federation rates of pay
would not be implemented
before June 1984.

After the meeting,
AUEW district president
Mel Griffin said union
recognition is not being of-
fered at the Warwick plant
(named Abex). He said:
‘There is no way we are go-
ing to accept conditions
for Kigass and sell the 22
workers at Abex down the
line. 80 are out, and 80 are
going back with full trade
union recognition.’

Mass pickets are every
Saturday, 5.30 am at War-
wick, and 7.30 am at
Leamington. Send dona-
tions and messages of sup-
port to Mrs E. Stanford,
77 St. Helens Rd., Leam-
ington Spa, Warwickshire.

He warned ‘if this is the
thinking of the TUC we can’t
rely on them as friends in this
struggle. The miners must say
‘take one of us on and you
take us all on.’

Ray Laurence of Celynen
South Lodge moved a resolu-
tion demanding the replace-
ment of all workers leaving
the pits. He explained that an
overtime ban had been impos-
ed at his pit to try to create
more jobs.

Gilbert Evan of Coedely
explained that the NCB plan-
ned to close pits by slow run-
down and starvation of in-
vestment and recruitment.

Alan Bdker of Oakdale
Lodge outlined the NCB’s
plan to close Britannia pit and
move the workers to
Oakdale. Tom Bowden of
Britannia Lodge won ap-
plause for his declaration
‘we’re not going to Oakdale
we’re staying where we are.’

Tyrone O’Sullivan of
Tower Lodge urged an im-
mediate area overtime ban
arguing that ‘nothing is so im-
portant as jobs and recruit-
ment — unless we have work
we can’t fight for anything.’

Emlyn Williams, giving
executive support for the
resolution said that Scargill
had met the South Wales
NCB management and told
them ‘he would fight on pit
closures as being the cardinal
issue in South Wales.’

Williams added that the
executive would consider an
area overtime ban if they fail-
ed to make progress with the
NCB over recruitment.

The area executive resolu-
tion on wages moved by vice-
president Des  Dutfield
demands £120 a week

Des Dutfield
minimum for surface workers
with differential for other
grades to be paid on a salary
basis.

‘The only advances we
have obtained are after we
have shown a preparedness to
fight,” said Dutfield, warning
that industrial action would
be needed to win this claim.

Ray Laurence argued that
an overtime ban would win
support for industrial action.
The miners at Celynen South
now regretted voting against
industrial action in January
on the wage claim because
after their overtime ban they
could see how low their basic
wages really were.

Conference carried a
resolution moved by Tyrone
O’Sullivan  opposing  all
witch-hunts in the Labour
Party and calling for the
return of a Labour govern-
ment ‘founded on socialist
policies.’

Tyrone  argued  that
because the right have had
their policies rejected by the
party ‘they are prepared to
wreck the party and then
blame the left.” He insisted
that socialist policies would
win strong support provided
that the party unites around
them.

Pit closures to b ought

Eeeded from TUG on
1

Miners back nurses

By Barry Wilkins in Cardiff

THE ANNUAL conference of the South Wales
miners meeting in Porthcawl last week passed
an emergency resolution in support of health
service workers. They recommended that
there should be a one-day strike throughout
the whole coalfield at a date to be agreed with
the health service unions.

The resolution sup-

ported by the miners’ area

leadership was moved by
Tyrone O’Sullivan from
Tower

Lodge. Ivor

Wandsworth: Fight
against privatisation goes on

UNDAUNTED by the unex-
pected Tory victory in the
local elections in Wand-
sworth — courtesy of the
Falklands crisis — Wand-
sworth council workers
have continued industrial
action against the Tories
and their plan to put refuse
collection out to private
tender.

The Tories have decid-
ed to put the boot in. Tory
councillor Heaster has
threatened to sack by last
Monday anyone taking in-
dustrial action,
Nonetheless the manual
workers voted to defy

these threats and continue
their five week strike ac-
tion.

Delegates at the NUPE
and General and Municipal
Workers Unions con-
ference this weekend are
arguing for national sup-
port for the Wandsworth
workers and against the
threat of privatisation na-
tionally.

The TUC has been call-
ed on by the NUPE con-
ference to boycott Prit-
chard’s the private com-
pany now carrying out
refuse collection and
street cleaning in Wand-

sworth.

But the fight has been
hampered by the decision
of NALGO nationally to
withdraw official support
— thus forcing the local
branch to withdraw from
the dispute.

The manual workers
decision to continue thein-
dustrial action during the
election campaign has pro-
ved correct, despite the
criticism of some local
Labour Party members. To
have held off in the hope of
a Labour victory would
have meant defeat without
a shot being fired.

ASTMS in conference

MUCH PUBLICITY was
given in the national press to
the row that broke out at the
conference of the Association
of Scientific, Technical, and
Managerial Staff last week.
The union executive was
under attack for mishandling
the finances and causmg a big
deficit in the union’s funds.
But far more important
were the motions that were
passed on the Falklands/Mal-
vinas and on nuclear disarma-
ment. Conference voted over-
whelmingly for an immediate
ceasefire in the South Atlan-
tic. Despite the large majori-

ty, some very reactionary
views were put forward and
it was the strong support from
the executive which eventual-
ly won the day.

ASTMS has previously
taken positions in opposition
to nuclear weapons and in
support of CND. This year,
conference built on that com-
mitment. With virtually no
one against, delegates voted
to put specific effort into the
need to convert the present
economy from one that pro-
duces arms to one that pro-
duces socially useful com-

modities. Conterence called
for the union to initiate a
world wide conference on
peace and disarmament with
the trade unionists of the
Soviet Union, the United
States, Japan and Europe.

" The rest of the conference
reaffirmed past_positions in-
cluding opposition to Tebbit
by breaking the law if
necessary. There was support
for the existing strikes taking
place inside the health service
although as a ‘junior partner’
in the NHS unions it did not
discuss extending that action.

England, who seconded
the motion from Maerdy
Lodge, emphasised that
this struggle is a basic class
issue and compared the
treatment of health service
workers with the rises
given to MPs, judges and
‘parasite company direc-
tors’.

Delegate after delegate
came to the rostrum to
speak of the special impor-
tance of the National
Health service to the
miners and their apprecia-
tion of the job done by
health service workers.

Gilbert Bevan from

Coedely Lodge summed
up the feelings of many
delegates when he said ‘an

‘attack on the health ser-

vice workers is an attack
on the NUM’.

Emlyn Williams, Presi-
dent of the South Wales

" NUM emphasised the need

for the miners to support
not only nurses, but all
health workers, and he
pledged that the South
Wales NUM would insist
on a big demonstration on
their one day strike.

If the Wales TUC
don’t co-ordinate support
for the health service
workers, he warned that
miners would take the
lead.

‘We won’t be constitu-
tionalised out of action’,
said Williams.
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Malitby.

At Rotherham Trades
Council on Tuesday night
we had a report from local
nurses about their fight for
12 per cent. They told us
that they would like to visit
pits and factories to get
support. So I invited them
to come to Maltby on
Wednesday morning.

We organised a
meeting in the canteen for
them to put their case.
While they were address-
ing the meeting manage-
ment called the police to
have them removed from
the premises, which really
got everyone’s backs up —
although the police left
before the meeting ended.

The support for the
nurses was 100 per cent,
all 300 men present voted
to stop work for the day.
But they didn’t all just
leave and go home, 30 odd
went with the nurses to
help with picketing and
with support elsewhere.

Following our meeting

2000 rally in

By Kevin Holmes

THERE was massive
support in the Edin-
burgh area for the NHS
one day strike on
Wednesday. However
when two thousand
NHS workers rallied at
the Caley cinema they
took no time at showing
their anger at the TUC

Rotherham
miners strike
for nurses

OVER 2,000 miners from four pits in the
Rotherham area took strike action in support
of the health workers day of action on 19 May.
The stoppage came after nurses leafletted the
day shifts and addressed mass meetings at
Maltby, Dinnington, Thurcroft, and Silver-
wood colleries. Clive Turnbull spoke to KEVIN
BARRON, Yorkshire NUM delegate from

NACODS, (National
Association of Colliery
Overmen, Deputies and
Shotfires), also met and
decided to come out.

Both the afternoon
and day shifts followed
suit and took strike action.

The strong backing for
the health workers in this
present dispute follows on
from their struggle in
1974, when we also came
out on strike in support.

We understand the
position that the nurses are
in. Our industry has been
subjected to cash limits by
this government. The
nurses are having a settle-
ment forced on them,
which would mean just
69p per week extra in some
cases. So much for the
Tories not having a pay
policy, and allowing free
bargaining. So the health
workers have got all our
sympathy and support, as
we know they can’t engage
in all-out action.

Edinburgh

refusal to call for an ef-
fective fight for the full
claim.

The rally ended in
chaos as shop stewards
and members besieged
the platform after union
«fulltimers had limited
debate and refused to
take a vote on all out
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Ealing
catches
public eye

By Eve Turner, TGWU
shop steward at St Ber-
nards Hospital (psychia-
tric wing of the Ealing
Hospital)

‘IF WE achieve nothing
else we have caught the
public’s imagination’ said
Keith, a NUPE steward, as
literally hundreds of cars
and lorries tooted their
horns in support of the
COHSE and NUPE picket
outside Ealing Hospital’s
general wing.

Support for the strike
was broad and enthusiastic
with nurses, porters, cOOKs
and cleaners all joining
together on the line.

Ambulances  though
still operating were only
doing emergencies and
local TGWU bus workers
refused to take buses into
the hospital. The picture in
St Bernards (Ealing’s
psychiatric wing) was not
so bright.

Although NUPE was
solid and the craft unions
— engineers, electricians,
construction — came out
in support for two hours,
COHSE and TGWU
members were thwarted by
non-existent  leadership
with both branch
secretaries crossing the
Dpicket line.

Despite this workers
from both central sterile
supplies department and
nurses still came out. It is
almost certain that there
will be tremendous sup-
port for the next stoppage
on 27 May.

strike action.

Immediately after
the shop stewards from
the Royal Infirmary, the
biggest hospital in Edin-
burgh, met and arrang-
ed for strike action to
start on Thursday morn-
ing, when 60 pickets
brought out NUPE and
COHSE members on all
out strike.

Once this news
reached the City Hos-
pital on Thursday after-

noon shop stewards
called out their
members. The same

day workers from every
section at the Royal
Edinburgh Hospital
struck against manage-
ment withholding their
wages and on Friday
this strike was trans-
formed into all out ac-
tion for the 12 per cent
by NUPE and COHSE
members.

Other hospitals are
expected to follow the
lead of these three who
are united in a joint
strike committee com-
posed of stewards
representing each
hospital. The joint strike
committee is coordina-
ting delegations to
other hospitals, fun-
draising and negotia-
tions with management
at a district level.

Lothian joint strike ctte, c/o

Edinburgh District Trades
Council,  Picardy  Place,
031-556 3006.

'Smash the public sector

By Jude Arkwright

on

THE ANGER and frustration of public
sector workers came to a head at the
National Union of Public Employees

annual

conference when delegates

unanimously called for all out action
from 4 June in support of the 12 per
cent pay claim. Indefinite action is
already under way in many areas of the
country. The next day-long stoppage
on 27 May will undoubtedly receive
even greater support than did the last.
But the urgent question now is to press
for all out action from all the unions in

the NHS.

The lead for this has
already been given by
NUPE and COHSE
members at the Royal
Edinburgh Hospital who
have gone on all out strike

for the 12 per cent. They
have set up a joint strike
committee with other

hospitals in the city, and’

are working to spread the
dispute.

Such joint committees
help to overcome the divi-
sions between the unions
at a national level. The one
day actions on 27 May, 4
and 8 June should be used
to campaign for this
united action.

Already other sectors
have indicated their sup-
port for health workers
and a fighting lead from
NHS workers can build on
this. Miners in South
Wales are being balloted
for strike action and those

in Yorkshire and Not-

tinghamshire as well as

transport workers and
engineers have pledged
support.

The example of Ches-
terfield Trades Council
who called support action
from all unions during the

ay norm

one-day action last week
should be taken up and
down the country. The
fight of the health workers
could become the first big

challenge to the Tory
government and their pay
policy. Other sectors of
the labour movement must
recognise that a decent
wage for the health
workers is an essential part
of defending the NHS
from further attacks. An
all out strike in the health
service will spearhead the
fight against the Tories’
cuts and wage policy.

All militants in the
labour movement should
be working for maximum
support for the health-
workers including dona-
tions, delegations to picket
lines as well as strike ac-
tion.

Birmingham hospital workers speak out

PAUL Scott (GMWU) is
a team cleaner at St
Chad’s Hospital Birm-
ingham. Richard Jesson
{NUPE) is a porter at the
same hospital. Val
Coultas spoke to them
on the picket line.

Paul: ‘I’m getting £48 take
home for a 40 hour week at
the moment and that’s
with bonus. We can get
double time on Sundays
but that’s been cut. I’d
make £2 out of the 4 per
cent offer, 70p after stop-
pages.

‘All the ancillary staff
in the hospitals are out to-
day, all the unions in the

- health service are suppor-

ting it. The nurses are
working to rule.
Audrey stepped in: ‘I

work in that house over
there. I’'m a domestic.
From now on I'll just be
doing clinical areas not the
nurses lodges or the ad-
ministrative and reception

areas.’
Richard: ‘We had a
meeting  yesterday  of

GMWU and NUPE and
we all had a vote. 4 per
cent’s just nothing. A lot
of people are proud to
work in the NHS and they
think they can play on this.

‘If 1 sent Margaret
Thatcher my wages she’d
send them back. Most of
us only get about four
hours overtime. Nurses are
in a similar position — all
that training and they only
take home about £200 a
month.’

Josephine Byrne, a
COHSE shop steward,
works as a domestic at the
Dudley Rd Hospital. ‘I
take home £53 a week for
40 hours, including week-
end work. They still ask
some people to do over-
time but there’s a ban on it
now.

‘We’ve got support
from ambulancemen who
are taking emergencies in-
to the hospital but no
one’s coming out. They’re
taking in patients on con-
sistent care like renal
dialysis.

‘What Arthur Scargill
said was great. That’s
what we need. The. pro-
blem is that they hold the
patients against us. We are
going to keep emergency

services going. If oxygen is
needed or emergency
drugs it will be delivered.

‘We’ve got to stand
together now to improve
the health service
they’re making that many
cutbacks — that’s what
we’ve got to fight. I think
everybody’s got a right to
work. I don’t see any
distinction between men
and women.

‘I don’t think they
should have sent the task
force to the Falklands in
the first place, it’s a total
waste of money. None of
us here voted for Margaret
Thatcher in the first place.
There’s no Conservatives
on the picket line ...!




