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By Theresa
Wrack
(Dulwich LPYS)

When Thatcher ventured
into the inner-city area of
Southwark on 30 Sep-
tember, over 500 angry
people turned out to
voice their opposition in a
demonstration organised
by Dulwich Labour
Party.

In a hypocriticial pub-
licity stunt, Thatcher was
opening special accom-
modation for the dis-
abled. Just how twe-
faced this was could be
judged when a speaker
from the National League
for the Blind and Dis-
abled pointed out that
Tory cuts had led to 800
disabled people losing
their jobs.

He personally had had
to pay £75 for special
glasses no longer avail-
able on the National
Health.

Nick Wrack, one of
many LPYS members
who turned out, showed
the desperate unemploy-
ment in the area. He was
one of 10,000 forced on
the dole in Southwark.

The anger of the crowd
could be felt whenever
Thatcher came into view,
with cries of “Thatcher
Out!” rending the air.
One 84-year-old woman
was warned by police to
behave herself after she
told Thatcher what a
cheek she had in coming!

Nick Wrack stressed
the need to use that anger
through demonstrations
like that organised by the
Labour Party on 29
November to mobilise to
kick out Thatcher, as
Heath had been booted
out in 1974.

For the Labour Party
and the LPYS it was a
great success. Names
were collected of people
who decided to join on
the spot.

As for Thatcher—well,
as ome woman put it,
“After the reception she
got here she won’t be
rushing to come back.”

Thatcher received a welcome she didn’t want in Southwar

What a tally of devastation
and suffering the Tories will
be able to gloat over in Brigh-

ton this week!

Eighteen months
of Thatcher’s rule
have had catastroph-
ic effects on workers
and their families.

But the Tories will be
planning worse to
come.

The Tory press blew a
fuse over Labour’s con-
ference in Blackpool.
They are terrified at the
prospect of a mass,
democratic, socialist
Labour Party capable of
winning the support of
millions of workers.

But Fleet Street have
few complaints about the
destructive policies and
lunatic ideas of the true-
blue Party of Plunder.
The hacks will be work-
ing overtime to dress up
and sell the Tories and
their policies.

The Transport and
General Workers’ Union
have organised a lobby of
the conference to show
the anger of trade union-
ists at closed factories,
redundancies, short-time
working, and all the
other miseries of life
under the Tories.

By Roger
Shrives

Government minister
Nigel Lawson boasted
recently of the ‘‘peaceful
counter-revolution” ach-
ieved under the Tories.
Twe million workers
would dispute the ‘“peace-
ful” bit. But there are
plenty of Tory back-
woodsmen who believe
Thatcher has been far too
“moderate’’!

The Conference church
service at Brighton has
two prayers, one for
mankind and the other
for conference. The dis-
tinction is quite justified.

Tory ‘‘solutions” to
unemployment in confer-
ence resolutions include
ditching the Employment
Protection Act to allow
employers to sack ‘“‘inef-
ficient” w orkers.

Other “humane” ideas
include reviewing [i.e.
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jettisoning] wages coun-
cils which set [often
unenforced] minimum
wages for the lowest paid
—because they are “pric-
ing workers out of the
market.”

They also suggest new
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methods of ‘“‘improving”
unemployment figures—
by fiddling them to leave
out voluntary redundan-
cies, school leavers, and
the “unemployable”.

To undermine work-
ers’ ability to fight back,
they want new legal
shackles for trade un-
ions. They think Prior’s
anti-union legislation is
far too soft!

Already contemplating
their own electoral defeat
—and preparing to sabo-
tage a socialist Labour
government, the Tories
want to strengthen the
House of Lords as a
bulwark against a
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LABOUR’S CONFERENCE 1980

AN IRREVERSIBLE

The
Blackpool
democracy

decisions

at
on Party
represent

an historic step for-
ward for the Labour

Party.

The crucial, unre-
solved issues of re-
selection, control of
the manifesto, and
the election of Party
leader were inevit-
ably to the forefront.

But underlying the
demand for a thorough
democratisation is an aware-
ness on the part of Labour’s
ranks of the need to work
out socialist policies and
fight for their implemen-
tation.

The capitalist media un-
doubtedly sank to new
depths of distortion and
abuse as far as this confer-
ence is concerned. ‘“Torn
Apart!” [‘Sun’], ‘Labour
Anarchy!” [‘Express’], and
“Here Comes 1984!” [‘Ex-
press’]. These headlines
were typical of the gutter
press last week. And the
serious press of big business
was not much better.

Their hysteria reflects
their despair at develop-
ments within the Labour
Party. Were they not witnes-
sing, asked the ‘Observer,’
“the end of the old-estab-
lished order [under which,
that is, the Parliamentary
Labour Party could be re-
garded as a more or less
reliable ‘second eleven' to
the Tories’ first, with the
constituency parties simply
as loyal election machines—
Ed.] and the founding of an
overtly socialist party?”’

The hostility of the press
to the conference’s decis-
ions, in fact, is the best indi-
cation that they represented
a great victory for the labour
movement, and for the
working class generally. If
our class enemies were
congratulating the Labour
Party, then there would
really be cause for concern!

The passing of the NEC’s
constitutional amendment
giving effect to automatic,
mandatory re-selection was
in itself an important step
forward. This will open the
way to a vital process of
transformtion of the party.

Many MPs who have seen
the party primarily as a
vehicle for their own par-
liamentary careers and who
are in reality opposed to the
basic socialist aims of the
party, will in the next period
be replaced by MPs who are
prepared to fight for the
interests of the labour
movement and who will use
parliament as a platform
and lever for the implemen-
tation of socialist policies
adopted by conference.

Acceptance of the prin-
ciple that the constituency
parties and the trade unions,

as well as the PLP, should
be involved in the election of
the party leader, was also a
great advance. This decision
was not the result of
Machiavellian manoeuvres
by the National Executive or
the cunning manipulation of
block votes. It was a long
over-due democratic reform
which has come about as the
result of long and intense
pressure from Labour’s
ranks.

The constitional amend-
ment giving the NEC
the final say on Labour’s
election manifesto—accept-
ed in principle last week—
was narrowly defeated. But
this, too, remains unfin-
ished business which must
soon be placed on the
agenda again.

These conference decis-
ions, which were -carried
after a full and intense
debate in the conference,
have shattered all the care-
fully laid schemes of Lab-
our’s right wing. They had
calculated that, with the
help of a number of union
delegations controlled by
the right, they would be
able to block the reform and
allow the Parliamentary
Labour Party to go ahead
with the election of its own
leader.

Report on
debate,
pages 8 & 9

The right—and the capit-
alist media—hoped that
with an early election with
the PLP they would secure
the election of Denis Healey
—the candidate of the ‘The
Times’, ‘Guardian’, the
‘gang of three’ and ‘the dirty
dozen.’ ’

Now their plans are in
ruins. “The left’s victories
on the constitutional issues
are irreversible,” comment-
ed the ‘Observer.’ ““Even if,
at some later date, they can
be modified, there is no
chance of reverting to the
status quo...This will be
fundamentally alter the way
in which the party operates.”

With a feigned concern
for the prospects of the
Labour Party’s electoral
success, the capitalist press
has hysterically demounced
this change, trying to por-
tray a move towards a much
more democratic party as a
step towards a “‘totalitarian
society.”

Their real concern is not
that the Labour Party will
never return of power, but
that it will return to power
with Labour MPs and a
Labour leader committed to
socialist policies.

CHANGE

The capitalist press, re-
flecting the views of their
big-business paymasters,
are furious that they have
now lost the ability to
influence decisively the par-
liamentary representatives
and the party leader—and
potential Labour prime
minister.

But it was clear from
conference that the constit-
uency Labour Parties over-
whelmingly support man-
datory re-selection and the
need for a wider franchise in
the leadership elections.
There is also a substantial
minority, probably of about
a hundred MPs, within the
PLP who also support a
wider franchise.

The trade union delegat-
ions were split down the
middle on these issues, but
there can be no doubt that
those who voted in favour of
reform are the ones who
really represent the over-
whelming feeling of rank
and file trade unionists.

Some commentators have
tried to claim that it was
some unions, such as the
Boilermakers, veting ag-
ainst their own conference’s
policy which swung the vote
in favour of the election of
the leader. But they say
nothing about other dele-
gations, like UCATT, where
the conference delegation
voted against the widening
of the franchise, or the
NEC’s election procedure’s
proposal—against the clear
policy of their own confer-
ence.

The protest of a majority
[18] of the 35-strong AUEW
delegation against the way
the union’s block vote was
cast, was in itself one sign of
the growing opposition te
the right-wing leadership of
John Boyd and Terry Duffy.
Dougie Knott [previously
regarded as a right-winger
by the leadership] did not
vote *‘the way he was told”
[as John Boyd put it] on the
NEC elections, because he
was clearly convinced by the
arguments that he should
vote for the left. Thus the
right’s plan to replace a
number of left-wingers, par-
ticularly in the women’s
section of the NEC, were
foiled.

There are other unions,
like the National Union of
Miners, whose members are
undoubtedly sympathetic to
democratisation. If the
NUM’s votes were not cast
for the widening of the
franchise, it was as a result
of oversight on the part of
the left in the union, who
omitted tc put down the
necessary resolutions at the
NUM'’s own conference.

Although the principle of
a wider franchise for the
election of leader was passed
[see pages 8&9], the three
proposed constitutional
amendments which would

have established one or the .

other system of electoral
college, were all voted down,
primarily as a result of the
block votes of a number of
big unions.

Trade union leaders like
David Basnett and John
Boyd argued that they must
be allowed ‘““more time” for
consultation with their
members. There has, how-
ever, been debate within
both the Labour Party and
the unions for several years
on these issues, and some of
the right clearly used this
argument of consultation as
a means of delaying a
decision—hoping that they
will be able to work out
some arithmetical form for
the electoral college which
will ensure the party leader-
ship remains in the hands of
the right.

But now that decision has
been delayed, there should
really be a full debate within
the unions. The outstanding
issues of party democracy
should be raised and fully
discussed in every union
branch, shop stewards’
committee, as well as in
every Labour Party and
Young Socialists branch.

The decisive effect of the
union’s block vote at Black-
pool, has led to some
questioning of the role of the
unions in the Labour Party.
Now that the big unions are
no longer entirely domin-
ated by the right and their
votes are no longer ‘‘reli-
able,” the capitalist press,
echoed by the Parliamentary
Labour Party, are now
hypocritically ~denouncing
the “undemocratic” charac-
ter of the block vote. This
was the main thrust of the
recent statement from Mike
Thomas and eleven other
right-wing MPs.

It should never be for-
gotten that the Labour Party
was created by the trade
unions as the political arm
of the labour movement. It
is entirely correct that the
unions should have a domi-
nant influence in the Labour
Party at every level.

This influence, however,
and the way in which the
block vote is used, must be
exerted democratically, in a
way that reflects the real
views of the union ranks.

Recognising the key role
of the wunions, on the
question of the widening of
the franchise for the election
of party leader, “Militant”
supports the propesal put
forward by the National
Executive on Thursday af-
ternoon. This was to give the
trade unions 40% of the
votes cast for leader inm
conference, with 30% being
allocated to the constituency
Labour Parties and 30% to
the Parliamentary Labour
Party.

This proposal should now
be taken to the ranl. and file
and fully debated in every
section of the movement, to

ensure that this vital reform
is decisively carried at the
special conference to be held
early next year.

The sharp clashes at
Blackpool, with a polaris-
ation between right and left,
have been presented in the
media as factional man-
oeuvres—or simply a power
struggle between personal-
ities, notably Denis Healey
and Tony Benn.

But the struggle in the
party is a reflection of the
crisis in British capitalism,
and the sharpening of class
tensions in society.

The right have been
devastatingly defeated be-
cause they have no solutions
for millions of workers who
face mass unemployment
and poverty. William Rod-
gers himself admitted “I
don’t know how to run the
mixed economy.”

The “mixed economy’’—
i.e. capitalism—can no lon-
ger deliver the goods. On
such a basis the reformists
can no longer offer reforms,
only counter-reforms, which
is why they will never gain a
majority ambng politically
active workers.

Special
Conference

Their proposals on party
‘‘democracy’ amount to an
attempt to dissolve the
Labour Party into the
labour voters, in the hope
that this will maintain the
supremacy of the right in
the Parliamentary Labour
Party. But this will never be
accepted when, in search of
solutions, more and more
workers are turning to the
trade unions on the indus-
trial front, and the Labour
Party on the political front.

The fundamental reason
for the defeat of Labour’s
right wing was admitted by
Ronald Butt, writing in the
‘Sunday Times’ [5 October]:
“When the Labour left talks
about a crisis in capitalism,
it is talking a kind of truth.
If the Tory Party has not
performed better by 1984
than it has so far, the leftism
of the Labour Party will not
necessarily stop the elctorate
from turning in despair to
the only alternatives they
will then have.”

The ‘‘despair” is really
the despair of big business

and their Tory spokesmen.
The Labour Party, armed
with socialist policies, will
provide the only hope for the
workers. It is awarness of
the urgency of arming the
party with bold socialist
policies which underlines
the enormous pressure for
the democratisation of the
party.

Although democracy was
to the fore, this year’s policy
decisions mark a complete
rejection of right-wing poli-
cies. “Who would have
thought to have heard the
general secretary of the
G&MWU, Mr David Bas-
nett,” asked ‘The Guardian’
[30 September], ‘referring
with a sneer in his voice to
the ‘“‘so-called mixed econ-
the ‘so-called mixed econ-
omy.” Mr Basnett was, and -
perhaps still is, a so-called
moderate, and yet it was he
yesterday whe proposed the
key economic resolution,
with its call for immediate
expansion of public owner-
ship, increased public spen-
ding, import controls and
shorter working hours.”

The overwhelming sup-
port for withdrawal from the
EEC and rejection of any
defence policy based on
nuclear arms marked a
further move to the left by
the party, although these
decisions fall short of a
rounded-out socialist prog-
ramme. But the conference
clearly showed that the
workers in the ranks of the
movement are groping to-
wards a programme that
would enable the labour
movement to carry through
the socialist transformation
of society.

In this process of change,
the Marxist wing of the
labour movement around
the ‘Militant’ has played a
decisive role. [The claim of
the ‘Morning Star’ that the
move to the left is the work
of the Communist Party,
which has suffered a dram-
atic decline in membership
and influence in recent
years, is ludicrous].

In the next period, the
‘Militant’ will be to the fore
in the fight to ensure that
the democratisation of the
party is carried through and
that the labour movement is
armed with the programme
it needs.
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WE ARE NEARER THE END oF THE ROAD AS A RESULT OF THIS CONFERENCE

BuT WE ARE Nor YET AT WiE END OFIH‘ITRQAD,‘

Shirley Williams at
Labour Party Conference

T

The debates in Blackpool
were exciting this year,
because for the first time
in most delegates’ memory
the key issues were being
openly and honestly dis-

cussed.

Hostility to socialist
ideas, however, led
the press to portray
the debates as “fright-
eningly ugly”’ [‘Sunday
Times’] and try to
dismiss left-wing dele-
gates as ‘“‘fanatical”
and ‘‘intolerant”.

Most of the Fleet Street
hacks quoted Andrew Fauld’s
histrionic remark: ‘“the bay-
ing of the beast betrays its
presence.”’ But Faulds, egged
on by right-wing parliamen-
tarians who booed and jeered
other speeches like school-

GIVE EVERY

boys, was ruled “out of
order” by the chair because of
the vituperative personal at-
tack on Tony Benn.

The ‘Sunday Times,” which
says it was given the text of
Faulds’ speech, reports that
he was going on to say: ““Is the
man unbalanced? Or does the
adulation you and the media
give him, which he wallows
in, addle his judgement? If
that nutter gets the leader-
ship, there will never again be
a Labour government, and
you know that as well as 1.”

Who is it who is supposed
to be intolerant? Indulge in
personal attacks?

THE GHANGE T0 GET

MILITANT

What a boost! Not only
was the Left’s victory at
Labour Party Conference
a lift to the labour
movement as a whole,
but it boosted the start of
our sales campaign as
well. A record number of
‘Militant’s’ were sold of
the first issue at confer-
ence.

Not to be out-done
though, Swansea are
breaking all records, and
are selling papers faster
than we can send them.
Here are just some ex-
amples of the way that
the South Wales super
sellers are blazing the

By Dave Farrar

trail.

57 papers were sold at
one pit in one day! 67
papers sold cn a sale in
Swansea shopping centre
in one morning! 25
papers sold at the dole...
it’s almost as sensat-
ional as Labour Party
Conference, but the best
is yet to come—one
comrade sold 153 in one
week!

Swansea have now set
the tone, let’s hear from
your sales drive and see if
you can beat the Swansea
super sellers and give the
biggest boost ever to the
sales of ‘Militant’!

At the fringe meeting of the
mis-named ‘Campaign for
Labour Victory,” Shirley Will-
iams claimed that in many
CLPs the right-wing were not
allowed to put their case.
Again, the press publicised
her attack on “‘the fascism of
the left.”

Shirley Williams has appa-
rently forgotten what the
Labour Party was like under
Gaitskell, the leader she and
William Rodgers and others
nostalgically lament.

Expressing his hatred for
the Left-wing ‘Bevanites’ in
1953, Roy Jenkins (then one
of Gaitskell’s lieutenants) told
Richard Crossman: ‘‘Before it
[i.e. Bevanism] began, one
could have free speech. Now
one can’t afford to.” Gaitskell
himself asserted that there
were ‘‘extraordinary parallels
between Nye [Bevan] and
Adolf Hitler.”

Clearly, Shirley Williams
and her friends are trying to
keep up a long tradition!

The attack on the left has
particularly been focused on
the ‘Mllitant.” But when it
comes to explaining the

EEsis S tat By na e
meeting in Blackpool

“What do the 1980s offer
but mass unemployment,
growing misery?” Over 300
attending the LPYS meeting
at Blackpool heard Tony
Saunois, Labour Party

LPYS INFRONT LINE

Dennis Skinner was well received by delegates at the LPYS

TheRight’s Despair

massive support that ‘Milit-
ant’ now has within the
ranks of the Party and the
trade unions, they are at a
loss to explain it. Never have
the right's sweeping allegat-
ions of “intimidation” been
backed up with evidence.

If ‘Militant’ has wide
support it is because for
years, even when ‘Militant’
supporters were in a tiny
minority, we were always
prepared to argue patiently
for our ideas and programme.

Attempting his usual ‘hum-
orous’ commentary on the
conference in ‘The Guardian.’
Simon Hoggart, who has
certainly fulfilled his own
quota of ‘Militant’-bashing,
actually undermined his own
accusation of “‘intolerance.”

“Mr William Rodgers,”
Hoggart wrote (4 October),
“deliberately went for a stroll
the other day in a part of the
hall occupied by ‘Militant’
supporters.” Why *‘deliberat-
ely’”’? Was this a provocative
stunt, purposefully laid on for
the press and the television?

If so, they were utterly
disappointed. ‘‘Instead of

Young Socialists’ represent- -
ative on Labour’s National
Executive, pose the alter-
native starkly. He outlined
the proud record of the YS
in the fight for party

tearing him limb from limb,”
Hoggart admits ““‘they ignored
him altogether...”

No it is not the left who are
intolerant and undemocratic.
As the ‘Economist’ (4 Octob-
er) unkindly commented on
its right-wing friends: ““The
right-wing has taken on all
the bitterness and determin-
ation that used [so they claim]
to be the prerogative of the
extreme left.”

The Marxists value the
democracy of the movement,
we are prepared to argue our
case—because we are confi-
dent that our ideas will be
proved to be correct and that
they will win increasing
support.

It is the right who are
lashing out, because in the
debate on Party democracy,
and especially in the debate
on policy and programme,
they have lost the argument.
That is why they have suffered
a devastating defeat!

democracy and socialist
policies.

Dougie Knott, a member
of the AUEW engineering
delegation, came along to
hear what the LPYS had to
say at this historic confer-
ence—and to add his own
comments on the antics of
those right-wingers opposed
to democratic changes.

The Party’s youth are the
front-line troops in the fight
for socialism. That is the
view of many, evidenced by
the big sales of ‘Secialist
Youth’ at conference and
the large turn-out of older
delegates at the meeting.
But there’s no time for
complacency, as Andy
Bevan, National Youth Of-
ficer, told the meeting: the
task now is to organise for
the national unemployment
demonstration on 29 Nov-
ember, and help build a
mass party of labour.

BOOT
TORIES
OUT

CONTINUED
FROM PAGE ONE

“Marxist state.”

Tory conferences are
always well stage-manged
with no real debate. But then
they are all agreed on the
need to slash workers’ living
standards and attack trade
union rights.

The more ‘‘moderate’”
Tories, the so-called ‘“‘wets”
like Prior, are simply more

‘adept at hiding their fangs.

They want to tread carefully
because they fear the enor-
mously powerful trade union
movement.

Many workers are stunned
by mass redundancies. But
Tories like Prior know this
will change. They are terrif-
ied. What will happen when
the anger boils over? They
especially fear the power and
energy the labour movement
would have if it were mobil-
ised with a clear lead from the
top!

No gains whatsoever can be
made by talks with this
government, or Tories of any
ilk. This bosses’ government
will be stopped in its tracks
only by resolute class action.
As ‘Militant’s’ leaflet for
Friday’s lobby makes clear,
“No amount of talking inside
No. 10 will shift the Tories. It
is not malice or vindictiveness
that drives the Tories to
smash the organs of the
working class and drive down
living standards: it is the
inevitable decline of British
capitalism.”

But the Tories’ Robin-
Hood-in-reverse, robbing the
workers more to swell the
booty of rich financiers and
speculators, has done nothing
to revive the paralysed British
economy.

Quite the reverse! Invest-
ment in manufacturing has
slumped. This year industrial
production is down 5% % on
last year.

There is no future for
working people if this dis-
eased system continues. The
dole queues will get longer,
millions of workers will be
forced into poverty, and there
will be untold suffering

Only a fundamental change
will work. No Labour govern-
ment which tries to work
within this system will be able
to solve the problems.

Industry, transport, ser-
vices and finance must be
taken out of the hands of the
handful of bosses who now
run them purely for benefit.

Nationalise the big mono-
polies and banks with mini-
mum compensation. Replace
the anarchy of the market
with a socialist plan of
production under democratic
workers’ control-and manage-
ment.

Explain to millions of
workers what this would
mean: a job for all, dramatic-
ally reduced working hours,
decent homes, better schools
and hospitals—above all, a
bright future for workers and
their children.

Then the Tories, the de-
fenders of the present rotten
system, would stand no
chance in a general election.
They would be swept aside by
a Labour government with
mass working-class support.
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Organise
November 29th!

Once again, the Nati-
onal Organisation of
Labour Sutdents’
National Committee
spent a day in Labour
Party headquarters
dealing with countless
sets of minutes and
constitutional wrang-
les.

They failed to give a clear
lead to Labour students’
activity for the coming year.
And the crisis of the NOLS
leadership continued with the
resignation of the editor of
‘Labour Student.’

The Labour Party unem-
ployment demonstration on
November 29th in Liverpool is
an excellent opportunity for

By Alan
Watson

NOLS NC,
personal capacity)

Labour students to show our

anger at the policies of this

Tory government.

Unemployment affects ev-
ery student’s future! Every
Labour Club should have a
maximum turn out for the
demo, and organise a cam-
paign around the demon-
stration.

Yet the NOLS leadership
seemed to have little enthusi-
asm for the demo; they
refused to set a target of
NOLS members to attend, or

for

to produce a leaflet for the
demo. Labour Clubs should
use the LPYS material for
their campaign on this crucial
issue.

Following an appeal to the
LPYS for aid from the Chile
Socialist Party of the Interior,
struggling against the junta,
the LPYS set up the Chile
Socialist Defence Campaign.

Yet the NOLS NC felt they
could not back the campaign,
supposedly because of the
splits in the Chilean Socialist
Party!

This disgraceful attitude
should not restrain Labour
Clubs from giving full support
to this campaign; which has
been sanctioned by the Lab-
our Party National Executive.

Similarly, the NOLS NC
refused to support the Labour

The socialist s

“If the present job
destruction rate of
over 80,000 per month
is ‘peaceful’, let’s
hope Mrs Snatcher
doesn’t get tough!”

So Peter Taaffe, editor of
‘Militant’, slammed the
Tories after pointing out that
Tory MP Nigel Lawson had
claimed ‘‘the government is
carrying out a phase of
peaceful counter-revolution."

Peter was speaking at a
‘Militant”Readers’ Meeting in
Mansfield on ‘Which Way for

Labour?” at which over 20
people attended.
Peter then went on to

explain the reasons for the
Tories’ devastating policies,
and the inability of Labour’s
right wing to come to terms
with the crisis of capitalism.
He then outlined the fallibility
of the left reformists’ alter-
native strategy and stressed
the need for a socialist plan of
production.

Sunday 28 September saw
the first ever ‘Militant’ Read-
ers’ Meeting in Sale. The
subject, ‘What Prospects for
Labour?’, was particularl
relevant with the run-up to
Labour Party conference, anc
the tasks which face the local
Labour Parties in the face of
the reactionary attacks of the
Tory controlled Trafford
council.

Matthew Wrack (Farn-

* worth LPYS) went on to show
that the bankrupt ideas of the
right wing and the reformist

Peter Taaffe

By Andy Scally (Mans-
field LPYS) & Maurice
Phillips (Stretford YS)

policies of the Tribune wing
were both totally insufficient
to defend the working class.
Only the ideas of the ‘Mili-
tant’ offered a solution on the
basis of a socialist planned
economy.

In the lively discussion that
followed it was stressed that
party democracy was the
oxygen for a socialist Labour

olution

Party. The point was also
made that the labour move-
ment needed to draw into its
ranks the most oppressed
sections of society, such as the
unemployed, women and
black workers, in particular
black youth. —

£10 was raised for the
Fighting Fund which added
to the £33 raised at the
Mansfield meeting will help
in the fight to build the
‘Marxist paper for Labour
and Youth.'

Decent

Eldon Square in New-
castle is supposedly
one of Europe’s best
indoor shopping cen-
tres. On Wednesday
its elegance was some-
what disturbed by a
demonstration thro-
ugh the main con-
course.

A march and rally of over
100 tenants had assembled

earlier in the day and
spontaneously decided to

housing now!

By Dave Cotterill]

march through Newcastle.
The rally was part of a
national day of action on
housing by tenants associ-
ations.

Stopping at the entrance of
Eldon Square they attracted
passers-by with songs against
Thatcher and poor housing.
Verses composed by a tenant
from Gateshead had an
electrifying effect.

The march then moved into
Eldon Square, much to the
onsternation of the police
inspector, who was approach-
ed by shop owners wanting to
know if the march was legal—
“surely it's against the bye-
laws” commented one irate
shop manager. The shoppers,
however, snapped up the leaf-
lets eagerly and encouraged
the marchers.

Because of a lively and bold
approach this march equalled
the effect of many larger
demonstrations which have
taken place recently.

Committee on Prison Condit-
ions in Northern Ireland
despite the fact that a
number Tribune MPs have
backed it. Again, Labour
Clubs should take up this
urgent question. The dispute
at Stirling ULC (see ‘Militant’
522) was discussed, with the
action of the former Labour
Party Student Organiser,
Mike Gapes, (who arbitrarily
disaffiliated the Club) being
approved. It is a disgrace that
the NOLS NC, who are so
‘meticulous’ about enforcing
the constitution when it suits
them, allow it to be ignored in
such a blatant manner when
it is in their interests!

A number of Labour Clubs
(who support ‘Militant’) re-
ceived letters from Mike
Gapes alleging they were
inactive; despite the fact that
most met regularly. It was
admitted that 35 Clubs were
written to—the NOLS leaders
consider that one third of
their Clubs are inactive! Any
Labour Club concerned to
defend what democracy does
exist must protest at such
arbitrary actions.

Because of the resignation
of Mike Gapes as Labour
Party Student Organiser, the
NOLS Conference has been
postponed until Easter. A
new timetable has been drawn
up. Labour stucdents wanting
to set up a new Labour Club
should contact the Chief
Youth Officer, Walter Brown,
or their regional Labour Party
office. This will mean Clubs |
will have more time to
organise campaigns, and
build a’ genuine active mem-
bership. With the anti-Tory
mood, this opportunity must
not be missed.
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Last week Panorama broad-
cast a special programme
about the Labour Party. As
one of their sample con-
stituencies they chese Lady-
wood—a run down, inner city
area in Birmingham.

It was not really made clear
whether the left or the right
were the majority on the
management committee, but
the sitting MP seemed to be
worried about being ousted by

left-wing ‘‘extremists” who
had moved into the con-
stituency.

The MP in question was
given a great deal of time to
explain his case, as was one of
the right-wing members of the
management committee.

She was built up as a
lifelong party stalwart who
claimed that the left were
putting people off the party, if
not actually driving them out
altogether!

In contrast to the generous
treatment given to the right
wing, Pete McNally, a ‘Mili-
tant’ supporter, was given a
derisory amount of time to
explain the case for the left.

Not only this, but also the
programme made a point of
mentioning that one of the
left-wingers had formerly
been a member of Newham
North East Constituency
Labour Party.

This totally irrelevant piece
of information had the dual

Panorama: the old myth

By Steve Davies

effect of bolstering the myth
of ‘infiltrators’ plots’ in
Ladywood, and also devalu-
ing the incredible struggle
that party members waged in
Newham to get rid of the Tory
Prentice.

Unfortunately for the right,
however, anyone who has
been in the party for more
than a few years will recall
that the previous member for
Ladywood was one Brian
Waldon [the right winger who
left Parliament for television].

He was also a great one for
seeing left-wing plots and
conspiracies ail over the
place.

With such “sensible, prac-
tical” leadership surely the
party should have had a mass
membership? But three years
ago the ‘London Evening
Standard’ revealed a report
by the Labour Party National
Agent which showed that “34
CLPs are not affiliated to the
Party nationally. Of these,
nine are in Labour-held seats.
It would appear that Lady-
wood is one of these.”
[15/8/77].

The only plausible reason
for this could have been that
the CLP did not have enough

members to afford to pay
affiliation fees.

But if we’re looking for a
reason for the low member-
ship figures in certain CLPs
then we need look no further
than the policies of the right
wing of the party. It is hardly
surprising then, that more
and more party members are
turning to socialist ideas as a
solution to the problems they
face in society.

The “Gang of Three” and
other right wingers continu-
ally go on about being
‘practical’ and being more ‘in
tune with the voters’.

The ‘practical’ policies of
the 1964-70 Labour govern-
ment led to the biggest drop
in party membership in the
entire post-war period.

Today representatives of
the ‘practical’ right wing are
reduced to inventing lies about
about ‘left-wing intimidation’
in meetings, and disgusting
slurs of ‘red fascism.’ There
are also those on the right
wing who have continually
argued for dropping Clause
Iv!

We can only echo Eric
Heffer when he said, “...if
some feel that they can no
longer accept Labour’s poli-
cies and socialist constitution,
then they should do the
honourable thing and join
another party more suited to
their political concepts.”

Edinburgh

Three hundred represent-
atives from the Edinburgh
Tenants’ Group demonstrat-
ed recently against the Tory
District Council’s new policy
of charging tenants for re-
pairs and maintenance.

Over 40 tenants’ and com-
munity groups in Edinburgh
have joined forces to defeat

the high-handed position of

the Tory District Council on
maintenance charges.

At a recent ‘Militant’
public meeting, Councillor
Eleanor Mclaughlin (Labour
housing spokesman) stated
that Edinburgh already had
the country’s highest council
house rent. About 25% of the
tenants are pensioners and
75% of old tenants are
already on some form of rent
rebate or free rent because

rent protest I

By Tam Burke
(Edinburgh
Central LPYS)

they are long term sick or
retired.

The tenants’ group, cover-

ing local associations, main-
tains that these extra charges
are causing anxiety and
financial hardship, and re-
leases the council from their
legal responsibility to keep
their property wind and
watertight. Tenants all over
the city are asking, *“What are
we paying rent for?”’

Denis Canavan MP told the
rally that he was born and
brought up in a council
house, lives in a council
house, but doubted that he
would die in one as there

might be none left due to the
Tories selling them off.

Leith MP Ron Brown and
Jimmy Reid both declared the
assault on tenants by local
Tories to be part of the wider
attack by the government on
workers’ social and civil
rights. )

At the District Council
meeting on 2 October four-
teen deputations were refused
permission by the Tory Lord
Provost (Lord Mayor) to put
their case. The city chambers
were swarming with police
who had orders to arrest any
tenant who might object to
this typical display of Tory
democracy.

The tenants’ next step is a
lobby of the Housing Com-
mittee in two weeks’ time.




An Oxford University researcher is to spend the
next few months closely examining the video tapes
of Labour Party Conference. Is this learned man
analysing the discussions to write yet another
refutation of Marxism? No! He is trying to analyse
applause. Do certain words or phrases cause the
delegates to clap and cheer? Do some speakers
deliberately look for applause? Do others speak
over applause to show how popular they are? These
are the crucial issues that will be examined.
Readers of ‘Militant’ could tell him which speakers
get applause—those who advocate socialist policies
and democracy for the Labour Party!

How was it possible for the former dictator of
Nicaragua to be assassinated in Paraguay,
previously one of the safest places for Nazi war
criminals, crooks and ex-presidents? Somoza was
shot within 300 yards of the Paraguayan dictator’s
residence and none of Somoza’s seven bodyguards
fired back at the assassins; it was even reported
that the security chief knew that a hit squad was in
the country but did nothing to have them expelled.

" The reason perhaps might lie in the resentment of
the Paraguayan elite of Somoza’s attempt to
muscle in on their drug smugghng racket. T!ns is
the most profitable business in the country with
revenue from contraband and drugs far exceeding
the legal exports. And when he stole the nnstress of

the contraband boss, who is also the son-in-law of
the Paraguayan President, he may well have helped
sign his own death warrant.

Freshers at the London School of Economics have
been amused by stories told to them by new fellow
students from the USA. Apparently, the LSE, no
doubt hard up for a bit of cash, has been really
pushing its facilities in Amenca to attract US
students, and the money they can bring in. One
advert on television makes great play of the Victor-
ian buildings of the LSE, and then pans down onto
the nearby ‘Old Curiosity Shop’ [ the famous
London antique shop] with the commentator
proudly announcing, “Yes, come and study in the
atmosphere of Dickens.” Now the American
students are here and witnessing the vicious Tory
cut-backs in educational facilities, the pitiously low
student grants and the dire shortage of student
accommodation, they are beginning to understand
what the commentator really meant!

The Tory government’s denationalisation of the
National Freight Corporation took place smoothly
~on October 1st, with all the existing directors,
together with the managing directors of the main
groups, becoming directors of the new companies.
Among the part-time directors are Sir Ronald
Swayne, chairman of Overseas Containers Ltd. and
Mr P.H. Spriddell, a director of Marks and
Spencers. The latter is particularly interesting as
one complete company [Fashionflow Ltd.] was set
up solely to deal with Marks and Sparks’ traffic.
Workers in the road haulage industry can draw
their own conclusions about who benefits from the
denationalisation and who the National Freight
Corporation was run for, in the 11 years 9 months
of its existence.
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‘Selling the paper outside the Job centre is the only thing that keeps me sane...’

Photo: Andrew Wiard (Report)

ONE OF THE MANY

There goes the alarm,

ringing with a

vengeance that seems maliciously directed at
you, so you switch it off.

You turn the hands to give you another
hour’s grace and drift back into the obscurity
of a dream about winning the pools or the
‘Militant’ Winter Draw.

Last night, in a bout of
temporary insanity, you man-
aged to convince yourself to
get up at half past seven. But
now, in the early hours of a
chilly October morning, you
convince yourself you must
have had a screw loose. The
family on the Weetabix advert
somehow seem a million miles
from the cold and dark of
downtown ‘reality’.

Suddenly, there’s the alarm
again. Was that really an
hour that just flew by? It’s at
times like these that your
heart goes out to the countless
millions of ordinary folk who
endure a lifetime of nine-till-
five work, and who get hardly
a mention in the thousands of
column inches spewed out by
Fleet Street each day.

You make yourself some
tea, only to realise when it’s
too late that there is no milk
left. You use a tin of
evaporated that’s hiding away
in the back of the cupboard...
you know how revolting that
always tastes in tea.

Then you discover that only
the really little bits are left in
the cornflakes box, so you
make yourself some toast.

Good news, as your Giro
pops through the door. Sud-
denly the world takes on a
differenf meaning, as you're
financially solvent once again.
Now you can pay back the
fiver you borrowed off your
mate last Sunday night, so
you could buy a round

By Paul
Etherington
(Sedgefield LPYS)

(there’s something really
obscene about having to pay
for a round of drinks four
days after they’'ve already
disappeared down the drain).

That leaves you £27.70,
except that there’s your board
for your mother. You pay £6 a
week, and feel a louse, but
what more can you give her?

So that leaves you, what,
£1S say. Then you owe two
quid a week on that bracelet
you recklessly bought your
girlfriend from a catalogue
four months ago (who would
be in love?).

80p a day

Your total disposable in-
come is therefore reduced to
eleven pounds. That grand
sum has to last you till a
fortnight today, remember.
And don’t be going reckless,
like last week, when you
spent a quid in a Wimpy just
so’s you could talk to someone
you hadn’t seen for a long
time.

You've been working out
the permutations of how to
spend your money on the
back of your dole envelope.

Selling in Caerphilly

One Saturday recently I,
with other ‘Militant’ sup-
porters from Caerphilly,
attended a demonstration
in Pontypridd organised by
the Trades Council. The
march was against unem-
ployment in Wales.

As we arrived we started
selling the paper and
leafleting amongst the
young workers. To my
surprise a young worker
with his friends came up
and said that they had
been looking for ‘Militant’
supporters.

Not only did they buy

the paper, they started
helping us to sell it, and
with leafleting as well.

We collected over a
dozen names, and with
these we will hopefully be
setting up a YS branch in
Pontypridd as soon as
possible.

After a good morning’s
work, we went to the local
park and played ‘minia-
ture golf’. It just goes to
show that ‘Militant’ sup-
porters can mix business
with pleasure, as the ruling

class say! -
- By a ‘Militant’
reporter

You always spend half an
hour doing this, knowing full
well that it’s invalid as soon as
you put your pen -down...
you'll always end up borrow-

- ing off your mate, John.

It's a good job these fort-
nightly cheques are stag-
gered, so that he gets his one
week, and you the next. In
that way you're able to pay
him back when he needs it
most, and he can lend it to
you when you need it most—
or is it you lending it to him?
It all started so far back that
neither of you can really
remember.

You'll have 80p today.
What are you going to do,
when you’'ve cashed the

cheque? Why did you get up .

early...or at least try to? You
think a while until the cause
of your lapse last night comes
back to you. That’s right.
Someone had told you that
the important thing about
being on the dole is that you
shouldn’t get demoralised,
that you should get up early
every morning and pretend
you've got a job, go to the
library every day, get in a
routine. So much for great
ideas!

Anyway, there’s always the
paper sale this afternoon.
You wonder, should you go to
the dole and admit you're
doing unpaid work for a
Marxist paper, just to see
what the clerk says? Then you
recall the clerk buys the paper
off you every week, so the joke
falls flat.

It's selling the ‘Militant’
that keeps you sane. If you
didn’t have that piece of
constructive work to do every

week, selling outside the
Job centre you'd crack up.

After all, you're 19, you're
qualified to do a lot of jobs,
and you're physically capable
of doing most. Yet you feel
handicapped—more mentally
than anything else. Then you
get to thinking you're not
realising your true potential.
Then you get to thinking
maybe you don’t have a
potential...you're worth £16 a
week if you keep quiet.

Sell ‘Militant’

But you're there, selling the

paper, and an old man comes
up, tells you how he used to
be a Communist in the
thirties, how the bosses gave
him the sack, and how they
made him feel worthless. He
says, ““If it wasn’t for you, I'd
have cracked up years ago,”
and he's not talking to you
personally, but to you the
institution, a fellow comrade
in life’s bitter struggle.
" He buys a paper and shakes
your hand: “Keep up the
good work!” he says, and
walks off. It’s now that you
don’t feel worthless. Now you
feel you want to get back at
the parasites who keep you on
the dole, the men with the
money who are loathe to
invest it.

You don’t need to get up at
7.30 to keep sane on the
dole—you just have to sell the
‘Militant’! Forward to the day
when the paper has two
million sellers, but let’s hope
that by then we achieve the
society we want, and those
two million won’t have to be
on the dole!

“BREAKING
GLASS”

Despite the fact that ‘Break-
ing Glass’ will make a mint
for one film monopoly and
will no doubt make the ‘star’,
Hazel O’Connor, a name for
herself, its message is com-
pletely anti-business.

It exposes what a rip-off
capitalism is. The story itself
is banal, of a talented pub
group making the ‘big time’.
But they are alientated from
their roots and eventually
themselves.

The film shows in a graphic
way how the bosses not only
rip off the youth who buy
records, or how they rig the

By Dave Farrar T
(NATSOPA) y

charts, but also control what
goes on the air and stifle
creative music.

It is an entertaining film
and shows vividly all the
aspects of today’s society that
strangle leisure and enter-
tainment. It also exposes the
police and the state.

Although the film shows no
way out of the stranglehold of
capitalism, there are worse
‘ways of spending a night out!



6 MILITANT 10 October 1980

R = A E
Private ‘enterprise’ wants to take the juicy profitable parts of BR —and leave unprofitable, but vi

British Rail is paying a top
merchant bank, Morgan
Grenfell, about £500,000 to
prepare papers for offers for
tender to buy the British
Transport Hotels chain which
will be put on the market in

January.

The money from the
sale of the 29 hotels—
worth £60 million—is
intended to offset
BR’s expected £80m
overstepping of gov-
ernment cash limits
this year.

BR’s real aim, though, is to
try to make the government
realise that they can only be
sold way below market value
—and that BR cannot meet
this year’s cash limits without
uncommercial and potentially
damaging sales. The tenders
are a bluff, supposed to
demonstrate to the Tories the
pointlessness of the sale.

The only way BR could sell
the 29 hotels at a profit would
be to demolish many of them
and sell the sites. The board
cannot do this without be-
coming subject to develop-
ment land tax, but it is
possible that the chain could
be sold cheaply for develop-
ment.

The railway hotels were to
have gone into a new Bill
which Norman Fowler, the
Transport Minister, is to
introduce in the next session
of Parliment, but they may
have been sold before the Bill
goes through.

Fowler’s intention was that
the shipping, hotels, hover-
craft and property interests of

By Jacky Mitchell

(TSSA Edinburgh No 1
branch personal capacity)

BR would go into a new
holding company. Private
“enterprise” would get a
controlling share in them for
a cash injection to develop
them.

Sidney Weighell (NUR) has

‘made threats to barricade

Gleneagles Hotel. Unfortun-
ately, Gleneagles is closed
from October to April. We
need real solutions from our
union leaders.

The TSSA and NUR should
now be issuing statements to
their members making them
aware of the danger that
could lie ahead for them. If
BR can sell the hotels to solve
short term cash problems,
which other BR assets, many
very profitable, will be the
next in line?

The two unions involved
should make hotel staff aware
that trade union rights that
they enjoy at present cannot
be guaranteed under private
ownership, which in hotels is
notoriously anti-trade unions,
neglecting working conditions
and paying low wages for
irregular hours.

The BR board is foolish if
they believe that threatening
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British Transport Hotels
under threat

to sell hotels under market
price will make this reaction-
ary government change its
_attitude to mnationalised in-
dustries. They are playing
right into the hands of the
Tories by selling profitable
parts of the railway system.

The plans to denationalise
BR subsidiaries could have
long term disastrous effects
on the industry and its
employees. They are motiv-
ated not by any desire for
improvements in the railways
—or indeed the affected
companies—but only to
transfer British Rail’s money
into private pockets.

It is Conservative philo-
sophy in its narrowest, most
blatant form. They are pre-
pared to break up British Rail
and put future rail operation
at risk for the benefit of a
few—and to the detriment of
many.

Admittedly, BR desper-
ately needs investment money
but any capital from a quick
sale now will not help future
prospects. On the contrary,
the assets will not be there to
bring in the constant income.
Fowler is proving as bigoted a
Transport Minister as a Tory
predecessor, Marples, who
had a background in the road
construction industry and was
allied to Lord Beeching in the
demolition of the railway
system.

As each year goes by, the
policies of that era prove more
costly to the country’s econo-
mic and social life.

History will doubtless judge
the current proposal for

wrecking British Rail as a
tragic mistake too. Fowler has
given no good reason for the
disposal of subsidiaries. He

claimed that BT Hotels had-

only built one new hotel since
the war, apparently to de-
monstrate the company’s
“lack of enterprise”.

What he forgot was that
when BT Hotels wanted to
build a 500 bedroom hotel at
Gatwick Airport in 1971, the
then Conservative government
refused them permission to do
so, handing the project to a
private owner instead.

The Tories are spending
£5,000m over the next 15
years on four nuclear sub-
marines which will no doubt
be outdated by the time of
their completion, yet higher
rail subsidies are refused.

Higher subsidies are avail-
able on the continent to
maintain a - vital transport
system. Horror stories of the
“inefficiency”’ of nationalised
industries which the Tories
have hammered home for
years, could reduce public
outecry at denationalisation.

There is a section of the
community, however, which
is concerned—the staffs of the
undertaking involved. What-
ever happened to the assur-
ances the trade union leaders
gave us back in July?

The silence of the TSSA
and NUR leadership at this
time of crisis in BR is far
removed from the feelings of
desperation amongst the staff
—more than ever before a
clear union stand is needed.

PICKING OUR
BRAINS
POCKETING
THE PROFITS

Marxists have always maintained that

workers should run

Justry rather

than the small short-sighted clique
who at present control both private
and national .d industries.

Obviously the bosses
throw up their hands in
horror at the idea of
workers’ management with
planning of industrial pro-
-duction in the hands of the
working class and run in our
interests, not for profit.

Even the controllers of the
monopolies, though, have
been forced to admit shame-
facedly that workers’ control
of day-to-day production is
by far the most efficient
method. :

Years ago, it was cal-

culated that suggestion
boxes in factories were one
of the best investments
going. Stealing the imagin-
ative ideas of employees on
.the shop floor was cal-
culated to have an 800%

return on the small rewards
given to the workers!

Now we see a new ‘con-
vert’ in the form of the
General Electric Company,
headed by the well known
hero of thousands of redun-
dant workers, Sir Arnold
Weinstock.

GEC recently conducted a
live experiment which they
hoped would prove industry
organised and run in the
traditional way was the most
profitable. They split work-
ers into three groups, “hier-
archical”, ‘‘participative”,
and ‘“‘anarchical” and set
them to work producing and
binding books.

The hierarchical group in
which the managers man-
aged and workers laboured
immediately ran into diffi-
culties. The managers pro-
duced masses of charts,
diagrams and production
targets without consulting
the workers.

Subsequently, production
was slow and shoddy and
the customer returned the
finished samples saying he
wasn’t satisfied with the
quality.

One of the participants in
this group said, ‘“Relations
between employers and
management were non-
existent.” Even at lunch

By Fiona Winders

(Wanstead and
Woodford LPYS)

time the managers and
workers ate separately.

The participative group
had similar problems and
although they reached their
targets, they then slackened
off. However, the successes
of the third group surprised
GEC management, not least
of all because the workers
were told that the work was
voluntary and they could if
they wished go straight
home and still be paid.

All the employees elected
to work on, and then
proceeded to organise pro-
duction targets and even
their tea breaks. The anar-
chic group maintained an
excellent standard of quality
throughout the experiment;
achieved the target they had
set themselves, and then set
themselves yet another tar-
get.

As GEC remarked with
surprise, ‘“They were as
keen to make profits as the
management!” And make
profits they did—twice as
much as the participative
group and ten times as
much profit as the hierar-
chical group.

Not surprisingly it is
management who have
made capital from this
scheme not the workers.
GEC say they are now
“trying to encourage some
sort of participation sche-
me.”

In other words they are
going to pick the brains of
the workers in order to boost
the bosses’ profits. Doubt-
less though some of the
workers have also drawn
conclusions from the experi-
ment and will prove more
useful allies than GEC in
the battle for nationalisation
under workers’ control!

A growing

employer

One sector of the Civil
Service to escape the axe on
public services has been the
Home Office. Home Secre-
tary Whitelaw, in reply to a
question from Labour MP
for Leith Ron Brown said
“On 1st July 1980 the
number of staff employed in
the Home Office was
34,568. The corresponding
figure for 1 July 1979 was
33,489.

“The main growth was in
prison establishments where
staff numbers increased by
about 900—650 of them in
prison service grades—ab-

out 140 in police support
services including....the Pol-
ice National Computer Unit
and about 80 on work
relating to immigration con-
trol. These are all areas of
work to which the govern-
ment attaches importance.”
In view of the dreadful
conditions still pertaining in
the prisons, it is clear that
the main reason for extra
spending is not to alleviate
overcowding but in antici-
pation of future class con-
flict.
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In the words

LING

of Frederick

Engels, the state ‘““is as a rule
the state of the most powerful,
economically dominant class
which through the medium of
the state becomes also the
politically dominant class.”

There are periods in
history and in the
development of soci-
ety, however, when
the struggle between
the classes reaches
such a pitch that they
almost balance each
other out.

In this situation, as
Engels explained, the
state “acquires for the
moment a certain de-
gree of independence
of both of the warring
classes.”

Such regimes are charac-
terised by Marxists as Bona-
partist regimes, or military
police dictatorships.

Such were the regimes of
the absolute monarchies at
the end of the feudal era. The
struggle between the old
feudal classes and the rising
capitalist class reached such
an intensity that the monar-
chies were able to play off one
against the other, thereby
attaining a certain indepen-
dence and only in the last
analysis representing the in-
terests of the dominant feudal
class.

Similar features were pos-
sessed by Napoleon Bona-
parte’s regime in France,
A4rom which the term ‘Bona-
partism’ derives. Karl Marx
wrote that ‘rule by the
sword’’ was one of the essen-
tial features of Bonapartism.
The mutual antagonism and
the struggles between the
classes that had made the
French revolution resulted in
the exhaustion of the classes
and a virtual stalemate which
allowed the bonapartist
regime of Napoleon to take

Second article in
a series of three
by Peter Taaffe

form.

Napoleon himself allied
with the dominant capitalist
class and in particular with
the banks which represented
the most decisive section of
the ruling class.

The idea of bonapartism is

~a closed book so far as

capitalist commentators are
concerned. Workers can also
be confused by the nature of
bonapartism. There appear to
be a dizzying array of
bonapartist regimes.

For instance, there were the
bonapartist regimes, military-
police dictatorships, which
took shape in the era of the
ascendancy of capitalism
throughout the 19th century.
Such regimes were those of
Napoleon himself, and of his
nephew, Louis Bonaparte in
the middle of the 19th cent-
ury. Bismarck's state in Ger-
many also possessed some
features of bonapartism. Des-
pite the fact that these
regimes ruled by the sword,
they were relatively tranquil
in character in comparison to
the bloody bonapartist regi-
imes that we have witnessed
in capitalism’s decline.

Compare, for instance, the
violence of Napoleon or even
of Louis Napoleon to the
present military-police dic-
tatorship in Chile, which
waded through the blood of
more than 50,000 workers in
order to consolidate its posit-
ion.

Another feature of bona-

partism which can sometimes
confuse workers is the fact
that a bonapartist regime, in
rising above the classes can
attain a certain independence
and even strike blows against
the class which it represents.
Thus Marx himself pointed
out that in France in 1851 the
“drunken soldiery’’ of Louis
Bonaparte went on the ram-
page shooting down some of
the capitalists. Yet they had
brought to an end the
revolution, on behalf of those
same capitalists.

At the same time, Chiang-
Kai-Shek, having crushed the
insurrection of the Shanghai
working class in April 1927,
then immediately turned on
the bankers, arrested them,
placed them in jail—only
freeing them on payment of a
ransom of $12 million.

They must have ruminated
on the fact, while languishing
in jail, that they paid a heavy
price to Chiang and his state
which was ‘defending’ them.
Nevertheless, his state was a
capitalist state, a bonapartist
regime, which had just defeat-
ed the Shanghai working class
on behalf of the bankers.

Bonapartism
and fascism

In the modern era we have
witnessed all kinds of peculiar
variants of bonapartist reg-
imes, particularly in the
colonial and semi-colonial
countries.

Take for instance the
bonapartist regime of Peron
which was in power in
Argentina from 1945 to 1953.
Peron was a capitalist bona-
parte: in the final analysis he
represented the capitalists
and the big landowners.
Nevertheless, he came to
pe 1 by leaning on the
powerful Argentinian work-
ing class and granting them
big concessions such as the
formation of powerful trade
unions, wage increases, and
other reforms.

Peron was able to do this
because of the favourable
market in Europe for Argen-
tinian beef with the beginning
of the post-war boom. Resting
on the working class he also

struck against the class upon
which his regime ultimately
rested, the big ranchers and
capitalists. Despite the balan-
cing between the classes—a
feature of all bonapartist
states—and the support en-
joyed by Peron amongst the
working class right up to his
return from exile—his regime
defended Argentinian capital-
ism.

Superficial capitalist com-
mentators—and echoing them
some on the periphery of the
labour movement too—have
used examples like this and
that of Nazi Germany or
Mussolini’s Italy to try and
show that bonapartist and
fascist regimes were not
capitalist in character, but
were new types of states.

After all, ir Hitler's Ger-
many the capitalists were
“politically expropriated,’ ie.
they did not exercise direct
control over the state machine
which was in the iron grip of
the Nazis. Moreover, individ-
ual capitalists were imprison-
ed and in some cases murder-
ed.

By pointing to these actions
of the Nazis the capitalists
hope to throw dust in the eyes
of the advanced workers on
the nature of fascism and
Bonapartism. It is also an
attempt to absolve the capit-
alists from their responsib-
ility for the financing and
support of Mussolini, Hitler
and Franco in the pre-war
period.

Fascism differs from bona-
partism in the sense that it
represents the complete tri-
umph of the counter-revol-
ution, the destruction of all
the democratic rights and
organisations of the working
class, and the atomisation of
the working class in the face
of the power of capital. But it
retains some of the features of
bonapartism, and once in
power it quickly undermines
its support amongst the
middle class. It therefore
loses its mass basis and
becomes a bonapartist reg-
ime.

Throughout the post-war
period, threats of military-
police dictatorships at least in
the advanced capitalist coun-
tries seemed very remote

o
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indeed. But with the onset of
the world economic crisis,
some within the labour move-
ment, particularly the ultra-
left sects, and even some of
the Tribune left have raised
the possibility of the immi-
nent establishment of ‘‘the
corporate state.”

Such a perspective is entir-
ely false at the present time.
The relationship between the
classes in Britain and indeed
throughout the whole of the
advanced capitalist world is
decisively weighted in favour
of the working class. This is
reflected in the contraction of
the peasantry throughout the
whole of the capitalist world
and its absorption into the
ranks of the working class.

Moreover, the former
middle layers in society—
civil servants, teachers, tech-
nicians etc—have been drawn
more and more towards the
trade unions and the labour
movement itself. Membership
of the trade unions in Britain
is more than 50% of the
working population, and is
even higher in some of the
other countries of Western
Europe.

For the first time in history,
there are no outright military
police dictatorships in West-
ern Europe. In Spain, in
Greece and Portugal, the
1970s witnessed the dismant-
ling of the last remnants of
military-police dictatorships.
And this is not a reflection of
the strength of the capitalists.

Normally the capitalists
prefer to rule through ‘dem-
ocracy.’ It is the cheapest
form of rule as far as they are
concerned, without the over-
heads of a bloated military
and civilian bureaucracy—at
least not to the same extent as
military-police dictatorships.

Capitalism can also afford
the ‘luxury” of democracy
when the system is going
ahead. Such was the case
towards the end of the 19th
century, the beginning of this
century, and since the end of
the second world war, at least
in the advanced -capitalist
world.

In any capitalist country,
the real power in society is
exercised not by parliament
nor by the cabinet, but in the

board-rooms of the big mono-
polies. To paraphrase Trot-
sky, capitalist democracy is
where everyone can say what
they want...so long as the
monopolies decide.

Revolutionary
explosion

But the fact that the
capitalists have been forced to
dismantle the European mili-
tary-police dictatorships is a
sign of weakness and not of
strength. Failure to end the
Franco regime threatened
them with an insurrection of
the Spanish working class. So
too in Greece, an inordinate
delay, given the fact that
support for the military-police
dictatorship of the Colonels
had completely evaporated,
meant that that dictatorship
was suspended in mid-air. . ..

This was dramatically
shown in July 1974 when
representatives of the Greek
Junta themselves described
their government as ‘“‘ridicu-
lous.” If the Greek capitalists
had not moved then to remove
the dictatorship, a revolution-
ary explosion of the Greek
working class threatened. It is
false to argue, therefore, as
some in the labour movement
have done in the past. that
military dictatorships are on
the horizon.

The Communist Party on
the other hand commit the
mistake of an opposite and
worse character. In so far as
they recognise the danger of
bonapartist states being es-
tablished, this is relegated to
the dim and distant future.
Moreover, as the example of
Chile has demonstrated, they
are utterly incapable of
arming the working class and
the labour movement with a
programme and a perspective
capable of eliminating such a
danger.

In the next issue,
Peter Taaffe will
continue the
analysis of

the state today.




8 MILITANT 10 October 1980

Labour Conference 80 I

Party Democracy:

A VICTORY

TOLABOUR'S
RANKS

A historic step forward w=s

taken at this

year’s confe-

rence, when the constitution
was amended to provide for

the automatic, mandatory
re-selection of MPs,

and

when conference voted for
the principle of a wider
franchise for election of the

party leader.

The debates on
party democracy put
most of the other
issues in the shade.
With the outcome in
the balance until the
votes were counted,
there was an electric
atmosphere during the
intense debates on this
issue.

Conference demon-
strated the extreme
isolation of the right
wing of the parliamen-
tary party, and the
enormous enthusiasm
among the rank and
file, including the
ranks of the union
delegations, for cons-
titutional changes in
the direction of a mass
socialist party.

Mandatory
re-selection
implemented

The passing of the NEC's
constitutional amendment
establishing mandatory re-
selection was enthusiastically
acclaimed by conference as a
great victory. .

Even if both the other
democracy issues had been

defeated, this would have
been a great step forward.

The debate had been
opened by Dennis Howell
(APEX) and Brian Stanley
(POEU) moving a motion
based on the so-called ‘Mik-
ardo’ procedure, based on a
two-stage. optional re-selec-
tion procedure.

“No self respecting MP
wants to be dragged to a
selection conference,” Howell
said, "if he knows the constit-
uency is happy with him."”

“Parties do not want to
endure the ludicrous prospect
of a selection conference,
bringing candidates from all
parts of the country when they
know that the constituency
party is quite happy with its
MP's work."”

Howell wanted a “‘sensible”
and “‘civilised” procedure. he
claimed; the people deman-
ding mandatory re-selection,
“were the high priests of
theology’” and these people
wanted ‘‘confessionals, and
penance and absolutions.”

Bryan Stanley claimed that
mandatory re-selection had
been proposed on a wave of
emotion which had arisen
as a result of Prentice and one
or two others. Optional re-
selection was infinitely pref-
erable.

Opposing mandatory re-
selection, Joe Ashton, MP for
Bassetlaw, spoke out against
“‘compulsory democracy,"
putting forward the familiar
argument that mandatory re-
selection would lead to over
25 Labour MPs standing
against the Labour Party.

In a forceful reply on behalf
of the executive, Sam Mac-
Cluskie of the National Union
of Seamen, lambasted Joe
Ashton; “Why don’t you join
them?", he asked to resound-
ing applause from the dele-
gates.

The trade union delegat-
ions were evenly split either
way on this issue, but the
overwhelming support of the
constituencies ensured that it
was carried by 3,789.000 to
2,241,000 and the motion
moved by Howell fell.

NEC control of
manifesto lost

The debate on the NEC's
constitutional amendment to
give the Executive the final
say on the manifesto, was one
of the tensest and most
charged of conference.

There was no doubt who
won the argument, though
the division of trade union
votes brought a narrow defeat
(2,625,000 to 2,508,000) for
the amendment.

"“We have the right to
demand,” said Patricia Hew-
itt (St Pancras North), “‘that
the next Labour government
will implement the policies the
party decides, and not the
policies of a handful of
cabinet ministers and civil
servants.”’

The bitterness and passion
some former cabinet minis-
ters were directing against the
NEC's constitutional reforms,
should have been used for
fighting for decent policies on
civil liberties, economic policy
and unemployment when they
were in power.

Dave Nellist (Coventry
South East), said the passing
of mandatory re-selection was
a historic step, long overdue:
“‘now conference should carry
on and democratise the
position on the manifesto and
the party leader.”

*The 1973 programme, one
of the most radical adopted
by Labour, had been aban-
doned by the Labour govern-
ment. The right wing defen-
ded the ‘mixed economy,’

Reports by Lynn Walsh
Photos by Julian McKitrick

rather than conference poli-
cies.

*Canvassing on the door
step. the most common
response was ‘you're all the
same.” We must be able to
answer: ‘You join the party,
you decide the policy—and it
will be carried out.” That is
the way we will be able to
recruit mass support to the
Labour Party.”

David Warburton, (GM-
WU) denounced the NEC's
amendment as illogical and
impractical, a ludicrous pro-
posal which should be rejec-
ted.

“It was the height of
arrogance for the NEC to
assume the mantle of ultimate
wisdom. It had never had it, it
did not have it, and would not
have it.”

In the most hard-hitting
speech heard from the plat-
form for years, frequently
interrupted by massive ‘ap-
plause from delegates, Tony
Benn came back with devas-
tating answers to the right-
wing's arguments.

*This is not an arid consti-
tutional wrangle,” he said,
“but a vital democratic issue.
The Labour Party is not just
an election machine, but a
campaigning organisation,
and the manifesto is the
buckle which links the Labour
Party to the PLP and the
Labour government.”

Rejecting the attack on the
executive, he pointed out that
18 of its 26 members are
elected by the unions, so
“those who attack the Nat-
ional Executive are attacking
the unions.”

A succession of party
leaders had arbitrarily killed
conference policies when it
came to the manifesto.

“*They do not argue a policy
at conference. but kill it
secretly, privately, without
debate.”

“Before the ‘Clause V'
meeting which drew up the
last manifesto, not a single
back bencher had seen the
draft. If this amendment were
passed, the party, the PLP,
and the trade unions would,
for the first time, have the
chance to see the manifesto.
It was too late to wait until the
cacophony of the election

campaign.”

Tony Benn pointed to the
way in which the decision
made by conference to abolish
the House of Lords had been
secretly vetoed by the parlia-
mentary leadership. He warn-
ed that the present parlia-
mentary committee would not
carry out the policy of
withdrawal from the EEC if
the manifesto were left to
them.

Taking up David Warbur-
ton, Tony Benn said that the
policies in the G&M’s econ-
omic¢ resclution passed on
Monday had all been adopted
before, but had been vetoed
from going in the last mani-
festo.

With ciear signs of anger
from David Bassnett and Jim
Callaghan on the platform,
Tony Benn again turned to
the union leaders and said:
“There’s no point coming
with big block votes and
demanding policies and then
using the same block vote in
the way that permits the
policies that you demand to
be vetoed by parliamentari-
ans.”

Popular support, he said,
could only be won if the party
was campaigning on the
policies adopted by confer-
ence long before the general
election campaign began.

Tony Benn’s speech, which
clearly stung right wing MPs
and trade wunion leaders,
received massive and sustain-
ed applause from the great
majority of delegates, includ-
ing many in the trade union
delegations whose block vote
was cast against the NEC's
proposals.

Election of
Party leader
accepted

Disappointment that NEC
control of the manifesto
(passed in principle last year)
was defeated was quickly
overtaken by joy—and surp-
rise on the part of many dele-
gates—that the principle of
widening the franchise for the
election of party leader (de-
feated last year) was carried

by a small majority, 2,609,000
to 2,511,000.

There was only a short
debate before this vote, but
an unanswerable case was put
for wider election of leader by
a number of constituency
delegates, by Gavin Strang
MP and by Eric Heffer in his
reply to the NEC.

However, both the consti-
tutional amendments propo-
sing different procedures for
the election of party were
voted down, once again
reflecting the marginal right
wing dominance of the trade
union votes.

Supporting the first amend-
ment—favoured by the NEC
—which proposed that
conference votes for. the .
leadership should be split one
third for the Parliamentary
Labour Party, one third for
the constituency parties, and
one third for unions.

Pat Wall (Shipley Labour
Party) said that this demand
had not been dreamed up by a
tiny group of conspirators but
arose from the experience of
the workers of the vital need
for democracy. .

If it was voted down by the
trade union leaders because
there were different opti-
ons posed, they would not be
forgiven by the labour move-
ment. The proposal enfranch-
ised the CLPs and enfranch-
ised the trade unions. Only a
mass party rooted in the



unions, and rooted in the
working class could lead to
success.

You could lead a horse
to water, went the old
saying, said Pat Wall, “but
it would be entirely wrong to
lead the horse to water and
then deny it the right to
drink.”

“The decision in principle
to widen the franchise should
be backed up with a decision
to adopt this amendment.”

The amendment recom-
mended by the NEC was
rejected by 3,737,000 to
3,322,000. Following that, a
second constitutional amend-
ment, which proposed that
conference vote should be
divided 50% for the unions
and 25% each from the CLPs
and the parliamentary party,
was also defeated by 3,557,
000 to 2,495,000.

As the votes were being
counted, a huge row broke
out in the middle of the
conference hall centring on
the AUEW delegation. Eight-
een of the thirty-five delegates
had demanded a recalled
meeting of the delegation to
discuss which way they should
vote, given the fact that the
decision to widen had been
taken.

This was refused by John
Boyd and Terry Duffy, to the
anger of a majority of AUEW
delegates. There were clearly
similar rows in other delegat-
ions, where the block vote had

been cast against the constitu-
tional amendments.
Conference broke up in a
mood of great tension, with
delegates wondering what the

next step wou'd be, with
unprecedented argument and
discussion within the dele-
gations.

Next morning it was an-
nounced that the NEC, which
had met both on Wednesday
evening and at Thursday
breakfast time, was proposing
a new procedure for the
leadership elections which
would be debated in the
afternoon. This proposed that
conference votes should be
divided 40% for the unions,
and 30% each for the PLP
and the constituency parties.

Moving the NEC’s new
proposal, Eric Heffer argued
that the constitutional issue
should be settled now. This
was applauded enthusiastic-
ally, but Tom Jackson, (UC
W) opposed the amendment
putting the arguments of a
number of trade union lead-
ers that ‘“‘they had not had
time to consult their memb-

ers” and therefore wanted to-

postpone a decision. The
standing orders committee
had also accepted an emerg-
ency resolution from the
G&MWU proposing that the
system of electing the leader
should be considered at a
special conference meeting in
three months’ time.

Andrew Faulds, MP for

Smethwick, was unable to
finish his contribution. Even
before it was ruled out of
order by the Chairman, Lena
Jeger, he was drowned by the
angry shouts of delegates.

The party had “a great
leader in Jim, and he had
been chosen by the PLP”
asserted Faulds, and the
demand for the election of the
leadership came not from the
true Labour Party but from
‘militant Trots’.

“People like Shirley Willi-
ams, William Rodgers and
other former ministers were
being attacked. But they had
not welched on the Labour
government. But what about
the Right Honourable Anth-
ony Wedgewood Benn?”’ This
was as far as Andrew Faulds
got.

Decision on
college postponed

Andy Allenby (Havant &
Waterloo) caught the mood of
conference when he begged
delegates, on behalf of the
thousands of young people
without jobs who wanted a
socialist Labour Party fight-
ing for a socialist society, to
vote in favour of electing the
leader now.

He drew great applause
when he referred to the people
who were appealing for unity
a few days ago: ‘‘Let’s have
unity today, on the basis of a
leader we've all elected.”

Moss Evans (Transport &

. General Workers Union) was

also applauded when he
announced that the T&G
delegation, made up of indi-
vidual Labour Party memb-
ers had decided in favour of
supporting the NEC's new
proposal.

However, the proposal was
opposed by David Basnett
(G&MWU) who also argued
that there must be time
allowed for the union leaders
to consult the membership;
and by John Boyd (AUEW)
who said that his union
accepted the decision in
principle, but could not vote
in favour of the NEC's
proposal, as no policy decis-
ion had been taken by the

_ union’s executive council.

He angrily replied to Mar-
tin Flannery MP, who, to
loud applause, had said that
the AUEW should be ‘“‘ash-
amed of itself”” for refusing to
consult its delegation about
the various methods proposed
for electing the leader.

Replying for the NEC, Eric
Heffer said that the AUEW
should, at the very least
abstain, on the issue, as the
principle of election had been
accepted and the conference
had decided that a method
should be worked out at this
conference. The Young Soci-
alist speaker (Andy Allenby)
had caught the mood of
the party, Eric Heffer said,
and a decision should be
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carried through now.

However, the NEC’s propo-
sal was defeated, by 3,235,
000 votes to 2,910,000 votes.

In the discussion on the
G&MWU's emergency reso-
lution proposing postpone-
ment of decision to a special
conference, a number of
delegates expressed their frus-
tration and anger that the
decision had been put off, but
the majority of delegates by
this time accepted the inevit-
able and this motion was
carried.

Three-year rule
revived

Significantly, in the dis-
cussion, Jim Callaghan, in
response to calls from the
conference to make his posit-
ion clear, had said that,
although the parliamentary
party would have to elect a
new leader at the beginning of
the new session in November,
“the PLP clearly had to take
into account what had hap-
pened at the conference.”

The special conference at
the beginning of next year
“would be able to take a
different decision. I do not
think that the parliamentary
party should take any steps
that would appear to contra-
dict that in any way."”

The G&M's motion was
carried by 6,004,000 to 985,

PHOTOS:

Top left: Delegates cheer
the passing of mandatory
re-selection

Top right: Andy Allenby
speaking on the election
of leader

Bottom left Dennis Skinner,
Tony Saunois, Michael
Foot, Tony Benn and Jo
Richardson

Bottom right: Healey, Owen
and Mason scoff at Labour’s
conference

000. Despite frustration at the
postponment, this in itself
confirmed that conference
had taken another great step
forward.

On Friday morning, the
trade union’s votes ensured
that the Commission of
Enquiry’s proposal to restore
the three-year rule for consti-
tutional issues was passed by
5,882,000 to 1,160,000.

Moss Evans spoke for the
proposal, arguing that consti-
tutional charges had to be
implemented “‘right down the
line,” and the three-year
limitation was necessary to
ensure this.

Speaking for the NEC,
Tony Benn said that rigid
implementation of the three-
year rule in the past had
delayed mandatory re-selec-
tion; the issue could have
been settled five years ago. To
re-impose the rule would now
be “‘screwing the top on the
pressure cooker at the mo-
ment when there will be
coming forward a number of
important changes for con-
sideration.”

The vote on the Commis-
sion’s proposal, however, was
a vote on the principle, and
for the three-year rule to be
put into effect would require a
constitutional amendment
next year.

As this year's conference
proved, however, a lot can
change in a year!
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USA Support declines for

Tory parties

The

razzamataz

of the

Democratic and Republican
convention has now passed
but there’s little popular
enthusiasm for either of the
two main parties.

At this stage Carter
and Reagan are neck
and neck in the polls.
Nevertheless the
Democrats are looking
nervously to November
and the election.

The main hope of the
Democrats is that the elec-
torate will judge Reagan by
his gaffes or that they will
benefit from events like the

possible release of the hos-
tages in Iran.

However, whilst neither of
these could be ruled out as
having an influence the
likelihood is that the outcome
will be decided on the main
issue—the economy i.e. in-
flation and jobs. At this stage
a prediction of who will win
the election is very difficult:
the outcome could hinge
around a hundred thousand
votes.

For the Democratic party
the old aura of confidence has
been broken. Nor is this
entirely surprising when you
consider that they are saddled
with a Presidential candidate
who has the lowest rating of
any President. The latest
polls show that only 22%
think that Carter is compet-
ent—which is a lower rating
than even Nixon!

Even the half-hearted rec-
onciliation with Kennedy has
done little to dispel ‘their
worries and doubts. The split
at the convention was a
reflection of the crisis affect-
ing the whole of American
society. Beset by inflation,
rising unemployment, falling
investment and productivity
the old confidence of the
American ruling class is
rapidly disintegrating.

The Democrats were form-
erly regarded as the party
which spent its way out of the
crisis. The dispute with
Kennedy has now shown that

Details are coming to light of
how the Chilean junta fixed
.the recent referendum. Firstly
they counted all those who
abstained or spoilt their ballot
papers as being votes in
favour of the military’s plans.
Even votes which had ‘Death
to Pinochet’ on them were
counted in the dictator’s
favour.

If these votes are transfer-
red to the ‘No’ vote they only

Carter and his advisers have
rejected this policv and in-
stead have accepted the need
for deflation.

Carter's acceptance of Ken-
nedy's $12bn jobs programme
was only “‘in spirit.”" Even the
package announced recently
of a $27bn tax cut was only a
sleight of hand trick. The
Senate finance committee had
already approved a $39bn tax
cut for next year—so Carter
cut this by a third.

Neither will this package
benefit those most in need of
assistance. Most of the tax
reduction goes to industry.
For those who do receive tax
rebates it will only offset
increases in social security
contributions.

It has been this policy of
deflation which has particu-
larly hit at the living stan-
dards of industrial workers
and has resulted in mounting
unemployment. The conse-
quence has been the alienat-
ion of many traditional Dem-
ocratic activists—particularly
those who rallied behind the
banner of Kennedy.

But the disenchantment
goes much further than the
delegates to the Democratic
convention. and also goes
further than the issues of jobs
and prices. In the last four
vears the Democratic Presi-
dent and Congress have
shown that they are incapable
of supporting the interests of
the people most responsible
for their election.

In the last election the
black vote was decisive. Yet
despite the riots in Miami
there still has been no real
action to resolve the problems
of unemployment, discrimi-
nation, slum housing or inner
city development.

On the labour front it is
the same question. Despite
having control of most state
legislatures, the Congress and
the White House thev have

not passed one piece of

leave the military with a slim
‘majority’, 3.2m to 2.8m. But
even that figure is unreliable.
Many people voted twice.

Over 11 million ballot
papers were printed, although
the electorate is only just over
6 million. One witness told
reporters that he voted 14
times—the ‘indelible ink’ on
the voters thumb easily wash-
ed off.

According to the ‘Observer’
21 September, Christian
Democratic invigilators saw
blank ballots being stuffed
into the boxes by or with the

By Dave
Cotterill

pro-labour legislation.

With rising unemployment
and cuts in city budgets the
Democrats have attacked
their traditional supporters.
The wave of redundancies
that have hit the traditional
industries—steel, car and
counstruction have been con-
centrated in the North East—
the main centre of Demo-
cratic support.

States such as Ohio and
Michigan are states which
Carter must carry to win the
election. Yet it is here that
unemployment runs at levels
of 10% and in some towns
such as Detroit and Youngs-
town it is 15% to 20%. Many
of the unemployed here are
car workers who have been
out of work for over a year
and whose unemployment
benefits have expired.

They face real hardship; for
them especially the American
ideal must seem like a sick
joke.

This is bound to undermine
the support for the Democ-
rats. Additionally many wor-
kers who have been involved
in strike action in the past
years have found themselves
confronted by hostile Demo-
cratic administrations. Many
of the trade union leaders
have been luke warm towards
supporting Carter and his
campaign and this must only
be a pale reflection of the
attitude amongst the rank
and file.

At lest week’s ‘Militant
report from America showed,
two trade unions at their
annual conferences in Sep-
tember called for a break with
the Democratic party and the
establishment of an indepen-
dent Labour party. A policy
of abstention or indecision on
the part of the activists will
have an affect on the less
committed workers.

The unprecedented ex-
ample of Carter being booed
during his acceptance speech
shows the depth of feeling and
the lack of support there is for
his policies. His re-establish-
ment of the military draft has
also managed to open the old
wounds of the Vietnam
period. Half a million men
failed to register despite the
propaganda and maximum
penalty of up to five years in
prison and a $10,000 fine.

The only saving grace from
the point of view of the

connivance of
officers.

The ‘Washington Post’ re-
ported that in one Santiago
polling statien the public were
forced to leave for half an
hour.

When they returned the
ballot boxes had been opened.
The TV cameras from Peru
which were recording the vote
were ordered to stop when the
vote was going 2 to 1 against
the regime. The official final
result from this station was
declared to be 2 to 1 in favour
of the junta.

the polling
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Democrats is the leadership
of the Republican party.
Having booted out a criminal
the Republicans have found
their best representative in a
second rate actor.

The Republican prog-
ramme is more overtly right
wing than that of Goldwater
in 1964, but there are
attempts to tone it down.
Reagan’s appeals to black
and white workers have been
on the need for cuts, but he
has also promised jobs, tax
cuts and the improvement of
social conditions.

“Strict
monetarism”’

Reagan has the support of
big business—in a recent
survey more than 8 out of 10
executives at large companies
backed him. though only one
in five executives had a great
deal of confidence in Reag-
an's ability to deal with the
problems of the economy.

In many ways his campaign
will be similar to the Teries’
election campaign. Tax cuts
are promised across the
board, which will primarily
benefit the rich. In the sphere

The plebiscite has settled
nothing. The American gov-
ernment has cast doubt on the
result as it knows the extent of
the real mounting opposition
to the junta. It fears that
unless the junta goes it will in
time be brought down.

With opposition mounting to
Mrs Gandhi’s eight-month
old regime, she has responded
in the onlv wav she knows how
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of government spending there
will be ‘strict monetarism’—
but with immediate increases
in defence spending.

The limited welfare state is
apparently ‘‘festering depen-
dency’ and must therefore be
dismantled. In foreign policy
Reagan promises ‘toughness’
and even the ‘New York
Times’ was forced to point out
that it was ‘‘some of the most
alarmist rhetoric either major
party has used against the
Soviet Union 11 a decade or
so.”
Behind these main planks
are more vicious right wing
ideas—the abolition of the
Equal Rights Amendment.
outlawing of abortion and
attacks on blacks and other
minorities.

Reagan's reactionary ideas
have so far been kept in the
background The ~=iy prob-
lem which mighi upset the
apple cart is Reagan's pen-
chant for makin. wnscripted
remarks.

Recent examples are his
insistence on proclaiming the
Vietnam war a just war,
There are also his views on
evolution (which he does not
accept), though on this point
he is on par with Carter who

—repression. In Maharastra
state the chief minister ban-.
ned all strikes.

And last week she iutro-
duced a midnight order which
allowed to detain anyone,
Indian or foreign who she
considers is a threat to
‘““national security.” They can
be detained for up to a year
without trial if they are
thought to be acting against
national security or endanger-
ing public order or the
maintenance of public supp-
lies.

ARPEANIONEN

in 1976 declared that he
considered the Bible to be the
literal truth. Perhaps these
leaders of the most powerful
state on earth, a nation which
has managed to put a man on
the moon, are also sceptical
about the earth being round.

Low poll
expected

At this stage the most likely
possibility seems to be a
victory for the Republicans.
Disenchantment among black
and white workers, leading to
abstentions and the possibil-
ity of Anderson taking some
votes from Carter would be
the main factors. The Repub-
lican’s victory will not be due
to mass approval of Reagan
and his policies but because
there is no suitable mass
alternative.

Thus the likelihood is that
the poll will be one of the
lowest in America’s history—
further underlining the mass
disillusionment with the pol-
itical system. The total vote in
the last presidential election
was only 54%. Thus the basis
of support would be very
narrow indeed.

The troops and para-mili-
tary have also been given the
right to shoot without warn-
ing. Undoubtedly by these
means Mrs Gandhi hopes to
restore ‘order’ to a fast
deteriorating situation. But
she will find that the workers,
oppressed strata and peoples
of India will not be able to be
kept down by bullets and
repressive laws.




Recess
deepens
in Europe

Where in Europe is the
model for socialists to

follow? During

the 1950s

and ’60s socialists were told

by the right

wing in the

labour movement that the
basic economic problems
had been solved.

They said that countries
such as Sweden had devel-
oped a mixed economy,
which combined capitalist
growth with social reforms.

But where are these uto-
pian dreams now, as recession
hits all the advanced capita-

list countries. None of the
basic problems of capitalism

have been solved. Private
ownership of the means of
production within the narrow
boundaries of the nation state
is unable to provide perma-
nent growth.

Even West Germany, one
of the stronger -capitalist
economies in Europe last
month reported that indus-
trial production had fallen in
the second half of this year
and that the Gross Naitonal
Product had declined by 1%.
Unemployment in the country
is 865,000 and rising.

Last month also the Swed-
ish government announced
that there would have to be a
decade of austerity. Announ-
cing Budget cuts of £630
million, the Prime Minister
proclaimed that the economy
was moving in the wrong
direction.

£400 million would be cut
in rent, food subsidies and in
pensions. The pension cut is
directly related to the decline
in the economy. Previously
pensions had been linked to
the increase in the cost of
living.

Now with inflation, but
little growth, capitalism can
not afford these concessions.
So they are withdrawing oil
prices and VAT from the
index to which pensions are
linked. It has been estimated
that if this had been imple-
mented a year ago pensions
would be 10% below their
present levels.

Other cuts will be made in
education £30 million, hous-
ing £42 million,” and food
subsidies £55 million. Inc-
reased charges will be made
for medical treatment and for
medicine. So much for the
Swedish model that the
labour movement in the West
was supposed to follow.

The situation is just as
bleak in the rest of Europe.
On the same day (September
16) that the Swedish Tories
were announcing their plans,
their Dutch counterparts pro-
claimed their Budget for
1981.

It was unsurprisingly one of
cuts all round, except in
defence which would have an

By Jim
Chrystie

increase of 1% %. But the
cuts of £775 million would
effect all section of the “Wel-
fare State”—culs in social
services, health, public wor-
kers’ wages, housing and
transport.

Workers would have to pay
a greater proportion of social
security premiums and emp-
loyers less. In what was proc-
laimed as the “‘toughest bud-
get of decade” it was
estimated that the average
Dutch family would have to
pay £3 a week extra. And
again true to form the govern-
ment called on workers to
moderate their wage claims.

Government
falls

Elsewhere in Europe the
capitalist crisis takes even
sharper forms. Italy in June
had its worst ever monthly
trade deficit of £875 million.
Its total trade deficit this year
is already a staggering £4,750
million, which is more than
five times the same period last
year.

And the response of Italian
capitalists is the same as their
counterparts in the rest of
Europe—cutback until the
recession is over. So Fiat this
month announced a reduction
in output of 20% for the
second part of this year,
which means laying off 24,000
of their 140,000 workforce.
Already strikes have broken
out at the Fiat plants as
workers resist these plans.

But if they can’t save their
system by these means the
capitalists have other plans at
their disposal. In no way have
they changed their spots from
those of the 1930s, no matter
how much right wing labour
leaders sing lullabies to this
effect.

All that stands in their way
is the organised strength of
the working class.

They would like to remove
the rights workers have won
but they are scared of the
explocive consequences.

French capitalists have re-
cently given an indication of
their wishes. In a plan drawn
up by French Civil Servants
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and under the direction of the
Chief Minister, who is app-
ointed by France, Monaco
has announced that in effect
all strikes would be virtually
illegal.

They could be allowed: if
they were limited to one fac-
tory, if all in the factory (inc-
luding management) partici-
pated in the ballot, that a
minimum manning level con-
tinued during the dispute, and
that five days’ notice of strike
action is given. Even after all
that it could still be forbidden

: .
Italian metalworkers protest against cuts in their living standards

by the Chief Minister. And if
any worker broke any of these
conditions or tried to ‘inf-
luence’ any colleague, s/he
could be jailed for a month.
The only reason why the
capitalists are able to get
away with these attacks on
democratic rights in Monaco
is that the labour movement

there is weak. Where the
workers’ organisations are
strong, the capitalists are

more wary.
But as their system conti-
nues its general downward

slide, they will resort to
increased attacks upon the
working class. The recent cuts
in the social wage are just a
foretaste of what is to come.
Mighty class battles lie ahead,
and in those struggles Euro-
pean workers will have posed
before them the possibility of
the socialist transformation of
society.

The hopes of right-wing
labour leaders of reforms

and a compromise with
capitalism, are being shown
for the utopian pipedreams,

GUYANA- BURNHAM

which they are. The only
realistic road ahead for
workers throughout Europe is
to get rid of capitalism and to
link up in a common struggle
for a Socialist Federation of
Europe.

FAGES

GROWING REVOLT

The brutal car-bomb
assassination of Dr
Walter Rodney earlier
ths year gave an
indication of the grow-
ing crisis in Guyana
and the Caribbean.
Dr Rodney, was the leader

of the left wing Working:

People’s Alliance and a
vociferous critic of the Burn-
ham regime.

Within the country, the
murder precipitated a wave of
industrial unrest and acts of
sabotage which is having
serious repercussions on the
economy. That unrest has not
died down.

A ‘national disobedience
campaign’ brought the coun-
try to a standstill and shook
the Burnham regime. More
importantly, it united for the
first” time all the strands of
opposition.

Since Burnham came to
power in 1964 in collusion
with the CIA he has used the
veneer of constitutionality in
order to mast his corrupt and
repressive policies. He has
maintained his government in
office by all manner of
electoral frauds—which have
included the votes of children
and nationals from other
countries in the West Indies.

In the recent period he has
cancelled all elections and
changed the constitution to
safeguard his position and
<nsure his rule for life! He has
also had an increasing reli-
ance on thugs, pseudo relig-
ious groups and reactionary
forces.

When the crisis of capital-
ism in the period 1973-75
devastated the fragile Guyan-
ese economy, Burnham was

By Ronnie
Sookhdeo

compelled by the pressure of
the masses to nationalise the
foreign-owned sugar and
bauxite monopolies—80% of
the economy is now in the
hands of the government.

Declaring his policies as
Burnham-Leninist and his
party as Marxist-Christian
this former stooge of imperi-
alism resorts to demagogic
slogans in order to hide the
mounting chaos of his eco-
nomic policies.

But only a genuine workers’
state with complete national-
isation of the remaining big
firms together with a plan of
production based on workers’
control and management
could have begun to eliminate
the bureaucracy and chaos
that is stultifying the econ-
omy.

A plan of production, of
workers and small farmers’
councils management of the
economy, right of recall with
regular rotation and control-
led wage differentials would
not only have abolished the
racial divisions but provided
the basis for better living
standards in the region.

The present economic crisis
highlights the dangers of not
implementing socialist poli-
cies. The country’s principal
foreign exchange earners,
sugar and bauxite have both
declined dramatically due to a
combination of strikes, mis-
management, adverse weath-
er conditions and the slump
on the world market.

For the second year runn-

ing the government has had to
scale down its sugar targets
from 260,000 tons to 300,000
tons. Similarly, the 27% drop
in bauxite production has
been responsible for the
massive foreign exchange
deficit of £50m.

The government desperate
for aid for an economy
already bankrupted through
paying for the huge oil price
increase and foreign goods
have negotiated loans from
the world bank, West Ger-
many and the IMF.

The repayments on these
loans are now higher than the
new loans being sought. The
IMF continues fo exert a
stranglehold on the economy.

The government was com-
pelled to carry through savage
cuts in public expenditure
and adopt deflationary poli-
cies in order to curb the
spiralling inflation. As a
consequence unemployment
has rocketed to over S0% with
a further 30% underemploy-
ed.

Food, fuel costs and other

essential commodities have

all increased astronomically

whilst wages have been held

down to 5%. This savage

cutback in living standards is

fuelling an explosion from -
below.

The enormous discontent
within the country is reflected
in the growth of the Working
People’s Alliance. They have
managed to form an alliance
against Burnham which has
cut across the racial divide.

In the past this racial divide
helped to consolidate the

‘unpopular Burnham regime.

Burnham, unable to contain
the explosive situation has
now turned back to the USA
and has given an assurance to
open up the country to private
capital.

The murder of Dr Rodney
and subsequent mass impris-
onments will not stop the
movement against the Burn-
ham regime. The growth of
the WPA indicates that
Guyana is bound to face
further and more serious
upheavals in the next period.

now?

‘LESSONS OF CHILE’

® Why was Allende overthrown?
¢ What should Chilean socialists do

e What are the lessons for the
international working class?

Read this Marxist analysis
price SOP [inc p&p] from World Books
1 Mentmore Terrace, London E8 3PN
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Songs
without politics

Dear Comrades

Many would be forgiven
for thinking that the world
of pop music is free from
censorship—after all, we do
live in a democracy don't
we?

We did see, of course, the
BBC ban on the Sex Pistols’
“God Save the Queen”
which was released (and a
hit to boot) during the
Jubilee year of our gracious
monarch. But there is an
even more subtle censorship
than that—conspiracy of
silence!

.Those interested in pop
music will probably know
that Peter- Gabriel had a
massive hit earlier this year
with “Games Without Fron-
tiers,” followed by another
hit, “No Self Control.” Both
received massive air-time on
Radio 1 and both were hits.

However, Peter Gabriel's
third release, may have gone
unnoticed by many listeners
to Radio 1 even though it
has been released for some
months now!

The record is called
“Biko” and the lyrics des-
cribe the tragic death of the
black South African civil
rights campaigner at the
hands of the white racist
police regime in Soweto. All
royalties from the sales of
this record are to go to the
Steve Biko campaign fund.

The deafening indiffer-
ence shown by Radio 1 to
this record compared to the
previous two is a glaring
example of the British
media’s indifference to the
plight of people like Biko.
The subtle censorship of the
British media is a match for
the ham-fisted censorship of
the Stalinist states any day
of the week!

Yours fraternally

Rob Morton

Brighton

Give them
something
they want

Dear Comrades

The next time somebody
knocks at your door, trying
to sell you something you
don’t want, don’t just say
‘no thanks’ and ‘goodbye’.

Give them something they

want—the ‘Militant’.

Two lads just came round
and asked if I wanted to join
a book and record club. I
said ‘no,” but wondering
what they thought of the job
and how much they got from
it, I asked them. One was a
trained chef but didn’t have
all the qualifications the
besses are demanding. Their
wages depend on how many
people they sign up for the
club. For each one they get
£3 commission. With things
as they are under the Tories,

' they don’t get many joining.

So I told them how the
Labour Party Young Social-
ists are fighting for a decent
wage for all young workers
and against unemployment
which forces youth to take
jobs like these. They both
took a copy of ‘Militant’ and
went away with my phone
number so they find out
about future YS meetings.
Which goes to show it
should have been me knock-
ing on their door!

Fraternally

Chris Ridge

West Nottingham CLP

VIEWS? COMMENTS? EXPERIENCES?

CRITICISM? WRITE ABOUT THEM TO:
MILITANT, 1 Mentmore Terrace, London E8 3PN

Civil defence
no defence
for workers

Dear Comrades

Lothian Regional Labour
Group must be congratu-
lated for its opposition to
the current ‘civil defence’
exercise and I hope other
Labour controlled local
authorities will follow this
example.

After all, there can be no
real defence against nuclear
weapons for the vast major-
ity of the population and
Labour representatives on
Lothian Regional Council
are simply pointing out this
obvious fact.

Tories, on the other hand,
try to justify massive public
spending locally and nati-
onally on war games, but
since there have been vicious
cuts in the services which
maintain and improve the
quality of life, this empha-
sises their ‘guns before
butter’ strategy.

No doubt Mrs Thatcher

i, .

No defence against nuclear weapons

and her cohorts want to
condition people into think-
ing that a war is likely,
suggesting that Britain must
guard against the ‘red
menace.’ Such a tactic is
handy for the Tories in an
effort to divert attention
from record unemployment
and attacks on living stan-
dards in this country as a
result of government poli-

cies.
I believe

that so-called
civil defence exercises have
another purpose—to pre-

pare for future actions
against working people and
their unions, proving that
the Tories and capitalism
are the real enemy.

Sincerely \

Ron Brown

MP for Leith

Postal
blackmail

Dear Comrades

I'm a postman and during
the last pay round we were
asked to go to a mass
meeting. There we were
advised to accept a 15% pay
rise. Not only was it way
below the inflation rate,
(which in effect is a cut in
pay) but there are a lot of
strings attached.

One of them is to bring in
what they call Postal Cadets.
Now I would like to see all
school-leavers get a job, but
in this case they are being
used as a source of cheap
labour.

What used to take 10
weeks’ training to be a
postman now takes 2 years.
After a few weeks of being
employed they are already
taking a delivery out or
sorting letters without sup-
ervision. In other words
doing the work of a fully-
trained postman. The only
reason the Post Office are
employing school-leavers is
because they can do the
same work at half the price.

The reasoning the union
gave for advising its mem-
bership to accept, was that
Sir Keith (mad monk)
Joseph has a stranglehold on
us and if we don’t accept we
lose our monopoly and
profitable parts of the Post
Office will be sold.

Does this mean that we
should sit back and let them
blackmail us? No, with the
right leadership and with
true socialist policies we
could combat these people
who tell us to accept 15% or
else, then give 30% plus to
management.

We will not sit back and
see our living standards fall,
while the few at the top rise.
The Tories have made a
mistake if they think we are
going to take it without a
fight. Where used to be
apathy there is now anger.

Events have shown us
what capitalism has to offer.

Only socialism has the
alternative. Forward to a
socialist UCW .

Yours fraternally

J Estella

North Nottingham LPYS
& Union of Communic-
ation Workers

Nuneaton

anti-racists’ appeal

Dear Brothers/ Sisters
After being banned from
six towns in the West
Midlands the National
Front, with an escort of
2,000 police, marched in
Nuneaton on Sunday 17th
August. Despite the secret
arrangements for the march
and the efforts of the police
to prevent anti-fascist dem-
onstrators reaching Nun-
eaton—only 2 out of a total
of over twenty coaches got
through—700 anti-fascists
opposed the march by 250
National Front supporters.
Eight anti-fascists were
arrested and charged with a

variety of offences. One has
already been convicted and
fined; the remaining 7 are to
appear in court on October
2nd.

We cannot afford to
ignore the lessons of history.
Fascism will not go away if
ignored, as some in the
labour movement argue. It
was the street struggles of
workers confronting Oswald
Mosley’s British Union of
Fascists that turned the tide
against fascism in the "30s.
The same struggle is being
fought today against the
same background circum-
stances.

It is the Tory government,
not the working class, black
or white, which is respon-
sible for more than 2 million

We have a
world to save

Dear Comrades

“If a 4 minute siren
happened now. Think!”
This message, painted on
the walls of a Hull shopping
centre, was followed by the
doomsday sign.

This graffiti clearly illus-
trates the fear of a nuclear
holocaust that is held by
many people. Indeed the
“Nuclear War” is very much
a talking point amongst
workers at this time.

The threats that nuclear
weapons pose are too great
to be placed in the hands of
individual governments.
Only international co-oper-
ation between the masses of
each country can be succes-
ful in achieving disarma-
ment.

After all, multi-lateral
disarmament must be a wish
of all the sane members of
each society. Unfortunately,
such international co-oper-
ation is not yet possible.
Only when we are released

from the bonds of national-
ism and enter the realms of
internationalism can disar-
mament be successful.

Unfortunately individual
governments have national
interests. The bureaucracy
of Russia is viciously com-
peting with the capitalists of
the USA. Therefore, iner-
nationalism would not be
possible with these two
countries, ause each has
a privilegea  .ce that reaps
benefits from their economic
advantages. And nuclear
weapons are needed to
secure these advantages.

So the fight against war is
not only one against nuclear
weapons. It is also a fight
for internationalism against
the privileged ‘rulers’ of
societies and their policies.

Indeed, it is a fight that
can only be carried out by
the masses of each and every
country, during the struggle
for their interests: socialism.
Workers of the world unite,
we have a world to save!

Yours sincerely

Ray Duffill

Hull Central LPYS

unemployed, which is cutt-
ing public sector finances,
lowering standards of edu-
cation, increasing school
meal charges, cutting back
the health service, cutting
housing provisions and in-
creasing rents.

It is the working class,
black and white, who suffer
the consequences of these
policies, while private edu-
cation and private health
services, in pace with the
rising aspirations of the rich
are extended.

We are appealing to all
working class and trade
union and shop stewards’
organisations, anti-racist
bodies, community groups,
etc, to support the struggle
against fascism by contrib-

uting to a defence fund for
those arrested in Nuneaton. -
Time is short and the

. costs likely to be consider-

able, so we urge you to make
the maximum possible don-
ation as soon as possible—
even if that is after the trials
on October 2nd.

There will be various fund
raising activities and social
events. Information on
these activities can be
obtained from NCARF, 26
Westmoreland Avenue,
Nuneaton. Cheques should
be made payable to Nun-
eaton Committee against
Racism and Fascism.

R Scroop

Chairman, NCARF

Old enemy,
new weapons

Dear Comrades

Socialists have frequently
pointed to the fact that the
British government is using
Northern Ireland as a
testing ground for develop-
ing its techniques of repres-
sion, of improving its weap-
onry and so on.

The growing use of riot
shields, plastic bullets and
other riot control techniques
developed in Northern Ire-
land, throughout Britain, is
one aspect of this, as is the
growing sophistication of
police intelligence operat-
ions in the UK (there are
security files on over 40
million people already!).

A recent television inter-
view confirmed this for me,
when I heard a police
inspector from Manchester,
in N Ireland for six months’
training, describe his stay
here.

While he emphasised the
low level of political events
that concerned him, he
thought the experience of
riot control would be useful
back in Manchester, in the
light of the riots at Grun-
wicks and the St Pauls
district of Bristol

These short comments by
the Manchester police ins-
pector should be taken to
heart by all activists in the
labour and trade wunion
movement as a warning for
the future, a warning borne
out by the recent revelations

Photy: Eam»on O’Dwyer (IFL)
about the number of British
police given arms training

and the wider authority
given to ban marches.

These developments are
important because they
highlight the need for
socialists, not only in N
Ireland but in Britain as
well, to fight back against
the repressive apparatus of
the state. We know that
these weapons will be used
by the state against its
biggest enemy, the working
class.

Yours fraternally

Ciaron Crossey

Belfast Young Socialists

A loss of freedom?

Dear Sir

I have just lost one of my
freedoms. In a notice attach-
ed to my salary advice form
which I received in August,
I am informed that with
effect from 31 July 'S80 I am
required to remain a mem-
ber of my union or lose my
job.

Apart from five years
when I served in the
Infantry, and for one or two
short spells, I have been a
member of a union from
when I started work at 14 to
the present time. The uni-
ons being NUDAW, FBU,

Bosses’ plan
—20s version

Dear Comrades

My uncle recently handed
to me a copy of a 1924 local
socialist monthly paper from
Devon. On an inside page
there was an article on a
private member’s bill which
I quote: “To provide that
when a ballot of trade union
members is taken on ques-
tions relating to strikes, it
shall be conducted by

NAFO, NUPE and now
NALGO. So it is evident
that I do believe in union
membership. What I do not-
believe in is being pressur-
ised from any direction to
belong to a union or lose my
job.

My advice to any of my
fellow workers who were
non-members has always
been to join the union. But I
would not give that advice so
readily now. Surely it is
better to encourage people
to join the ranks of the
unions, rather than bring
this sort of pressure to bear?

Yours sincerely

Norman Marsh

Birmingham

independent officials and
under a system of secrecy.”

That could have been
lifted straight out of Farmer
Prior’s so-called ‘Employ-
ment Bill'—it just goes to
show how little things
change—the bosses’ attacks,
and our demands. They
want profits, and we want
socialism!

Yours fraternally

Owen Tudor

Oxford LPYS

Write to Militant




BLYTH Militant Readers
Meetings every Wed. in the
Buffalo Community Centre
Blyth at 7.30pm. Further

details, contact Joe Cox,
Tel. Cramlington 712035

STRATHCLYDE ‘Militant’
Trade Unien Day School sched-
uled for 18 October now
postponed due to pressure of
other events.

BURY Militant Readers’ Meet-

ings: ‘The Crisis in the Paper
Industry’ :
1. Speaker: Eddie Fury (SO-
GAT Manchester—personal
capacity). Thursday 9 October,
8 pm. Venue: George Hotel,
Bury.

2. Speaker: Dave Power
(SOGAT Merseyside—personal
capacity). Friday 10 October,
12.30 pm, venue: George Hotel,
Bury

LEYTON LABOUR PARTY
Maternity care cuts campaign
public meeting. ‘Maternity care
in E.10. now!’ Speakers include
members of Area Health Auth-
ority and members of medical
profession. Venue: Leyton
Manor Girls’ School, Capworth
Street, Leyton, E.10. Friday 10
October, 8 pm.

PLUNDER WOMAN
IS BACK!
[As seen on TV]

Alan Hardman’s popular car-
toon reproduced as a striking
red and black poster [approx
2ft X 1%:ft], now available ag-
ain. Single copies 50p post free,
orders of 4 or more to be sold
for Militant Fighting Fund 25p
each, cash with order please.
Make all cheques, POs, out to
‘MILITANT’ and send to Steve
Cawley, 1 Mentmore Terrace,
London E8 3PN.

and the class

History of the Labour Party: articles
reprinted from MILITANT ...........
Trotsky, Grant and Tzaffe—General

CLASSIFIED: 5p per word,
minimum ten words
SEMI-DISPLAY: £2 per 2
column centimetres.

All advertisement copy should
reach this eoffice by SATUR-
DAY

" EAST KILBRIDE Militant

Readers’ Meeting Tuesday 21
October, 7.45 pm. ‘The Fight
against- the Tories and the
struggle for socialism’. Peter
Taaffe—Editor of ‘Militant’.
Ballerup Hall, Town Centre,
East Kilbride

MERSEYSIDE Militant Rea-
ders Meeting. ‘Which Way for
labour after the Conference’
Speakers: Peter Taaffe (Editor,
Militant) Tony Mulhearn (NGA
Delegate) Chairman: Council-
lor Derek Hatton. AUEW Hall,
Mount Pleasant, Liverpool.
Sunday October 12, 7.30pm.

LEEDS Militant 50 Club
Winning number: 13, Mr P
Lazenby

HULL WEST CLP Fight back
against the Tories. Speaker:
Dennis Skinner MP. Friday 24
October, 7.30 pm, Bevin House,
George Street, Hull.

BLACKBURN Militant Read-
ers’ Meeting ‘Which way for-
ward for Labour? Fight racism!
Fight unemployment!” Union
House (formerly the old nursing
home), Bethany House, St
Peters St, Blackburn. Speakers:
Gerry Lerner (Militant), Javed
Igbal (Manchester LPYS).
Wednesday 1S October, 7.45pm

SHEFFIELD PARK LPYS
presents Super Red Star
Disco-Stars
Nightclub, Queens Rd, S2
8-midnight, Wed Oct 29th
Tickets £1. Be there!

—
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Mobilising Committee
Pamphlet

rice 20p. From John Lan{
man, 10 Park Drive|

ondon NW 11

WORLD BOOKS
The book service for

the labour movement

* Militant International

ReVieW c.cvveeceeenrecncanascnccnns
* Grant—Seocialism and

German re-armament . . .. ..coooooeeees
* Grant—Rise of De Gaulle

Smke1926....‘.O.....I.....‘......

Please add 10p postage and packing for each
pamphlet. Send for free coniprehensive
booklist to World Books, 1 Mentmore
Terrace, London E8 3PN,

Hackney LPYS Youth Rally

Saturday 11 October
MARCH: March against unemployment. Starts 2pm
at Arcola St; N16. March to Hackney Labour &
Trades Hall, 96 Dalston Lane E8. where there will be a
film show and disco.
FILM: “Divide and Rule, Never.” Starts 3pm.
Entrance 20p.
DISCO: Reggae disco. Starts 8pm. Entrance 50p.

EAST KILBRIDE
LABOUR PARTY YOUNG SOCIALISTS
DEMONSTRATION AND RALLY—Saturday 11 October
No to millions on the dole!
Tories out!
Labour to power on a socialist programme!
Demonstration—assemble 10 am, Civic Centre Car Park
Rally—Murray Hall, 11.30 am
Speakers:
Maurice Miller MP
Ken McMillan [East Kilbride Trades Council]
Colin Robb [East Kilbride Labour Group]
Willie Griffin [LPYS]
Bob Wylie [Militant |
Further details: Clare McGinley
33 Capelrie Drive, East Kilbride. East Kilbride 26496

$F8 58 F

Area Received target achieved 3rd qtr for year
Eastern 3060 3500 | 5,000
East Midlands 2522 2660 | 3,800
Hants & IOW 2497 2730 | 3,900
Humberside 1190 1750 | 2,500
London East 4229 4340 | 6,200
London West 2420 3290 | 4,700
London South - 3965 3290 | 4,700
Manchester & Lancs | 2200 3570 | 5,100
Merseyside 3033 4200 | 6,000
Northern 3604 5110 | 7,300
Scotland East 1567 2240 | 3,200
Scotland West 3005 3500 | 5,000
Southern 3615 4130 | 5,900
South West - 1802 2240 | 3,200
Wales East - 1210 1960 | 2,800
Wales West | 2495 2170 | 3,100
West Midlands . 5284 6300 | 9,000
Yorkshire . 3166 5110 | 7,300
Others | 9956 7910 | 12,000

@ll received 60820 [ 170,000 100,000

TARGET FOR OCTOBER 11th £70,000
Deadline Saturday....

KEEP THE
MONEY
ROLLING IN

Times are tough, and
money is short. Many
workers are facing
short time work or
redundancy. But we
have to convince ev-
erybody that their
best hope for a better
future is to give
money to build their
paper, ‘Militant’.

The % year Target dead-
line for the fighting fund is
second post, Saturday 11th
October. We are still a long
way short of our target, so
send us whatever you have
collected, now!

We have done better than
ever before, but if we are
going to make the full year’s
target, we must make sure
we don’t miss any opportun-
ity of raising money.

We would especially ask
students, who have just
received their grants, to give
us a large donation now.
(You won’t have any money

- left by Christmas, one way

or another.) But the same
applies to all our supporters.
Send us what you can now!

Included in this week’s
total is the money raised at
Labour Party Conference.
All told this came to £900,
but let us have the cash for
those IOUs as soon as
possible.

The Conference Readers
Meeting raised £612.15,
while some of the the many
individual donations inclu-
ded: Bob Wright, AUEW
£5.00; J Collingswood, M
Loydon, J McPherson-Qu-
inn, A Keery, P Carron, O
Lloyd, G Berry, P Salter, M
Cobb, D Knott, J Dingwall,
G McDonald, T Mitchell, D

~ By Derrick
McQelland

Bohanna, all AUEW, who
each gave £1; Alun Reses,
President NUR £1; Ann
Clwyd, Euro MP for West
Wales £5.00; J Thakoordin,
Secretary Luton Trades
Council £1; D Merrett
Yorkshire REC LP £1; Sid
Tierney, President USDAW
£1; A Wise USDAW £1.

Thanks also to all those
throughout the country who
have sent us donations this
week. Especially to Pat and
Norma Craven, Dundee
£100; and J Noble, New-
castle for £10.00 from his
leek show! Also to Reg
Stein, Cardiff SE CLP
£1.50; Andrew Price, Car-
diff SE CLP for radio fees
£7.50; B Grist Dagenham
LPYS £1; Lancaster LPYS
£1; £5.77 from Public
Authority workers in East
Mersey; J Hall Glasgow £3;
A Marshall Glasgow £3;
May Martindale Glasgow
NALGO £5; Davy Dick
POEU £2; Pollock LPYS
£7.05.

Pete and Margaret Dins-
dale of Camberley gave
£3.50; Joe Kreft, Hands-
worth LPYS £9.20; R Kil-
lick, Nottingham ASTMS
£2.30; R Buchanan Gedling
unemployed £1; A Jones
Gedling T&GWU £2; A
Home, Nottingham NUR
£1; Frank and Joyce Thom-
pson, Bradford £1; Karen
Sims, Wood Green LPYS
£0.85; Lyn and Steve Mac-
avoy, Wood Green LPYS
£5; Carol Buxton, Enfield
North LPYS £1; J Barratt
UCATT £5.70; B Williams,
NATSOPA £1 and J Leigh,

Target Target

FOR YEAR-£100,000

THIS WEEK

£1,480

Photo: Militant

The right wing [and mis-named] Campaign for Labour Victory collect
money in a champagne bucket! We don’t worry how you collect
it—your money is needed in the fight for socialism.

Wigan CLP £2.

A. Marshall of Barrhead
LPYS gave £2; J Edwards
Glasgow CPSA £1.20; N
McOuat, Erskine NUPE £1;
E Brown, Glasgow NALGO
£2.20; M Gillespie, Paisley
LPYS £1; J Hill, Paisley
LPYS £1; Ann Jones, Brigh-
ton LP £40; and Steve
O’Neil, Selly Oak £5.

Further evidence that our
ideas are getting to people
that other papers cannot
reach, are the collections

raised at Militant Readers
Meetings throughout the
country. This week these
include; Salford £6; Wake-
field £9; Chester-le-Street
10.68 and £3.29; Sale £10;
Rochdale £3.19; Leeds £5;
all after expenses.

Finally, thanks to some
German supporters who
donated £4.44 surplus from
exchanging money. If you’ve
got any foreign money left
over from your last trip
abroad, let us have it.
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- DEFEND
NEWSH
HOSPIT

The determined stand by New-
sham Hospital workers has
forced a climb-down by manage-

ment and the

Area Health

Authority; but the war is still on.

On Tuesday 30
September (see last
week’s ‘“Militant”),
management agreed
not to move geriatric
patients to a surgical
ward. The risk of
infection would have
meant compulsory
euthanasia for the
old.

An SEN on ‘H' ward
explained that to the old
ladies ‘this is their home’.
Some of them had lived
there for ten years; they'd
become upset and agitated
just moving down one floor.

Newsham does not admit
after S pm. This cut means

Jimmy Hackett
[Kirkdale Labour Party]
spoke to members of
the Action Committee,
staff, patients, and
Labour councillor
Terry Harrison, a
member of the AHA

that old people cannot
receive services just when
they need them—at night.
Management now say
Newsham is a fire and safety
risk, and this is after money
has been spent on fire doors;
but why wasn’t it ‘unsafe’
for the last 35 years?
Newsham is essential for
the community; without it,

STEWARDS
THANK

"MILITANT”

We the ex-shop  ewards of
the Alan Smiwn Group,
Nottingham, would-like to
thank the ‘Militant’ in the
coverage of our dispute and
to all ‘Militant’ supporters,
trade unionists and Labour
Party members who gave
support in the longest strike
in Nottingham’s engineering
history.

When you consider that
the factory only became
organised in April 1978 the
loyalty shown by the workers
to their sacked convenor was
beyond reproach.

The reason for this is that
at all times the workers were
consulted and asked for
directives which were always
carried out by the stewards.

The workers returned to
work on 9 July suffering a
defeat; not just for them but
for the workers in the
Nottingham area as a whole.

The decision was taken by
the ASG strike committee
that the convenor stand
down and take his case to an
industrial tribunal. This
decision was not dtaken
lightly, ‘taking a week to
reach.

The reasons were purely
financial—after a six-month
strike the workers’ bills of
mortgages, electricity, gas
etc. were too great to bear.

The forces of the employ-
ers’ federation, the parent
group (Newman Tanks Ltd,
Birmingham), the amount
of money poured into ASG
to keep them viable, all
showed how determined
they were to break the union
at the factory. It was a pity
that the AUEW executive
leadership did not show the
same determination.

There is no doubt at

present that a certain
amount of demoralisation
exists but it is still union
organised. They weren’t
able to smash it, and even
though it is beheaded, a new
leadership will emerge and
the struggle will carry on.

The respect that the ASG
workers gained was tremen-
dous—the ex-convenor, R
Bennett, has workers ringng
him from different factories
asking him how to organise
their factory.

There is no doubt that
workers in Nottingham with
massive redundancies being
carried out in the engineer-
ing and hosiery industry, are
awakening. There are going
to be a lot more struggles.

Where there were once
two wages coming in, now in
lots of homes there are
none, only unemployment
benefit. The Labour Party
and trade union leaders in
this area must take a lead
and call for a ‘day of action’
in Nottingham.

We believe that our
dispute could and should
have been won. The will to
fight was there. The workers
organised themselves bril-
liantly. The fought a lone
battle in an area which is
not noted for militancy.

The lessons have been
learnt and will be passed on
and the leadership will be
transformed by the pressure
of workers in struggle.

We again thank our
paper, the ‘Militant’, the
workers’ paper, and all who
gave in donations and
support in our struggle.

By R Bennett
I Carrington

and
D Wilkenson

there would be no hospital
provision in Merseyside’s
Eastern sector for geriatrics.
The nearest remaining
geriatric hospital will be
Sefton, nearly a SOp bus ride
away—and overlooking a
cemetery!

Newsham also takes old
people on short stays to
relieve families of the strain
of caring constantly for the
incontinent and infirm.

Another climb-down by
the Area Health Authority
(AHA) was over derma-
tology beds. A consultant
from St Helens wrote that if
C ward closed there would

Patients join staff at Newsham Hospital in the fight against Tory cut-backs

be no proper skin unit on
Merseyside. Now the AHA
say they will keep C ward
open.

The threat to the hospital
has not been removed,
however, and closures have
crept up the main corridor.
The 12 geriatric beds are
still threatened. Further
cuts are being linked up by
the AHA. Even on Friday
afternoon, while stewards
were lobbying the AHA,
management attempted to
sack two porters for refusing
to move a geriatric patient.
The staff threatened a
walk-out and the sackings

WORKING IN THE
SHETLANDS

The oil boom has changed
the tranquil islands of the
Shetlands into the centre of
the biggest ‘black gold’ race
Britain has seen for years.

While the rest of the
economy produces less
goods in 1979, British
capitalism has been resting
on oil produced profits.
There were no holds barred
when it came to extracting
this super-profit; thousands
of construction workers
found a temporary escape
from rising unemployment
at Sullum Voe, Europe’s
biggest construction site.

But what is the situation
facing the workers torn
away from their homes for
long periods of time? I
interviewed a shop steward
from the site:

About 6,000 work here.
The majority of production
workers are in the Construc-
tion Section of the AUEW.

The hourly rate for a
skilled worker is £2.45 plus
£1.45 enhanced payment for
site conditions (ie. working
in the open air). The semi-
skilled worker gets £2.11%2
and the labourers £1.88 plus
their corresponding enhan-
ced payment.

The wages aren’t really
good for what we do, it's
only the fact that we work
long hours that we get a
good wage.

We work four weeks on
and one week off, and every-
time I'm at home with the
wife and kids I hate going
back, but when there's so
much unemployment I can’t
really choose.

Union procedures are
drawn out. If there is a
grievance the stewards take
it up with the management.
If that doesn’'t resolve it the
full time official negotiates.

Then the FT officials
negotiate with a- manage-
ment team on the site and if
the conflict is still unre-
solved the national leader-
ship of the union steps in.
The recent stage four
which was taken through
the union failed failed to

. reach an acceptable agree-

ment. But the stewards

on site refused to read the

report back to the members
until such time as the FT
official was present to
answer the members. We've
been waiting 2%2 months to
get the FT official on site.,

This is over the firm
wanting to work a 65-hour
week, and they had been
threatening disciplinary
procedure.

They tried to implement
the warnings procedure but
the stewards refused to
accept this until the firms
guaranteed the members 65
hours leave pay for their
week off and holiday credits
based on the 65-hour week.
If it's good enough to have a
65-hour week for working
then it should be the same
for resting and for our
holidays.

At site level we won’t
accept the management
warnings and we'll fight
against any sacking. Now
that the site is going to be
run down with men being
paid off, the management
will try to use the time-
keeping question to pick off
workers instead of using the
straight ‘last in first out’
rule which operates gener-
ally in the construction
industry.”

By Pat Bonner

were withdrawn.

Any further run down of
the hospital will put press-
ure on the waiting lists. For
a hernia or varicose veins
you have to wait two years.
For general surgery there
are 2,116 cases, 31% are
urgent.

At the same time over £V
million was overspent at the
Royal Liverpool, mainly on
agency nurses, while there
are 760 qualified and un-
qualified nurses registered
unemployed.

Unity of all the staff,
including NALGO health,
who are not backing the

action, is essential. All the

other wunions, namely
NUPE, G&MWU and
COHSE have declared they
are together. Mass meetings
are taking place every
Friday to keep everyone
informed. A table has been
set up in the corridor to
watch any moves of manage-
ment.

The action committee are
planning to visit the major
trade unions. Every trade
unionist and their family are
potential patients. Local
authority and industrial
trade unions must unite
against the Tory cuts. '

Workers
occupy

By
Matthew Wrack
(Farnworth LPYS)

L.Gardner's

Amid a tidal wave of
redundancies, short time
working and closures, work-
ers at L Gardner and Sons,
Eccles, have said, “enough
is enough.”

They’ve gone on strike
and have occupied the
factory’s canteen in a fight
to save 590 jobs. Many of
the workforce were already
on short time.

L Gardner and Soms, a
diesel engine manufacturer,
are part of the Hawker
Siddley Group, and want
the 590 jobs to go at
Christmas.

The occupation followed
a meeting of the 2,500
workforce last Friday which
voted for action—they are
demanding worksharing in
order to save jobs. The sit-in
will continue until the
redundancy notices are
withdrawn and new talks
opened. )

A rota has been organised
and the occupation will
continue day and night.

The majority are AUEW
members but many white-
collar union members are
also supporting the action.

The factory will be well
looked after. Mr Tom
Williamson, the chairman
of the Joint Shop Stewards’
Committee, said, “It is our
factory and we will look
after it. The place is being
kept spotlessly clean. There
will be no vandalism.”

The workers are prepared

for a long struggle if

necessary. Omne. worker I
spoke to said the occupation
should continue ‘“until we
win.”

The labour movement
should give full support to
the Gardners workers as
part of the fight against
unemployment.- Workers
eagerly expect the dispute to
be made official by the
Executive Council of the
AUEW on Tuesday 7 Oct-
ober. Support is already
coming in from other fac-
tories and from local people.

Send messages of support
and donations to Dave
Marsden, 187 Barton Lane,
Eccles, Manchester M30
OHM. Cheques should be
made payable to Gardners
Workers Shop Stewards
No. 2 A/C.

CPSA—The major issues

‘Militant’ trade union pamphlets

Militant 1980 GMWU Review ........ 20p
Socialist policies for the UPW . .c..ccuvivivvnss 20p

A fighting programme for firemen ............. 2
A fighting socialist programme for USDAW .. ... 20p
Please add 10p for postage. Order from World Books ]

1 Mentmore Terrace, London E8 3PN
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Save Bowaters:

previous campaigns against
redundancies. Consett wor-
kers tried to prove the
viability of that plant to
convince the government
and the employers to take a
change of mind. Various
rumours of buyers were
spread, ‘faint rays of hope’
kept appearing.

The Tories and Bowaters
management tend to use the

Nobody should assume that the
Bowaters jobs are already lost.
With a determined fight, involv-
ing the whole of the trade union
and labour movement the Tories
and their paymasters in the
boardrooms can be stopped.

Bowaters must be
saved and the tide of
redundancies revers-
ed.

But there is absolutely no
time to lose. Every day lost
will endanger the fight by
demoralising and confusing
the workforce. A clear
strategy needs to be imple-
mented by the union leader-
ship.

The first point that has to
be clearly understood is that

the Tories and the employ--

ers are not going to do us
any favours. Bill - Keys,
General Secretary of SOG-
AT, recently went with
paper industry bosses to
meet Thatcher; the outcome
was entirely predictable,
and nothing was achieved.

The Bowaters company
attitude to jobs is already
clear. They now plan to
build a £70 million tissue
mill in Grimsby, where fat
subsidies will come their
way.

Paddy Dunne, a member
of SOGAT in Bowaters and
Ellesmere Port LPYS sum-
med it up to me: “I blame
Bowaters as well as the

By Richard
Venton

prepared to modernise the
government. They're not
Ellesmere Port branch
where they already have a
site. Instead they are going
to Grimbsy because of
subsidies of about 20%.
Their only concern is profit
not our jobs.”

“It's about time action
was taken to save our jobs.
Just recently we saw Consett
where a union spokesman
said that it was too late to do
anything on the 89th day of
a 90 day redundancy notice,
because the work-force was
demoralised. The work-
force should be led in
industrial action now.

“If the Bowater workers
stay and.fight, we would get
big support locally. Joint
campaigns with the bosses
have been tried before and
they have always failed.”

Workers in Ellesmere and
especially in Bowaters have

@void the pitfalls in the

jobs;

same delaying tactics—
endless discussions are ar-
ranged, company spokes-
men blame the government
whilest the Tory government
blame the company.

But the two of them are
tied together by hard cash.
For example, Bowaters gave
£10,000 last year to the Tory
Party.

The only language cap-
able of convincing these
people is the fight with
industrial action, uniting all
sections of workers around a
clear strategy.

This can be done. Under
the Heath Tory government
the workers of Upper Clyde
shipbuilders forced a retreat
on redundancies and saved
they did this by
occupying the yards and
appealing to the wider
labour movement for sup-
port.

Occupation is a tactic
which needs to be seriously
prepared for, with full
involvement by the work-
force. Merseyside SOGAT
Branch have already adop-
ted a policy which points the
way forward.

At a meeting recently, it
called for regular mass

meetings on the Bowaters
site, and a members’ rally
with Bill Keys invited to
spell . out opposition to
redundancies: nationalisat-
ion of the industry under

Bowaters at Ellesmere Port—jobs here must be defended

movement; and support for
a factory occupation.

This urgently needs to be
implemented by the leader-
ship of all unions, with the
active support of the local

Dockers de

The dockers this
week are again in the
forefront of the fight

to save jobs.

As we go to press, it
appears the seven Grimsby
dockers who had been
refused work have now been
re-allocated jobs after the
Grimsby, Immingham and
Hull dockers walked out in
support.

The seven men had been
earlier allocated work with
the Grimsby Landing Com-
pany by the local dock
labour board, but this
company refused to take
them on.

This is contrary to an
earlier agreement between
the union and the National
Association of Port Emplo-
yers agreed two weeks
earlier after the swift action

of the Liverpool dockers
over a similar issue.

Grimsby docks came to a
standstill as dockers and
lumpers (workers dealing
with fish) came out in
support of the seven men,
and the strike action spread
to Immingham docks. On
Wednesday morning a mass
meeting was held at Hull
docks, where 1,800 dockers
work.

The stewards told the
meeting that if the emplo-
yers got away with it at
Grimsby there was nothing
to stop them doing it
anywhere else. They saw it
as an attack on the dockers,
and on the dock labour
scheme itself.

The strike call was over-
whelmingly supported, with
only four workers disagree-
ing.

fend jobs

Picket lines were set up,
and similar calls sent out to
Southampton and Liverpool
docks, but by Wednesday
afternoon it appeared the
seven men had been found
work via the dock labour
board.

As we go to press, the
dockers are holding mass
meetings to decide on
whether to accept the situa-
tion.

However, the dockers
know this is not an end to
the fight to save jobs, but
saw this incident as a
‘skirmish with a rogue
employer’. There will be
greater struggles to come.

On the 27th September the
National Ports shop Stew-

meeting in Liverpool.

Stewards from Liverpool,
London, Hull, Southamp-
ton, Bristol, Manchester
and Scotland met to decide
on the next course of action
following the magnificent
victory over the Port Emp-
loyers attempts to use the
Temporary Unattached Re-
gister as a means of cutting
wages and sacking dockers.

One of the major deci-
sions to come out of the
meeting was to continue
talking with the unregiste-
red ports.

It was felt that now was
the time to build on the
support shown by these
ports over their readiness to
take part in the struggle to
eliminate TUR.

Also accepted by the
committee was a resolution

democratic workers’ control trades council and local
and management by the Labour parties.
trade union and labour

By Paul Spooner (Hull 1

Port Shop Steward),

Neil Hammond & Neil

Barker (Louth LPYS)

ards Committee held a from Liverpool which stated §

that “we the registered
dockworkers, will oppose
any attempt by any govern-
ment to alter the National
Dock Labour Scheme to the
detriment of registered doc-
kworkers by demanding an
official national all-out with-
drawel of labour.”

It is now imperative to
consolidate resistance to any
attempt by the Tories to
ammend the proposed new
Dock Labour Scheme to the
detriment of our present
conditions.

Dockers won a resound-
ing victory over the TUR,
but the fight goes on until
dockers control their own
industry through the full
nationalisation of all ports
under democratic workers
control.

Sout

The Labour Party Young
Socialists are as aware as the
labour movement of the

need for a fighting socialist’

leadership in the AUEW.

That's why North West
London LPYS branches
recently organised a meeting
jointly with the Southall
District of the AUEW, titled
‘Campaign for a Fighting
AUEW Leadership.’

About sixty engineers and
Young Socialists attended to
hear Bob Wright (AUEW
Presidential candidate), Er-
nie Roberts (AUEW spon-

all AU

By Martin Elvin (London
Chairman LPYS) and
Tim Higgins (Shepherds
Bush AUEW)

sored MP) and Harry Hew-
itt-Dutton (AUEW and
Labour councillor).

The meeting expressed
the real urgent need for a
campaign to be waged to
reverse the Tory avalanche
of redundancies, closures
and short time working.

During the months prior
to the meeting, the LPYS

visited factories throughout
the area, speaking to shop
stewards, and leafleting fac-
tory gates and canteens. The
response was tremendous,
with one member after
another showing interest,
making criticisms of the
present AUEW leadership,
and seeing the need for
participation in the run up
to the elections.

Two shop stewards don-
ated to the campaign fund,
without being asked. Every
factory visited was being
affected in some way by the

AUEW

THE
CASE FOR A

Engineering workers
—get ‘Militant’s’
case for socialist
leadership of the
AUEW

Price 30p

[plus 10p p&p]
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crisis in the engineering

industry—either on short-
time working, facing closure
or redundancies.

It is the responsibility of
steward and

every shop

activist within the AUEW to
inspire the membership (the
70% who didn’t vote last
time) to go out and vote this
time for a fighting AUEW
leadership.

in
brief

Leaders of the agricultural
workers union are putting in
for a £30 a week rise for its
members, when it meets
farm employers at the end of
this month. The union say
this figure would fill the gap

| that has increased between
 their members’ pay and that
. of the average industrial
| wage.

Workers at Ayrshire Marine
in West Scotland have said
that they will occupy the site
if management carry out a
threat to close it down. The
900 workers are presently on
strike over health and safety
regulations—they were hav-
ing to work with 12 ton
weights suspended from
cranes, which is against
the Health and Safety Act.
The management have
threatened to sack anyone
who holds a shop steward
position should the men
return to work. The workers
are holding a 24 hour picket
to stop any machinery being
moved out.

The massive ICI group have
been found guilty of break-
ing the Asbestos Regula-
tions at its factory in
Grangemouth. They had
failed to keep a shed floor
free of asbestos during the
removal of insulation. The
punishment for this multi-
national company? A £100
fine!

. An unemployed UCATT

member reported to Glas-
gow Trades Council that
when he went to sign on at
the dole, a newspaper cutt-;
ing was found in his records.
It was report of a strike he
had previously been invol-
ved in as a steward. The
case is being taken up by
UCATT District Officials,
and CPSA have asked their
members to assist in check-
ing if this is happening on
a wider scale.

GKN Sankey have announ-
ced a further 644 jobs must
be lost in their group,
adding to the 1200 redun-
dancies already announced
this year. GKN bosses
blame the ‘agravated state
of the vehicle industry’, but
although their profits have
dropped, the group mana-
ged to make a massive £22.4
million pre-tax profit last
year.

The Kilmacolm railway line
in Scotland is to close
affecting about 30 jobs at
the Corkerhill Depot. This is
due to the Labour controlled
Regional Council stopping
the ‘section 20’ grant—this
may also affect Barrhead,
East Kilbride, Cumber-
nauld, and the Edinburgh/
Shotts lines to Glasgow. In
all 500 railway jobs are
under threat in the Scottish
region, and ASLE&F and
NUR District Councils are
holding a joint mass meet-
ing to discuss a campaign to
fight job losses.

NALGO members in New-
castle have refused to han-
dle applications to buy
council houses. The new
Tory law which allows
council homes to be sold off,
regardless of the mammoth

waiting lists, came into force
iast Friday. The same day,
the Newcastle NALGO
members refused to process
about 50 applications.
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Charges were finally laid on 30 September
against twelve Sri Lankan trade umion and
opposition leaders in connection with the riots
in central Colombo on 8 August, although no
new trial date has been set.

DROP CHARGES AGAINST

WORKERS

LEADERS

Most of the fourteen
charges are general
‘catch-all’ ones, like
“unlawful assembly
with the common ob-
ject of causing dam-
age to public and
private property.”’
Heading the list of twelve
accused is Vasudeva Nanay-
akkara, United Federation of
Labour President, followed by
G.I1.D. Dharmasekera (Nat-
ional Democratic Front lead-
er), Gunasena Mahanama
(Government Clerical Service
Union General Secretary).
Alavi Moulana (Sri Lanka
Independent Trade Union
Federation General Secret-
ary), and Vickramabahu Kar-
unarathne (Nava Sama Sam-

By Bob
Labi

aja Party General Secretary).

With the ~exception of
Dharmasekera and Moulana
(who is a Sri Lanka Freedom
Party leader), all the accused
are NSSP members.

After six weeks' detention
before any charges were laid,
ten -of the accused were
released on bail, but Dharm-
asekera and J De Silva (Gov-
ernment Sector United Work-
ers Federation President) are
still in prison on remand.

All the charges relate to the
8 August rioting in central
Colombo which occured dur-
ing a ‘‘satyagraha’ (peaceful

civil disobedience campaign)
organised to support the
general strike then taking
place. The government is
alleging that the rioting was
organised by the opposition.

The evidence, however, stron- =~

gly points to the work of agent
provocateurs.

While the government took
steps to limit the size of the
“‘satyagraha’ by closing down
the railway station at which it
was meant to start, even the
London ‘Sunday Telegraph’
asked why, in view of the
steps which had been taken to
meet the demonstration, *‘sec-
urity forces took nearly forty
minutes to appear on the
scene.” (10 August 1930)

At the same time, however,
the right-wing Lankan gov-

Vickramabahu Karunarathne

has been forced to retreat on
its earlier decision to sack all
workers who took part in the
general strike. From 1 Oc-
tober, government depart-
ments began taking workers
back. While the government
will clearly try to keep out
known union activists, union
leaders are confident that
most of their members will be
able to get their jobs back.
J.R. Jayawardene's policy

of attacking democratic rights
whenever he can is also being
shown by the attempt to
behead the main capitalist
opposition party, the Sri
Lanka Freedom Party, by
stripping its leader, Mrs
Sirimavo Bandaranaike, of
her civil rights for seven years
and forcing her out of
parliament.

Hypocritically, in view of
his own record, J.R. Jayawar-

dene is accusmg Mrs Ban-
daranaike of six charges of
misuse or abuse of power
during her premiership bet-
ween 1970-7. While we in no
way defend the policies of the
SLFP-led coalition govern-
ment, it is clear that J.R.
Jaywardene is once again
trying to set new precedents in
suppressing opposition.

What has so far stayed the
repressive arm of the Lankan
goverment, has been the
strenth of internal opposition
and international protest.
That is why it is still
important to keep up the
pressure to force the Lankan
government to drop the
charges against the twelve
trade union and opposition
leaders, re-instate all the
sacked strikers without vic-
timisation, and stop attacking
democratic rights.

Protests should continue to
go to the Sri Lanka High
Commission, 13 Hyde Park
Gardens, London W2. Copies
of protests and donations to
help the ‘Campaign to Defend
Trade Union Rights in Sri
Lanka’ should be sent to: 32
Hollydown Way, London E11.

Messages of support and
donations to the NSSP and
UFL should be sent to:
Wesley Muthiah, 19 Haw-
thorn Avenue, London N13.

ernment of J.R. Jayawardene

Irishtanker drivers defy army scahs

Lorries used as ab fuel delivery service

The tanker drivers’ dispute in
the Republic of Ireland has
now entered its fourth week.
Arrayed against them are the
multinational oil companies,
the federated union of emp-
loyers and the Fianna Fail

government.

By Dermot
O’Connell
in Dublin

For the last two weeks the
army and the police have
also been moved in to take
over the filling plants and to
operate a scab fuel delivery
service.

An unprecedented cam-
paign of lies and slanders
has been mounted in the

capitalist press to whip up
feeling against the oil wor-
kers. The other capitalist
party in the Republic, Fine
Gael, have backed Fianna
Fail and the bosses in their
attempt to defeat the wor-
kers, fully supporting the
use of the army and police
and criticising Fianna Fail
for the concession they made
by negotiating in the Labour
court with workers who had
taken unofficial action.

Against all this the oil
workers are standing firm
for the central demands of a
substantial increase to a £68
per week basic wage, and a
yearly review of the existing
productivity scheme.

On Monday morning,
solidarity action was taken
by workers at Calor Kosan-
gas against the use of the
army and police. After the
shop stewards called a mass
meeting to discuss a request
for support from the oil
workers strike committee,
members of the Irish Trans-
port and General Workers
Union no. 1 branch, Calor
Kosangas, the same union
and branch as the oilmen
voted overwhelmingly to
stop work until the army
and police were removed
from the oil depot.

back against attempts to
unload the responsibility for
the crisis of capitalism onto
their backs.

Once again the capitalist
class in the republic has
been shown clearly that
organised workers will fight
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