A Galaxy freighter arrives with missile parts to Greenham, while troops are put on alert.

Thatcher defends “

L
' \ -
aa g
L % LA
Ll -
"Ih.
- ‘i-
r i.-.
B -
P s M
) A "=
o . ale R
- o 3 “
] o ete iy
e .
. o
e e, by
B s - - - L .
- Ny =
< e T o
w iy L3
it R -,
. i
P e Cah R 'u )
L | I_."- ) . e
- - .
‘-
-- - 11_
vy
! A T, .
oy, Ly
N, -
& 1 F -
L :
u el L
s AN Lk et Ny
b " BT, A -
' ! s
P
g L "=
2" ) A o
- e ey o,
& AT - S
% " &
NN Ry " u L
et & . a
- . o L
. 3
& ¥ AR - W
a5 SR - e "
L] %, L C
B, 5 %
i SO -,
. Ll | i L v
- * e
BN - - - ,
l -
- b’ L 2
" - "
e s 4 » o
OO, " e
B A . L
l
5
" ¥
" ]
s, 3w !
. .
. L Y
L . -
0 i, "
] e
- . :
.
)
n W,
B
"
.
>
'
n
1
%
e
&
5, -
0
o
" «
.
umaty
".l
!'1
LR+
L¥ .
ek, X & i
; A
)
s Jaiet
"\ n W LR
I -
i W y
iR B,
et
u
o
&
s

'QUITE DELIBERATE statements from both Margaret Thatch-
er and Michael Heseltine in Parliament have made it clear that

protestors who take direct action against US and British nuc-

lear bases could be gunned down by troops.
Troops guarding nuclear weapons have orders to ‘shoot to

kill’ if the weapons are threatened.

Heseltine ‘categorically’ refus-
ed to give any assurance to Lab-
our MPs that protestors would
not be shot. Meanwhile para-
troopers seasoned in ruthless viol-
ence were drafted into the Green-

ham Common air base where US
Cruise missiles are currently being
readied for use.

While - the Tories threatened
the growing anti-war movement,
the US forces at Greenham Com-

By Harry
Sloan

mon were busily flying in added
equipment to prepare their Cruise
missiles for firing at any time
from the end of this year.
Ironically, while the Tories use
the argument of the need to safe-
guard nuclear -weapons from the

PHOTO: Daily Express
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Grenada: the

thieves

fall out

BONNIE and Clyde have fallen out. Bonnie thinks Clyde is be-
coming too reckless and that he shouldn’t ignore her interests
and wishes as he did when he invaded Grenada.

JOHN HARRIS

Clyde says Bonnie has gone

public as a pretext for their
chicken. He feels bitter that she

threats of violence, the US air

Demonstrate

US hands off
Grenadal,

force plans for Cruise involve the
unhindered regular transportation
of the missiles on mobile launch-
ers around neighbouring country
roads.

Elusive

tens of millions of people across
Southern Englands.

The mere construction of
Cruise — which is an offensive,
first strike weapon, and a deliber-
ate new American escalation of
the arms race — brings the danger
of nuclear war and mass slaughter
that much closer.

b= ]

T?zaer

The siting of the missiles in
Europe — under the exclusive
control of a US President whose
itchy trigger finger and indiffer-

teeth in the latest threats, she is
also showing the need for the lab-
our movement to defy the threat
and fight back with the kind of
courage and tenacity shown by
the Greenham Common women.

Unions: black the bases! Stop
the missiles! Britain out of
NATO! -

refuses to back him and publicly
warns him not to invade Nicar-
agua.

Reagan’s invasion of Grenada
has estranged and alarmed a lot of
people other than Margaret That-
cher. It has shaken America’s Eur-
opean allies and divided Carib-
bean critics of the invasion, Trini-
dad and Guyana, from the other

The invasion has to be under-
stood on two levels.

On the level of the global com-
petition of the two power blocs,
the Reagan administration did
fear that Grenada would be
bolted and bonded to Cuba,
which is itself dependent on the
USSR.

By Frank
Higgins

They reacted by cutting off
aid and by military threats — thus
in fact pushing Grenada in the

direction of links with Cuba.
Everything the US did must

This plan — to make them a :
Saturday November 5, more elusive target for any poss- ence to world opinion have been Caribbean states. : have helped what we now know
12 noon, ible Soviet counter-strike — is one  revealed in Grenada — can only Most of America’s European  as the®anti-Bishop faction of the
Hvde Park factor which ensures that the  be carried through by attacking capitalist allies are alarmed that  New Jewel movement.
y ’ missiles’ arrival at Greenham the democratic rights and ignoring American  backwoods politics While the Reagan administra-
London. Common endangers not just the  the clear wishes of the people. should be given expression  tion was piling on the pressure
immediate neighbourhood, but But if Thatcher is showing her on the stage of world politics. that probably helped split the

New Jewel movement, the Euro-
pean capitalists were trying to
keep Grenada on a middle-of-the-
road development.

They tried to tie down Gren-
ada with aid and even investment
in the Point Saline airport which

Continued back page
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Dear Comrades,

We welcome your open letter. As you say, dialogue within the left is
important and it has fallen off a bit lately. Let's remedy that. |

You are right — we must rebuild the Party’s ‘shattered base’. We
must turn outwards tc campaign against the Tories and for socialist
values, etc. etc. -

Most of your formal proposals and suggestions are sensible, indeed
commonplace. They are very much common ground on the left. There-
fore let us seek dialogue about those that are not.

In the first place, you fail to make your own position sufficiently
clear. You say — end the witch-hunt. You also say support the existing
leadership and leave them unchallenged for at least five years. But this
is a leadership committed to the witch-hunt and which is continuing it.
Look at the case of Tarig Ali, ominously expelled for his ideas. |

Where do you stand? You have to choose between your declared
opposition to the witch-hunt and commitment to the leadership. Wil
you still be for the leadership even if they don’t take your advice and
'stop the witch-hunt’.? And are you saying you will fight the leadership
unless they call off the witch-hunt? In which case — campaign.

You talk about the need to discuss policy. Yet you declare support
for Kinnock/Hattersley the “prerequisite’’ for unity. The same question

Last week we received an Open Letter from Peter Hain
on behalf of the Labour Coordinating Committee (reprin-
ted on page 11 of this issue). It raises important questions
for the left in the Labour Party and the unions. Here is our

reply.

EDITORIAL

cations of what you say will line you up completely with the purgers

and witch-hunters.

You talk about Kinnock and Hattersiey being chosen by the
Electoral College and thus having an exceptional legitimacy.

abandon Party policy are you for the leadership or for the policies?
Unity is a sweet sounding word, like Salaam or Shalom or ‘Peace on
earth to men of good will”’. (And usually just as empty).
Why is it that in your mouths it sounds like a threat? Why do you

you consider yourselves to be doing a job for the leadership, that your
real unity slogan is Peace in Kinnock’s Time and on Kinnock’s terms?
You know very well what Kinnock’s game is and what his scenario
for the Party is — to recreate a situation where the Labour Party leader-
ship is free to do what it likes with Party policy. To gut and tame
reselection. To recreate a ‘faking culture’ in the Labour Party to recon-

exchange for occasional left words from the leadership. |

Here the question of who and what the LCC is forces itself to the
forefront. Commitment to unity is new for you, isn’t it? The LCC was
the first group to leave the Rank and File Mobilising Committee. You
refused to participate in its proposed replacement, Labour Liaison '82.
But then, of course, you aren’t talking about the unity of the left, for
socialist goals. You are talking about Party unity around the status quo.

Your message is that those who don’t accept the old status quo,
with its new face are disruptors. This is the view of all proponents of

authoritarian parties, right wing and Stalinist alike. Logically the impli-

arises here as above — when Kinnock/Hattersley retreat, fudge and

edge it with menace and imply an unspoken “‘or else’’? Is it not that

cile Left and Right on a basis of the left accepting right wing control in

But comrades, you had an almost identical attitude to the old estab-
lishment. You said the same about Foot and Healey. Last April you
appealed for ‘Party unity’ on the basis of *the existing policies, the
existing leadership, the existing membership, the existing parliamentary
candidates and the existing selection procedure’’. So what'’s new?

What's new is that you feel yourselves to be in power and part of
the new establishment. Your talk of unity is a demand on the left and
against the left. Its political content is the demand that the left disarm.
Your letter for unity is probably best regarded as the point of your
break from any pretence of being of the left. |

Choices have to be made and your choice is clear. Either it is
possible to regard the present situation in the Party as satisfactory, as
offering hope that the future of the Party under Kinnock will be differ-
ent from its past under the Foots, Callaghans and Wilsons — and plainly
it isn‘t. Or else the fight must go on.

You are mistaken that that fight is necessarily disruptive of Party
unity and effectiveness against the Tories. .T he serious left will back
Kinnock and Hattersley if they fight the Tories. We are for this sort of
Party unity even under the existing leadership. But the left that
confines itself to this in the present state of the Labour Party witl cease
to be a left. |

As well as unity of the Party’s ranks to fight the Tories we must
unite the left to fight to ensure that we have a real alternative to the

¥ | T TSR T Y T TR T R T M TR T A TR AT TR R T e ST e e v

THE first meeting of Labour’s
new NEC last Wednesday con-
tinued where the last one left
off. Tariq Ali was brought before
the Committee to determine
whether his ideas were accept-
able; NEC members were
denied the right to question him;

10.
The technician of the witch-
hunt so far, Jim Mortimer,

baulked at this — it was alright

to deal with ‘organisations’ but
not an individual because of

By John
Bloxam

Renee Short for one voted con-
sistently with the right.

Despite  Kinnock’s clear
centre-right majority, however,
the Party establishment is not
content to leave Party issues still

- ing Committee):

months! Largely
this was

every four
because of time

referred back for further dis-

cussion. The earlier proposal to
set up a Campaign Committee
was, however, agreed at the
meeting.

composite moved at this year’s
Party Conference by David
Basnett of the GMBATU, and
seconded by Putney CLP (dom-
inated by the Labour Coordinat-
but it also

CLP section; Eric Heffer gets on
as Party Chair.

The other positions are made
up by the Leader, Deputy
Leader, Vice-Chair, Treasurer,
General Secretary, six from the
Shadow Cabinet/PLP, one from
the EEC Labour Group and four

Clive Jenkins, David Basnett
and Rodney Bickerstaffe, thus
cementing a formal role for an
entirely unaccountable cabal of
trade union leaders.
Bickerstaffe’s likely inclusion

Reply to Labour Coordinating Committee Open

Unity: on what policies?

_JOHN HARRIS

Labour’s NEC hive off
- powers to new committee

...
....
e

Tori'es. The fiéht against Thatcher’s Tories cannot be merely one

more round in the Pagliamentary see-saw. We must root out everything
they specifically stand for. The Labour Party under its present leader-

ship will not do that.
To get a Labour Party that will do that we need left unity against

the present Labour establishment. We need a left that is clearly defined. -

We suggest that a serious left is defined by this platform:

1) The goal of socialism — of going beyond capitalism and wage
slavery — as the governing principle in the labour movement and
immediately of its left wing which fights to make it the governing
principle of the labour movement.

2) Commitment to the working class and its struggle and to the fight
for its emancipation from economic exploitation and oppression.
Commitment to achieving working class rule in society which can only
be democratic self-rule. Commitment to these goals in all conditions,
including those where the state controls the means of production.

3) Commitment to the transformation of the existing iabour move-
ment into an instrument of the working class, capable of promoting and
fighting for these goals, or, minimally, of making propaganda for them.

From these three points many conclusions follow:

*|t+ means rejection of the treasonable talk of Labour coalition with

“the Alliance and a fight against the coalitionists in our own ran ks.

* It means rejection of the approach of choosing the lesser evil and
scaling down even our reforming goals under pressure of the ideological
offensive of Thatcher and Co. It means, for example, rejecting
Kinnock’s approach to restoring Tory cuts. |

*1t means opposing the reimposition of the old ““faking culture’™ as a
solution to the crisis in the Labour Party. |

*It means — necessarily — opposition to Stalinism and all forms of
bureaucratic state socialism in the labour movement and in the Labour
Party: opposition to both the Stalinist states and to the conception of
socialism as state socialism, common alike to Stalinists and Fabians.

*|t+ means an uncompromising commitment to democracy in the

‘labour movement and to a fight to expand it under capitalism and to

sustain and develop it under socialism.

*1t means recognition that the labour movement is indivisible and,
therefore, that the unions must be democratised and made into fighting
organs of the working class. .

*1t means committment to the real struggles of the working class —
on. picket lines, occupations against closures, etc., etc. it means more
than just the ‘““on the knocker’’ campaigning you have in mind,
comrades of the LCC.

*It means working class internationalism and a rejection of the
narrow-minded insularity which is such an unfortunate feature of the
British labour movement. Some of you have abandoned the idea of
leaving the EEC, for shamefully opportunist reasons. Are you willing to

gen hth((iay (f::i:pelled the person | Basnett from the TULV. - fight to create European working class unity?
ey had sala was never a mem- L4 | | It is likely that the four from *1t means a break from the criminal record of the Labour Party on
- ber of the Party by 14 votes to showed which side they were on. The proposal originated in the  the TULV will be Moss Evans, | ireiand and a commitment to find a solution and get Britain out Tm! th:

affairs of the Irish. |
It means support for the fight of oppressed minorities — including
women, blacks and gay people.

We await your reply on these points. The ieft would be especially |

interested to learn what the LCC thinks of those who hint that the way
forward may be a coalition with the Alliance.

their ideas — but new leader 'focugsed on the NEC, which i ' graws in the content of a com- on the committee probabl Yours fraternall
Kinnock had no qualms. | relatively open m}d still has a posite from the UCW that was  explains the vote for it l?y NUPI)Z‘: The Edito\:s'
The Labour Party is a Parlia-  Solid core of left wingers, partic-  yemjtted. deputy leader Tom Sawyer on - -
mentary Party and not a Revolu-  ularly in the CLP section. Two But its origin goes further the NEC; its origins in the LCC i ENEEEEEEEEEETEEDEEnED
tionary Party, and therefore separate moves illustrated the g0k It resembles the closed off could explain why Michael P
Tariq Ali had to go. ~ way they want to take things. Committee = which  drafted  Meacher abstained rather than | |
In doing this Kinnock and his Towards the end of the meet-  y.1,,r’s Manifesto, with an  opposingit. | | |

right wing friends exposed as
hollow the view that this year’s
NEC represented some kind of
‘left’ shift. In the process some
of this year’s ‘left slate’ also

r--'--'u------p‘-'--- .

.dm. £1 for unwag

ing Sam McCluskie proposed
the establishment of a new
NEC committee to deal with
disciplinary matters, which
would report back to the NEC

tons. per 1,000 members. £2 for low-waged indivi-
ed. Add 50p if you want the

Wecnl issue of Gay Socialist.

1
i

organisational side grafted on.

It is obviously not going to be
just a technical or administra-
tive committee, but will have a

major role in not only presenting .

but directly shaping policy. Its

powers include ‘‘overseeing the

Jetailed articulation of party
policy’’, conducting ‘‘centrally
directed nationwide campaigns’’
and reviewing ‘‘the priorities,
management and staffing of the
party’s press, publicity, educa-
tion and campaigning organis-
ations.’”’ |

Answerable 23"‘? (gki’fﬁh?(’glt of the string- LAW is the only campaign against the witch hunt that is
ilin past. -- . o
The NEC rejected the propos- It is part of the process of based on and controlled by CLFs

al that the Campaign Committee

person committee reflects’ the
approach. There a.e only six
representatives from the NEC,
and two only (David Blunkett

The Committee will be domin-
ated by the bastions of the right
wing in the Party — the PLP and
the trade union leadership.

Away

Its similarity with Basnett’s
1981 proposal for a Council of
Labour is no accident, and the
intentions are identical — to
transfer the decision-making
‘apparatus in the Party as much
as possible away from the exist-

ing structures and place it form-

ally in the hands of those who

gutting the gains of the last

wards’, and on the backs of the
real feeling in the rank and file
to transform the Party into a

‘genuine campaigning organisa-

. . -1 : heic PR3 hould be a sub-committee, but  three years in democratising the CLPs and trade union branch £10
§To join or affiliate, write to Chris Richardson, 21 g Tl T4 ) °ma - and trade union dranches
g . e answerable to Party, and the aim is to smuggle
Devonshire Promenade, Lenton, Nottingham NG7 both the NEC and the Shadow these changes in — as with LPomnches £
2DS. £5 for individuals, or for affiliated organisa-g Cabinet. | Kinnock’s whole approach — Other LP organisations and
The composition of the 23 under the facade of ‘turning out- individuals £3

PRI WITCH-HUNT!

NATIONAL COUNCIL AND ANNUAL GENERAL
'MEETING |

12.00 Satuday November 26
at Camden Town Hall, Euston Road, London NW1

Deadline for resolutions and nominations for a new
LAW Secretariat: Friday November 18

AFFILIATE NOW!

Affiliation fees:

Contact: The Secretary, 11 Wilderton Road,
London N16

and Jo Richardson) from the

. .
!
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Residential workers
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‘We need
arank

“and file

conference!

A MEETING of the residential
social workers national employ-
ing body was held on 27 October
and a motion calling for negotia-
tions to be opened with the trade
union side was defeated by only
one vote,

Clearly management are feel-

All we can see management doing
1s taking all the kids and putting
them in one large establishment
which can easily be manned by
scab labour. I think this would be
very divisive. It takes away the
focus for the strikers, does more
damage to the residents and in
cost terms is cheaper for the

2,000 residential

workers picketed
their national pay
talks last month

......

Southwark residential workers,

Southwark

up of one residential worker and
one officer from each branch. But
it appears that some branches.do

not even send a social worker. So

we need to get residential social

I know that the council leader has

Lo

objected to the fact that things he
says in negotiations are raised at
County Labour Party meetings, so
this seems to raise questions

i”w»zmw,«-w,p

oy,

B
m.

What sort of things would you
like to see the councils doing?

- They should support the full
claim and be campaingning with
us, while not expecting us to

° - : 49 kers together on an unofficial  about the control of councillors ;

ing the pressure and the dispute employers. So it’s got a lot of who thought they had forced the workes . : L - . reduce our action. They should
now in its eightth week is reach-  advantages for them. council into ‘meaningful negot- Bgrs:lse tgoh:vgrga?llle?tlscgrss:%ré t‘i’?g " Yes, def mlteg. , We p need 0 be united with us in the fight
Ing a crucial stage. ' Here in Notts a document  jations’ after a Labour group In Notts we have I<):allscle)d such tzlartlalilli?yp over councillors. “a/gclc::;le against the lory cuts, because

Ann Crowder, senior shop
steward in NALGO, outlined to

is ready for discussion which -

proposes closure of at least eight

decision last Sunday night,
found that negotiators were in

a conference (see advert).
The dispute has exposed the

raised criticisms right from the
start when they refused to meet

that’s what is being thrown in
our face — cut backs and rate

Penny Barnett what has happen- homes. Some members are fact unwilling to drop their ; : - capping.
ed stt)h fa:l . andt what direction she  worried tl}llat the ?han on admis-  gtrings and pgreeondil:;ions. ?::g ng da Pif:’ai (l::’tf to?lasggo%?eﬂz g’llst;‘u;s until two week§ into the . .J'[I'l(lley " ca? }ilfavetha far more
sees the dispute taking. stons is showing that care isn’t So the strikers are stepping up District level who just vote each And every time they see us nite igh ey support

AC: In Notts, we began escala- may be good in a professional . . . . . - . ; rates and give proper conditions.

tion after the emplofers’ meet- senzc butg it’s not allowing the ainst eouncll meetmgswlth tMan%rh briaz}(tl le;f;ltlzagldtldates.aret:' they say wﬂl. bq used _against Then %heypcoﬁl d use the base
ing on the 17th, when they failed  debaie to go on in a proper way.  8§gressive mass picketing. Sonort Labour Party affiiatio them. But I think it is quite right 4,5 weve built up to help fight
to come up with anything. We’re It means closing homes from  Monday night saw over 50 suppor th'a 0111.11'( %ﬁ{, tha fon-  that elected representatives of the government legislation. We would
using selective rolling strikes —  cutbacks rather than because the  NALGO militants picketing the O s Lott dore oy ve  labour movement should always.  thep be in the forefront of that
six establishments were out last  kids don’t need to be in care. town hall. got on t1¢ broacd ‘elt sate when  be looking over their shoulders  gopt "Byt obviously they don't

weekend and 13 this weekend.
People have seen that the
minimal action isn’t getting any-
where and see the need to step up
the action, whereas if we had
started off with an all-out strike

call I believe we’d have got less

support.

Is an all-out strike on the cards
now?

Yes. 1 believe we ought to be
working towards it. The call has
got to come nationally because
the people who are involved are
becoming more aware of the
national situation and the need
for the whole country to put the
pressure on and take strike action.
Branches need to demand that the

executive call a delegate confer-
can authorise thej

ence which
action.

A recent article in SO talked
about closing homes by strike
action. How do you view this-
tactic?

In Notts we’ll oppose closutes.

needed so much for kids which

So we've allowed temporary

staff to go in to establishments

instead. Fhey can’t provide the
IN BURY, three children’s
homes remain closed, with the

NALGO members locked out by
management. |

Chaos still reigns in relation to
these children who have been

“arbitrarily moved by manage-

ment to alternative accommoda-
tion as far away as Wales,
Southport and Liverpool, with-
out informing the social workers
or the children’s parents.
Suspicions are growing that
the council now intends to keep
these homes closed as some
form of back-stairs privatisation.
A lobby of the council is
planned for this coming Wed-
nesday as we go to press.

their campaign of disruption ag-

| debate

w
same services we.do but they can
ensure that people are safe and
fed. | |

We have recruited many of

these temps into NALGO and .

they support the actiony of ithe
residential workers. = |

This is a similar problem to
the one faced during tNe health
workers’® dispute. It’s t&a simplis-
tic either to adopt the posttion of
the Socialist Workers Party, that
all-out strikes should be taken
without cover, or of Militant, that
sections of the working class
doing this kind of work should be
held back from strike action.

The question needs a full
inside NALGO and
throughout the labour movement.

Is there any kind of {link-up
between shop stewards and rank
and file members in different
parts of the country?

- No. And there is a problem
with the union delegate meetings
which are supposed to be made

other in.

their politics leave a lot to be
desired.

What sort of role has the local

- council played?

Where you’ve got Labour
councils it has caused quite a lot
of problems. They argue that they
are doing as much as they can and
we’re putting the boot in. They
are trying to divide the rest of the
NALGO branch against us. People

- get caught up with the argument

that you can’t criticise a Labour
council because after all they are

“better than the Tories. But often

they aren’t and our council
certainly hasn’t been. .

Councillors have been trying
to persuade people not to go on
strike, threatening closure of
homes and suspensions without
pay. They’ve been going back on
agreements and letting manage-
ment get away with making these
threats and calling police to
peaceful picket lines, so toc us
they appear like Tories.

- King unveils anti -union |

By Harry
Sloan

with the employers __ are left
exempt from election or re-
election. -

In any event, this‘demo-
cratic reform’ rests not upon the
mobilisation of union members
to active participation, but upon

the threats of sanctions from the

'Y

Taylor pointed out: -

‘Yet in the real world - not
the legal jungle - union offic-
ials intervene in strikes to gain
control of them and in response
to the pleas of the employer who
wants to reach a settlement.’

now they complain that anything

and know that they are answer-
able to the movement.

“Not low paid?”

NORWOOD CLP last week con-
sidered a motion which would
cut-the ground from under the
Labour council’s union-bashi
opposition to the Residenti
Workers’ parity claim.

The motion was in two parts:

1) Expressing support for the
claim;

2) Calling on the council to
open local negotiations on the
claim.

Speakers for the motion des-
cribed the longer basic working

" week of residential workers than

other council workers. This basic
week includes irregular and
unsocial hours, weekend and
bank holiday working, all paid at
the basic rate, while compulsory
sleep-ins (8 hours on-call) are
recompensed at £6.32.

A Lambeth residential worker
and Labour Party member des-
cribed the strain of working such
hours as well as the problems of
the job itself. This leads to fre-
quent sickness, high staff turn-
over and vacancy rates (30% in
Lambeth) and frequent over-
time, paid at the basic rate.

The pay-slip of a residential
worker revealed a take-home
salary of £90 per week (including

their workers now and pay proper

want to stand up and fight.

extra pay for sleep-ins).

In spite of this, Comrade Ted
Knight ciaimed that residential
workers were not low paid.

Arguments against were of
three types. Either the claim
was too expensive, or NALGO
shouldn’t be pressing for local
negotiations as this would leave

‘workers in Tory boroughs out on

a limb, or NALGO should nego-
tiate with the 11 Labour bor-
oughs in the Association of
London Authorities.

The argument against local
negotiations would also apply to
negotiations with the ALA,
though comrade Knight did not
seem to understand this. In
fact, local settlements could
free resources for supporting
and spreading the battle against
the Tory boroughs as well as
encouraging workers in such
areas.

The first argument, about
expense, is the most bankrupt of
all. By this, comrade Knight is
arguing that residential workers
should - continue to subsidise
Lambeth’s failure to fight the
government by working cut-
price. '
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g headlines proclaiming var- wingers, | . | on er ence

iants of ‘Bill to extend un- The Bill insists that official Taylor also highlights an g .
ion democracy’, the latest strikes will only be granted their  aspect of the Bill’s insistence

Tory anti-union proposals
were published last Wed-

immunity from civil claims for
damages if a ballot has been
held not more than four weeks in

10-yearly ballots on

upon

whether or not unions should -

maintain a poltical fund:

JOHN HARRIS

Nottingham

nesday. advance. - participating in those ballots will | .
Naturally enough they are L . . be those who do not even 11

anything but  democratic. The objective here is plainly  now pay the political levy. He | ov

Though the Bill specifies the to interrupt the movement of  asks: T Ty |

regular election by ballot (not class solidarity which provides ‘Why should those who  Tom King R

necessarily a postal ballot) of the most solid basis for stike  don’t pay the political levy now .. *National = Conference of .

union executive committees, the  action, and which rests most have a say whether their union  felt by the Labour Party. Rank and File Residential Social *™

bulk of these are already com-
posed of elected, lay members.
With few exceptions the hard-
ened bureaucratic core of full-
time officials who actually run
the unions __ and act as the best
compromisers and collaborators

effectively on mass meeting
votes.

Ironically, since unmofficial
strikes retain their immunity,
the Bill actually offers an incen-

tive to take unofficial action. |

As the Observer's Robert

should have a political fund?’
Though proposals to change
the rules on individual ‘contrac-
ting out’ of the payment of the
political levy have been left
vague, the brunt of the Tory
proposals will certainly be

Even the SDP has condemned
these .provisions as political
discrimination: but will TUC
leaders already on their knees

before Tom King, be able to
mount any fight at all againt
this nasty piece of legislation?

Workers,

810405 for details.

called by Nottingham-
shire Branch Action Committee,
Queen’s Walk Community Centre,
starting at 10.30 am on Friday 11
November. Contact Nottingham
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Organise to

fight back!

THE Class Fighter conference

will be on November 26/27.
We are working to ensure a
big turn-out.

It's going to be a much more
useful conference than YS
annual conference, because
everyone will be able to have
their say in the workshops, and
we will actually discuss how to
build campaigns. YS annual
conference is just set-piece de-
bates. There is no opportunity to
talk to other comrades about
what they 're actually doing.

We'll be showing videos, too,
and on the Saturday night
there’s a couple of bands.

What is Class Fighter all about?

- Class Fighter sponsors Social-
ist Organiser (which is why, I
guess, you're interviewing us),
and we have much the same pol-
icies and orientation to the lab-
our movement. Like SO, Class
Fighter is trying to transform
the labour movement.

We are trying to organise a
youth movement which unites
young people to fight the Tories.
We want to work in single-issue
campaigns like YCND, the
women’'s movement, lesbian
and gay groups, and the black
movement, to try to pull them
together in a massive anti-
Tory campaign.

What will you be talking about
at the conference?
The conference will be talk-

ing about YTS [the govern-

YTS \
APPLY
ERE '
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Youth need to get organ-

ised against the Tory
attack. Socialist Organis-
er spoke with Jane Ash-
worth about the forth-
coming Class Fighter con-

ference.

ment’s Youth Training Scheme].
There is an official Labour
Party Young Socialists Young
Workers’ Conference on Decem-
ber 10 in Manchester, and we
want to take YTS ‘trainees’
with us.

At the moment most CF
supporters are working around
YTS: some are doing work, to-
gether with the unions, to un-
ionise trainees, and some are
leafletting 16- and 17-year olds
about their right not to go on
schemes.

And lots more besides; of
course... .

How do you relate to the Labour
Party Young Socialists?

We are a YS tendency. That’s
our aim, to take over the YS.

But we know that won'’t
happen by just going along to YS
meetings and conferences and
arguing with the Militant. And
anyway we wouldn’t want to
run the YS like they do. |

We'll win a majority in the
YS by building it as the organis-
ation which pulls together the
different campaigns and move-
ments youth are involved in.

--.-----.--.----.------‘ THOUSANDS of ha
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AFTER JUST two months of
the government’s
much vaunted Youth Train-
ing Scheme is already in big

trouble.

For a start, only 220, 000 of
the target 463,000 laces have so

far been taken up, according to .

official Manpower Services Com-
mission figures. And already
many trainees who started in Sep-
tember have voted with their feet
and left, disillusioned by poor
training, inadequate supervision,
lousy conditions, lack of health
and safety monitoring, and the
miserly £25 per week pay.

The October report of the
Birmingham/Solihull Manpower
Board (the local advisory body
that approves schemes and super-
vise local managing agencies and
sponsors) contains the following
diplomatically-worded passage:

“Within the next few weeks
we shall be running a marketing
campaign to ensure that as many

“young people as possible who

have still not entered the scheme
become fully aware of what is
available™.

Lost benefit

Exactly what the Birmingham/
Solihull AMB mean by “market-
ing campaign” isn’t known, but
elsewhere youth are being openly
threatened with losing benefits if
they don’t go on a scheme —
something the government had
previously denied would happen.

A circular from at least one
MSC employment office in Lon-
don is sent out to unemployed
youth calling them to interviews
to ‘discuss’ and threatening loss
of benefit if the individual does
not turn up. |

A further embarrassment to

-the MSC is the publication by the

charity Youthaid of figures show-
ing that trainees on the old YOPs
scheme (fore-runner of YTS) were
at greater risk of being killed or
seriously injured than workers in
all but the four most dangerous

- occupations — mining, shipbuild-

YTS: would
yourisk it?

By Jim
Denham

ing, construction, and metal

‘manufacture.

In reality Youthaid proved
that someone on a YOPs scheme
was twice as likely to suffer
serious injury as a worker in
normal industry. And the chance
of being killed was nearly one and
a half times that of an ordinary
worker.

Despite the MSC’s protesta-
tions that YOPs’ safety record
was good, and YTS “should be
better still because it is a better
scheme”, there have already been
two deaths on YTS.

Within one week of the start
of . the scheme,
died after falling down a disused
mine-shaft during a YTS
ward Bound’ course. The scheme
had not been vetted by the MSC
— that job had been privatised out
to the Newcastle Chamber of
Commerce.

The next victim was Sean
O’Brien, who was burned to death
in an engineering factory in Coat-
bridge, Scotland.

He had been left unsupervised
to clean rollers with paraffin.
Sean’s overalls became soaked in
paraffin and burst into flames
when he warmed himself in frorit
of an unguarded heater. The com-
pany, Rosehall engineering, were
fined just £800. |

All in all, there is a lot of work
to be done by socialists and trade
union activists who want to fight
the exploitation of young people
on YTS. In some workplaces YTS
has been boycotted altogether:
but in most areas the battle has
gone beyond that stage, and the

task is now to prevent job substi--

tution, to fight on health and
safety, to prevent exploitation of
trainees, and to organise them in-
to the unions.

A good startistosetupa YTS
action group through the local

David Brookes

‘Out-

Trades Council, bringing together
trade unionists from workplaces
where Mode A schemes are in
operation, sympathetic supervis-
ors from Modé B schemes,
NATFHE  (lecturers’ union)
members from colleges, local
National Union of Students repre-
sentatives, CPSA members work-
ing in the MSC, representatives of
any local unemployed  organisa-
tions, LPYSs, etc.

Such bodies already exist in
many areas (notably Birmingham,
Newcastle and Sheffield), and the
Birmingham YTS action group
will be calling a conference in the
New Year.

Problem

Trade union organisation of
trainees can be a problem on
Mode B schemes (where the MSC
itself, or other public bodies such
as charities, councils or collieges,
are the managing agents, and
arrange schemes with the sponsors
of training workshops and com-

munity projects); and on Mode A
schemes (run by employers)
where the trainees are in & non-
union workplace.

The AUEW and AUEW-TASS
have moved fast to offer trainees
free membership. But in most
areas the AUEW officials are right
wing Duffy supporters, who are
unlikely to take the problems of
trainees seriously, or to allow

YTS. Inadequate safety brmgssoarmg casualty rate

23l

N, D

-..-'— -:*4-—'

them the right to organise within

the union.
The small National Society of

Metal Mechanics is now also offer-
ing free ‘probationary’ member-
ship to trainees, but only in work-

places where NSMM members are
already employed. |

The GMBATU appears to be
taking the issue seriously, and has
produced a useful pamphlet on
YTS. They charge a reduced rate
of 10p per week for trainees.

NUPE in many areas is keen to
recruit trainees, and is. often
responsive to their requirements.
However, the 26p dues rates is a
problem.

The TGWU has been caught
on the hop by theAUEW decision
to offer free membership, and
presently charges 25p per week.
However, it is widely expected
that next year’s TGWU Rules
Revision Conference will intro-
duce free membership, and several
larger TGWU branches are simply
asking trainees for an initial pay-
ment of 25p and then subsidising
their weekly payments out of
branch funds.

All in all, there is no rule of
thumb as to which union to
recruit trainees into. The method -
which the Birmingham group is
operating is to encourage trainees
to form their own autonomous
‘trainee groups’ and then to go
‘shopping’ round the local union
gffilces to see who offers the best

ea

Caught red-handed

ppy, fun-
loving Grenadians went on a non-

stop fiesta here, writes our
intrepid reporter, to welcome the

‘peace-keeping American libera-

tors.
Reliecved inhabitants of this

‘i1sland paradise handed flowers to

the troops as US planes celebrated
overhead by firing rockets into
their homes.

Meanwhile, pockets of Cuban-

‘inspired rebels continued to try

to overthrow the rightful Ameri-
can administration. These highly
trained regiments of Cuban air-
port workers, disguised in t-shirts
and shorts and carrying rifles,
downed four helicopters and
killed more than two dozen US
troops 1n a Marxist-backed
attempt to stay alive against the
wishes of the American president.
The Cuban airport team is
believed to be a front for highly
trained troops. American sources
said that the airport was much
too large to have been built by
airport construction workers.
President Reagan praised the
efforts of his forces against “over-
whelming odds”. In a heart-
warming speech to the American
nation, Prestident Reagan said:
“They told us Grenada was
an island paradise for tourism.
But we have found warehouses
stacked to the ceiling with
tarmac, bulldozers, and paint. It
was clear that Grenada was to
be used as a staging post for hard-
faced thugs to spread airports all
over Central America and to
undermine the US itself by turn-
ing our treeways into ausmps
We got there just in time.”
In Havana, President Castro

Pres
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By Patrwk Spilling

denied that Cuba had planned to
invade Grenada, a claim immed-
iately dismissed by reporters on
this paper who will not bore you
with the details.

Our reporter on the spot,
cowering in the basement of a
St. George hotel, asked the door-
man whether the invasion was
welcomed. -

“Oh vyes,
happy to see

boss. We am so
the fun-loving

American marines enjoying our

island paradise,” he said.

The interview was cut short
as he was hit by a stray bullet
and died in our reporter’s arms,
another victim of this Marxist
attempt at a take-over.

Meanwhile,
row over the invasion continues.
The Governor-General, Sir Paul
Scoon rang her majesty at 3 am
with an official request to send
some Grenadier guards to join the
peace-keeping force.

This report was denied by the
Palace and “by Downing Street.
But the Americans said that they
expected soon to have obtained a
wriften request from Scoon pre-
dating their arrival, asking for
help.

We are conducting interviews
with him now, said an American
spokesman and we expect him to
have asked us for permission at
any stage.

in London the

This point has been seized on
by Mr Dems Healey with devas-
tating effect in a Parliamentary
performance which reestablished
the Labour Party with the lobby
correspondents.

Mr Healey went straight to the
root of the situation — the insult
to her majesty.

As gloomy Tories looked at
their shoes, Mr Healey castigated
them for embarrassing the Queen

and allowing the invasion to go

ahead. If Labour had been in
power, he said, they never would
have allowed an island paradise to
be left in the hands of a governor
general, but would have had it
ruled by Prince Andrew as part of
his training for a life of idleness.

The Palace today said it was

~delighted that Sir Paul Scoon was

safe and had managed to escape
from American custody.

Now the focus of attention
will concentrate on restoring the
island to democracy: President
Reagan is arranging a poll of right
wing exiles from the island to see
who should be given the tourist
franchise on license from the
American government.

The British are believed to
prefer a government chosen
from distinguished Caribbean
leaders in favour of the invasion.

Once the leader has been

democratically chosen and the
inhabitants of Grenada have been
informed of their new choice, the
way will be open to return to

normality.. |
*President Reagan in two
statements today said he had

received a request from Carib-
bean leaders to ‘“‘restore demo-
cracy to Cuba” and that the
request was being considered.
In a separate message to Mar-
garet Thatcher the President
said he was concerned by
reports at the size of the M40 -
motorway, planned for the
English Midlands. He said he
would regard the construction
of a three-lane motorway in:a

two-bit country as a “sinister
development™.
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. fortnightly by NSZZ Solidar-
'nosc. Subscription rates are £8 .
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Lessons from Thornton View hospital:

- Occupation is t
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in struggle

WORKERS from Thornton View
Hospital in Bradford have now
been in occupation for twelve
weeks, against its threatene

closure. -

- Betty Elie is an auxiliary
nurse and a COHSE shop stew-
ard, and has worked at Thorn-
ton View for nearly eight years.

Mary Johnston and Ian Mec-

Condach spoke to her.

Thornton View is a long-
term geriatric hopital with 82

. - .

“Socialist Org:anis:er no.153 November3 1983 Fage

been coming to the forefront of
industrial action. Do you think
there is any reason for this?

Well, in years gone by women
used to work for pin money, but
now with the depression and
unemployment, I think most
women work because they have
to make ends meet and support
their families and 1 feel this is
why we’'re becoming involved in
unions and in these kinds of
disputes.

What sort of problems have you
faced as women taking this
action that men wouldn’t norm-
ally face?

Divorce . . . no seriously,
my kids think I'm the lodger, but
I think most of us have got round
the problems by getting baby-
sitters or trying to work it
between us, but I don’t think our
homes have suffered. It has
been hard because we’re still
working normally in the hospital
as well as running the occupa-
tion as well as running a home
— but if you don’t have a
husband that agrees with what

JOHN SMITH (I FU ..

you're doing, it could be very

beds. The patients see it as a
difficult.

“home. Some of them have been
here for about 15 years. We are
in a block of six geriatric units in

D

Have you aud your fellow

LB KR

Bradford, some smaller than
ours, but this is the largest long
stay unit that we have.

Are there enough beds in Brad-
ford for geriatrics at present?

Last year we were 50 beds
below the Authority’s ‘norm’. if
Thornton View is closed, we’ll
be 82 more beds down and
Birchlands is also on the cards
for closing — that’s another 90
beds, and we’ve never had
enough beds in Bradford for
the elderly. ‘

Did you expect Thornton View
to be included in this round of
hospital closures?

'No we didn’t because a lot of
work has been put into Thornton
View — but we were treated like
eleven year old children; we

were given no notification from
the Authority, we learnt of the
closures on the wireless. some
members of staff heard of it and
brought the news in — that’s
how we got to know about it.

What was your reaction when
you heard the news? -

Absolutely horrifie®, because
we were more concerned with
the patients that we had nursed
for years — especially as you get
so attached. I know it’s the
wrong thing to do, but they just
didn’'t know where they were
going to put them, because they
didn’t have any room and I don’t
think they still do. -

Exactly how and why did the

occupation begin?

Last October we formed a
cuts committee, when we heard
of the closure — there were five
of us on it — the stewards from
Thornton View. We worked for
Shipley Hospital as well as
Thornton View and we were
busy with public meetings. The
health authority took no notice at
all of what was going on, so the
only way to make them and the
public take notice was to occupy
and this we did on August 5.

Did the occupation start as a
result of your union leadership
or from pressure from the rank
and file members?

Not exactly, it came because
of the pressures of the unions in
the cuts committee — that’s
how the occupation came to be.

quite a lot of block bookings for
picketing from places like York
and Halifax union branches for
which we are very grateful.

So what has the support for the
occupation been like? From the

workforce at Thornton View, the"

relatives of the patients, the
public in Bradford and the
labour movement?

I'll deal with staff first. At
first they weren'’t all with us, but
now we have a very solid back-
ing from the staff night and day.
The relatives — we had to work
on them a little bit but now we
have very solid backing from
them. The people of Bradford
are becoming more aware of

- what’s going on and more are

coming each week to help us on
the picket line — and the Labour

fight against whatever cuts are |

made — but yes I think it could
end up like last year’s pay dis-
pute.

So you think that the govern-

ment has chosen the wrong

issue to fight on this time?
Definitely, yes.

It is women who are playing the
leading role in this occupation
and in recent years women have

PRODuCT) ON RAT;

workers political views changed
since you have been in occupa-
tion? o

We did have a few that voted
Conservative, I believe, but now
they're regretting it. I think
now if they all had the chance to
go back to the polls, Labour
would succeed, because I think
we are all Labour minded.

Although none of us are mem-

bers of the Labour Party, I think

if they pushed hard enough, the
Labour Party could get some
members here.

New issue of Class Fighter now out — 12 pages :

for 15p plus postage from 214 Sickert Court,

Party — well, I couldn’t thank
them enough, because ‘without
the Labour Party, I don’t think
we could have carried on — they
have been marvellous.

Did any of you have experience
of this type of action?

No, what we did have was
. someone who had been in an

T
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Essex Road, London N1 28Y.
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occupation and they came and
gave us advice to show us the
mistakes they had made, so that
we wouldn’t make them. They
helped us all they could in the
first few weeks and this is how
we learned — from outsiders —
but now we’re grateful for what

they have taught us and we’re

able to carry on on our own.

3 +

How does the qccupatioh"ivf‘)'rk
in practice? -

What action do you expect the
government and the District
Health Authority to take in

response to the occupation?

~How do you think they will try

X

3
¥
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to close the hospital eventually?
Well we’'ve no idea because
no two occupations are alike, so
I couldn’t really answer that.
We'll just have to wait and see
what happens. We’re hoping
they are not going to rush in angd

Excellent! We have no - take it that way — but we don’t
management, as you know, we  feel they will as the Authorities
are the management, the have been very quiet. We don’t
nursing staff of Thornton View. feel they will make a rush on us.

We feel that we have done-a
better job, than when we had
management in.. OQur patients
couldn’t say that they are better
looked after, because we always

made a point that patient care:

was the first priority and this-we
have done in the occupation. In
the first week we concentrated
on the patients’ care and privacy
and since then we have just
carried on.

Have you had any problems with
the occupation so far?

No, none at all — we'’re too
well organised.

What support have you had from
your union officials?

We have regional NUPE and
COHSE officers coming in, and
have their phone numbers in
case of emergency. We also
have branch secretaries, and

They will send for us to talk and
we hope that’s what happens.

Shipley Hospital is threatened
with closure and five wards are
due to be closed in Halifax.

‘What sort of advice do you have

for workers there, who want to
save their jobs and save their
hospitals?

Go into occupation — definite-
ly it’s the only way and if they
want any help, we're here to
help them.

Do you think the attacks on the
NHS will become a major point
of confrontation between the
government and the unions, in
the same way as it did in last
year'’s pay strike?

Definitely, because we’re not
in agreement with what they're
doing and we're prepared to

WHICH ONE OF YOU SUGGESTED
LAYING OFF MANAGEMENT

" Latest issu
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Polish prisoner interviewed

It will be a truly
monstrous trial’

ADAM MICHNIK is a 37-year
old historian and one of the lead-
ing members of the former
Workers’ Defence Committee,
KOR. Like other democratic
opposition activists,. he was
harassed continuously by the
authorities for his independent
publishing and other activities,
and was imprisoned several
times. After August 1980, he
became an advisor to the
Mazowsze Region of Solidar-
nosc. He was interned at Bailo-
leka Internment Camp on 13
December 1981, and in Septem-
ber 1982, transferred to prison
in Rakowiecka Street, Warsaw,
where he has remained under
investigative arrest ever since.
In mid-October his indictment,
along with that of three other
imprisoned KOR members, was
announced by the Polish govern-
ment.

We reprint here an interview
with Adam Michnik published in
Voice of Solidarmosc No. 73,
October 22 1983.

“.

You have already been in prison
for longer than Solidarnosc
existed. How do you keep your-
self going?

It is' always the same: work
and a belief in something. I read
a great deal and try to make use

. of the time for studying. Infor-

mation coming in to me from
outside indicates that through
our imprisonment we can serve
as a part of the Solidarnosc
resistance movement. Particu-
larly now, when the regime is
constantly lying about progres-
sive normalisation and agree-
ment, our incarceration is one of
the proofs that this is not the
case. (...)

The trial of KOR is astonishing:
the regime wanted to expose
you, but it has only exposed
itself. Virtually no-one has testi-
fied; you yourself have been
digging your way through the
indictment for some months
now. ..

And the Prosecutor even tried
to make this impossible for me.
This was only one of his ingen-
ious ideas; I will speak of others
during the trial. Indeed, it will
be a truly monstrous trial. The

regime is not exposing itself now

because it already did so on 13
December 1981. Now it is expos-
ing’ only its own stupidity.

Mr Jaruzelski had the splendid

idea to add nearly a year of
internment to our sentence.
These gentlemen display
unusual intellectual inventive-
ness in thinking up methods of
locking people away. The trial
cannot expose us, but it can

) 4 ®,

‘Solidarity Underground: Free trade unionism in
Poland today’ is a new pamphlet by Magda
Zalewska, Henryk Gawinski, and John Taylor,
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published by the Polish Solidarity Campaign. 50p =
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Adam Michnik

KOR - the Workers Defence
Committee — later renamed
the Committee of Social Self
Defence — was formed after
the events in Radom and
Ursus in June 1976 to help
persecuted workers and their
families, by providing legal,
financial and medical aid to
those who were arrested,
sentenced, beaten and thrown
out of work.

Its aims were the creation
of a network of social organ-
isations to spread the idea of
social self-organisation, ulti-
mately leading to the control

. of the authorities in Poland.

However, the idea that ‘an
understanding’ favourable to
the workers could be reached
through a gradual increase of
social control over the Stalin-
ist bureaucracy is purely
idealist and un-Marxist.

It was a concept of a self-
limiting revolution, of slow,
two-sided compromise,
shown as being unrealistic

and impossible through the

actual history of the Solidar-
nosc movement. .

expose them, and we are there-
fore very eager for it to take
place. The indictment is a mine
of information, not so much
about KOR, but about the ruling
powers. I will relate what I have
read in the indictment about the
“‘sad engine-drivers of prison
trains’’, as Milosz would say, at
the trial. Jaruzelski believes in
the discipline of the judges who
will be sentencing us. He should
not believe in the discipline of
the accused.

Your ‘‘Letters from Bialoleka’’
prove that a dialogue through
prison bars is possible. You
were not mistaken when you
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stated in your diagnosis of April
1982 that we have to be pre-
pared for a ‘‘long march’’ and
not for a ‘‘sudden change’’.
What scenario of future events

| is it worth considering?
In my opinion, a scenario of

agreement with the present
(ruling) team is certainly not
worthy of consideration today. It
would be a waste of time. This
team may chew at the ‘‘con-

crete’’ (reference to a hard-:

line faction within the CP),
they may leap at each others’
throats, but they are in complete
agreement on one issue: in
Poland, there is room for
Solidarnosc only behind prison
walls. |

The struggle that is being
waged within the ruling appar-
atus must be understood, but we
should not expect anything good
from any of the struggling
cliques. Our only chance lies in
the building of a broad, multi-
faceted front of citizens’ activit-
ies and hard resistance. |

I am not a prophet, and there-
fore cannot foretell either the
when or wherefore of the impul-
ses for the next chapges. But
changes in the direction deline-
ated by Solidarnosc are inevit-
able. The existence of organised
structures is a phenomenon that
cannot be treasured too much,
creating as it does a chance that
the next occasion will not be
wasted. But the march is indeed
likely to be a long one. The
movement must have a perspec-
tive counted in years. We must
also observe the situation in the
USSR with particular attention.

I There the tremors are ever

closer. Two qualities are of
primary importance today — on
both sides of the bars: consis-
tency and patience.

In your lectures for the ‘Flying
University’ [TKK] you explained
that the tragic nature of
Poland’s fate lies in the fact
that, irrespective of Polish
actions, society has been sen-
tenced to Sovietisation. What in
Poland and in the world today
inclines you to optimism?

I am an optimist by nature.
You have to believe that things
can change in order to attempt
anything. Were it not for the
resistance of contemporary
optimists like Cardinal Wyszyn-
ski, Kisiel (dissident Catholic
writer) and Herbert (famous
contemporary Polish poet), we
would not even have what we
have today.

Resistance always pays off
for society. Today, communism
has exhaused its power both as
a social system and as an ideol-
ogy. It is but a conservative
dictatorship of a narrow elite —
te nomenklatura. The process
of raising resistance against its
totalitarian structure has an
international chara®er and it
will intensify. We — and the

. entire so-called socialist camp —

face two possibilities: democrat-

1sation or progressive decay and

possible war. We are working
for democratisation and for
peace, while Jaruzelski believes
in the possibility of restoring
traditional communism through
army methods, with us as the

subjects and him as a more or

less benign monarch. But this is
a utopia. He is a greater utopian
than Gierek. The true realists
are today with Solidarnosc.

You were always an opponent
of conspiracy. Now you have
altered your views . . .

The situation has changed.
The leaders who are in hiding
are indispensible — they are
the symbols of the whole

‘during a trial —

‘recently —

| r .tional movement. I know how

difficult their lives must be, and
sincerely admire them. I am
aware of the dangers facing the
underground, and wrote about
this honestly in one of my
“‘Letters from Bialoleki’’. But
we have no other option. We
were pushed underground,
along with the entire nation —
because, in practice, everyone is
conspiring today. Abortion of

the conspiracy on the terms of -

the regime would signify surren-
der. And I would
here that after 1947, following
the appeals for people to emerge
from hiding and the declaration
of an amnesty, all the leaders of
the Home Army (anti-Nazi
nation-wide guerrilla organisa-
tion, later hunted down by- the
Soviets), were returned to
prison. Jaruzelski will not
rest until his regional operation-
al groups break our moral back-
bone. This is why we must
defend ourselves.

There has been an amnesty, but
you have remained in prison as
one of the hostages of the
regime. What is your opinion of
the amnesty and the lifting of
martial law?

This appears to be yet another
sham manufactured by the
ruling team. I am, of course,
pleased that many people have
been released, and particularly
so for those who provided an
example of how one should
behave under investigation and
like Zofia
Romaszweska. But what kind of
an amnesty is it that leaves in
prison Frasyniuk and Bednarz,
Slowik and Modwelewski,
Gwiazda and Jurczyk?

As for the lifting of martial
law, this can only be a ritual
gesture for the benefit of
foreigners and those who are
le~s informed, because nothing
has changed here for the better,
nothing at all.

Even artists, actors and
writers still appear to pose a
danger to the social order that
Jaruzelski dreams of. Martial

law was allegedly imposed to
~prevent a civil war.

. It now
appears that the spokesmen for
this war are artists, actors and

writers. We have already been

through this situation, though,
during the Stalinist era, and we
know how it ends. In terror.

ted?

Jacek Kuron — even
that he could
emigrate at any time. The same

~ suggestion has been put to me,

and we are probably not the
exceptions.
Jaruzelski considers this to be a
“umanitarian gesture; I could,
after all, be shot for spying for,
let us say, the United States.
Why not? The Polish judiciary
are the most liberal in the world
when it comes to interpreting
the evidence. But emigration
does not interest me at all.

It would be farr more useful
for Poland if Jaruzelski, Olszow-
ski and Kiszczak were to leave.
Life in this country suits me,
even in prison. I prefer not to
think about deportation -
Polish penal law does not fore-
see such a possibility. I under-
stand however, that the govern-
ment may be considering this.
As long as we remain in prison,
no one with any intelligence will
believe that ‘‘order prevails in
Warsaw’’.

[Tygodnik Mazowsze, No. 61,
8 September 1983]. |
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Are you afraid of being depor-

It has been suggested to
quite

It could be that
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. by Paddy Dollard
Not so super

LAST week we told the story of

Robert Lean, the informer who
changed his mind and exposed the
supergrass system i in Northern
Ireland. But not all grasses are
supergrasses. The following
account from An Phoblacht (by
Jack Madden) shows the methods
used by the ‘security forces’ to
press gang local informers into
service.

THE RUC’s continuing efforts
to ensnare people into becoming
informers, side by side with
their paid perjurer policy, was
illustrated once again this week
by the experience of a 29-
year-old man from the Markets
area of Belfast who contacted
Sinn Fein,
- William McKee, a married
man with three children, was
arrested on Thursday, October
20, and taken to Castlereagh.
His interrogators made a
series of threats and offers of
bribes — ranging from £20 to
£50 per week — to induce him to
report regularly on the move-
ments of seven men in the area.
‘When McKee agreed to co-
operate, he was told to meet the
Special Branch in Bedford
Street on Wednesday, October
26, at 11.30am, where he was to
get into a blue transit van and
would then be given a code
name, a contact phone number
and a Special Branch handler.
He was released from Castle-
reagh on Friday afternoon,

- October 21, and on the following
morning approached Sinn Fein

with his story.
Not so wise was a man from
the nearby Short Strand area,

Trade Union work

ONE aspect of the turn by the
Ptovos towards politics and ‘the
cemmunity’ is an attempt to
organise in the trade unions. The
following report from An
Phoblacht shows how they see
their work in the unions.

ABOUT 40 people from Derry,
Dungiven, Dublin and Belfast
attended a day school on Repub-
licanism and Socialism — Devel-
oping Revolutionary. Politics, in
Derry city on Saturday October
22. The day school focussed on
ways trade unionists can raise
socialist issues in the trade

union movement.
Paddy Bolger, Sinn Fein
national organiser, led the

morning session on Republican-
ism and Trade Unions. He
stated that the only period of
history where republicans were
active within the trade union
movement on a major scale was
during Connolly’s time.

After Connolly, the trade
union movement distanced itself
from the national question.
Bolger argued that the emphasis
on trade union activity must be
in the twenty-six counties where
it would be possible to raise the
national question with workers
using this to develop our social-
ist aims. The major difficulty

facing republican trade union-

ists in the six counties is the
autonomy of the Northern Ire-
land Committee of the ICTU,
granted by the ICTU in 1964.
In the afternoon two work-
shops were held. In the plenary
session following the workshops
suggestions for possible activi-

ties were made. The Youth

Unemployment workshop sug-
gested the following activities.

A S VLY I ST '

who confessed in an interview
with the Irish News (Belfast’s
Catholic newspaper) on Tuegday
this week that he had acted as an
informer for over two years.
Michael ‘Herbie’ Devlin, a
father of four, was recruited as
an informer in June 1981 for
the princely sum of £10 a week.
His task was to inform on the
movements and activities of
republicans in his own locality.
After being detained in
Castlereagh on suspicion of

killing an RUC man, Devlin, a

~ former Long Kesh prisoner, was

released without charge and
then subjected to constant
harassment, arrest and raids
until, he claims, on the verge of
a mental breakdown, he agreed
to cooperate with the RUC. .
Devlin told the Irish News that
as his conscience became
increasingly guilty, he took to
heavy drinking and later started
petty thieving, hoping to be
arrested, eventually succeeding

~in being sentenced to a six-

mo?th sentence in Crumlin Road
Jail. |

During his stay in prison, and
since his release, the demands of
his handlers increased to the
point that they encouraged him
to shoot a republican he knew,
telling him ‘‘to put six in the
‘scone’ of the bastard.’”’

Devlin fled the six counties.
He says of his experience:

“‘The Special Branch kept on
telling me that I was a brave
man. The problem was that I
stopped feeling like a human
being the moment I accepted
their money.”’

*Gathering accurate figures
on the level of unemployment
among youth in nationalist and
loyalist areas.

*Preparing a
recording young

document
people’s

‘experiences, good and bad, of

the wvarious
schemes. |

*It was felt that Sinn Fein
should not be telling people not
to join the YTP, but rather
demand better training, content
and activities.

*Sinn Fein, it was felt, should
not control action but rather

youth training

facilitate any activity by young

people.

*Trade unionists should take

up the demand for union rates
for work done when young
people go out on ‘work exper-
ience’.

Suggestions from the three
workshops on Sectarianism in
the Workplace were that:

*Trade unionists could quite
easily raise discussion and
possible action around the FEA
(Fair Employment Agency)...

*A very important area of
work would be developing
propaganda for twenty-six
counties consumption around
the FEA.

No concrete conclusions were
made by the day school as it was
widely recognised that this was
simply a beginning, and a useful
one, for those participating.
The overall emphasis was aimed
at trade union activities being

co-ordinated, and related to.

activities within the community,
with particular emphasis on
the need to provide information
and propaganda to workers in
the twenty-six counties.
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~ Peronists lose
- Argentine elections
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- chy in the late 19th century

THE Radical Party won the

" general election in Argentina on

October 30 with 52% of the vote.

Its vote was even higher in the
big industrial cities like Buenos
Aires (65%) and Cordoba
(56%).

In the last general election,
in 1973, the Radicals scored only
21%.

They were Argentina’s first
real political party, emerging as
a middleclass reform movement
against the landowning oligar-
, and
ruled from 1916to 1930.

But in the economic chaos of
1930 they were ousted by the
military. And after World War 2
they were marginalised by the
rise of Peronist nationalism.

The Radicals’ current revival
seems In some ways similar to
that of the Liberals in Britain:
an old party which has been an
‘outsider’ for long enough that it
can now present itself as new.

On substantive questions the
Radical manifesto was very little
different from the Peronist. Both
called for renegotiation of the
foreign debt, and struck a
nationalist stance; both pro-
mised improved welfare services
and economic expansion; both
called for an amnesty for politic-
al prisoners and an investiga-
tion of the activities of the milit-
ary since 1976.

The Radical presidential

candidate, Raul Alfonsin, even

Thomas

identified himself with the
Peronist tradition: ““‘After
Yrigoyen (the Radical leader of
1916-30), after Peron, Raul
Alfonsin."”’

But the two parties did strike
a different note in their rhetoric.
Alfonsin was almost alone
among leading Argentine politi-
cians to criticise Galtieri’s war in
the Falklands at the time, and
now calls it a ‘lunatic adven-
ture.’ He calls for the islands to
be incorporated into Argentina
(like the Peronists), but with
much more stress on negotia-
tion.

And, according to the Paris

daily Le Monde, ‘‘To the alter-
native of a political nature posed
by Mr Alfonsin, ‘‘democracy or
fascism’’, the Peronists reply
with a more economic and geo-
strategic alternative, ‘‘national
unity or dependence.’’ ’’

Voters seem to have been not
so much attracted to the parties
as repelled by the military.
And that made Alfonsin, with
his stress on internal reform,
better able to gain support than
the more nationalist Peronists.

. Besides, the Peronists were
internally divided, and discred-
ited by the last period of Peron-

By Martin

''''''''''
....

ist rule, in 1973-6, which was
accompanied by an anti-Left and
anti-Semitic terror campaign as
well as economic chaos.

The Radicals’ ‘anti-militarist
stance is largely a fake: accord-
ing to Le Monde, in 1976 Radical

leaders knew about the coming

military coup in advance and
endorsed it. But the election
result certainly shows a strong
anti-militarist mood in the
Argentinian working class, and
a reaction against the national-
ism of the South Atlantic war.
The problem is that socialists
in Argentina have not been able
to build on that mood. With the
two main trade union confeder-
ations under Peronist leader-
ship, the Communist Party and

Raul Alfonsin.

some other groups supported
the Peronists in the election,
while the would-be Trotskyist
‘Movement Towards Socialism’
has made Argentina’s ‘Second
Independence’ its leading
slogan.

The catastrophic economic
situation — unemployment at

25% , inflation variously estima-

ted between 300% and 900%
per year, a foreign
$40 billion, and only enough
liquid foreign reserves to cover
one month’s imports — means
that Radical rule is unlikely to be
stable.

But unless the working class
can reorient and find an inde-
pendent programme, the milit-

~ ary will be able to recover from

their acute disarray and make a
comeback.

debt of

~Fall

THIRTY men of Maurice
Bishop’s New Jewel Move-
ment seized power on

March 13 1979 in an armed

rising against the police

and army of prime minister
Eric Gairy.

Only three lives were lost. The
army was disbanded and re-
placed by the People’s Revolu-
tionary Army, drawn from sup-
porters of New Jewel*.

New Jewel already had a
chequered career behind it.
Bishop was leader of the official
Parliamentary opposition, and
New Jewel was part of the Soc-
ialist International, but. politi-
cally and ideologically the move-
ment had been shaped by black
power and by Castroism.

The US Black Power move-
ment of the late ’60s spilled over
into the Caribbean and merged
with discontent and disappoint-

-
. ot . ) P . A
ey . - et YT - .. d TR "

N —— N o

Join the Labour Committee on Ireland.
BM Box 5355, London WCIN 3XX

OUT N

o

ment with the fruits of indepen-
dence, then a decade old.

There was much to be dis-
contented with in Grenada. With
100,000 people in 32 square
miles, and the economy heavily
dependent on cocoa, nutmeg
and bananas, it had been dom-
inated since the ’50s by Eric
Gairy.

Gairy had risen to prominence
as the leader of a powerful revolt
of the semi-proletarianised
farmers, whose high point was a

General Strike in 1951. Gairy

organised them into a union,
created a political party — and
promptly formed an alliance
with the ruling class. |

By the '70s he ran a vicious,
corrupt and repressive regime,
modelled in part on Duvalier’s
Haiti. Gairy’s Tonton Macoute
terror outfit was known as the
Mongoose Gang. He believed in
flying saucers and tried to con-
vince the UN to get in contact
with them.
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self also

of “New Jewel”

“and credits, though European

By John O’Mahony

Parliament was intact but
feeble, and didn’t meet very
often. Gairy became more and

more rapacious and, like the-

Somoza family in Nicaragua,
alienated the local bourgeoisie
by being too greedy and compet-
itive, using the state to back him
up.
New Jewel formed a coalition
in the mid ’70s with two bourg-
eois groups, together with whom
they fought the last general
election. There was a series of
mass struggles involving the
small working class in 1973-4.
Three ‘general strikes’ occur-
red, actively backed by sections
of the bourgeoisie.

Finally, New Jewel created a
clandestine military group and
seized power from the discredit-
ed Gairy. Avowedly bourgeois
representatives were in the new
revolutionary government.

The New Jewel leaders were

-all middle class — Bishop a

London-trained barrister, his
opponent Coard a British- and
American-educated university
teacher. They created political

structures loosely modelled on

Cuba.

‘Mass organisations’ were
supposed to ‘involve’ the mass-
es, and did, but power remained
in the hands of the New Jewel
elite. They would consult and
listen, but they decided.

The New Jewel movement it-
lacked democratic
structures, though it had the
trappings of a party.

Three factors brought the
Grenada revolution to ruin.

* The objective conditions.
Grenada is a tiny, poor island,
with few resources. It needed
aid and support to develop. The

- US immediately cut off IMF aid

capitalist countries and Canada
made loans and grants, and the
airport was partly built with
capitalist funds. Inevitably
Grenada developed a certain
dependence on Cuba and indir-
ectly the USSR.

® The elitism of the move-
ment. If they didn’t keep Bish-
op’s promise to hold elections —
which they would surely have

won — it was because they real-

ly believed in a system modelled
on Cuba, with ‘mass organisa-
tions’ in practice completely
dominated by an elite. They

committed themselves to a mix-

ed economy, but the New Jewel
exercised a real dictatorship.
Their political model was essen-
tially Stalinist.

* Political confusion. Various-
ly the leaders talked of going for
‘real independence’, of a ‘non-
capitalist road’ of development.
Circumstantial evidence sug-
gests that the split which led to
the killing of Bishop and his
supporters was around a drive
for full state control of the eco-
nomy, represented by Coard and
a majority of the elite. Bishop
was publicly committed to plac-
ating the USA and developing
the economy by way of tourism.

The private faction fight in the
elite only went public when it
was ready to get bloody. Bishop
was vastly. popular. -His killing
must have spread tremendous
confusion and demoralisation —

just when the Americans came.

They had been waiting their
chance, and Reagan was desper-
ate to be seen doing something
after the slaughter of US troops
in Lebanon. e

* New Jewel was formed from
two previous organisations in
1973. Jewel is derived from

‘Joint Effort for Welfare, Edu-
cation, and Labour’.
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collapses

By Harry Sloan

EVEN before the dust settles on
the latest US military adventure
— the invasion of Grenada —

“the fragile framework of lies

put out by Reagan as justifica-
tion of his intervention has begun
to fall «part. , |
Ab:.. doned within hours was
the claim that the US sent in the
marines to ‘‘protect US lives’’.
No lives were ever in danger
except from US artillery, and
Reagan soon switched to
emphasise the claim that he had
acted ‘‘just in time’’ to prevent a
full-scale Cuban takeover. |
There were vast numbers of
Cuban troops and armament on
the island, he claimed: these
were part of a Moscow-led
“network of surrogates and
terrorists’’. ,
Exactly why the Cubans — or

" the USSR — needed to establish

a base on a tiny Caribbean
island when they already have
Cuba, or how a handful of rifles
and pistols in a shed in Grenada
could menace the power of US
inperialism, Reagan of course
never attempted to explain.
Since these allegations were
made, however, even US Senate
committees have begun to tear
them apart: there was no
evidence of plans for a ‘‘Cuban
takeover’’; Reagan’s claim of
over 1,000 Cuban soldiers has

been refuted with a tally of only

738 Cubans (now all accounted
for by US forces); the stock of
small arms discovered and
publicised by the State Depart-
ment were for the island’s
10,000-strong part-time militia.
And far from the resistance
being solely conducted . by
Cubans, it has been admitted
that Grenadian militia forces are
still fighting the US invaders.
Meanwhile the Washington
Post has begun to uncover the
behind-the-scenes arm-twisting
and manoeuvres — dating back
to before the Grenada coup —
t' at lined up the ‘‘invitation’

-t the US invasion from stooge

right-wing Caribbean govern-
mentss — in particular the
Barbados government,

None of this is new.

and used t-)y Johnson: every o

of them proved to be false.
In the aftermath of tl
invasion, Johnson'’s sto!

switched from ‘‘rescue’’ to ti
snippression of an immine;
- o mmunist takeover’’. Subs
quently this, too, was tone
down to talk of a ‘‘very serim
tureat’’ or even a ‘‘possiblity .

Three weeks after the landir
Johnson came out openly arg
ing a _.inst the principle of no
intervention — and in effe
setting the scene for the escal.
lion of the Vietnam war.

A precedent to Redgan
Grenadan ‘‘arms dump’’ sca
came in 1954 as the USA pr
pared an invasion of right win
mercenary exiles to topple tk
reformist government of Pres
dent Arbenz of Guatemala.

Arbenz — in desperation -
ordered a shipload of small anr
from the USSR to ward o
attacks from the CIA-backe
gunmen, based in Honduras an
Nicaragua.

The Eisenhower administr:
tion promptly claimed that th

-pistols and rifles might be use

to attack the Panama Canal -

)0 miles away!

The shipment was then use
as a pretext to step up the offer
s.”e against Guatemala an
oust Arbenz. |

There is even a precedent f«
the U= disregard for the fine
feelings of Thatcher’s Britis
government. In 1961, the ele
tion victory of left reformis
Cheddi Jagan in British Guian
was regarded as unacceptabl
by the Kennedy administratior
Though Macmillan’s Torie
were prepared to work wit
Jagan, they bowed to U
vressure, and cooperated wit
CIA plans to establish ‘‘yellow
unwns and eventually toppl

Jagan in 1963.

The last US Caribbean invas-

ion - .1 the Dominican Repub-
lic in April 1965 — was prefaced
by President Johnson’s demand
that the leader of the right wing

~ruling junta make a written
- request for US
- citing the ‘‘danger to lives and

intervention,

property’’ as the reason. John-

- sun then described the invasion
" as a ''‘rescue mission’’. |

The US ambassador in Santo

. Domingo cabled horror stories

of communist agitation, murder
and atrocities, which were pub-
lished by the American press

New pamphlet, 50p; latest T!
bulletin, 30p, plus postag
From TSC, BM Box 5%
London WCIN 3XX.
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Saturday October 29: Greenham women storm the base Heseltine: threat to shoot protestors Troops and cops join forces against

Tony Benn on US nuclear bases in Britain

‘No limit on the US missiles 1s e:

-

within which British

THE invasion of Grenada has
posed very clearly the key ques-
tion of who will control the new
American missiles in Britain.
Reagan’s decision to invade a
Commonwealth country in
defiance of the wishes of the
British government suggests
that the British government of
the day would have no control at
all over the missiles. There is
only one finger on the button _
the Pentagon’s. British govern-
ments no longer have the power
to decide whether Britain goes
+to war or not. A MORI poll in the
Sunday Times shows that 73%
distrust American assurances
about joint control.

In his 1981 article ‘‘Britain as
a Colony’’* Tony Benn analysed
this situation.

It is in the area of defence
policy that American dominance

has become most pronounced.

In analysing this process, I
am basing my argument upon
my personal experience as a
minister who has had many
dealings with the United States
administration.

It began during the war, when
Washington and London were
the twin pillars of the Western
Alliance. Britain desperately
needed American support —
financial and industrial as well
as military — and we got it but
on strict terms laid down by the
USA.

Lend/Lease sustained us, but
at a cost of selling our overseas
assets. The post-war American
loan was granted on condition
that the UK adopted a policy of
convertibility which collapsed as
soon as it was tried. Our military
missaon In Washi n became
a mzjor arm of Whitehal
wENCITS R OToaseC KB
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myu:mngementswh.ich
are still in force, the Americans

sre entitled to lay down the

world-wide

ter responsible for the Atomic

framework of our intelligence

systems and to have access to

the framework of our intelli-
gence systems and to have
access to what they produce;
in return they provide some
information from their own
intelligence net-
work.

In the field of atomic research
we are both dependent upon
their skills and obliged to seek
their consent for our own &evel-
opments. On one occasion I was
obliged to appear before the
United States Atomic Energy
Commission to explain, and in
effect to secure their consent
for, changes in the structure of
the British Atomic Energy
Authority for which I was res-
ponsible. On another occasion it
was necessary to clear a technic-
al development with the US
authorities.

This close relationship cer-
tainly assisted the build-up of
Britain’s own nuclear weapons.

It also alienated the French and

triggered off de Gaulle’s first

veto of Britain’'s application to

join the EEC. But its most
important effect was to give the
USA a commanding position in
the deployment of its own
nuclear weapons in Britain.
Though I have been the minis-

Scrap the Bom
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Research Centre at Aldermas-
ton, and have served in four
Cabinets and on occasions as a
member of the key Overseas
Policy and Defence Committee,
as well as other, smaller com-
mittees dealing with nuclear
policy, I was never told, and still
do not know, the b#sis upon
which US nuclear weapons sited
in the UK can be fired.

The general assumption is
that guidelines have been drawn
up that constitute a working
agreement governing their use
and provide for consultation

'between president and prime

minister, if that is practical. No
Cabiriet in which I have served
has ever been told the true
position and I can only suppose
that the key US/UK arrange-
ments are in effect only known
to the president and the prime
minister,

Decision
The essence of national
sovereignty and independence
lies in the capacity for a nation
and its parliament to decide to
go to war or to make peace. ]
believe that the sovereign right

has long been ceded in law
through a secret agreement with

the USA; and in practice, by the -

very fact that no limitation on
the use of US nuclear weapons

‘based in Britain would be

enforceable. Yet every student
learning about the British Con-
stitution is told how Parliament

won from a reluctant Crown the

right of control over the ‘purse
and the sword’. That is to say it
demanded, and obtained, the
right to an annual vote of all
moneys required by the govern-
ment; and the right to renew
annually or not to renew the
military discipline laws which
gave our forces their legiti-
macy. |

Today, both these democratic
safeguards have gone. The

‘THE peace movement has
got to be much more politi-
cal, much more internation-
al, linked much more direc-
tly with the struggle of
workers for other things
like homes and jobs”’.

So says Tony Benn in the lat-
est edition of ‘Briefing’.

The main lines of his argu-
ment are basically sound: that
CND needs to move away from
moral revulsion against war, and
instead develop ‘‘a cutting edge
... more explicitly political in
character’’.

Benn also draws out the im-
portance of opposing all nuclear
weapons and bases, and not
limiting CND to a campaign

around a bilateral nuclear
‘freeze’.

However, on several import-
ant issues he does not make it
clear where he  stands.

On Cruise missiles, for in-
stance, he places the emphasis
on the propaganda to be made
out of their arrival, and not the
pressing need at the moment,
which is to organise the most
effective and widespread action

possible.
This is linked to his attitude to
internal debates within the _dis-

JOHN HARRIS

expenditure on nuclear weapons
and the programmes for which
they are designed are con-
cealed from Cabinets as well as
Parliament: and we have on our
soil the armed forces of a
foreign power, armed with
weapons of mass destruction
that can be fired without Parlia-
ment’s approval.

Those are, in effect, colonial
arrangements under which, in a
crucial area of government, we
are a part of an American world-
wide military system. They will
soon be supplemented by a US-
inspired Rapid Deployment

armament movement. Benn
points to the need for ‘tolerance’
and ‘unity’ within a broad move-
ment. But why no comment on
the manifestly intolerant ac-
tions of the CND leadership —
in particular, their attitudes on
Labour CND and Youth CND?

It is important that CND activ-
ists do not respond to the arrival
of Cruise by attempting to patch
together a fake ‘unity’ based
on generalities about not ‘split-
ting the movement’ or ‘playing
into the hands of our enemies’.

Considerations like that can

CND leaders: E P Thompson.

b! Britain o

Force
troops will be engaged in opera-
tions never explicitly authorised
by our elected representatives.

One final comment needs to
be made here. The 1980 Labour
Party conference resolved that
all US nuclear bases in the UK
shall be closed and that Britain
shall adopt a non-nuclear
defence strategy. ,

If that policy were to be incor-
porated in the manifesto upon
which the next Labour govern-
ment is elected and formal
representations were made to
Washington to withdraw those

be important, but the answer is
real unity on the policies and in
the campaign.

This can only be built through

a serious attempt to explain both
the victories and the setbacks
that CND has experienced over
the last three or four yedars, and
the future perspectives for the
campaign.

This task is a particularly
urgent one in the labour move-
ment, where we have failed to

" build on paper policies and turn

them into action.
It is especially urgent when
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forceable’

veapons and close those bases,
t is not at all clear that the
US administration would agree
0 do so. They would almost
-ertainly respond by pointing
0 agreements reached with
carlier British governments
under which these bases were
made available and express
their view that these agreements

must be upheld and could not be

unilaterally abrogated by a
British government.

Only at that stage would the
British House of Commons and
the British people be made
aware of the surrender of sover-

we have a Labour Party leader-
ship that is prepared to fudge on
issues like Polaris and the bases,
land still maintains 100% sup-
lport for NATO.

. Benn has pointed towards this
important task: ‘‘the’ Labour
'Party has got to shift beyond
simply being in favour of giving
jup a particular weapon... to-
rwards non-alignment; a differ-
ent foreign policy which breaks
with the stranglehold of the rest
lof Western foreign policy, which
is simply a back-up for American

global military and economic

Laadideraca b ol )

rkwav

t of Nato!

eignty and democratic control by
Parliament over peace and war
which has already taken place
secretly, reducing us to colonial
status in our'relations with the
US and its armed forces.

*Footnote: Socialist Organiser
carried a series of articles dis-
puting Tony Benn’s central
political conclusion that the
labour movement must leag a
fight for ‘‘British national liber-
ation’’. Copies are available
from Socialist Organiser.

interests throughout the world™’..

But what this means has to be

clarified. Does it mean getting
out of NATO? Does it mean
breaking with the military and
economic interests of the British
state as well as the American?

Turn

In particular, Benn should
explain his view of how such a
political turn within CND could
be accomplished at a time when
the leadership is increasingly
compromising on even its exist-
ing policies of unilateralism.
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THE TORIES have announced
their revised version of the
Police Bill. Like its predecessor
it grants the police extensive
new powers.

Its stated rationale is to create
a ‘balance’ between the rights
of individuals and the powers of
the community and to ‘rational-
ise’ the large number of laws
and bye-laws governing police

powers.
It assumes that the police
represent the ‘community’,

even though the ‘community’
are — increasingly — deprived
of any means of holding the
police accountable for what they
do in our name. |

It assumes that the ‘commun-

ity’ has an interest in its
members being subjected to
-police  harassment,  arrest,
detention and search.

"It assumes that the ‘war
against crime’ will be aided by
the further alienation of the
police from the people.

It assumes that where the

police in practice currently

violate their legitimate powers,
the extent of their powers should
be increased rather than their
abuses suppressed.

All these assumptions are of
course rubbish.

Transition

What is in fact going on is one
further step — this time a legis-
lative one — in the transition
from a social democratic police
force to the emergence of a
police state. ~

The fact that both sorts of
police represent the repressive
arm of the bourgeois state
should not blind us to the deep
significance of what is taking
place.

While the government’s
extension of police powers
marks a real attack on democrat-
ic rights and specifically on
working class communities, it
hides behind the veil of defend-
ing the needs of individuals to
be secure from crime and the
needs of communities to sup-
press crime. While these needs
are real, the government’s
solutions are entirely illusory.

Take the issue of stop and
search. The police throughout
the country will get the power to
stop and search people on the
streets if they have ‘reasonable
suspicion’ that the suspect
possesses stolen goods — a
power that previously existed
only in London.

In addition they will receive
an entirely new power to stop
and search for offensive
weapons which has not pre-
viously existed at all.

New power

ANDREW WIAR

The police will also be empow-

‘ered to stop and search people

inside houses and gardens if
they suspect
ing searched does not live there
or is there without the owner’s
consent. .

For the first time the police
will be given the
‘reasonable force’ if they think
it necessary, whether or not
there is resistance.

The new Bill states that a
constable need give no informa-
tion about the reason for a
‘frisking’, nor give his name and
police station, if he or she be-
lieves that it will not be under-

stood by the person searched.

power to use

that the person be-
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outside the court room.

As it happens, this week an
official report by the Policy

Studies Institute criticised the

Met. for the way they enforce
their existing stop and search
powers. The criterion of “‘reas-
onable suspicion’’, it said, does
not act as an effective constraint
on how the police decide
whether to make a stop. ‘

In a third of the stops obser-
ved, no good reason could be
seen. Only about one in twelve
stops led to further legal action
being taken. There were numer-
ous cases of abusive and rude
behaviour by the police.

Numerous other accounts of
the use of stop and search
powers by the Met as a means of
racial harassment have been
made. The response of the
government is to generalise and
extend these powers.

Take the power of arrest. It
has been considerably extended
to legitimise the arrest of people
for any offence — including
minor ones like littering or
parking — if the police are not
satisfied as to the identity of the
suspect or the permanence of his
or her address; or if the police
think that the arrest is necessary
tuo prevent injury to persons or
property, ‘‘an affront to public
decency’’ or an obstruction to
the highway.
"""This vast extension of powers
will hit particularly hard the
homeless and gays, who could
be arrested not for any criminal
offence but for their ‘‘affront
to public decency’’.

Take the powers of detention.
As in the old Bill, detention
without charge is to be permit-
ted for up to four days in the
case of a ‘‘serious arrestable
offence’’. Detentions of longer
than 36 hours must be author-
ised by a magistrate’s court.

Access to a lawyer may als.
be delayed for up to 36 houy..
Existing rights of ‘‘habeas cor-
pus’’ — long upheld by liberals
as the syrabol and foundations of
liberty before the law — will be

| abolished.

What this means in effect is
that ‘the existing abuse of
“‘habeas corpus’’ by the police
and the judges, to give .the
police time to inte- sgate sus-
pects for a few aays without

-access to the outside world, will

in effect be legally sanctioned.
Further, the definition of
what counts as a ‘‘serious arres-
able offence’’ is made even
more nebulous.
It lists a number of specific

‘crimes’ — murder, manslaugh-
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ns on November 10 at Snaresbrook Crown Court, Hollybush Hill, London
the Defence Committee is calling for a mass picket

ope
E11 (near Snaresbrook underground station}, and

it.

ter, firearms, hijacking, hostage
taking etc -— but adds that any
crime may be called serious if its
commission leads to or is likely
to lead to a) serious harm to the
security of the state or to public
order; b) serious interference
with the administration of jus-
tice; ¢) anyone’s death; d)

serious injury; e) substantial

financial gain; or f) serious
financial loss to anyone.

This definition embraces
public order offences like
obstruction and threatening

behaviour as well a petty theft,
where the police feel that the
victim feels that he or she has
suffered a ‘‘serious loss’’!

Take the question of road
blocks. The existing absence of
statutory definitions of police
powers to set up roadblocks will
be changed into an explicit legal
power to establish roadblocks
for inuefinite periods wherever
the ‘‘pattern of crime’’ calls for

SDP apologists, like the
Guardian’s Michael Zander,
treat this as a ‘‘restriction’’ on
police powers by treating the
previous lack of statutory defini-
tion as a carte blanche for the
police to do whatever they like!
The new Bill, like the old one,
allows the police to search under
warrant the homes and premises
of people not suspected of com-
mitting any criminal offence.

“Fishing”

A search warrant may be

issued where refusal of entry is

considered ‘‘unreasonable’’ or
where ‘‘the

search may be frustrated’
unless immediate entry is
~ained by the police.

This will legitimise all kinds
.- ‘‘fishing expeditions’’ for
evidence by the police, and to
use any evidence found with
regard to any offence. .

Exempticis have been made
— after much lobbying — for
social workers, councillors,
doctors and ‘‘journalistic
material’’, though what legally
counts as journalism is up for
grabs. -

The police will be given the
pcwer to conduct intimate body
searches of vaginas and anuses
of suspects, with or without
their consent, with or without
the cooperation of doctors, to
search for articles which could

be used to cause physical
injury.
The Bill also allows the police

to use force to take finger-

urpose of the.

Tory Bill a lurch
towards police state

v R

orints and body samples from
suspects detained in police
stations, a power which could in
effect legalise assaults. on
suspects by the police.

The ‘safeguards’ proposed by
the Bill are paltry. It mentions
tape-recording of interrcga-
tion, but postpones its establish-
ment for years.

It replaces the Police Comn-
olaints Board with a Police
Complaints Authority, but this
nominal change doues little or
nothing to create an indepen-
dent investigation of complaints
about police malpractice.

It establishes an ‘‘indepen-
dent prosecutor’” under the
central direction of the Direc-
tor of ‘Public Prosecutions, the
effect of which is to set up
another bureaucratic layer and
tc remove the tiny amount of’
accountability to police author-
ities to which police prosecutors
are currently subject.

The Bill in general, like the
Royal Commission before it,
removes sanctions for the
greater part of police malprac-
tice and abuse of powers away
from the sphere of legal sanction
by the courts and recasts them
solely as matters for internal
police discipline.

Nowhere to be seen 1s even
Scarman’s recommendation that
police racism should be made
‘nto a punishable offence.

The idea that the police are
servants either of the commun--
ity or the law becomes ever more
an empty phrase.

The government has under-
taken an unprecedented public
relations exercise to justify the
Bill and disguise its real nature.

- This includes the publication of

a 67-page Home Office docu-
ment. |

We must expose the extension
of police powers which this Bill
actually means and the repres-
siveness of its provisions. The
National Campaign Against the
Police Bill is holding a general
meeting open to all members on
Monday 14 November.at 7.00pm
at Holborn Town Hall; a Nation-
al Conference on Saturday
November 19 at Sir William
Collins School, Charrington
St., London NW1; and a march
on Saturday 21 January from
Brockwell Park to Trafalgar
Square. We need to think hard
about the strategies that are
being and should be used to
combat this escalation in police
repression. '

-
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Ben Tillett

new union

bureaucracy
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BEN TILLETT was one of the
most important leaders of the
‘new’ unionism of the 1890s
and 1900s. He was a leading light
in the 1889 Dockers Strike and
from then until 1922 General
Secretary of the Dock, Wharf,
Riverside and General Labour-
ers Union, the formative influ-
ence in the amalgamation which
produced the TGWU. Involved
in-most of the big strikes from
1890-1926, he was a founder of
the ILP aud the Labour Repres-
entation Committec (the fore-
runner of the Labour Party) and
later for many years a member
of the Marxist Social Democratic
Party and its successor, -the
British Socialist Party.

A long time member of the
TUC General Council, Tillett
was also an MP during the first
two Labour governments.

His long career has much to
teach us about the formation of
many of the institutions which
still today structure the workers
movement, specifically the
deveIOpment and the dynamics
of the trade union bureaucracy.

Compared with today’s
suphisticated and integrated
bureaucracy, the leadership of
Tillett’s day was primitive,
‘irrational’ and close to the
ranks from which it had so
recently evolved.

Sectional

When Tillett was born in
Bristol in 1860 trade unionism
covered a tiny proportion of the
workforce. Its
explicitly sectional, closed to the
vast majority of the working
class, collaborative, in return
for the crumbs a favourable
economic situation produced
and. only in the most minimal
sense, reformist supporting both
the capitalist system and a
cap:iialist party, the Liberals.

Tre craft union bureaucracy
was Ly, Six vears after Tillett's
memtm the best known organisa-
i the A ted Society
¢ ¥ =~eers had only one full-
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practice was

Noel Hibbert reviews “Ben
Tillett”” by Jonathan Schneer,
published by Croom-Helm.
stances and divided employers,
erupted from below to his com-

plete astonishment. ‘‘The men
wanted to strike’’ he wrote, ‘I

could scarcely believe my ears.

It had never occured 0 me that
they were readry for such a
thing.”’

If a pessimistic view of the

' membership is a primary trait of

the bureaucracy, so is a speedy
willingness to grasp with both
hands opportunities provided by
the membership. The success of
the strike and the formation of
the Dockers Union established
Tillett’s position as a bureau-
crat with some security. Where-
as he previously had 500 mem-
bers, 18,000 now paid their
dues.

Despite Tillett’s having dis-
owned the influence of the
Socialists during the strike the
union aspired, in distinction to
the craft unions, to be a fifhting
organisation with Tom Mann as
president and strike pay in
place .of unemployment, sick-

. ness and funeral benefits. None-

theless, a centralised structure
corcentrating power in the
hands of the execuiive (not as
with previous dock unions in the

“branches) was adopted.

The utility of this and the

Jlimits of the fighting organisa-

tion could be seen once sectional
strikes began over employer
encroachments on such things
as payment during the dinner
hour. These incursions, Tillett
argued, must be stomached.
Now was the time to build and
consolidate. Words which were
to be familiar to dock militants
for the next three generations
began to pour out from HQ. ‘“To
those who have been misled by
mischief-makers whose disloyal-
tv and underhand work can only
dv harm the executive
instructions are: Resume work
al ooce tamg orders only from
propery appointed officials

The ranks

. -
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oSt n I L anour Suppl_v
was acupted and recruitment
clused. The membership,
Tilett declared would have to
toe *he line.

“The tail would not be
allowed to wag the head. They
must fall into their proper
places, must await orders and be
ready to fight when they were
called upon to do so — and not
before. There must be generals
and privates in every army . . .
loyalty and obedience to orders
were necessary.’’ Not a word, of*
course, about the missing link —
democratic control of

generals by the privates in a war
fought for common objectives.

Pioneer of the

the
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Ben Tillett
(second from
left in fore-
ground) before
a conference
with the gov-
ernment in
the 1912 dock

strike i

Like many of his contempor--

aries and unlike many of today’s
lead~rs, Tillett had experience
of struggle. Company thugs
broke his nose, cracked his ribs
and ruptured his hernia. But his
personal struggle was at an end.
He was free from and had no

-desire to return to the world of

deprivation and insecurity. As
Keir Hardie’s rhyme began,
‘T'm Alderman Ben Tillett and
I've got a first class billet’’.

He had no strong socialist
views let alone any developed
theory. He reflected the incoher-
ence and prejudices of the mass
without its impetus, its neces-
sity to struggle. The security of
the organisation even in a
weakened form even at the
expense of the membership was
his bill of passage.

Nothing Dbetter illustrates
Tillett’s view of the ranks than
his speech after his defeat at
Bradford in an election in 1892.
‘“He had spent the best years of
his life and the best energies he
had for the benefit of his class
. - . He believed in a division of
labour and if his part was work-
ing, speaking and travelling, it
was their part to contribute the
means for his doing so. There
had been a meaness shown
which was deSpicable V7

Manoeuvrmg

As Schneer comments :
“'Tillett developed towards the
rank and file a condescending
attitude which at times verged
upon contempt.’’

One means of escaping from
the tension between organisa-
tional and personal security and
rank and file insurgency was
to turn o the state to regulate
the contlict between capital and
labour and in the process the
conflict between bureaucracy
and rank and file. Tillett was a
life-long advocate of state arbi-
tration. In the early '90s, he

shed his liberalism and became

- a self-styled socialist.

The leaders of the new union-
ism are usually portrayed in
contrast with their craft prede-
cessors as socialists. Tillett’s
activities in the early '90s show
iust how limited this socialism
vas and how it was a response to
the weak bargaining position of
unions of the unskilled (relative
to the labour aristocrat) and the

The membership would

have to toe the line

J
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employers vigorous counter-
attack.
What he believed in was

classic labourism — more regu-
lation of the capitalist economy
by the capitalist state.

The working class would be

~admitted to citizenship right

within capitalism and its leaders
would be legitimised as brokers
between state and labour. He
denounced ‘the harebrained
chatterers and magpies of con-
tinental revolutionists’ and cele-
brated English muddle and
empiricism. The workers could
not run things. ‘‘There was no
class of people whom he would
fear more to have in their
possession unlimited power.’’

In accordance with these
views he joined the Fabian
Society .

But if Tillett was a bureaucrat
every bureaucrai was not Tillett.
Despite the formation of the
LRC, the situation was still
fluid as illustrated by Tillett’s
idiosyncratic twists and turns.
He moved ‘left’. The early years
of the century found him attack-
ing the Labour leaders and for-
saking his initial teetotalism for
peans of praise for wine, horse-

racing and the music hall and

abuse for ‘‘British prudery’’.

Between 1908 and the war he
was a pillar of the SDP/BSP
proclaiming: ‘‘There is no solu-
tion without revolution’’. With
the outbreak of hostilities his
collaboration and patriotism
were equally strident.

If his oscillations are in part
explained by his erratic and
extreme temperament and the
strange — for example, jingo-
istic — Marxism of Hyndman'’s
organisation, this had to be
related to  the bureaucratic
cesire tw find a satsfactory

«rch within the movement, the
bureaucrat’'s eternal divorce
between rhetoric and action, and
of course Tillett’s sensitivity to
the necessity to react to, in order
to influence, movements within
the rank and file.

Tillett always used Ileft
rhetoric as a means to disarm
and control the members. It had
no discernible impact on his
practice. As early as 1892 1n
the Bristol strike he was thun-

dering, ‘‘It must not finish at

trade unionism. It must not
finish until the workers of all
grades and degrees commanded
absolutely the whole machinery
of the state.’’

A few months later he was the
first union leader to use the new
Board of Trade arbitration
system and claiming ‘The
unions most efficient work is the
prevention of strikes.’

‘Tillett’s advocacy of syndical-
ist ideas during the Great

1-----

Unreet of 1910-14 increased his

stature with trade unionists. Yet
in the 1911 Dock Strike he was
characteristically ‘militant and
conciliatory by turns’ and his
comment on the 1912 dispute
when the government requested
food and fuel be allowed out of
the docks summed up his one
enduring consistency, the desire
for recognition by the state.

““But think of it. The govern-

ment coming to us for permis-
sion.’

An excellent example of
Tillett’s manoeuvring was his
attack on James Larkin during
the 1913 Dublin Lockout. Small
groups of British workers
blacked goods but the TUC failed
to give a lead. Asked for solid-
arity action they refused and

‘instead confined themselves to

giving financial contributions to
the workers in Dublin.

As the most prominent ‘left’
and castigator of the official
leaders, Tillett went on a

* Founded as the Democratic

Federation in 1881, the organisa-

tion became socialist as the Social
Democratic Federation in 1883.
Afterwards it became the Social
Democratic Party, and in 1911,
after fusing with breakaway
bran. of the Independent Lab-
our Party, it became the British
Socialist Party.

The BSP was by far the biggest
component of the Communist

Party of Great Britain established
in 1920. The Hyndman minority
section of the BSP split off to
pursue their jingo politics in
1916, and called themselves the

{ Natlonal Socialist Party.
'-----------------------‘

NISED! |

Become a supporter of the Socialist
Organiser Alliance — groups are establi-
shed if most large towns. We ask £1.50 a
month minimum (20p unwaged) contri-
bution from supporters.

Get
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| want to become a Socialist Organ-
iser supporter/ | want more inform-

ation.

NAMEe ....oooovrecnrorancsssoancssossnassssannsases

AAAFESS ..oo.eeeenecressncnonrenessssrnisessassases

ae .l'Il..I....I’II'IlI...'...IIIII."....I........I...-

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

British speaking tour with
Larkin. Whilst Larkin attacked
the union leaders and urged the
rank and file to take indepen-
dent action, Tillett, inbetween
calling for the arming of the

- workers, simply urged a special

TUC conference to call a General
Strike. When the conference
was called, he immediately
moved a resolution of confidence
in the TUC leaders, denouncing
Larkin’s criticisms.

Chauvinism

The chauvinism that had
governed Tillett since his sup-
port for anti-immigration

leagues in the docks provided

him with his last star turn as a
warmonger. Manoeuvred by
Bevin out of any position in the

"TGWU he ended his days poor

and usually drunk, soliciting
money from the Tories in return
for information on Communist -
activilies in the unions.

The real growth of bureau-
cracy occured after Tillett’s
heyday. Union membership

.went from 2.6 million to 8.3

million between 1910 and 1920.

- Size of organisation was trans-

formed and national collective
bargaining developed. When he
died in 1940 it was just making
its full entry into the portals of
the state. Nonetheless, his story
illustrates in the chemically
pure form, many of its tenden-
cies. Jonathan Schneer’s book
depite its relative exclusion of
what was happening within the
ranks and within the state is well
worth reading even if at almost
£15 for 214 pages it is a prohib-
itive purchase.

h | )
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Open letter from the Labour Coordinating Committee

A new basis for Left unity?

Socialist Organiser has
received the following
Open Letter from Peter
Hain, Vice-Chair of the
Labour Coordinating
Committee. Our response
is to be found on page 2.

THE LCC is anxious to explore
the basis for a new unity on the
Labour left. Our anxiety is
underlined by the different reac-
tions to the Brighton '83 Confer-
ence and to the new Party
leadership amongst various left
groups.

Even before the Conference,
the left was severely split, not
least between those based in
London and those in the rest of

the country.
Such divisions reflect a
serious fragmentation since

1981, with some groups almost

completely marginalising them-

selves at Brighton, and with the
LCC one of the few groups
correctly judging both the
leadership election and the post-
General Election mood at rank
and file level.

Just as the Party has been
- damaged in recent years by a
rigid left/right divide, so the
current fragmentation of the left
into warring factions prevents
dialogue and joint action on the
many points of agreement which
unquestionably do exist.

However, the LCC remains

sceptical aboﬁt the kind of

unity operating in the recent

past which — although effective
in promoting activity on a
narrow range of issues such as
the constitutional reforms — has
suppressed real political differ-
ences between - various left
groups.

The absence of an open and
honest political basis for the
compromises involved in left
unity has contributed to recent
fragmentation.

In finding out whether there
is any basis for a new left unity,
the LCC believes a prerequisite
for it is a constructive attitude to

the new leadership. It has
already boosted the Party
internally and externally.

In Neil Kinnock we have the
kind of left Leader who would
never have won as recently as
three years ago, before the elec-
toral college. Even Roy Hatters-
ley is more radical and more
committed to the majority of
Party policies than were many of
his predecessors from the right
in leadership positions.

We should recognise that the
new leadership has created a
new political space in which the
left can prosper. We must also
insist that the Party abides by
the democratic verdict of the
electoral college — our electoral
college. |

This applies both to Leader
and  Deputy who each won
majorities in all sections of the
College. It does not mean giving

the leadership a blank cheque.

Rather it means giving a
priority to other matters. In
recent years Labour’s left has
developed almost an obsession
with the leadership, perhaps
understandable after the appall-
ing Wilson/Callaghan legacy,
but strategically shortsighted in
its neglect of the overwhelming
necessity to rebuild the shatter-
ed base of our movement.

Luxury

For historic and other reasons
the left has had to adopt an
‘oppositionalist’ stance in the
Party. In the current circum-
stances that is a Juxury we
cannot afford. |

Instead, the left must take the
initiative in turning the Party
outwards to construct a new,
wide base of support.

Above all, the LCC believes
there must now be an absolute
priority given to campaigning to
recreate support for socialist
values and Party policies. How-
ever, such ‘campaigning’ is
not simply a matter of better or
slicker presentation of policy, it
is or should be aimed at encour-
aging people to fight for them-
selves. Within this context, we
suggest the following basis for
unity: |

1)Joint discussion on policy
areas which have been neglec-
ted: notably, social policy;
decentralisation (including
devolution); ecology; Ireland; a

Pavement artists?

EVERYDAY,  British dogs
deposit 500 tonnes of dung on
the streets and open spaces
(not to mention five million
litres of urine), to the hazard not
only of those who stride in open-

toed sandals with heads held

high.
Nowadays, despite notices
threatening fines of ‘40

shillings’’ to the owners of pol-
luting pooches, the excrement
- remains where deposited until
dispersed by the action of
insects, wind and rain, or by
people’s shoes or vehicle tyres.

But in the squalor of London’s
dockland slums 150 years ago,
upwards of 200 people made a
living collecting and selling
“'pure’’, as dog turds were
known.

The ‘‘pure-finders’’ used to
search out the valuable ‘‘pure’’,
armed with a covered basket and
(sometimes) one black leather
glove.

They sold their collections to
the 30 or so tanneries of Ber-
mondsey, which paid 3 or 4
shillings a standard pailful at
one time, though the price had
fallen to between 8d and 1s 2d
by the 1850s, according to Henry
Mayhew.

Apparently, the tanners’
workmen would rub the shit into

By Les

goat-, lamb- and calfskins with
their bare hands, to ‘‘purify’”’
the leather. This made the high
quality leather necessary for kid-
gloves, bookcovers and best
quality uppers for boots and
shoes.

The ordures were valued for
their alkaline and astringent
properties, which seemed to
help get rid of the traces of
moisture that remained in badly
dressed leather.

The best faeces, according to

‘Mayhew, were the ‘‘dry limy-

looking sort’’, though some
tanners preferred the ‘‘dark
moist variety’’. The average
earnings were 5to 6 bob a week,
though some  pure-finders
grossed 15 shillings a week,
living very comfortably.

The vast number of pet
dogs in Britain presents a
mounting  problem. 18,000
tonnes of dog do’s will not just

‘Ofeoummatn'ndoﬁ.iam
- but that doesn’t make it indefensible.’

CIENCE

Hearn

go away, particularly when
streeicleaning  services  are
being run down. One result

could be a rise in parasite
diseases such as tapeworm.

The privatised solution in
Britain is the ‘‘Sooper Dooper
Pooper Scooper’’. However, in
France, several municipal coun-
cils have set up fleets of ‘‘canin-
ettes”” — motorcycles which
patrol the pavements, trailing a
sweeper with a sanitised bag.

Offending

On locating a turd, the rider
backs up to the offending object
so that the four brushes can
sweep it into the bag.

The 70 Caninettes of Paris can
collect 1.5 tonnes of poo per day.

Meanwhile, in China, the
government sees the urban dog
population as a serious hygiene
problem and has decreed their
destruction.

Research in the West sug-
gests however that a supposedly
parasitic pet can actually have a
ben 3ficialpeffect on its owner’s
heiith. Old people leaving hos-
pital after treatment seem to
survive better if they own a
pet.

Greens

SERA (Socialist Environment
and Resources Association) and
Green CND are holding a confer-
ence on ‘‘Socialism and the
Green Movement'’ at Coventry
Polytechnic on 12-13 November.

Further details: SERA, 9 Poland

Street, London W1. 01-439 3749.

genuinely non-aligned foreign
policy; and an updated alterna-
tive economic strategy capable
of tackling a deepening crisis.

_ 2) Joint campaigning to win
union ballots for affiliation to
the Party and to strengthen
Party/union links.

3) Joint action to ensure that
the Party campaigns effectively
from national to branch level.

" 4) An absolute commitment to
unilateralism as part of a non-
nuclear defence strategy.

5) Building support for the
new statutory minimum wage

policy, and for campaigns to

defend local democracy and the
health service.

6) Unless circumstances alter
in a dramatic and unexpected
way, no challenges to the new
Leader and Deputy, at least
until after the next general
election.

Reselection

7) Defence of mandatory re-
selection and the electoral

college, and opposition to any -

new witch-hunt.

8) Support for constitutional
reforms to extend women'’s
rights. 9) Encouragement of
wider consultation and involve-
ment. in decision-making
through local CLP and wunion
branches, whilst maintaining
opposition to postal ballots.

10) Support for Tribune’s
continued existence as an inde-
pendent paper, free from legal
attacks by Party members.

Partners in revolt

_THE two lives of the title are

those of Louis Hodgkiss and his
wife Winifred Haward. They
were each born at around the
turn of this century, and at first

-glance would appear to be a

strange match. Louis went to
work in the Lancashire coal
mines at the age of fourteen, but
a year after the outbreak of the
First World War went to enlist
in the Navy.

His father, ‘‘a self-taught
scholar, a convinced atheist and
-a member of the Independent
Labour Party’’ (as well as an
alcoholic, which accounted for
the family’s chronic poverty)
insisted that the boy’s ‘‘relig-
ion”’ was stated on his enlist-
ment form for the Navy as
“‘humanitarian’’ — thus making
him the only man in the Navy
without a religion!

Dishonourable

Louis’ time in the navy was
colourful to say the least —
before he was twenty he was
given a dishonourable discharge
having ‘‘over three hundred
offences against him — none for
any failure in seamanship.’”’

Winifred, on the

well-to-do Suffolk gentleman
farmers. She won a scholarship
to Girton College in Cambridge
where, in 1917 — incredible as it
may seem today — the over-
whelming majority .of the
students were women. The
young men of Winifred’'s age
were either fighting in the war
or had already given their lives
to it and Winifred was aware
that it was unlikely that she
would find fulfillment in
marriage and children.

Outdoor

Nonetheless, her career as a
University teacher enabled her
to travel widely in Europe and
to spend time in New Zealand
where she developed a liking for

the harsh outdoor life and exper-

~ his
otherr drawn to each other because as

hand, was born into a family of .

Kinnock — ‘the kind of Left leader w

11) Support for a broad, toler-
ant Party, with no left group
putting its own interests above
those of the Party.

.
-
=
>
L
bt o
-
” .
v

WENDY FRANKLAND
reviews “Two Lives”, by
Winifred Haward Hod-
gkiss, which is published
by Yorkshire Art Circus.

ienced at first hand the absurd-
ities of class distinction whilst
working for a period as a govern-
ess-nanny.

Meanwhile, Louis had begun
to gain a reputation as a writer
of novels and plays depicting the
mining life he knew so well and
met Winifred when she was
working as Talks Producer for
the BBC in Manchester. Louis
was invited to broadcast one of
scripts, and they were

Winifred says ‘‘He was in revolt
against a society that denied him
a career. I was in revolt against a
society that offered me a career
but no partner.’’

They decided to make a life

together, and took over a near-

derelict cottage in the remote
village of Hawkswick in the
heart of the Yorkshire Dales.
Here they spent nearly thirty
years together working on the
cottage and garden, writing and
establishing friendships with

their many visitors as well as the

local people.

In 1978 Louis died in the
garden he loved; he is buried

‘there — these are the lines by

the seventeenth century poet

Waliter that Winifred read at his

funeral as his memorial:

“The soul’s dark cottage,
- battered and decayed

SPOTLIGHT

o

ve won before’

We look forward to your com-
ments and to seeing whether
you can agree with this 11-point
plan for unity in action.

Lets in new light through chinks

that time hath made

Stronger with weakness, wiser

men become

As they draw near to their

eternal home.

Leaving the old, both worlds at

| once they view

That stand upon the threshold

of the new.”’

Now in her eighties, Winifred

still lives in her home in the

Dales and is active in the Peace
Movement.

“. . . I have lived through
two World Wars, and know that
war is obscene, bringing not
glory but suffering. Preserve the
world, you who are my succes-
sors. There is love and there is
sorrow, but the gain outweighs
the loss, if you will make it so ™’

10p plus postage from
214 Sickert Court,
London N1 28Y.

S E-2 T THEY

Q0B sl s .

6

L LX L :./”2!-’4’"’\ Ty

| Staavh wHOr

000000 0000000090000



Wt PYTE VW WIIVIVE WUAVE VRAL s T N R TR AN 9P

0o C MWE PYWIWORAPTINTW (VENTTTTIVE BT VIPRETWIRE, LV AW A° 10200 0 C attc v s

TR VW ST TRO Y W SRS O ey e e

VRERITNAPET " TAQT AN DI RS T

Socialf§t’O“rganiser'.n'()’.‘l‘S3 November 3 1983 Page 12

Socialist
ORGANISER

- Where we stand

Orgamse the left to beat back the Tories’ attacks!

No to attacks on union rights; defend the picket

line; no state interference in our unions! No to any

wage curbs. Labour must support all struggles for

better living standards and conditions.
*Wage rises should at the very least keep up with
price increases. For a pricee index calculated by

working class organisations, as the basis for clauses"

in all wage agreements to provide automatic
monthly rises in line with the true cost of living for
the working class.
should apply to state benefits, grants and pensions.
*Fight for improvements in the social services, and
against cuts. Protection for those services against
inflation by automatic inflation-proofing of expen-
diture. For occupations and supporting strike action
to defend jobs and services,

"*End unemployment. Cut hours, not jobs. Fight for

a 35 hour week and an end to overtime. Demand
work-sharing without loss of pay. Organise the
unemployed — campaign for a programme of useful
public works to create new jobs for the unem-
nioyed. |

*Defend all jobs! Open the books of those firms
that threaten closure or redundancies, along with
those of their suppliers and bankers, to elected trade
union committees. For occupation and blacking
action to halt the closures. For nationalisation
without compensation under workers’ management.
*Make the bosses pay, not the working class.

Millions for hospitals, not a penny for ‘defence’l

Nationalise the banks and financial institutions,
without compensation. End the interest burden on
council housing and other public services.

*Freeze rent and rates.

*Scrap all immigration controls. Race\ is not a
problem: racism is. The labour movement must
mobilise to drive the fascists off the streets. Purge
racists from positions in the labour movement.

Organise full support for black self-defence. Build

wvorkers’ defence squads.
*The capitalist police are an enemy for the working
Jlass. Support. all demands to weaken them as a

bosses’ striking force: dissolution of special squads

(SPG, Special Branch, MI5, etc),
tability, etc.
*Free abortion on demand. Women s equal right to

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

public accoun-

*Against attacks on gays by the state: abolish all

laws which discriminate against lesbians and gay
men; for the right of the gay community to organise
and affirm their stand pubilicly.

*The Irish people — as a whole — should have the
right to determine their own future. Get the British
troops out now! Repeal the Prevention of Terrorism

‘Act. Political status for Irish Republican prisoners as

a matter of urgency.

"The black working people of South Africa should
get full support from the British labour movement
for their strikes, struggles and armed combat against
the white supremacist regime. South African goods
and services should be blacked.

*It is essential to achieve the fullest democracy in
‘the labour movement. Automatic reselection of MPs
during each Parliament and the election by annual
conference of party leaders. Annual election of all
trade union officials, who should be paid the
average for the trade.

"The chaos, waste, human suffering and misery of
capitalism now — in Britain and throughout the
world — show the urgent need to establish rational,
democratic, human control over the economy, to
make the decisive sectors of industry social prop-
erty, undeir workers’ control. The strength of the
labour movement lies in the rank and file. Our
perspective must be working class action to raze the
capitalist system down to its foundations, and to
put a working class socialist alternative in its place —
rather than having our representatives run the
system and waiting for crumbs from the tables of
the bankers and bosses.

Official badge of the
*Save the Mole’ cam-
paign. 25p or £2 for
ten, from N.Barstow
165 Liverpool Rd,
London N1.

The same. inflation-procfing

| SOAGM sets next targets

HEALTH cuts, anti-union laws
and Labour Party workplace
branches were among the prior-
ities for campaigning work
decided at the Socialist Organ-
iser Alliance AGM last Sunday,
30th.

The  political resolution,
passed unammously, recognised
that: ‘‘We are in a bad period.
The labour movement is
depressed.”’ But it focused on
the possibilities for fighting to
change that situation.

Tony Richardson from Cowley
said that despite repeated
sell-outs by the leadership there
was an explosive situation in
the working class. Big confron-
tations on the anti-union laws
were possible. We must gear
into these possibilities.

John Douglas from Barnsley
supported the resolution’s
proposal that: ‘“We should take

steps to revive the Mobilising

Committee for the Defence of _
Trade Union Rights — experi-

mentally at first.”” This would
make us better able to intervene
in industrial disputes, he said.
Nik Barstow from Islington
spoke about the situation under
the new Kinnock leadership in
the Labour Party. Socialist
Organiser had been relatively
isolated at the Labour Party con-
ference because of our stand

Martin Thomas reports
on the Socialist Organiser
Annual General Meeting

against Kinnock. That stand was
correct: but now it must be com-

bined with initiatives to turn the |

Labour Party outwards.

The resolution also noted that
‘the Labour left is differentiating.

Many are falling in behind
Kinnock; ‘‘but others are
moving in the opposite direc-
tion . . . greater numbers on the
Left are open to serious discus-
sion about internationalist,
socialist alternatives to the
nationalist, statist, bureaucratic
politics of the ‘Alternative Econ-
omic Strategy’ ’’.

The biggest controversy of the

AGM came not over the political
resolution but over a draft reso-

lution on local government. The
AGM agreed to refer it to the
groups for further discussion.

- Moving the resolution, I
argued that it is high time to
draw a balance sheet of the
‘local government left’. This
left, lacking clear strategy, has
failed at the crunch every time,
and has become in effect a force
for reconciling the labour move-
ment with the limits of the exist-

ing system.

And the SOA needs to take a

“sectarianism  of

candid look at itself, too. On the
whole our council positions are
not proving an asset to our
political work. We have not
managed to crystallise a clear
opposition to the rightward slide
of the °‘local government left’.
Our councillors are not suffic-
iently integrated into the SOA.

The main speaker against this
view was Islington councillor
and Labour Chief Whip Alan
Clinton. My document would, he
said, take the SOA back to the
yesteryear,
always demanding confronta-
tion with the Tories tomorrow if
not today. Councils cannot at
present confront the govern-
ment head-on, and must instead
use guerrilla tactlcs fighting for
the welfare of the workm g class
as best they can.

Some other comrades opposed
my document’s recommendation
of ‘‘caution’’ in standing more
comrades for councils, while

‘not necessarily disagreeing with

its criticism of the local govern-

“ment left.

There was also a debate on
Ireland. Ian McCondach from
Halifax moved a re
criticising SO’s coverage on
Ireland as ‘‘appeasement to
Protestantis’’. Patrick Murphy

from Stockport replied that SO
had not ‘“‘appeased’’ the Protes- .

resolution

tants — the paper, uniquely on
the left, has combined solidarity
for the Republican struggle with
serious discussion of the Protes-
tant working class, rather than
dismissing the Protestant
workers as a marginal detail or
an appendage of the British
Army. The Halifax resolution
was defeated .

Another resolution from
Halifax called for improved
communications within the
SOA, and was carried. The
AGM asked a future delegate
meeting to discuss establishing
a discussion bulletin for the

SOA.

A new secretariat was elected,
with councillor Susan Carlyle
from Tower Hamlets replacing
the late Jonathan Hammond as

“chairperson.

The AGM passed a resolution
on Palestine, supporting the
fight of the Palestine Liberation
Organisation but also affirming
‘“the right of Israeli Jews to live
in Israel/Palestine with social
and political rights’’. There was
a . solidarity resolution on
Grenada and reports on organis-
ation, finances and the paper.

Other areas of work were
discussed in a day school on the
Saturday, 29th, which also
inciluded a debate on our atti-
tude to the EEC.

Two pamph-
lets summing .
up the ideas of
Socialist Or-

ganiser.
‘Where We
Stand’ — 20p

plus 15p post-

NORWICH/ Cambridge
Troops Out day school. Sat-

urday November 5, from

include Tony Benn, Ken
Livingstone, Clive Soley.

Gay YS meets at the
same place, again every four
weeks, Next meeting Novem-
ber 20. Contact: Martin 263
9484,

Gay NUR just forming.
Launch meeting soon, open
to all lesbian and gay rail-
workers. Contact c/o 119
Southwyck, Coldharbour
Lane, London SW9.

Lesbians in the Labour

- flght the Tor-

Stockport.

“age. ‘How to

ies’ — 10p plus
15p postage.
Or the two
together, 45p
including
postage. From
Socialist Or-
ganiser, 28,
Middie Lane,
London NS.

SCOTLAND

Glasgow. Contact: Stan
Crooke, 34 Garturk St, Glas-
gow G42. SO is sold at West
End bookshop, Rutherglen
shopping arcade (Friday
lunchtime), Coatbridge shop-
ping arcade (Saturday lunch-
time), and Maryhill dole

(Tuesday morning).

Edinburgh. Contact Dave,
229 4591. SO is sold at

Muirhouse (Saturday 10.30-

12) and at the First of May
bookshop, Candlemaker
Row.

NORTH-WEST

Manchester. Contact Tony,
273 5691. SO is sold at
Grass Roots, Books, Newton
St, Piccadilly.

Meetings every
Sunday, 7.30pm: contact 40
Fox St, Edgley, Stockport.
SO is sold at Stockport
market, every Saturday, 11
to 12.30.

Wirral. Contact Lol Duffy, 3
St James Court, Victoria Rd,
New Brighton, Merseyside.

Lrverpool. Contact 733
4‘&: SO == sold at Progress-
-+ Z-oxs, Berry St and at
MNWEgL Tt WMo gTems AR

cnapei.

Stoke. Meets first and third
Tuesdays of every month,
Next meeting November 15,
8pm: ‘Socialists and CND’,
with showing of ‘Carry
Greenham Home® video,
For venue and other details,
phone Paul Barnett, 328198,

9.30am at Kings College,
Cambridge. Registration £1.
Details: Cambridge 881113,
Creche provided if booked in
advanced, pooled fare.

SOUTHAMPTON Ixish
Solidarity Committee Study
Programme. For a copy of
the Programme and details
of the discussions please
write to SISC, c¢/o BM Box

4835, London WC1N 3XX.
LABOUR movement confex-

ence on Ireland: Peace
through Democracy. Satur-
day November 26: speakers

LABOUR group for human
rights in Sri Lanke: publie
launch meeting coming soon.
Speakers invited: Tony
Benn, Ken Livingstone,
Tariq Ali, Jeremy Corbyn.
Date to be fixed. Contact:
§2 Sickerxrt Court, London
1. |

LONDON Labour Campaign
for Gay Rights meets every
four weeks at Marchmont
Community Centre, March-
mont St, WC1, at 6pm. Next
meeting Sunday December 4
- contact Mike 659 2938,
Bob 341 0666.

Where to find
Socialist Organiser

Hyndburn. Contact Accring-
ton 39575H3.

YORKSHIRE AND
NORTH-EAST

Huddersfield. Contact Alan
Brooke, 59 Magdale, Honley,
Huddersfield HD7 2LX.

Harrogate. Meets every other
Sunday evening. Contact
Mark Osborn, 522542, SO is
sold outside the market,
Wednesday, Friday and Sat-
urday lunchtime.

York. Contact 414118 (98
Hull St). SO is sold at Coney
St on Saturday morning, at
the Community Bookshop,
outside the dole office most
mornings, and at the Uni-
versity on Friday mornings.

Sheffield. SO is sold outside
Boots in Fargate (Saturday
t2 3 1, and at ime Indepen-
dent Bookshop. Glossop Rd.
Contact Rob, 589307.

Durham. SO is sold at the
Community Co-0p, New
Elvet. Contact Andy, 64088.

Sunderiand. Contact .cjo

Durham.

Halifax. Contact 52156. SO
is sold at Hebden Bridge
Books.

Leeds. SO is sold at Books

and Corner Books, Wood-
house Lane. Contact Garth,
623322,

Hull. Meets every Wednes-
day, 8pm. Details from SO
sellers. Childcare available.

WALES AND WEST
Cardiff. Contact 492988.

Bristol. Contact c/o 28
Middle Lrame.~
MIDLANDS
Birmingham. Discussion

meetings on ‘Imperialism’,

alternate Wednesdays, 7.30

at 169 Barclay Rd, Bears-
wood, - Smethwick. Next
meeting November 16. ‘The
multinationals, the internat-
ional banks, and inter-imper-
1alist rivalries’.

S50 i1s sold at the Other
Bookshop.

Leicester, SO is sold at
Blackthorne Books, High St.
Contact Phil, 857908.

Northampton. Contact Ross,
7 13606.

Coventry.
75623.

Nottingham. Meets 2nd &
4th Wednesdays, 7.30 at
the International Commun-
ity Centre. SO is sold outside
the Victoria Centre (Satur-
day 11 to 1) and 'at the
Mushroom Bookshop,

Heathcote St. Contact Pete
Radcliff, 585640,

SOUTH

Oxford. SO is sold at the
Cornmarket (Saturday 11 to
1) and outside Tesco, Cow-
ley Rd, Friday 5 to 7. Also
at EOA Books, Cowley Rd.

LONDON

Richmond. SO is sold at
Richmond Quadrant every
Saturday, 11.30-1.30. Furth-
er details, contact Nick De
Marco, 876 6715.

Islington. Next meeting:
What happened in Grenada?
Speakers: councillox Pat
Longman, who visited Gre-
nada last year, and a repre-
sentative of the New Jewel
Movement. 7.30 Sunday
November 6 at the Co-Op
Hall, 129 Seven Sisters Rd.
Contact Lmda 278 1341.

‘Class Fighter.

Contact Keith,

Party: next national meeting
Saturday November 26, 2pm
in County Hall, London
SE1. Creche available. Con-
tact: Sarah Roelofs, c/o
Gays The Word bookshop,

‘Marchmont St, London WC1

CLASS FIGHTER confer-
ence, 26-27 November in
South London. Two days of
workshops, videos and dis-
cussion on perspectives for
For details
write to 214 Sickert Court,
London N1 or phone Jane
on 263 9484,

' .

Southwark/L.ambeth. Next
meeting, Tuesday 22 Novem-
ber. James Dunkerley on
‘Central America after
Grenada’. 7.30pm at Lans-
bury House, 41 Camberwell
Grove, London SEbH. (The
meeting on union leadership
with Alan Thornett has been
postponed to December).

Socialist Organiser London
educationals.

1. Fridays, 6pm, at the
London School of Econo-
mics, East Building, first
floor, room E196.

November 18: Cuba and
Central America. To follow:
State and Revolution: The
Russian Revolution; The
USSR and Stalinism; Ireland;
Why is the Left divided?

2, Sundays, 8pm, in
Southwark (phone 609 7459
for details).

November 13: Black nat-
ionalism. To follow: Rise
and fall of the Benn move-
ment; Castroism.

3. Half-day school in
Hounslow, Sunday Decem-
ber 4, 12noon to 5pm, at
Hanworth Labour Hall. '

Politics of SO, The ‘parl-
lamentary road’, The Alter-
native Economlc Strategy:
The working class and revo-

lutionary politics.

Details: 898 6961.
4. Discussion series on

imperialism, Thursdays 7pm
at 214 chkert Court, N1.

November 10: Multmat-

ionals and the EEC. To fol-
low: The New International
pivision.of Labour, Lenin on
imperialismm; The economics
and politics of 3rd World de-
velopment, Is the
imperialist?

USSR
For details of prepara-

tory reading etc. contact 609
7459, 278 1341 or 354

1050.
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KEITH White’s letter on

"EEC electi plcy

the EEC Parliament raises

‘questions about Marxist
‘attitudes to Parliament as

well as attitudes to the
EEC.

Keith presents his argument

as if Marxists relate to Parlia-

‘ment in a country like Britain

merely because it is ‘‘deeply

rooted in the political culture of -

society’’ and because workers
have illusions in it.

This is only part of the case:
we also consider Parliament as
a platform for making propa-
ganda, elections as a means of

testing the strength of indepen-

Socialist

Action
exposed

RECENT issues of Socialist
Organiser performed a useful
role in exposing the sectarian
factionalism of Socialist Action
supporters at Brighton and their
current factional manoeuvring in
London Labour Briefing.

Unfortunately, if the exper-
iences in Glasgow are anything
to go by, their inveterate and
destructive factionalism is mani-
festing itself on a national scale,
in relation to the National Brief-
ing Supplement recently
launched at the initiative of
London Labour Briefing.

Last month’s meeting of
Strathclyde Labour Briefing
discussed whether or not to take
the supplement. There are valid,
rational arguments both for and
against taking it, and no-one
would have believed it to be a
major issue. -

Except for Socialist Action
supporters that is, who, for the
first time ever, made:an input
into an SLB meeting. Grandiose
images were conjured up of the
mass circulation SLB could
achieve if it took the supple-
ment; the Briefing supplement
was what the Labour left was
organising around; SLB could
not afford to go without it;
those who had the temerity to
refer to technical and financial
problems lacked vision, blah,
blah, blah.

'This was not a case of long-
standing SLB activists putting
forward rational arguments for
taking the supplement. If it had
been so, then fair enough.

What was involved, however,
was a factional coup by Socialist
Action supporters, forcing their
latest fad onto the SLB (hitherto
ignored by them), pushed
through the meeting in a whelter
of vaudeville demagogy deliver-
ed in the arrogant, supercilious,
holier-than-thou - manner
which is their hallmark.

Whilst not denying the value
of a national Briefing supple-
ment, which SO, of course, has
supported, on balance I feel it
wrong for the SLB to take it. But
the real problem is to have a
genuine discussion about it
when the political gadflies from
Socialist Action are concerned
only with dishonest manoeuvres
to foist their latest political
fetish onto people who have
spent a lot of time, energy and
money in order to make the SLB
a respected bulletin.

Of course, the ultimate irony
is that Socialist Action likes to
profile as non-sectarian, whilst

in fact being the most sectarian

grouping on the Labour Ileft

today.

Like so many others, 1
impatiently await the day when
Socialist Action discovers yet
another ‘‘mass vanguard’’ as
far away from the labour move-
ment as possible, thus leaving
serious socialists to get on with

STAN CROOKE
Glasgow

~ the job in peace.

dent working class organisation.
Short of a revolutionary situa-
tion, general political questions
of the administration of society

occur at the level of govern-

ments based on Parliament.
Even in countries with no Parl-
iamentary traditions at all,
Marxists have traditionally rais-
ed the demand for a ‘Consti-
tuent Assembly’, a basically
Parliamentary institution.

Keith ignores these consider-
ations in his attack on Martin
Thomas’s view of the European
Parliament. As far as Britain is
concerned the workers are so
imbued with parliamentarism
that we (following the Austro-
Marxists!) have to find a way to
‘‘incorporate Parliamentary in-
stitutions into the higher social-
ist democracy’’. (In practice
these two antagonistic forms of
democracy can never both rule
at the same time).

But when it comes to Europe
... the workers have no such illu-
sions. Instead we are faced with
the syndicalist conception that
European workers’ unity will
occur through common material
interests with no political
reflections.

Of course it is not ‘pre-ordain-
ed’ that EEC institutions play a
role in the development of Euro-
pean workers’ unity. No more is

it ‘pre-ordained’ that economic

or disarmament issues will
actually create European work-
ers’ unity.

g\
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The issue is not crystal-ball
gazing but what demands
Marxists put forward to help
bring that unity into existence.

g

Clearly we must put forward ec-

onomic demands on a Europe-

wide basis, but alone they are
not enough. Any serious united
struggle against multinational
capital and governmental
austerity plans would begin to
throw up issues that can only be
resolved by political action on a
European scale. -

Incomplete ‘

Nationalisation of a company
like Ford is incomplete on a nat-

LIKE many SO supporters at the time, Alan Thornett partly
disagreed with the attitude SO took to the Falklands War. He
believed that after the sinking of the Argentinian ship Belgrano
SO should have turned to positive support of Argentina. |

SO opposed the war with the slogan, carried on our mast-
head every week, “The enemy is at home”. We called for
working class action to stop the war. We did not, however,

support Argentina.

In the following article Alan Thornett argues that the
invasion of Grenada is organically linked to the Falklands war.

He argues that Thatcher’s victory over Argentina “opened
up hope of beginning to turn the tide against national libera-
tion struggles and hopefully beginning to roll them back”.

The ‘‘new climate”, he argues, allowed Begin to invade the

Lebanon.

“Thatcher’s South Atlantic victory turned the

balance of forces on a world scale significantly to the advan-

tage of imperialism”.

The reactionary consequences can also be seen in the Iran-
Iraq war: France is supplying Iraq with “advanced jets and

Exocet missiles . . . to tip

the balance against Iran in the Gulf

War.” But this can lead to Iran trying to block the Gulf
shipping lanes — that in turn can lead to American Middle East
action to free them. “Logically”, invasion of Nicaragua is the
next step. “Grenada demonstrates that politically Reagan

might be prepared to do it despite international outrage.

%

“The Falklands Factor has become a major issue in worid

politics.” (AT’s emphasis).

An alternative view will be argued next week.

THE invasion of Grenada by
the USA is a major escalation of
the US war drive on a world
scale.

It is an open act of war
designed to establish a govern-
ment in Grenada which is accep-

table to the USA: but also to

push the balance of forces on a
world scale further to the
advantage of the US.

It is designed to create a situa-
tion in which the USA can use
military force as a matter of
course.

It creates conditions in which
the danger of the invasion of
Nicaragua by US-led forces 1s
seriously increased. An increase
in US intervention into El Sal-
vador is very likely.

" Reagan'’s television speech on

Thursday night, three days after

the invasion, spells out the
change in the world situation
which is taking place.

Despite previous talk of
‘‘peace-keeping’’, the USA was
in Lebanon, he said, ‘‘in order to
protect the vital interests of the

USA‘":
He went on:
‘‘Can the United States or the
free world for that matter stand

by and see the Middle East

incorporated into the Soviet
Block? What of Western Europe
and Japan’s dependence on
Middle East oil for the energy to
fuel their industries.”’

When turning to the invasion
of Grenada he went further.
““The world has changed,”’ he
said.

The defence of the USA used
to mean defending our shores
and our shipping lanes. Now the

- defence of the USA means

defending our interests in ‘‘far
away places’’. We have to be
able to identify those places and
take the appropriate action.

This is the language of imper-
ialism on the offensive. It is the
product of a world situation

~ which has changed drastically in

the last four years.

The previous period, from
1975 to 1979, saw a number of
successes for the anti-imperial-
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ional level given the interdep-

endence of plants across Europe

making different parts for Ford
cars. Action to equalise working
conditions and benefits, and on
issues such as equal pay — let
alone more clearly ‘political’
issues — all have legislative
aspects on a European scale,
as well as being the object of
struggle in the workplaces.
Clearly the EEC Assembly is
not the ideal institution around
which to focus demands. But
next year we will be faced with
elections to the Assembly in
which we will have to put
forward a programme for the
labour movement: are we to

ist struggle. Vietnam, Angola,
Mozambique, Zimbabwe, Iran
and Nicaragua were victories
which threw the imperialists into
retreat.

The local agents of imperial-
ism were weakened, and weak
capitalist governments facing an
upsurge in mass militant
struggles and anti-imperialist
feeling were unable to rely on
direct military aid to back them
up.
After the Nicaraguan revolu-
tion, Carter, under pressure
from Pentagon generals,
stepped up the US war-drive and
drew the line. The US was not
prepared to see El Salvador go
next. Carter began to escalate
military intervention in El Sal-
vador and the Central American
region. That same policy was
echoed and amplified by
Reagan. |

It is against this background
that Thatcher’s war in the South

Atlantic had a major internation- .

al significance.

Thatcher’'s  victory over
Argentina broke through the
‘Vietnam Syndrome’ and gave a
green light for imperialism to
use military force openly once
again. |

It opened up hopes of begin-
ning to turn the tide against
national liberation struggles and
hopefully beginning to roll them
back. |

Sensing the new climate,
Israeli leader Begin justified his
invasion of the Lebanon in that
way. If Mrs Thatcher could
defend her interests 8,000 miles
away, he said, he could defend
his 60 miles away.

Thatcher’s South Atlantic
victory turned the balance of
forces on a world scale signifi-
cantly to the advantage of
imperialism. |

Although the Argentine junta
was defeated and fell, and they
were forced to legalise political
parties and call an election, the
masses = throughout Latin
America as a whole were remin-
ded of the power of imperialism.
They were weakened and made
far more vulnerable as a result.

The economic conditions in
Argentina are such that the
danger of military rule will still
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ditch all the political issues for
fear of ‘creating illusions’?

One part of this programme
must be to give those institu-
tions effective power to be able
to carry out other parts of our
programme.

Positive
In fact, a positive position will

in any case have the opposite

effect. To the extent that we
convince workers that they must
look for political solutions on a
Europe-wide basis, we begin to
break down chauvinist and nat-
ionalist divisions and myths

about the ‘Parliamentary sover-

eignty’ of Westminster.

be there.

The real results of Thatcher’s
victory was seen in Israeli
barbarism in Lebanon. Since
then we have seen French
imperialism under Mitterrand
enter the multi-national force in
open military support of the
Falangist regime. :

The French imperialist
leaders have also decided to
supply advanced jets and Exocet
missiles to Iraq as an effort to
tip the balance against Iran in
the Gulf war.

That i1s also an intervention
which has huge implications
throughout the world.

If the Exocets are used by Iraq

against Iran it could lead rapidly
to Iranian attempts to block the
Gulf shipping lanes: this in turn

- would prompt the use by Reagan

of the US Rapid Deployment
Force to free them. |

Though it is often viewed in
Britain as simply one of the
major factors in Thatcher’s
election victory, the Falklands
Factor has become a major issue
in world politics.

Though Reagan and Thatcher

have different tactical views on
the Grenada situation, Reagan’s

- own actions are influenced by

the post-Falklands situation.

These are the conditions
under which the US invaded
Grenada in defiance of the UN
Charter and international law
which they claim to uphold.

Since the Vietnam defeat, US
public opinion has opposed US
involvement in further wars:
but the popularity of Thatcher
and the rise of national chauvin-
ism in Britain after the Falk-
lands now appears to be echoed
in the USA after Grenada.

Reagan presumably hopes
that if the support continues it
will win him the next election as
it did Thatcher.

Already he has dramatically
shifted his grounds for the
invasion. At first it was to
“rescue’’ US nationals (who did
not need rescuing); now it is
simply to stop communist
subversion in the region.

Nicaragua is now quite clearly
in the front line against the US
war drive. . ;

CIA operations into Nicaragua

‘Writeback

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

longer letters are liable to be cut.

"where the

We have to say positively that
we are for a United States of
Europe — not just on the basis

of the present EEC. This is far
from creating illusions.

The national stage — includ-
ing Parliament — is no longer an
adequate arena for politics. The
capitalists realised this many
years ago, but, because of their
conflicting interests, they are
unable to carry that integration
through. We need to make sure
the labour  movement realises
this too. Creating a Europe-wide
political arena is part of that

fight.
BRUCE ROBINSON,
Islington.

Discussion article: Grenada and the Falklands

ehind Reagan’s invasion

from Honduras and Costa Rica
have been escalating for
months. 7,000 Contra guerrillas
have  been unsuccessfully
undertaking operations into
Nicaragua out of Honduras
USA has been
pouring in troops for
‘“‘exercises’’. |

An invasion of Nicaragua
would be a huge step for the
USA to take even now. But it
must be seen as a real danger
and everything done to warn
about it.

Logically it is the next step.
Grenada demonstrates that
politically Reagan might be
prepared to do it despite inter-

“national outrage.

Militarily it is a very much
bigger task. Reagan however
may calculate that it is milit-
arily possible. Nicaragua is not
South Vietnam with a border
with North Vietnam and the
Soviet Union and China in the
background.

Grenada has shown that
neither Cuba nor the Soviet
Union can be relied upon to give
assistance in such conditions.

The international workers

‘movement is the only force

which can influence the situa-
tion. It must be alerted, and
mobilised in defence of Nicar-
agua and against the US war
drive.

*Troops out of Grenada!
*US hands off Central
America!

New issue now out!
Heffer and Kinnock on
the Middle East.

The fight in Fatah.
10p plus postage from
LMCSP, 28 Carlton
Mansions, Holmleigh
Rd., London N16.
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Figures

FIGURES recently published in
the Economist illustrate the con-
tinuing shift of the UK engineer-
ing industry to overseas opera-
tions. - :
In 1982, none of Britain’s nine
biggest engineering companies
did less than 42% of their busi-
ness abroad. Every single one
shows an increasing overseas
proportion since 1973.

Overseas production was be-
tween 30% and 60% of total
turnover.

L2 2 2

THE TREND is levelling off
now, but in 1981 and 1982 the

US was a substantial net import-

er of capital.

Since World War 2 the US

has been by far the world’s lead-
ing power in direct foreign
investment. Over 40% of the
world stock of direct foreign
investment is US-owned.

But in the 1980s there has
been a big ‘reverse’ flow of
West European and (less so)
Japanese and OPEC direct
investment into the US. The UK
and the Netherlands are the
biggest investors.

Foreign direct investment in

the US is now about one-fifth §

of the world total stock. Of all
takeovers in the US in 1981,
25% by value were by foreign
firms. |

What price Tony Benn's ideas
of Britain as a ‘US colony’ now?

L2 2D

ANOTHER side to the world

debt crisis: since the second half
of 1981 the flow of funds from
OPEC countries has dried up.

In 1980 the OPE€ countries
had a huge combined current
account surplus of $110 billion,
and poured some $35 billion into
the western banks — which, in
their turn, sent out a similar

amount in loans to non-OPEC

Third World countries.
But since then OPEC’s posi-

tion has markedly weakened.

Oil consumption has dropped
— in the US, for example, from
19 m.b/d in 1979 to about 15
m.b/d today — and OPEC now
accounts for only 40% or so of

- capitalist world oil production,
as against 60% in 1979.

OPEC had a combined current

~ account deficit of $4 billion last
- year, and are estimated to be
 heading for a $29 billion deficit
. this year.

OPEC countries have been

. pulling their funds out of west-
. ern banks — to the tune of $16
~ billiom in the first half of 1983 —
- amd that is matched by a decline
- & a mere $2 billion in net bank
leadimg 0 the non-OPEC Third
 Werd.
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AS Treasury minister John Moore
raised the prospect of government
action to privatise the National
Coal Board, Thatcher’s axeman at
the head of the NCB was already
in full cry against the NUM’s
overtime ban.

Ian MacGregor has lost no
time in establishing an Edwardes-
style regime, in which the slight-
est sign of independence or

HUNDREDS of printworkers

and trade union members
showed their support for a
fight against the Tebbit laws
as a second newspaper owner
launched an all-out attack on
the union.

About 800 people attended a
public meeting in Manchester call-
ed by the NGA, the NUJ and
over the Stockport
Messenger dispute. |

Owner Eddie Shah has set up
an anti-union printshop, broken

an agreement with the NGA, and

thrown injunctions under the

. Employment Act like confetti at
. the unions. This has not stopped
. the unions calling out theirgiem-

bers and picketing the plant.
Meanwhile, in the leafy suburb

of Richmond, broadcaster David

Dimbleby has been threatening

- writs of his own.

. He sacked his NGA members

- and transferred the printing of the
- Dimbleby newspapers group to
. “the notorious anti-union firm of

T.Bailey Foreman in Nottingham.
NUJ members on his staff have
struck in protest against this liai-
son with the firm that prints the
Nottingham Evening Post —
which sacked its entire NUJ mem-
bership for taking part in the
1978 national pay strike.

Dimbleby, personally virulent-
ly anti-union, has a second paper,
separately owned, at Wandsworth,
where almost all the staff are
members of a little heard-of scab
outfit, the Printers’ Trades Assoc-
iation.

Journalists and printers at
Richmond are now picketing and
need support.

Dimbieby has threatened NUJ
general secretary Ken Ashton
with a writ under the Employ-
ment Act, and has also threatened
his striking journalists that he will
name some of them personally
when he seeks an injunction.

It 1s extremely unlikely that
the NUJ would bow to this
threat, as he has taken his printing
to the most hated anti-union em-
ployer in the whole of the news-
paper industry.

plays it rough

opposition by the union will be

ruthlessly attacked.
S¢ even while the NCB
officially declares that the over-

time ban is having only negligible-

impact on production, MacGregor
has gone out campaigning heavily
against it. .

Among the areas he has tar-
geted as a ‘soft spot’ is South
Wales — where militant strike
action against pit closures was left

~isolated and eventually betrayegi
by other NUM areas earlier this
year.

MacGregor’s aggressive stance
has been made easier by the weak-
ness of the overtime ban as a
tactic to fight for a decent pay
settlement.

With massive coal stocks, it is
widely recognised as an inade-
quate means of hitting the
employer: but it is also profound-
ly divisive, since it relies for its

By Bryan Edmands
SHELL UK faces the threat of

escalated industrial action by -

many of its 4,300 craft and
manual workers in its oil refin-
eries over its 4.5% ‘‘final’’ pay
offer, as strikers defy Tory anti-
union laws.

' Council manua
claim pleases

impact on being implemented by
the highest-paid miners — often in
right wing-led areas — while those
not working overtime lose
nothing.

Coming at a time when the
tenacious strikes against closure at
Monktonhall and Cronton
collieries are being left isolated by
the NUM nationally, the divisions
and frustration create fertile con-
ditions for right wing saboteurs
like Trevor Bell to argue for
ballots.

Meanwhile, an overtime ban

denies miners the leverage to

invoke  solidarity = “blacking”
action by rail and transport
unions, which alone could

paralyse the NCB’s use of coal
stocks.

The fight must be stepped up
for an all-out strike to unite the
union and whole sections of the
working class against the Tories.

At Shell’s biggest UK refinery
Stanlow (Cheshire), the dispute
began with an overtime ban and

work-to-rule by the 903 AUEW

craft workers on Monday 10
October, being joined by the
1460 TGWU process workers

there on Tuesday October 18, on
all-out strike. |

‘employers

A ‘"'new approach’”’, altering
the traditional pay negotiating
stance with employers, was
made by trade union leaders of
900,000 local authority manual
workers in talks over their
annual wage claim at Ports-
mouth last month.

During the talks the Conser-
vative-controlled employers side
refrained from their usual refer-
ence to tight financial circum-
stances, at least partly because
the unions openly acknowledged
the ‘“‘acute’’ financial pressures
on councils, and because they
were impressed with the
“‘quality’’ of the claim which
offers ‘‘savings’’ to make room
for a bigger increase.

Hard line
This increases the likelihood
of an offer in December in line
with the 3% public sector pay
target instead of the originally
more hard-line Conservative
ideaofaslowas 1%.

Four new approaches to the
claim were proposed by the

unions:

*Staging increases to achieve
their pay target.

*Restructuring wages and

job definitions to help councils

overcome ‘‘labour inflexibility’’.
*Reexamining the value of the
bonus system.

*A move towards eliminating

payment by cash.

These points were received
favourably by the employers:
they represent savings for
them because implicit in the
proposals (particularly the last
two) is that the numbers of
council white collar workers
needed to process and deal with
wages and bonuses can be
greatly reduced, while the pro-
posals on job flexibility offer the

prospect of more speed-up and
less jobs.

Sectional

Thus this so-called ‘‘new
approach’’ is in effect leaders of

~ manual trade unions pushing for .

the sectional interests of some of
their members at the expense of
fellow workers in town hall
clerical unions; no wonder the

Tories are sitting up and taking
notice!

OOPS!

We apologise to readers for the
careless howler that crept into
last week’s front page article.

Of course the island of
Dominica — which was amongst
the stooge Caribbean regimes per-
suaded to “invite” the US
invasion of Grenada is different
from the Dominican Republic —
which was itself invaded by US
marines under President Johnson
in 1965.

| been taken off pay by manage-

_

| between
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“You know sometimes I feel realfy bad about
having to stitch these bastards up!!”

Since then, from Monday 24

- October, flying pickets have

been attempting to stop petrol
deliveries from Shell’s major
distribution terminal at Haydock
near St. Helens (Merseyside).

This has brought an injunc-
tion from the company taken out
against two Stanlow refinery
shop stewards involved in the
secondary picketing, granted on
Wednesday October 26, under
the 1980 Employment Act.

However, this picketing con-
tinues despite the High Court
decision, and the 70 TGWU
tanker drivers at Haydock who
have refused to cross the picket
lines since Thursday have now

ment.

This latest action by Shell is
seen as a deliberate escalation to
bring the tanker drivers into the
dispute, who are themselves the
first in line in this year’s round
of tanker-driver pay negotia-
tions. (A first meeting took
place on Monddy October 31
management and
TGWU representatives over the
drivers’ ‘‘substantial’’ claim).

Unions now fear that indepen-
dent contractors may be brought
in to act as scabs to deliver
supplies from Haydock, and
they plan to maintain round-the-
clock picketing when the depot
reopens this week.

The 4.5% offer has been

made in separate talks at Shell’s

“
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Spéakérs‘include:

- strike

~ Saturday November 5, 12 nooh |
Assemble Budhill Park (Gartother Road,

off Shettoeston Road)
¢ March to Tollcroff Park

David Marshall (MP for Shettoeston) |
Jane McKay ( Sec., Glasgow Trades Council)

Shell pickets defy
Tory injunctions

five sites — Stanlow, Shellhaven
(Essex), Teesport (Cleveland),

- Ardrossan (Scotland), and the

Carrington chemical complex
{Manchester}.

An overtime ban has begun at
all of these sites, with the 500
TGWU members at Shellhaven,
Shell’s second largest refinery,
voling to join the Stanlow
workers on all-out indefinite
from Wednesday 2
November. ‘

However a one-day strike for
Tuesday , 1 November has
received a patchy response, with
AUEW craft workers at the
Carrington plant supporting the
action, and the TGWU members
there voting not to join the stop-
page, along with a similar res-
ponse by workers at the Tees-
port refinery.

Union claims vary from 12%
at Shellhaven to 15% at Tees-
port and ‘‘substantial incres-
es’’ at Stanlow. The Shell dis-
pute is an important test, early
in the pay round, of the
employers’ response to the Con-
federation of British Industry’s

call for lower pay deals. Last
year’s settlement was 7%.

*As we go to press the dispute
shows signs of spreading to the
Teesport plant in Cleveland,
where TGWU stewards are to
recommend strike action on
Friday, and to the tanker drivers, .
whose stewards are expected to
ballot members calling for rejec-
tion of the company’s 4.5% offer.
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Industrial
digest||

Unions representing more than
70,000 local authority building
and civil engineering workers
submitted a 15-point pay and
conditions claim on QOctober 25,
which includes a ‘‘substantial’’
- increase in basic rates, and
moves towards a 35 hour work-
ing week from the present 39
hours and towards six weeks
annual leave from the present
four weeks entitlement.
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NUPE and other health unions
are mounting a series of actions
in protest against staff cuts and
privatisation plans in the NHS.

Staff are occupying two hos-
pitals in North London — Hayes
Cottage Hospital and Northwood
and Pinner Hospital — both
earmarked for closure on
Monday October 31.

In Wakefield 1000 ambulance
and ancillary staff took part in a
total stand down for 15 minutes
in protest at manpower reduc-
tions and privatisation by West
Yorkshire metropolitan ambul-
ance service.

In Dorset it was announced

that maintenance and repairs of
ambulances would go out to
private tender after a ten-day
notice period to staff.

In Lancashire, 37 jobs will go
in the ambulance service by

next March — and talks are to.

begin on a further 125 jobs.

In Greater Manchester, 73
jobs will be lost and 44 ambul-
ances will be cut.

In Northumberland, 100 jobs
and 19 ambulances are
scheduled to go following cuts in
emergency services in Sunder-
land, Washington and Herring-
ton.

ok kK
Ford made an opening pay offer

worth 4.1%, comprising a 4%
increase in basic rates and 5.5%

rise in attendance allowances,
to its 44,500 hourly paid workers

on Friday October 28. Included
was a rejection of a claim for an
.extra seven days holiday, and
improvements in lay-off, sick-
ness and pension schemes. The
company package was rejected
by unions who are claiming 15
to 16% increases on basic rates.
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The Durham area of the NUM
said it will freeze all stocks of
coal (some five million tonnes) in
the area when the national over-
time ban begins. Support had
been promised from TGWU in
mvokmg the triple alliance of
coal, rail and steel unions to stop
~ coal being transported from the
pit-head.
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Strike action by all 2,800 Rolls
Royce manual workers which
started on Monday 24 October,

in support of a 10% wage claim

has stopped all production at the

company’s Pyms Lane car plant
in Crewe. This first all-out strike
action in 20 years is over the

company’s first and final offer of

4%.
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A ‘‘major decline in business
confidence’’ over the prospects
for economic recovery, showing
that uncertainty in the UK’s
most buoyant region has grown
strongly since the summer, is
revealed in a company survey of

manufacturing industry I
London and the South  East.
(The lLondon Chamber of

Commerce and Industry Econ-
omic Report and Survey: cover-
ing 247 manufactunng com-

panies).

JOHN HARRIS

MAJOR decisions on some
tough issues hang over the
heads of delegates to the recon-
vened conference of the Post
Office Engineering Union this
week.

The threat by British Telecom
management to sack 19 engin-
eers for refusing to cross picket

lines has now been extended to a

much larger number.

BT initially gave the first
group of engineers a four-day
deadline for the cack, timed to
follow up the _.pected High
Court injunction against the

union’s ‘‘blacking’’ of work
involving the private Project
Mercury

When the Court ruled in the

By Ricky
Houston

Union’s favour, management
retreated on the deadline, while
the POEU threatened to escalate
the dispute beyond the London
area, and secured promises of
support from the UCW and
CPSA.

But the threat has been
increasingly raised by BT of
mass sackings to follow -the
POEU conference, which could

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

ROt
.........

force the uhion’s leadership to -

switch from its rigid schema of
partial, selective action.
There will almost certainly be

‘an emergency resolution from

the NEC to the conference on
this issue: but to judge from the
NEC’s unwillingness to reach
the more mlhtant proposals on
the agenda at the Se ptember
Special Conference, they seem
unlikely to propose all-out strike
action or preparation for it.
While it seems that the mood
at the Special Conference could
have led to the defeat of such an
escalation of the struggle, the
very real threat of sackings
might now change matters.

Wi

........

The October 25 mass lo b was followed up by an even larger lobby of the ad]oumed meeting the
following Monday, supported by some 200 protestors, including striking health workers from the John
Radcliffe and Littlemore hospitals and pensioners from nearby Didcot. 150 were allowed into the
public gallery of the County Council chamber, and witnessed the DHA rubber-stamping the planned
cuts. Campaigners have vowed that every further DHA meeting will be a target for action.

Cuts campaigners

invade DHA sanctum

ON Tuesday October 25 the
Oxfordshire DHA abandoned
attempts to hold its meeting

after angry exchanges between
DHA officers and 100 members

of the public.

The Oxon Campaign for the
Defence of the NHS, backed by
the local JTUC and Trades
Council, had called for a lobby of
the DHA in order to protest at
the latest round of staff cuts
privatisation, and a pro-
posal to build a private hospital

(BUPA) on NHS land.

Offensive

-~

But the lobby had a second

purpose, as secretary of the

Campaign, Michael Dulieu,
explained, ‘‘we are not only
defending Health Service facili-
ties and jobs but also moving on
to the offensive. One of our
prime targets is the DHA itself.
‘‘Its meetings are open to the
public and we want the public to
sze just how their decisions are
made. However, the room 1n
which the Authority meets is too
small to allow proper access.”’
The Campaign had organised
a letter-writing protest through
its affiliates, the JTUC and
Trades Council asking that the
DHA meeting be held in a more

public place and at a time when

working people could attend.
Both requests were refused.

After the lobby, whilst the DHA
members were in another part of

by Ted Dowd

the building, about 100 lobbyists
moved into the meeting room to
await the start of the meeting.

When the DHA refused to
start, the lobbyists sent a dele-
gation to mediate between
themselves and the officers.
After refusing an ‘offer’ to stand
in a corridor and listen to
proceedings, the lobbyists
cleared space in the room for the
DHA members to squeeze into.

Members did just squeeze
cound their tables, surrounded
Yy a solid bank of lobbyists
nressed up against the walls.

By this time, however, feel-

ings were running high and after

some angry exchanges about
why the DHA had not changed
the venue and about their
accountability, the

the meeting.

The lobbyists sent the dele-
gation back to the officers with
their original demands for a
change of venue and time plus a
request that space be given at
DHA meetings for public partici-
pation in discussion.

This was rejected out of hand

but as Michael Dulieu explain-

ed:
‘*This will be pursued as our

next strategy. The Regional
Health Authority tells us that
the buck stops at the DHA, it
makes crucial decisions and yet

Chair,
Sir John Habbakkuk, abandoned

the Chair tells us that they just
do as they are told. We don’t
believe this and will be pressur-
ising them {0 operate in a more
public arena. They celi us we can
only listen and not participate,
but once you actually get people
in there listening to the ways in
which they sweep away a third
of Oxfordshire’s family planning
facilities, listening to the way
in which they discover that the
District is now 141 staff short
and recommending that nothing
he done, it will be impossible to
prevent public ‘participation’.

Participation

‘“This is why we are demand-
ing space in DHA meetings for

" orderly public participation n

discussion. They only manage
the consequences of their
decisions, we have to live them,
and we want our say.’’

The Campaign is now mount-
ing as much pressure as possible
in vrder to get this demand met.
The Campaign’s strength is that
it is abl2 to draw on a wide range
of support from crucial trade
urion participation to affiliated
political b.diss, fromm commun-
ity organisations t¢ concerned
individuals. many people felt
therr strength on Tuesday and
the Authority knows that its
days of taking decisions in the
quiet of their own company are
over.

T
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POEU must prepare ail-out
action on privatisation

But in any event the present

strategy of running selective

action — in which members in
dispute are paid their full
average take-home pay through
a strike fund raised from a com-
pulsory levy on the whole
membership — must be re-

Its obvious limitations have
already been exploited by BT
management — whose ‘opera-
tion black hole’ attempted to

‘multiply the numbers of POEU

members in - dispute, and thus
bankrupt the strike fund.

Last week’s decision by the
NEC to step up the fight, the
NUR’s decision to black
Mercury lines along the rail
network, and the beginning of

industrial action by UCW tele-

phone operators clearly indicate
the need to go beyond the
present limitations of the dis-
pute.

The twin policies of restruc-
turing the numbers involved in
the fight (and thereby largely
conﬁnmg action to London) and
paying full average earnings
threaten to strangle the POEU’s
struggle against privatisation
which, though not the only topic
on the agenda, is the most
weighty item before the dele-
gates.

Many of the other conference

issues can be directly linked into
the Tories’ privatistion plans —
such as job threats facm the
POEU thro ugh the mtroductlon
of new technolo . This has led
a number of br_anches to table
propositions calling for a shorter
working week; some local dis-
putes over job levels have
already taken place over the past
year.

Area reorgamsatlon is another
issue for POEU members in BT
which can be directly linked with

‘privatisation in a number of
ways.

The enormity of the struggle
the POEU faces is now becom-
ing apparent as every day brings
further developments in the har-
dening of BT management’s
stance and new threats to the

union’s membership currently
taking action.

But the industrial action has
been slow to increase and
spread outside of London
although during the last week
this has changed

However if the POEU are to
win, then the present selective
action must be used not as a
tactic in itself but to prepare for
all out strike.

- That is not an easy task for a
union with the POEU’s history:
but nevertheless a necessary
one. -

NUR must join

Mercury fight

PROJECT Mercury — the priv-
ate telecommunications network
which the POEU is retusing to
connect up to BT — is at the
forefront of raking off profit
from privatisation.

Mercury intends — with BR
agreement — to run its cables
alongside British Rail tracks and
have them connected up by BR
staff. The NUR national execu-
tive has so far failed to respond
to this challenge, beyond saying
that local reps should not enter
into consultation with BR over

Mercury — but this simply
means that BR gues ahead
anyway!

Mercury will operate with
eight radio aenal towers around
the country, bwilt on railway
land. Al least cne of these
tov.ers — at Willesden in North
West Londen — has already
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been built, using railworkers to
deliver materials, provide look-
outs, etc. The blame for this lies
‘with ‘the national union.

Havmg seen this ‘awful
tower’ spring up, and having
heard POEU members speak on
their fight, Willesden No. 1
NUR decided last Tuesday,
25th, not only to call on the NEC
to adopt a policy of non-coopera-
tion with Mercury, but to
instruct members not to do any
work directly or indirectly con-
nected with Mercury.

Since then, Slade Green depot
on the Southern Region has
blacked the cable-laying trains.

Despite the sometimes half-

hearted tactics adupted by the:

POEU, it is important that other
mlhtants take up the fight in
their support.
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By Lol Duffy

OCCUPATION committees
are being formed in Tyne-
side shipyards, and a militant
mass lobby is ranged outside
shipbuilding industry pay
talks as we go to press.
Stewards have declared
themselves ready to occupy
Swan Hunters and Tyne Ship-

repairers — which faces clos-

ure on Friday of this week —
in opposition to British Ship-

builders’ so-called “‘survival
plan.”
Among the other yards

currently under threat as manage-
ment try to bludgeon workers
into acceptance of an extension
of their wage freeze plus more,
compulsory, redundancies and
closures, is Scott Lithgow on the
Clyde.

But after jyears of Mijge ple

retreats and capitulations by their
leadership, shipyard workers have
plainly had enough. Unmistake-
able evidence of the new, militant
mood came in the $5,000-strong
lobby of the October 28 delegate
conference of shipbuilding unions
in Whitley Bay.

Jim Murray, chairperson of
the unions’ Shipbuilding Negoti-
ating Committee, attempted to

address those lobbying and was

met with shouts of “No sell-out!”
and “Stop the talks, start the

action!”, |
Eventually, he had to be

escorted into the hall by police.
Inside the conference hall

-‘Murray blamed a few disruptive

elements at the front of the lobby
rather than the shipyard workers’
past experience of wage cuts and
job losses at the hands of the
SNC.

The conference opened with

the platform informing delegates

that the meeting planned between
the  Shipbuilding Negotiating
Committee and British Shipbuild-
ers on Wednesday 2 November
was the last scheduled meeting
and if there was no substantial
change in British Shipbuilders’

proposals of a wage freeze, com-

pulsory redundancies and closures
there would have to be some form
ef action.

After a number of reports
from the yards, and with the over-
whelming  majority  rejecting
British Shipbuilders’ proposals,
and pledging support to the SNC,
the platform then read out their
resohution. -

This called on the lay dele-
gates’ conference to reaffirm its
support for a British shipbuilding
industry under nationalisation.

The resolution condemned
and rejected British Shipbuilders’
so-called survival plan and called
for an up-front increase in wages.
It also stated that if no agreement
was reached in future talks then
the yards would give their full
support to the SNC in any action
they deem necessary up to and
including occupation of the yards

~or all-out strike action.

New targets fixed
Monthly Fund

The discussion after the resol-

ution was mainly in support,
although many yards want action,
especially over wages. -

The Boilermakers delegate
from Cammell Laird Yards in
Birkenhead moved an amend-
ment calling for the impounding
of vessels in the yards and a
national overtime ban as from the
end of the conference. .

Although nobody  spoke
against - this amendment, the
Lairds Boilermakers were asked
by the platform at least three
times to withdraw the amend-
ment for the sake of unity. Lairds
Boilermakers refused, saying that
immediate action had to be taken
before the vessels went out. In the
end the amendment was massively
defeated and the SNC resolution
.carried.
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’ IT'S going to be a long, hard winter. November will see Socialist
Organiser supporters involved in actions to defend the National Health

l Service; joining in increased anti-Cruise protest; and participating in the

' protests against the USA's invasion of Grenada. |
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And in all these situations we’ll be going in with our paper, our pam-
phlets and our leaflets. .

A time of increased activity — when there’s so much to do to main-
tain the gains of the working class, to halt, and to turn, the onward

march of the ruling class, brings with it an increased need for socialists
E to get organised, and so, an increasing need for an active Socialist
, ' Organiser Alliance.
i With these ideas in front of us, we launch a new “Xmas/New Year
, @ Fund Drive”. Enthusiasm and energy will help us; but we need the
. money to turn those feelings into practical realities — like a weekly
. | socialist paper. | |
| . Each supporters group has a new target to raise by January 31. As
. @ 3nnounced at our AGM, some groups still have to clear their last targets
' before they get down to the new ones. But others, like table-toppers
l Nottingham, can get going now!
' Xmas and the New Year is the best time for fund-raising — and we
. Must make the most of it. We’ve had £207.19 to start with; now let’s
- build on that!
i ' Thanks this week to: Brent supporters who provided coffee and
'@ lunch at SO’s Day School last Saturday, £24.89, Sheffield supporters,
i'particularly Ellen, for organising coffee and tea at Sunday’'s AGM,
;.£10.70; and to Cheung Siu Ming and Les Hearn for Sunday’s lunch,
;'£13.50. For donations, thanks to: Rochdale supporters £12.50, Tom
@ Cashman, £50, Sue Carlyle, £40. John Shields, £15;, Mark Starr, £10’
B Martin Barclay, £8, a Castleford miner, £5; Ellen Taylor, £5; Terry

. Connolly and Amanda Richardson, £5. Jean Lane, £3, Brent suppor-
| . ters, £2.60, Andy Barrett, £2. |

Send donations to: 214
2S8Y. |
------------------------
Pubiished by the Socialist Organiser Alliance, 28 Middle Lane, London N8
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Sickert Court, Essex Road, London N1

Group Target
Basingstoke 100
Birmingham 90
Bristol 15
Cardiff 60
Chelmsford 30
Coventry 300
Durham 50
Edinburgh 90
Glasgow 120
Harrogate 30
Huddersfield 20
Huil 120
Leeds 40
Leicester 30
Leigh 20
Liverpool 30
Manchester 200
Middlesbrough 30
Northampton 100 .
Nottingham 100
Oxford 300
Rochdale 50
Sheffield 120
- Stockport 50
Stoke 50
Wallasey 75
York 50
Brent 60
Camden 50
Hackney 70
Haringey 70
Hounslow 70
Islington 120
Putney 30
Southwark 100
- SE London 90
Tower Hamiets 70

- Registered as a newspaper at the Post Office. Signed articles do not necessarily represent the views of the SOA.

Every worker in British Ship-
builders should now be on their
guard for attempts by British
Shipbuilders’ management and
the SNC to split the yards’ action.

At the meeting on November

- 2 it is quite possible that British

Shipbuilders will offer a small
Increase in wages in an attempt to
buy off yards that have achieved
their full quota of redundancies.

Productivity
British  Shipbuilders have
already offered Harland and

Wolff workers an £8.50 increase
if they accept the survival plan
and are trying to buy off other
yards with a £3.50 locally moni-
tored productivity scheme.
Leaving the decision as to
what action is to be taken in the
vards to the SNC was a derelic-
tion of the stewards’ duty to their
members. We now have to make
sure that when the fight starts, it
is total occupation of all the yards
and a fight which gives us victory
and not the face-saving compro-
mise between BS and the SNC.
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WE'RE in trouble girls! Appar-
ently, the MoD think the events
at Greenham Common last
weekend were all & conspiracy.
Well honestly! Now you all

know what happened at Green-

ham so I suppose it’s OK to dis-
close a few well-kept secrets.

It goes like this. Gender
division and sexism prevent
women from participation in a
variety of male-dominated skills:
one such sllll is the use and
application of wire-cutters.

To break down this male
appropriation of skills, women
have recognised the need to
organise ourselves into training

groups, thus acquiring skill in
the techalque af wire cutting
free from malg: idation.

Quite comerientally a lot of
women — well all the women at
a party at Greenham Common
on Saturday — were interested
in wire cutting.

So most of the afternoon was
spent doing training workshops,

learning how to cut very high
~ fences. It’s quite easy and takes

three women: one below, one
on top of her shoulders, and one

to pass the cutters to the one on

top who cuts.

At four o’clock lots of women
dashed out from the woods and
at precisely 4.03 the first. cuts
started . . .

Nearly 2,000 women had
arrived for the wire-cutting
party.

Most women were sure that
MI5 would know what was

happening. On the way down

| women felt they’d be stopped

and prevented
Greenham.

But on arriving just one small
battalion of police turned up.

As they arrested one of the
most open. teams, women
further on had got the first
section down.

Soldiers started pouring out of
the base. Their action ranged
from the pathetic to the violently
aggressive. |

from getting to

T,

High wire act

By Judith Bonner

Some tried pinning back the
fence with plastic which was

-‘burned with candles! )
On other sections, soldiers

used blocks of wood as batons to
beat the women, rapping
knuckles as police tried to pull
others away.

Some soldiers had to give
up: others ran out of the base
and dragged inside 30 women
who were taken to the MoD.

In all, about 422 miles of fence
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were damaged or pulled down

completely.
Court cases

The first court cases start this
Friday, 4th, and there will be
more on the 10th, 17th,
24th and 25th.

18th, - |

Women-only ‘demonstrations

will be held outside Newbury

Court on those days.

On Monday one of four

women who were detained

received a sentence of - 18
months for her ‘activities at

Greenham.

This may be setting a new
precedent.

After Saturday news coverage
was severely censored. No
publicity is being given by the
media to Greenham .

CND will not be prepared to
support Greenham. We must
build support now.

On November 9 Greenham
women against Cruise are
hoping that 102 peace camps
will be set up throughout the
country, next to the 102 US
bases.

Get your trade union, Labour
party, women'’s group banner to
your local peace camp.

Raise money, support socials

for Greenham. Get your trade

union or Labour Party branch,

your YS or YCND group to

sponsor women to go to th
peace camp. |
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gave Reagan nightmares.

The ‘Europeans’ and the Am-
ericans have thus had a different
approach all the way through.

(Partly, this is a matter not just of -

different political views but of
different real interests. The US
has a much more immediate strat-
egic interest in Central America
and the Caribbean, and a much
broader military option. The EEC
states have little military option
there, and their overriding con-
cern 1s economic relations with
bourgeoisies like Mexico’s).
Reagan sees the world in terms
of the struggie between . the
empires of light and darkness,
good and evil. There are two blocs
and everything in the world is in
one or other of the ‘class camps’.
Thus the Syrian allies of. the
USSR who are active in Lebanon
are for Reagan indistinguishable
from the USSR. Grenada was just
an extension of the same evil em-
pire.
- Thatcher sometimes uses simi-
lar thetoric, but does not believe

B it so naively.
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Even in US foreign policy,

there are other strands. Bishop
and US officials had discussed

‘making a deal, and it seems that

such an agreement may have been
close before the coup ended that
possibility. )

The US does not identify itself

entirely with the ultra-right even
in El Salvador, and keeps open
options of a deal with the FDR/
FMLN. |

But against Grenada, the US
government was waiting  its
chance to strike.

That it struck when and how
it did was determined by domest-
ic political considerations. Reag-
an’s constituency " is the hard
Right, which sincerely believes in
the red demrons vs. ‘free world’
angels outlook which Reagan him-

- self spouts.and probably believes.
After - the slaughter of US

troops in' Beirut, Reagan needed
to be seen not to be like Jimmy

Carter, whose helplessness when
~Americans were held hostage in

Iran politically destroyed him.

It was probably the coinciden-
ce of the bloody coup in Grenada
with the carnage in Lebanon that

made invasion Reagan’s inevitable

choice. He needed his own ‘Falk-

‘lands war’.
In his TV address to the Amer-

ican people. he linked Lebanon

and Grenada, in effect pleading

‘T've done something to get even’.
The effect on American allies like
Thatcher probably had little
weight in Reagan’s calculations.

The most important effects of
the invasion, however, are not
those at government-to-govern-
ment level. Rifts there can soon
be mended.

But among ordinary people
the invasion has massively increas-

ed the feelings of alarm in Europe - |

_that nuclear war is a real and
immediate threat.

The invasion of Grenada looks

like having the same effect in
boosting the anti-war movement
in Europe (and, unfortunately,
giving it a sharp anti-American
bias) as the Russian invasion of
Afghanistan in 1979 had in boost-
ing the Right in the USA and in
helping the US government justify

its war drive.



