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TORIES PUSH
RENTS
THROUGH RO

Rents up£3-25 ormore

“How can we possibly pay

it?” This is what millions of

hard-pressed working-class
families will be asking this
week as they get their notices
of higher council rents.

Tory Environment
Secretary, Michael
Heseltine is deter-
mined to force up
council rents by a
minimum of £3.25
this year.

In some areas, where
the councils are control-
led by Tories only too
willing to carry out their
masters orders, the inc-
reases will be even more,
£5, £6, £7 or more.

To force rent increases
on Labour controlled
councils, too, Heseltine
intends to cut back the
central government’s
housing grants to local
authorities.

Housing has already
born the main brunt of
Tory spending cuts. The
£2,500 million being sla-
shed means a 50%
reduction in spending on
housing by 1984.

. No wonder house buil-
ding, beoth public and
private, is now lower than
at any time since the
1920s. Waiting lists will
grow, homelessness will
increase, and the condi-
tion of the housing stock
will continue to deterio-
rate even faster now.

Yet among the ever-
growing army of unemp-
loyed are over 300,000
construction workers
whose ‘skills are going to
waste.

“And it is council
tenants who are taking
the worst hammering of
all. This year’s increase,

By Lynn
Walsh

{
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an average of 40%,
follows a 30% increase in
council rents last year.

On top of this, some
council tenants face 40%
or more increases in
heating charges—far
more than the real rise in
the cost of heating fuel.

Like owner-occupiers,
moreover, council ten-
ants also face massive
rate increases—over 50%
in many inner-city auth-
orities.

At the same time,
millions of council ten-
ants are suffering from
the cut-back in council
spending on repairs. Ur-
gent repairs are increas-
ingly being left undone.
The general environment
of estates is going from
bad to worse.

In many areas, angry
council tenants are begin-
ning to organise to fight
the rent increases.

This fight, to be suc-
cessful, needs the back-
ing of the trade unions.
Labour Parties must also
give a lead, actively
campaigning against rent
increases.

Unfortunately, some
Labour councillors, lack-
ing socialist policies to
fight the Tory cuts, have
themselves car-
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Rent protest in Basingstoke on 14 March

HORROR BIRTH SENSATION!
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media

With an enormous fan-
fare of free publicity from
the capitalist press and
television, the Social
Democrats have at last
launched their brand new
Party.

With their bright
new image, expen-
sively packaged by
media and publicity
men, they are out to
cash in on disillus-

ionment with the
Tories—and work-
ers’ disillusionment
with the last Labour
government, in which
Continued on back page
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They failed last
time and their pres-
ent venture will be no

more successful.

But of course, the million-
aire gutter press have once
more waded in on their side.
Blatant distortions and out-
right lies are their weapons.

The ‘Daily Mail’, for
instance, states: ‘“Members
of the right-wing Manifesto
group of MPs gave detailed
case studies of Militant
tactics.” In the next para-
graph it says that “left-wing
extremists took contrel of
meetings and intimidated
life-long members—even by
hurling bricks through their
windows.”

The implication is clear:

‘Militant’ supporters are
alleged to throw bricks
through LP members’ win-
dows in order to gain
support within the move-
ment! The ‘Sunday Mirror’
[22 March] quotes a letter
allegedly sent to the Social
Democratic deserters. The
author of this letter “claim-
ed that the Militant tend-
ency had threatened to
break his legs.

Not a shred of proof is
produced to justify these
lies.

No genuine supporter of
‘Militant’ would employ
such tactics. Anyone who
did so, who claims to be
associated with us, would be
repudiated by the ‘Militant’

and by our supporters.

The right wing are incap-
able of answering our argu-
ments on policy, on pro-
gramme and on the question
of Party democracy. This is
why they have to go in for
lies and distortion of our
ideas.

Yet Labour Party mem-
bers will be astonished that
Michael Foot, Labour lead-
er, has it seems given his
blessing to a ‘“coherent
counter-attack’ against
‘Militant’. This can only
encourage the right wing in
their witch-hunt.

It is true that Michael
Foot has expressed oppo-
sition to any expulsions of
‘Militant’ supporters on the
basis of their ideas.

Nevertheless, Labour
Party members will be
disquieted by the kindly
treatment reserved for
Social Democratic traitors
like Shirley Williams, Owen
and Rodgers, while ‘Mili-
tant’ is viciously attacked.

Michael Foot, Roy Hat-
tersley, Denis Healey plead-
ed with these traitors who
have stabbed Labour in the
back to stay in the Labour
Party. But ‘Militant’ sup-

our’s social-democrats
try new witch-hunt

“Social Democrats”
like Roy Hattersley and Denis
Healey who have, for the time
being, remained in the Labour
Party, have launched a cam-
paign to drive ‘Militant’ and
its supporters out of the Party.

porters who are building the
movement come under at-
tack from the Labour lead-
ership.

Michael Foot talks about
a “coherent counter-attack”
against ‘Militant’ and its
ideas. If this means that
debate and discussion on
our programme will be
opened up we welcome it.

Democratic
discussion

‘Militant’ has gained its
support within the move-
ment on the basis of
democratic discussion and
debate. The mis-named
“Solidarity’”’ campaign of
Messrs Healey and Hatters-
ley would not '.e able to get
away with their distorticis
in debates in front of labour
audiences.

It is only because they
find no echo within the
labour movement, except in
the right-wing Parliamen-
tary Labour Party, that
Hattersley and Co. retell
their distortions within the

pages of the capitalist press.

We are willing to answer
their allegations in debates
and discussions before
Labour workers any time.
Moreover, we are prepared
to concede space in our
newspaper for them to

outline their criticisms of
‘Militant’s’ programme and
our reply.

We gladly accord the
same facilities to Michael
Foot, or any labour leader
who wishes democratically
to debate and discuss the
ideas of ‘Militant’.

But if the right wing are
dreaming that they can
remove Marxism from the
labour movement by organ-
isational means, they will be
sadly disillusioned.

Criticism will be raised,
not against ‘Militant’ but
against those right-wing
“Social Democrats” who
have remained within the
Labour Party, and were only
recently political bed-fellows
of the deserters.

They share the same ideas
and the same approach
towards the movement as
those who have deserted.
They are a Tory-Liberal-
Social Democratic Trojan
Horse within the Labour
Party.

Moreover, they pose an
enormous danger to the
labour movement in the
event of a mnew Labour
government coming to pow-
er. They could split from a
Labour cabinet in the same
way that Ramsay McDonald
did in 1931.

Some of them have
well-documented connec-

tions with organisations fin-
anced by the CIA. Some
have been backed by and
linked to big business,
bankers, financiers etc.,
sworn enemies of Labour.

The ranks of the move-
ment must now raise their
voice to defeat a witch-hunt
against the Marxists.

The attack on ‘Militant’ is
correctly seen by Labour’s
ranks as part of the right
wing’s campaign to reverse
the Wembley Conference
decisions and all the recent
victories of the left.

Any attempt to proceed
by organisational means
against ‘Militant’ will split
the Labour Party from top
to bottom. The rank and file
of the Labour Party, the
Young Socialists, and the
trade unions, even where
they disagree with ‘Militant’
implacably defend our
right to put forward our
ideas within the movement.

It is against the right-
wing infiltrators, the friends
of the CIA, that the anger of
the labour movement will be
directed.

Our programme and pol-
icy has found an echo within
the movement because of
the discrediting of the ideas
and programme of the right
wing. The march of events
in the next period will
confirm the analysis of
Marxism and the prog-
ramme outlined in ‘Mili-
tant’.

No matter what organis-
ational steps are employed,
this programme will receive
increased support within the
labour movement.

-

the right-wing
social democrats fin-
ally stab Labour in
the back, their shad-
ows who remain in
the Party are attemp-
ting in South Wales
to witch-hunt sup-
porters of ‘Militant’
out of the Labour
Party.

In league with the local
Tory press, the right wing
are busy fabricating stories
of plots and infiltration.
According to the South
Wales Evening Post (21
March), Swansea West MP
Mr Alan Williams deman-
ded that supporters of
‘Militant’ should be “out-
lawed”.

Not interested in finding
out the truth Mr Williams
makes wild accusations that
‘Militant’ supporters “don’t
believe in our concept of
democracy and in my view
have no place in a demo-
cratic Labour Party.” Yet
‘Militant’ has consistently
fought for democratic rights
all over the world including
in the Stalinist countries of
Russia and Eastern Europe.

‘Militant’ also believes
that Clause IV of the LP
constitution should be car-
ried out, so that the
economy can be planned in
the interests of working
people and not a handful of
parasites.

“No place in a democratic
party,” says Mr Williams,
echoing the attacks of the
old Gang of Four, and then
proceeds to the ultimate
slur: “I am deeply con-
cerned about who is funding
them.”

If Mr Williams would just
take the time to read the
‘Militant’ he would see
where our money comes

SWANSEA MP

By Alec Thraves

(Swansea Labour Party,
personal capacity)

from. It is from the pockets
of workers in the Young
Socialists, Labour Party and
trade unions who want to
see a socialist Britain. It
does not come from any
sinister source, as implied,
but from supporters in the
labour movement itself.

In the same Post, Swan-
sea East’s MP, Mr Don
Anderson, thinks it worth-
while to have an enquiry to
see if there is a “party within
a party”’. However, an
enquiry was held by the
NEC as long ago as 1977
and dismissed the Tory
allegations made against
‘Militant’. We have co-
operated nationally with the
NEC in providing them with
the information they re-
quire. They found no reds
under the bed!

If you're looking for
infiltrators or groups, why
not examine the Manifesto
Group, the Campaign for
Social Democracy, or Sol-
idarity? By the way, we
didn’t hear our MPs howl
much about George Brown,
Dick Taverne, Reg Prentice,
Shirley Williams, etc., who
used the Labour Party for
their own careers. I wonder
why?

SWANSEA Militant Public
e Meeting.

No Witch-Hunt!

Fight for Socialist

Policies!

Hear: Peter Taaffe
[Editor of Militant]

Monday 30 March,

7.30pm Dynevor school,

Swansea.
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City MP lashes ‘Militant Tendency’

Alan  Williams

called for
members of the
extremist Militant
Tendency to be thrown
out of the Labour Party.

In  his first public
Statement on the Militant
Tendency, he said they
should be outlawed — if they
belonged to the MT they
could not belong to the h

45 a presence in all 15 ward parties

and is seekin,

One senior Lal
said

ger of being taken

| sources say the
on is in a “make or

y ward Labour parties,

The front page of Saturday’s ‘South Wales Evening Post’

c 2 to “infiltrate™ |
trade union branches. ..

e 'l,):)urPan) member
Sympathisers or members  would
challenge for influential Positions on
the association executive at next
month’s annual meeting.

Smalil
_“Th_ey are a small but vociferous
minority at the moment but if they
8ain more power they will make a

DITCH THE

EXTREMISTS

Exclusive by Paul Chambert
Labour Party,

His denouncement ca
ASuansea. Labour Party starT:d ::
internal inquiry into the activities of
"SMYOme Socialists movement.

any loc:
. Ysyis maé;;ar() members fear
over by the MT.

Informed locaj
Swansea associati
break™ situation,

They allege th,
over two c.'xg S MT has taken

feared MT

We
inqu
lall(en against them.

executive,”
member.

very strong bid to oust Mr. Willj
when h_e comes up for reselecu!g:n;:
a candidate as he must under the
new Labour Party rules,” he said.
It is also understood there is a
strong feeling that the local Youn,
Sc:flallsls should be disbanded.
It has happened in other places
will await the outcome of the
iry but I feel action must be

‘Their  activities should be
-severely curtailed at the very least
and they must come under much
closer scrutiny by the association's
said one association

Mr. Alan W o I8
Trotskyites.”

Mr. Williams said: “There
doubt‘ that the Militant Ten:iecr:zynig
pursuing a calculated challenge to
take over the Labour Party.

“.They are Trotskyites who don't
believe in our concept of democracy
and my view have no place in a
den;ocrau‘c Labour Party.

% am deeply concerne
who is funding them. Therde ai:wnuox
way lhey can finance their seale of

operations from the sale of their
newspaper — The Militant.

“They pursue thej i

eir policy b
stealth and subversion and ylhci{
a;uvmcs should be brought out into
the open and an inquiry set up into

HOUSING
(CONTINUED FROM
PAGE ONE)

ried through rent increases.
Active members of local
Labour parties must exert
pressure on Labour council-
lors to oppose all rent
increases—and fight for
socialist policies on housing.

At the root of the crisis in
housing is the strangle-hold

of the banks and the big
money-lenders. Over 57p of
every £1 “spent on housing”
goes to pay off the debts to
the big banks and finan-
ciers.

Local councils in England
and Wales owe about
£32,600 million—or £659 of

ebt for every man, woman

and child in the country.
Most of this arises from
housing.

The basic housing needs

of millions of working
people will never be satisfied
while interest and profit
stand in the way.

Labour must take up the
fight on behalf of council
tenants, and also unite them
with workers who are ten-
ants in the private sector or
owner-occupiers, who face
the same basic problems.

* Freeze all rents, council
and private.
* Fight massive rate incr-

eases to pay for Tory
cuts.

* Nationalise the banks,
finance houses, and other
big money lenders.

* Nationalise the construc-
tion and building mater-
ials industry.

* Reverse the cuts in
housing spending: start a
crash programme of
house-building and re-
pairs, and housing im-
provement.
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The growing support for
nuclear disarmament in the
labour movement, and am-
ongst youth in particular,
reflects the fears about a
nuclear holocaust and all the

-TO THATCHER'S
NUCLEAR CRUISE

-

LPYS

Probably no other
section of the work-
ing class has been hit
so hard by the crisis
gripping the British
economy in the last
few years as working-
class women.

The bosses want to inten-
sify the exploitation of
women by isolating them
and making them accept
unemployment or low
wages.

These attempts to drive
women back into the home
and force down their living
standards will be an impor-
tant feature of this year’s
LPYS conference.

Over the last four years,
the number of unemployed
women has risen four times
faster than men. This has
particularly hit younger
women. Girl school leavers
are worst affected—only 6%
of girl school leavers have
gone into apprenticeships.
The figures distort the
truth—many women do not
register as unemployed as
they are ineligible for bene-
fit, and so up to 250,000
disappear from the statis-
tics.

Over 75% of working
women are employed in
office jobs, teaching and
nursing—all of which are
being cut back. Given the
way that capitalists intro-
duce it, the introduction of
new technology upon many
of these jobs will be
catastrophic—98% of sec-
retaries are women!

As the Stevenage resolu-
tion to LPYS conference
points out, it is essential
answer the position put
forward by the media and
some trade union leaders,
that women only go to work
for ‘pin money’. In fact, two
millicn women in Britain

are the main wage earners in
their families.

The resolutions from
Aberystwyth, Erith and
Crayford and Aberavon
explain that the effect
of Tory public expend-
iture cuts on working class
women is to force them
back into the home under
the pretence of re-uniting
the family. With the clos-
ures of nurseries, old peo-
ple’s homes, transport cuts,
etc., many women are
becoming increasingly isol-
ated on council estates on
the fringes of towns.

The Tories’ attitude is
summed up by Lynda
Chalker, MP for Wallasey,
who stated that, if a woman
wanted to have a child, she
should be prepared to take
the full responsibility for it.
In other words, no nur-
series, no day centres, and
no right to your job back if
you leave work to have a
child.

Yet, when -capitalism
found it necessary for
women to work during the
war, there was no problem
in providing nursery places.
In 1944, there were 67,479
places in local authority
nurseries. By 1974 this had
dropped to 24,772, and that
figure has been cut back
even further under the
present Tory government.

Despite ‘double exploit-
ation’, working class women
have demonstrated their
determination tO struggle.
Since the 1960s, women
have joined the trade unions
in increasing numbers—
now over 37% of the
membership of the trade
union movement are wom-
en. The bitter fights for
trade union recognition or
against closure, at Grun-
wicks, Meccano, Klein
Brothers, Tate and Lyle etc.
have shown that women

ONFERENCE

Working women
inthefiring line

workers stand in the fore-
front of struggle.

Despite all the obstacles
working class women have
looked to the labour and
trade union movement for a
solution to their problems.
It is absolutely essential, as
the majority of the LPYS
resolutions point out, that
the labour and trade union
movement take up the
day-to-day issues facing
women—the question of
unemployment, the cam-
paign for a 35-hour week,
the demands for day nur-
series, equal pay, free
abortion on demand and
decent health facilities.

These demands should
not be taken up in isolation
—they must be fought for as
part of a general struggle
against capitalism; the only
long term solution to the
problems facing working
class women and men is the
creation of a socialist soc-
iety. The past few years have
taught a bitter lesson, no
reforms are permanent, but
are only retained by a united
struggle.

A programme linking the

By Josie Aitman
(LPYS National
Committee)

day-to-day demands with
the fight for socialism will
attract thousands of work-
ing-class women to the
ranks of the labour move-
ment. As a first step trade
union meetings should be
made accessible to all
members by holding them
during work time with no
loss in pay, and with créche
facilities provided.

Lenin’s statement that the
emancipation of women was
impossible without the
socialist revolution is true as
is the reverse—the socialist
revolution is impossible
without the involvement of
women. There has never
been a more favourable time
to win working-class women
to socialist ideas. The
programme put forward by
the LPYS and to be
discussed at this year’s
conference provides a bridge
to win the support of young
women in the struggle to
change society.

LPYS ANNUAL CONFERENCE
17—20 April, Bridlington, Yorks

Political debates, guest speakers include Arthur
Scargill [NUM], plus social activities, disco, band,
theatre group. Further details from local LPYS or
Andy Bevan, National Youth Officer, Labour
Party, 150 Walworth Road, London SE17

SATURDAY MARCH 28 LPYS
RALLIES AGAINST UNEMPLOYMENT
DOVER W.LONDON
Assemble 2pm Assemble 11 am.
Russell St Car Park 7 Alexandra Rd,
[outside Southern TU office] junction, Lampton Rd,
Hounslow

horror it would mean.

The fear has been
reinforced by the
campaign of ‘war
hysteria’ over the
invasion of Afghan-
istan, the holding of
American hostages
and the election of
Ronald Reagan.

Even leaving aside these
new developments, the sit-
uation speaks for itself. On
a world scale there have only
been seventeen days of
‘peace’ sincg World War
Two. From 1955 alone there
have been 120 armed con-
flicts, with the dead esti-
mated at around 25 million.

Over the past period there
has been a spectacular
increase in arms expen-
diture, amounting last year
to a global figure of over
$500,000 million—more
than a 10% increase on the
previous year! In pounds per
person, the world has more
explosive power than food.

A single American MX
missile has more explosive
power than all the bombs
dropped in World War Two
and the Korean War.

In a crazy attempt to
restore the might of British
imperialism, the Thatcher
government is causing a
catastrophic drain on the
economy by spending over
£12,500 million a year on
defence. She now intends to
replace Polaris with Trident
missiles costing £5,000 mil-
lion!

It is with this terrible
threat hanging over our
heads that there has been a
turn to CND. This week-
end’s labour movement
CND conference must arrive
at a clear programme and
strategy if it is to avoid the
decline that took place in
CND in the mid-1960s.

It should be understood
that war arises from the
contradictions of capital-
ism. The arms race is not
the plot of generals but
arises from the contradic-
tion between the capitalist
states and the totalitarian
Stalinist regimes of Eastern
Europe where landlordism
and capitalism have been
overthrown.

At present, due to the
superiority of the Stalinist
states in conventional wea-
pons, a new world war by its
very nature would be a
nuclear one. Yet war is the
continuation of policies by
other violent means. The
capitalist class wages war
not for glory but for
markets, raw materials etc.

But nuclear war would
mean outright devastation
for the capitalists as well as
everyone else! So even the
capitalists would not be
crazy enough to threaten
their whole existence on
such an adventure.

The idea has been put
forward that an accident
could lead to world war.
Yet, a whole system of
checks has been devised to
ensure correction to the
functioning of military com-
puters. The imperialists
have too much to lose at this
stage to leave annihilation to
‘chance’ and ‘mistakes’.

Before any ‘accident’
could lead to war all other
fundamental conditions
would have to have dev-

By
Rob Sewell

eloped beforehand. Under
modern conditions, it is the
class balance of forces that
is the decisive factor.

The Second World War
would not have been poss-
ible without the crushing of
the workers’” movement in
Germany, Italy and Spain.
Today, nuclear war could
only be undertaken by
neo-fascist military dictator-
ships adopting the ‘strike-
first’ policy.

Before such maniac reg-
imes could emerge in West-
ern Europe and America,
the powerful labour organ-
isations would have to have
been crushed in blood. A
victory of reaction could
only come about if, under
false leadership, the work-
ing class failed repeatedly to
come to power.

It is the socialist trans-
formation of society and not
nuclear war that is on the
agenda in the decade ahead.
But in the longer term, the
choice before us is: social-
ism or military dictatorship
and nuclear annihilation.

Those in the leadership of
CND who imply that the
struggle for ‘peace’ must
take precedence over the
fight for socialism are
completely misguided. Both
questions are indissolubly
linked. Without the over-
throw of capitalism there
can never be a lasting peace.

The argument that war
will be eliminated through
disarmament again fails to
understand that capitalists
do not wage war because
there are weapons. Conflicts
arise from the contradic-
tions of capitalism and the
incompatibility of capital-
ism and the Stalinist bloc.

Despite all the appeals,
‘treaties’, and pleas to the
superpowers, there has not
been a reduction but an
enormous increase in the
spending on weapons of
destruction. Even if there
was a temporary reduction
in armaments, new tensions
would inevitably arise with
the continuation of capital-
ism, and with them the
development of new, more
sophisticated weapons.

There is no short-cut
solution to war. The CND
without a clear socialist
programme will be as inef-
fective as campaigns for
peace in the past. Only. the
socialist transformation of
society can end the threat of
nuclear disarmament.

Then, the resources from
armaments would be chan-
nelled into wuseful social
expenditure. The planning
of resources in a rational
manner would open up
undreamed of possibilities.
With the new technology at
our disposal, living stand-
ards would rise at a terrific
pace.

Hunger, poverty, war,
unemployment, and disease
would be eradicated once
and for all. That is the only
real perspective that can
channel the energies of
working people in the
struggle for peace itself.

s
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LABOUR
IN ACTION

Ponridd LPYS lead their demonstrtiou through the town

A ‘St Valentine’s Day
Massacre of jobs’—that was
the theme of a demonstr-
ation by the Pontypridd
Young Socialists in Feb-
ruary. Over a hundred local
youth joined the march,
many of them spontaneously
as they saw the YS march
by. However, five minutes

NUS-VOTE FOR

This NUS

before the march was to
begin, the police told the YS
their venue for the following
rally had been changed to a
site a mile outside town!
But undaunted. the march
went on—so the police used
a new tactic. A youth who
joined the march was snat-
ched from it by the police.

conference

meets at a time of crisis for

the union.

The Tories’ latest
public expenditure
proposals will cut the
grant for higher edu-
cation by 3% in real
terms next year.

With the loss of subsidies
for overseas students, cuts
in university expenditure of
10% would be necessary.

Closures, or drastic cuts
in lecturers and courses,
seem inevitable, unless a
sustained campaign against
the Tories’ is organised
by the student and labour
movements. These cuts
would mean less oppor-
tunity for working class
students to study.

This term has seen occu-
pations in London colleges
against the overseas student
fee increases, and rent
strikes against proposed
rent increases. The NUS
Executive, led by the “Left
Alliance”, which consists of
members of the “Com-
munist” and Liberal Parties

By Peter
Lush

(

and “independents” has
failed to organise any ser-
jous campaign on these
issues, or even give real
support to the students
involved.

The fact that three former
“left”” leaders of NUS have
joined CSD, shows how
much to the right they took
the union. NUS must break
with this approach.

The Executive should also
organise a campaign in
defence of NUS and against
those Tory students who are
trying to divide the union
and get colleges to dis-
afilliate.

The National Organis-
ation of Labour Students
are standing five candidates
in the Executive elections,
including for the positions
of President and Treasurer.
Whilst the NOLS candidate

]

Understandably many of his
friends followed the police
to see what had happened,
leaving the march. The
police later said they had
‘been after’ this youth—yet
minutes after bundling the
youth out of the march, he
was released!

Despite these tactics, the

NOLS =—

for President, Helen Con-
nor, has been involved in the
“Left Alliance” in the past,
a victory for her would
mark a swing to the left in
NUS.

It would be a rejection of
the strategy that the present
leadership have adopted—a
‘non-political’ approach,
dealing only with “student”
issues. This approach has
been consciously promoted
by the “Communist” Party,
and has weakened the
union’s ability to mobilise
its members against the
government’s policies.

Vote
Labour

The NOLS leadership are
even supporting Leighton
Andrews, a member of the
“Left Alliance” and the
pro-capitalist Liberal Party,
for the Executive. For this
position, ‘Militant’ support-
ers advocate support for
Hank Hastings, a Labour
Party member.

For too long, NUS has

march was a great success,
and it showed that in Ponty-
pridd, like in many towns
throughout the country,
many people are joining in
the struggle against this
chaotic capitalist system.

By David Jones
(Pontypridd LPYS)

completely neglected FE
and Tech students, although
this is where most working
class students study.

A campaign for a mini-
mum grant of £25 a week
now for all 16-18 year olds
would get an excellent
response, and would open
the door to full time educa-
tion to thousands of working
class youth who are forced
to finish education for
economic not academic
reasons.

The attacks by the Tories
show the need for NUS to
link up with the labour and
trade union movement. Last
year NUS supported the
TUC day of action on 14
May. The union should
back other TUC and Labour
Party demonstrations ag-
ainst this government.

The affiliation of NUS to
the TUC and the Labour
Party would concretise the
links that already exist. As a
first step, NUS should call
on all students to vote
Labour in the GLC and
County elections on 7 May.

Exclusive BT

I have pleasure in reporting
how ‘Militant’ has appar-
ently been responsible for a
member of the Conservative
Party changing his views in
a leftward direction.

I can now reveal that after
reading only one copy of
‘Militant’ the [former] Tory
MP for North West Norfolk,
Christopher Brocklbank-
Fowler, left the Tory party
and joined the Social Demo-
crats! ‘

It happened like this; in
December our Trades Coun-
cil organised a confron-
tation with our MP in the
form of a public debate, on
the subjects of the Trans-
port Bill and ACAS. I was
selling ‘Militant’ before the
meeting; a person accidently
left his copy on a table by
the door.

After the meeting Chris-
topher Brocklebank-Fowler
picked up this copy of

‘Militant’ on his way out. I
now look forward to seeing
what effects a second copy
of ‘Militant’ will have on
C.B.F.

In the light of the above I
would urge other sellers to
try the almost magical
powers of ‘Militant’ on their
local Tories but I must also
advise caution. C.B.F. star-
ted reading his first ‘Mili-
tant’ on 6 December. It
is to be assumed that Tories
are very slow readers.

But in the light of the
tendency for Tories to take
things for mnothing from
members of the working
class, make certain they pay
for their copies like everyone
else.

By Tim Webb
(Sec., Kings Lynn &
West Norfolk
Trades Council)

Blackburn

Members of the Blackburn
LPYS went along to a
special council meeting to
discuss the council’s budget.

A disclosure to the local
press had said that the
Labour proposals of a 21%
rate rise would mean 200
council job losses. As a
result, many local trade
unionists went on a day’s
strike in protest and about
100 of them turned up to the
council meeting.

However at this meeting a
Tory amendment was car-
ried with full support of the
Liberals and Ratepayers,
which kept the rate rise to
15%. This means that
services will be hit even
harder and up to 350
compulsory redundancies
will be enforced.

As the workers left the
Council chambers with
shouts of ‘Tories Qut’ I saw
a Tory Councillor push one
of the council workers in the
back. I immediately stepped
in and ripped him off
verbally, not only for this
incident but also for his
party’s decision.

Suddenly his wife (wear-
ing -a fur jacket that would
have cost as much as many
council employees earn in a
month) stepped in. She had
only the week before lost a
local by-election and 1
believe she described herself
as a ‘peace-loving Christ-
ian.’

But the next thing I knew
she hit me across the face! A
local reporter who saw this
reported it in the following
night’s paper, under a title
of ‘Rates Fury’.

After commenting on my
complaint the Tory’s wife
said “I lost my temper. I
just cannot stand this kind
of demonstration...I know
what it’s like to be redun-
dant. But I don’t go round
shouting on the streets!”

However twenty minutes
later after the arrival of two
policemen one of the local
authority workers who mut-
tered ‘one law for the rich—
one law for the poor’ was
arrested!

Peter Harris [Blackburn
CLP Youth Officer]

Thatcher accusgd

In the dock: Mrs Thatcher,
defended by Sir Payem A
Pittance. The jury: over
thirty young people from
Ellesmere Port. The charge:
crimes against youth.

Unfortunately, the defen-
dent skipped bail.

As it was a Labour Party
Young Socialists meeting,
Thatcher didn’t deign to
attend in person. She was
too busy with Reagan plan-
ning further atrocities ag-
ainst El Salvadorian work-
ers.
So bravely assuming an
ignominious role, Leslie
Holt [Kirkdale Labour
Party] stood in.

Youth presented an array
of charges against Thatcher:
failure to provide decent
jobs, housing, education,
leisure facilities, national
health service etc.

Sir Payem A Pittance,
Thatcher’s defence counsel
blamed »outh for the eco-
nomic crisis; “If unemploy-
ment benefit and Work
Experience Programme
wages were cut back togeth-
er with other frivolous
public expenditure, like
buildings and schools, then

we can make our country
great again!”

The reaction of the youth
was that big business, in the
form of Sir Payem A
Pittance should be in the
dock with Thatcher.

Both were found guilty
and sentenced to six months
on £18 a week dole followed
by six months Work Exper-
ience Programme on £23.50,
counting lamposts, life in an
unimproved council house,
with no hot water or inside
toilet, with rent increases
every six months.

Big business was senten-
ced to providing workers
with an £80 minimum wage
and a 35-hour week, but
should he default, then
workers will take over his
factory and compensate him
according to his proven
needs.

Seven youths applied to
join the YS, helped no
doubt by Thatcher telling
them that “All youth who
are not in the YS are my
very best friends!”

By Sue Starkey
(Sec., Ellesmere Port
LPYS)



EETPU-

A move to
the left

Frank Chapple’s

state-

ment threatening to split
the EETPU from the
Labour Party has given
rise to enormous concern
up and down the country.

A stormy regional
meeting in Glasgow
on 7th March reflec-
ted this anxiety.

Both ‘moderate’ and left
wing delegates were strongly
critical of Chapple’s state-
ment, having been made
without the endorsement of
the Executive council or any
consultations with the rank
and file.

Jumping to Frank Chap-
ple’s defence the Regional
Secretary quoted a pre-
release of an editorial in the
union’s paper by Chapple

=FASCI

Last week Labour Party and
LPYS members in Broad-
mead, Bristol were manning
a stall of literature, selling
papers and giving out
leaflets.

Suddenly we heard chants
of ‘Sieg Heil’ and about 100
marching, chanting young
thugs led by fascists approa-
ched where we were.

Ordinary shoppers were
pushed and shoved out of
their way. When these thugs
saw us, they stopped and
attacked our members. They
overturned our literature
stall and beat up four
Young Socialists.

This unprovoked attack
was political. It was not, as
the ‘Bristol Evening Post’
said, merely football hooli-
gans or rival gangs clashing.
Football fans do not march
military style chanting fas-
cist slogans.

By an EETPU
‘Militant’
supporter

himself. It argued that the
Labour Party was controlled
by a ‘rag-bag’ left-wing
clique. It was this left
‘caucus’ that had made the
Party a shambles and were
responsible for the splitting
away of the Council for
Social Democracy—a body
for which he had much

TS ATTACK YS =

Let’s be clear about the
role of the police on
Saturday. All day a few
police officers had been
keeping a friendly eye on
our activities. A seargent, in
a reasonable and friendly
manner, had checked our
letter agreeing with the City
Council that we had paid to
have a stall. Then 3
policemen had told us that
some Chelsea supporters
were making their way to
Broadmead. Half an hour
later, suddenly all police-
men had disappeared just
before the 100-strong gang
of thugs appeared.

It seems strange that
whenever the fascists march
through Black or Asian areas
they are assured of massive
police protection, but when
15 YS and Labour Party
members are attacked by
100 fascists, the police have

Frank Chapple, right-wing leader of the EETPU

sympathy!

Delegates responded an-
grily that it was editorials
like these that caused divi-
sions in the Party, and to
underline this sentiment the
meeting welcomed the state-
ment of Bob McTaggart MP
that the CSD should resign
their seats and put their
policies to the electorate.

Right-wing and left-wing
delegates were concerned at
the way in which increased

all gone away.

The trade unions, the
Labour Party, the Black and
Asian people of Bristol must
rely on their own strength
and make sure that the
fascists are not allowed to
walk our streets intimidat-
ing people.

Hundreds of ordinary
shoppers were witness to
Saturday’s events.

One old man afterwards
came up to us and said “I’ve
seen it before—in the
1930s.”

We can promise this time,
as in the 1930s, the fascist
thugs will not be allowed to
rule and intimidate the
people of Britain. And hav-
ing sold 75 Militants on that
day, we will continue to sell
our papers-we will not be
intimidated off the streets.

By a Bristol LPYS member

Brentwood

Brentwood and Ongar
LPYS have also called a
demonstration against the
Tories, to -be held on 25
April with speakers Andy
Bevan and Ernie Roberts
MP. Even Brentwood, a
once affluent commuter
town, has been hit by the
capitalist crisis, with its
major employer, Ilford
Films Ltd, shutting up shop
and closing down. And we
are holding a protest meet-
ing against the rent in-
creases—this should receive
great support from tenants,
as we are leafletting whole
estates, after the Labour
Party has given us £10 to
produce leaflets to advertise
the meeting, on one of the
town’s large council estates.

John Ball (Brentwood and
Ongar LPYS)
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LPYS branches on the Isle
of Wight held a successful
picket of Newport job
centre, selling 27 ‘Militants’
and collecting 250 names on

a petition against unemploy-
ment. The event was cov-
ered on local radio and in
the local press. They will
now take this campaigning
programme into Fresh-
water, and then into East
and West Cowes in May,
and on to Ryde in June.

Pat Westermore (Chairman
of IOW Labour Party)

Easthourne

Over a thousand people
joined a demonstration ag-
ainst the Tories called by
Eastbourne Labour Party
and thes LPYS when the
Young Conservatives held a
conference in their town.
Mrs Thatcher hetself atten-
ded the conference, al-
though she managed to
sneak in a rear entrance.
However, the YC. delegates
were a constant source of
amusement for the demon-
strators. .

When Thatcher finally
did appear she: made a
quick get-away in a shiny
Jaguar, followed by a hail of
abuse, - not to mention a
volley of eggs. She was

clearly shaken by this dis-
play of working class anger
—in a town which has (or
did have!) a Tory majority of
26,000.

Pete Day (Eastbourne
LPYS)

Havant

The Havant LPYS held a
day of action in the town on
Saturday. Our YS agreed to
do this as we have noticed
an upswing in the number of
youth saying they agree with
the fascists, whether the
National Front or the Brit-
ish Movement; recently a
YS member was punched in
the face by a young fascist.

Though we must protect
ourselves, the LPYS has a
task of convincing any youth
that might be drifting
towards fascism that this is
no answer to their problems.
With a leaflet drive and a
street meeting we spelt out
the real causes of unemploy-
ment and the class nature of
society.

Helen Mullineux (Youth
Officer, Havant CLP)

EETPU delegations to the
Labour Party were being
handled. Delegates from
Falkirk, Stirling and Gran-
gemouth Labour Parties
said they were pleased at the
increased number of union
delegates at their GMCs,
but discrepancies had been
brought to light. Two dele--
gates, it was reported, were
not members of the Party
itself. The full-time political
organiser said that there
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had been some organis-
ational difficulties.

Delegates replied that the
methods being used were
arousing antagonisms and
creating suspicions.

The influx of new dele-
gates to this conference was
expected to fully endorse,
without criticism, the “line”
of the right wing. Yet, this
was not the case. Although
the left were defeated in the
elections for the political
advisory committee, voting
was extremely narrow.

In the future, as attacks
on working people increase
by this reactionary Tory
government, EETPU Lab-
our Party delegates will look
to the wunion’s political

. structure to represent their
© interests.
*" This conference marked a

further shift to the left
within the ranks of the
union, especially within the
Labour Party delegates, and
also a growing awareness by
EETPU members that the
present leadership is totally
incapable of protecting and
improving living standards
—especially when it comes
to the crunch of mounting a
political campaign to re-
move this hated Tory gov-
ernment from office.

Northern Region

conference

The prospect of a
quarter of a million
unemployed in the
Northern Region now

looms large.

For this region insecurity
and poverty caused by
unemployment is ingrained
in the minds of workers. For
the conference it acts as a
huge backdrop against
which all the issues facing
the labour movement have
to be debated.

Inseparable from unem-
ployment is the issue of the
cuts in local government
expenditure.

The issue of the cuts
weighs heavily on councils in

the Northern Region. By

“good housekeeping” they
have tried to avoid or
mitigate the effects of cut-
backs. But cuts now inevit-
ably mean compulsory re-
dundancies, lost services
and a detrimental effect on
the community—particular-
ly on the working class.

Understandably, there-
fore, opposition has begun
to arise in Labour Groups
where cuts have been imple-
mented. In Gateshead four
Labour councillors have
been suspended from the
Labour Group because they
voted against implementing
cuts and inevitably this will
happen in other local auth-
orities.

Those councils which
think that next year will see
an improvement are living
in a dream world. The die is
cast—either councils will
continue with salami-type
cuts, or a fight against the
Tories has to be organised.

Not surprisingly demands
are being advanced at the
conference for Labour
Groups to follow District
Party policy. Linked to this

has come forward the de-
mand for more control over
Labour Groups as a wider
extension of democratic
control.

The key to the confer-
ence, however, is the dis-
cussion on how to combat
the Tories and the elabor-
ation of a strategy to over-
come the problems which
face the region.

The example of Sunder-
land classically underlines
what must be done. Unem-
ployment is now 20%—
25%oof jobs are dependent
on the public sector. New
industries, primarily small
ventures, have created jobs.
But in the month of January
alone 800 jobs were lost.
During the last five years a
total of 15,000 jobs have
gone.

Tinkering with the system
through Regional Aid,
development agencies, co-
operative ventures has not
worked in the past and will
not work now.

A socialist programme of
public works could provide
jobs for all and stem the
dismantling of industry and
services. The nationalisation
of the banks, insurance
companies and major
monopolies with compen-
sation paid only on the basis
of proven need is the only
way forward.

By Jeff Price

(Northern Regional
Council,
personal capacity)

MILITANT
READERS
MEETINGS

BIRMINGHAM

‘Fight the Social Democrats,

Fight for Socialism’
Speaker: Terry Harrison,
prospective Labour parlia-
mentary candidate for Liver-
pool Edge Hill. Monday 30
March at 7.30pm. Digbeth
Civic Hall

SOUTHERN
AREA SCHOOL

Sunday M~y 3 and Bank
Holiday Monday May 4.
Three speakers, social and
food. Hotel Bed and Break-
fast at Danville Hotel (on
sea front) Cliftonville, Mar-
gate. Only £7.50 (same as
last year). Please book early
as capacity limited. Write/
phone K Nicholson, 25
Grotto Road, Cliftonville,
Margate, Kent (0843 291-
293). Speakers: Ray Apps
‘What is Marxism’, Dudley
Edwards 1926 General
Strike.” Debate—‘Militant’
versus Communist Party,
‘Persvectives for Britain’.

NEATH

Wednesday,
Moon Pub,

Meets  every
7.30pm  Full
Neath.

SWANSEA

Monday, 7.
School

Meets every
30pm, Dynevor
Swansea.

NORTHERN
REGIONAL

LABOUR PARTY
CONFERENCE

Saturday March 28, 7pm at
Bay Room, Park Hotel,
Tynemouth. ‘A socialist
strategy to fight the cuts.’
Speakers: Jeff Price (Regi-
onal "Council), Peter Doyle
(NUPE) and Councillor
Peter Mole (G&MWU), all
in personal capacities.

WEST HULL

Democratic Socialism or
Social Democracy, which
way for Labour?’ Hear;
Mike Foster (Louth CLP).
Wednesday April 1. 7.45pm
Costelio Sperts Centre,
Room 3, Pickering Road.

CANVEY ISLAND

‘Poland’ Hear; Bob Edwards

(Harlow LP). Labour Hall, -

Lionel Road, Thursday 26
March, 7.45pm—all wel-
come. Information—Canvey
60187.

GATESHEAD EAST

‘The secret service and its
activities within the labour
movement.” Monday 30
March, 7.30pm. Miners
Welfare, Smithburn Road,
Boghouse Estate.

BRADFORD
e ]

‘Socialism or Social Democ-
racy’ Textile Hall, 7.20pm
Wednesday April 1.

LEWISHAM
e
‘What is happening in the
Labqur Party?’ Hear; Peter
Jarvis (NGA and Hackney
South LP) Wednesday §
April, 7.45pm Deptford
Town Hall, New Cross

J -Road, New Cross SE14.
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A new book entitled “Socialism, Democracy and
Human Rights”, written by Leonid Brezhnev drew
a warm review from the loyal ‘objective’ Soviet
Ambassador Popov. The book was the work of a
man, he said, who had “done a lot for the
development of Soviet Democracy”.

As in Alice in Wonderland, everything is turned
on its head. Brezhnev, one of the leading members
of the Russian totalitarian bureaucracy, has precis-
ely “done a lot” to ruthlessly suppress all opposition
to the privileged elite and stamped on every
.democratic aspiration of the Russian workers. This
‘democrat’ fully supported the murders of the
Stalin regime, the crushing of the Hungarian
workers in 1956 and any attempt by the masses
since then to challlenge the rule of the bureaucracy.
He is undoubtedly an authority on democratic
rights as was his twin Joseph Stalin.

“That first million pounds in the bank, that

country estate, chain of businesses, holiday villa,

yacht, or simply a car, needn’t be just dreams.”
Such was the advertising appeal made to seedy,

money-grabbing employers from the “The Profit

Maker”. Just subscribe to this carefully designed,

step by step guide and ‘“‘give the Midas touch to

your business”. Your monthly portfolio will be a

f bumper package of ‘““ideas, advice and news that

will fire you [sic] into action, such as:

* How to make cash from VAT.

* How to build consumer loyalty and boost

profits.
* How to persuade staff to accept less....

To heal the closure scars of bomb shattered South
Wales, the Tories have dreamed up a most
wonderful thing—a Swansea Enterprise Zone!
Sick and tired of being pelted by the local
population, Government Ministers are taking
cover.

They really feel for the unemployed. You can tell
that by the expressions on their faces....

Now the proposed zone will bring happiness to
the depressed area of Swansea. How you may ask?
Through down-right bribery of course. Flash
incentives are being offered to would be capitalist
settlers. e.g. no rates to pay for ten years!

But there are no promises to help working people
or the unemployed with rising rates or living costs.
It’s a far cry from Thatcher’s election statement, 11
April 1979, that under the Tories: “the things we
have in common as a nation far outnumber those
that divide us’’ and that she would bring about ‘“a
society where those laws are enforced impartially
on the rulers as well as the ruled.”

Cheap-skate Charlie, always with an eye for a
bargain, saved himself a bomb by borrowing a
large sapphire from the Royal Collection—to be
turned into a ring of course for Lady Diana. The
bill hasn’t arrived at the Palace yet for the new
setting, although similar rings, as yeu know, cost at
least £28,000.

In this case the bill for the job shouldn’t be more
than a mere £2,000. Handy these Royal
Collections. Charlie’s no fool, but he doesn’t give
you the ring of confidence.

As British capitalism plunges down the league of
major industrial producers, it can at least boast
that it has become top country in one industry—tax
avoidance. A report last week from the Economist
Intelligence Unit, said that Britain is now the
world’s finest tax haven—even firms registered in
Jersey or Lichenstein pay more.

The report estimates that more than 4,000
non-resident British companies enjoy tax-free
status. It points out that a combination of changes
in the tax laws by Tory and Labour governments,
the abolition of exchange controls, the numerous
double taxation agreements and the financial
expertise in the City of London has meant as a tax
haven Britain “has left all the others far behind.”

So whilst working people have to fork out more
and more in taxation, large sections of business
escape scot-free. And as if to emphasise that tax
avoidance is an industry for the rich, even this
latest report costs £50.

Anwar Ditta [right] on Manchester Labour Party’s demonstration last month agai

e Tories Nationslity Bill

Anwar Ditta wins her fight

The five years of
struggle to bring An-
war Ditta’s children to

- Britain ended in vic-

tory last week, when
the Home Office fin-
ally agreed that An-
war was the meother
and the children could
join her.

It was only her determin-
ation and the campaign that
was waged which won her the
right to be united with her
family. A defence committee
was set up in November 1979
and in the last eighteen
months Anwar has spoken at
over four hundred meetings
(an average of four a week)
and there have been three
demonstrations in Rochdale
and one in Manchester.

The Tories have
taken a leaf out of
‘Militant’s’ prog-
ramme and turned it
round. They have
introduced an enabl-
ing Act in reverse—
not to nationalise but
to denationalise an
industry.

The Tories Telecommuni-
cations Bill is specifically
designed to allow the profit
grabbers in big business to
lay their hands on British
Telecoms—one of the most
profitable firms in the
country.

Yet whilst would-be buy-
ers are licking their lips in
anticipation at getting a
hold of such a money-spin-
ning bonanza, some recog-
nise that it won’t be so rosy
given foreign competition,
especially from the US
telecoms giants. The AT&T
Corporation employes more
people than the federal
government and has a
greater operating revenue
than the Gross Domestic
Product of Denmark!

The past performance of
the British has included lack
of investment, inefficiency
and short-sighted profit-
grabbing so their fears are
not without substance. In
the last two decades their
share of the telecommuni-

cations markets has steadily

declined.
Changes from electro-

By Tom Stott
(Rochdale Labour Party)

The strength of this cam-
paign aroused the interest of
Granada’s ‘World in Action’.
And last week blood tests they
took showed that the possi-
bility of Anwar and Suja, her
husband, not being the
parents of the children were
ridiculously remote, one
chance in 250 million. This
and other evidence finally
forced the Home Office to
back down and allow the
children in.

After the announcement,
Anwar stated:

“I only hope that this will
give courage to the thousands

TELECGMS...

By Colin
O’Callaghan
(Overseas Telegraphs,
personal capacity)

mechanical to electronic
equipment accelerated this.
In 1963 the UK had a 25%
share of world telecoms
trade. In 1975 it had fallen
to 5.9%. Import penetra-
tion rose from 3.5% in 1967
to 14% in 1976.

The Bill will cause further
loss on the home markets
resulting in a major loss of
jobs in manufacturing in-
dustry. These workers could
be drawn into the campaign
against the Bill.

The general secretary of
the Post Office Engineers
Union, Bryan Stanley, has
called for “the strongest and
most united opposition to
the government’s propos-
als”. POEU branches have
been asked to campaign
against the Bill by app-
roaching MPs with our case
and holding a joint lobby of
Parliament with other Post
Office unions.

Whilst supporting these
efforts we must recognise
they are insufficient to
mobilise our members and
win other workers into the
fight against the Tory
proposals. The govern-
ment’s measures represent a
disaster, especially in the
rural areas.

If there were firm propo-

sals for action and a mass *

campaign, the Tories could

of black people who are
suffering because of these
unjust laws. I will continue to
fight and help others in the
same situation.

“Although my children are
cuming, the problem does not
end there. My case has
exposed the complete farce of
the immigration laws and the
way they work. It runs against
so-called British justice that
black people should have to
prove these things. The onus

of proof should be on the

Home Office.”

She thanked all her suppor-
ters in the Labour Party in
Rochdale and various parts of
Britain who had been tre-
mendously helpful in her
campaign.

But the campaign is not yet
over. It has already cost sev-
eral thousand pounds, and it
will cost a further £1,000 to

fly Suja to Pakistan to collect
the children and bring them
to Rochdale.

The Defence Committee
has asked individuals and
organisations to contribute in
whatever way they can to help
pay for the tickets (all
cheques payable to the Anwar
Ditta defence committee and
sent to 127 Crawford Street,
Rochdale).

Anwar’s campaign and her
determination to win the right
for her family to be united has
been an inspiration to every-
one she has met. As she says,
the case has exposed the
complete farce of the immi-
gration laws. The campaign
will go on; the only way to ¢nd
these injustices is to commmit
the next Labour government
to repeal these immigration
laws so that no-one has to
suffer Anwar’s years of agony.

stop Tories sale

be made to retreat. Qur
members would respond
enthusiastically to protect
their jobs and the industry.

“We have been arguing
and lobbying. Now drive
these points at home”
demands our general secre-
tary. But how? Without
posing the issue of effective
industrial action we will not
be able to defeat the Bill.
The lobby of parliament
should have been combined
with a one day strike to
ensure a maximum turn out
and to show our strength.
Mass meetings-at area level
should have been called on
this.

Such meetings must now
be called to discuss all issues
especially the need for
industrial action, including
strikes, blacking ‘line only’
circuits (ie. where, private
competitors put the équip-
ment on lines BT provide)
etc,.

If members are sent
home, we should be prepar-
ed to counter any retaliatory
action by management with
out own measures. Hit their
main backers ie. finance
capital. We should draw up
plans to cut off the Stock
Exchange, banks and inter-
national communication
links.

Our campaign must ex-
tend to include:

Leaflets to members on
particular aspects of the

-threat from the Bill, ie.

installation staff depletion,
subsidiaries, rise in imports

from USA etc, restriction of
our competitiveness.

Leaflets to explain to the
public how the service will
be affected.

Press statements together
with good agitational ad-
verts.

A national approach to
other unions especially to
the electricians (EETPU),
engineers (AUEW), and
scientific workers (ASTMS)
for joint action to defend
public services should be
made.

Branches should submit
resolutions for support and
joint action to Trades Coun-
cils and Labour Parties.

Finally we should demand
a guarantee from the Lab-
our Party National Execu-
tive Committee and Parlia-
mentary Party that the next
Labour Government will
carry out POEU policy and
renationalise hived off sec-
tions without compensation.
That would warn the Tories
and their rich big business
friends of the consequences
of their action.

A resolution along these
lines will be discussed at the
next meeting of our Union’s
Executive. 0

Now’s the-time to put into
practice the unanimous re-
solution of the 1979 POEU
Conference “To oppose by
all means possible, includ-
ing industrial action, any
attempt to break the Post
Office monopoly.”
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FIGHTING THE TORY CUTS

Mass demonstrations [above November 1979] showed that Lambeth workers were prepared to embark on a road of confrontation with the Tories

What are the lessons from Lamheth?

The hopes of the whole
labour movement that
Lambeth Council would
lead a successful fight
against Heseltine’s attacks
have been disappointed.

The whole idea
that the Tories’ cuts
on social services
could be defeated
through raising the
rates has been shown
to be an illusion.

Last week, Lambeth Cou-
ncil decided to cut a massive
£11% million from the
1981-82 budget. Rates will
be going up by another 37%
and rents will rise £2 this
April and a further £2 in
Qctober!

The ruling Labour group
has stated that there will be
no compulsory redundan-
cies and the effects on
services will only be mini-
mal. But on the admission
of Ted Knight, the leader of
the council, at least 200
office jobs must be shed
through posts not being
filled. But what happens if
not enough staff leave and
how can you cut 10%
without services deteriora-
ting?

Lambeth NALGO’s pol-
icy remains one of total
opposition to cuts in jobs
and services. In their latest
‘CUTS Bulletin’ they spell
out what a 10% cut could
mean in just one depart-
ment:—

CLUT
e ‘Running costs’ for adult
and childrens homes. ie
mostly food.

e Aids and adaptations for
the homes of the physically
handicapped and elderlv.
e Holidays for the elderly.

By Clare Doyle

(Lambeth Norwood
Labour Party)

e Placements in private and
voluntary residential homes.
This will place additional
strains on workers in Lam-
beth’s own homes when
there is currently a 30%
vacancy rate.
e £182,000 from grants to
voluntary organisations.
FREEZE
e Vacancies to 10% (al-
though in many parts of

Social Services there is
already a 16-17% vacancy
rate).

POSSIBLE CLOSURE
° A day centre for the
mentally ill.

But the council leader
maintains that £11% mill-
ion represents a little fat
which can be eaten into!
This approach plays right
into the hands of the Tory
press and upper class rate-
payers who have continually
accused Lambeth of being
“profligate overspenders”’.
An inner-city borough with
Lambeth’s enormous social
problems, needs every penuy
it can get!

The massive rate rises of
the last year (49% in April
1980 and an extra £4
average supplement early
this year) have meant that
those who work and live in
Lambeth have had to “make

up the difference” caused by
Tory policies.

A leaflet circulated before
the cuts, by tenants on
Stockwell Park Estate criti-
cised the rate rises: “Is it
fair that in April 1980 we
were paying £18.60 for a
3-bedroomed flat which by
April 1981 will cost £31.34
(with rent and heating

did you have such a rise in
your pay packet?” As one
tenants’ association activist
complained: “The council is
cutting the living stan-
dards of the working class in
Lambeth”.

And now with cuts, the
“social wage” is under
attack. For Lambeth coun-
cil workers, whose overtime
is being cut, even their
actual take-home pay is
going down! Was there any
alternative?

Clear socialist
alternative

The ““options” presented
by the leader to the majority
party group on 27 February
included various mixes of
rate increases and cuts. No
cuts would have meant a
57.9% increase in rates, and
Knight argued that: “Such
an increase would be unac-
ceptable to Labour voters
and would continue the
opposition generated by the
supplementary rate.”

‘Militant’ maintained,
from the first days of Tory
rule, that Labour councils
together with a ‘no cuts’
policy should not raise rates
or rents to compensate for
Tory cuts in central fund-
ing. “But this means bank-
ruptcy, collapse, chaos and
pointless martyrdom—gaol,
or at best unbearable sur-
charges for the councillors
and no jobs for the 10V
thousand employees of

Lambeth council!”” were the
objections from Labour
group members.

‘Militant’ argued that
such a policy of defiance of
the Tories could be success-
ful if a clear stand was taken
by the council itself and a
mass campaign was con-
ducted to mobilise support.
It would have meant every
councillor, every Labour
Party member and every
active trade unionist getting
out on the streets, leaflet-
ting, addressing workers at
the factory, depot or office
entrance, and calling mass
meetings on housing estates
with poster campaigns,
street meetings, demonstra-
tions, etc.

“Envoys’’, like flying
pickets, would have been
despatched to every Labour-
controlled borough in Lon-
don, to get pledges of
support. A labour move-
ment conference would be
needed to rally this support
and hammer out a fighting
strategy.

‘Militant’ supporters ar-
gued that such a campaign
should be linked to a
socialist programme to take
over the banks and insur-
ance companies, whose in-
terest charges are such a
heavy burden around the
necks of local authorities. A
policy of confrontation ag-
ainst the capitalist class was
the only way forward.

Such a policy of defiance
would have won the support
of ten- or fifteen other
boroughs. Victory could
have been achieved.

In these circumstances, it
is even doubtful whether a
Commissioner would have
been sent in, let alone the
council suspended. But if
that had happened, a thor-
oughly prepared movement
would have refused co-
operation at the town hall.
Combined with rate and
rent strikes and all-out
strike action of every trade

unionist in the area, this
would have meant there
would have been no ‘“‘mar-
tyrs”’, no mass sacking of
10%2 thousand workers and
no suspension of all public
services.

In the face of such a social
explosion, the Tories would
have backed down. They did
so with the miners, and in
the past in Poplar in the
1920s and Glasgow in 1915.

Lambeth council’s Lab-
our group took a battering
in the press and the media
for their no cuts policy and
the huge protest meetings of
ratepayers. They replied by
correctly laying the blame
squarely where it belongs—

with Heseltine and the
Tories.
They have taken the

blame for making a ‘stand’,
but the ‘stand’ has satisfied
neither one side nor the
other—neither the Tories
nor the workers and resid-
ents of Lambeth.

Actest of Labour’s policies
and the hatred of the Tories
will come in the GLC
elections in May. Ted
Knight is standing in the
Labour seat of Lambeth,
Norwood, which is con-
sidered ‘marginal’ by Lon-
don Labour Party offi-
cials! Labour activists must
fully play their part in
working for his election and
argue for real socialist alter-
natives to Tory policies.

There is no doubt that
there are currently many
disappointed Labour voters
in Lambeth. Unlike the
councillors, ‘Militant’ sup-
porters are convinced that
they would have backed a
defiant council, fighting to
defend their living stand-
ards with the possibility of
victory. Now the fight is that
much harder. One :hance of
victory in the battle to
defeat the Tories has been
lost but there will be many
more!

27 March 1981 MILITANT 7

Workers
nofebook

Government

spending

Despite all the rhetoric
about cutting public spen-
ding, Thatcher’s govern-
ment next year will spend
3% more of gross domestic
spending than Labour did in
its last year 1978-79. 1981-
82 will see the government
spend 45% of total expen-
diture, about the same as
Labour did in 1976, before
Healey carried out the cuts
ordered by the International
Monetary Fund.

But there is quite a differ-
ence on what the money is
spent on. Because of the
Tories’ economics, they are
now spending virtually dou-
be the 1978-79 figure on
unemployment.

In that year the unem-
ployed received £1,540 mil-
lion, £810 million of which
was in supplementary bene-
fit. In 1981-82 the jobless
are budgeted to receive (at
1979 prices), £2,780 million,
of which over £1,500 million
will be supplementary bene-
fit.

Whilst the Tories have
had to pay out more in total
on unemployment, they
have viciously slashed the
social services. Housing in
1981-82 will be 33.5% down
on 1978-79 figures, at only
£3,143 million, and educa-
tion at £8,544 million is
6.8% down.’

And it will get worse. The
Tories are budgeting for
more cuts. In 1983-84 total
public spending on housing
will be £2,230 million ( at
1979 prices) compared to
£4,928 million in 1979-80.
At the same time they have
increased spending in some
areas in 1981-82—defence
expenditure is up 7.9% on
the 1979-80 figures and ‘law
and order’ up 11.1%.

The future the Tories
offer us it seems is the most
expensively guarded, tightly
policed slum state in Wes-
tern Europe.

Disabled
cuts

In the International Year
which is meant to assist
them, the disabled face
deliberate and serious cuts
into their living .tandards
from the Tories.

An analysis by ‘New
Society’ magazine (19
March) showed that because
of Chancellor Howe’s refu-
sal to uprate benefits, a
married couple on invalidity
pension will be £96.20 worse
off next year than in
1979-80; if they have two
children, £119.60 worse off.

Under the Tories’ social
security legislation disabled
people can no longer re-
claim new charges for
services as supplementary
benefits. °

Added to this is the
atiempt by some local
authorities - to break their
legal obiigations, under the
1970 Chronically Sick and
Disabled Aci, to provide
services for the disabled.
Essex Council has :made a
25p daily charge at tra ning
centres, Hampshire Cour 1
a £1.50 attendance charge
on mentally handicapped
clients at a day centre. It
took threats of court action
in Trafford and Durham to
force those councils to
install aids under their legal
obligation.

So when the Tories talk of
‘equal sacrifice’, ask them
how much more they wish to
take from the disabled.
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From its first day in office,
the Tory cabinet has been
divided between the That-
cherite right wing and the
so-called “‘wets”.

But, in the aftermath of

the budget,

a yawning

chasm has been opened

up.

It is an open secret
that at least six of the
cabinet were implac-
ably opposed to the
budget and the whole
‘‘economic strategy”
of Howe, Thatcher
and their supporters.

The CBI have den-
ounced the budget as
“a kick in the teeth”.
Even erstwhile sup-
porters, such as the
Tory MP, Tapsell, has
not only denounced
the budget but called
for the removal of his
former idol Howe
from office.

Thatcher herself has come
in for a storm of criticism.
The capitalist organ ‘The
Observer' has demanded that
the government performs a
complete about-turn or that
Thatcher is removed.

‘The Times’ has suggested
that *‘the unthinkable”, the
removal of Thatcher, is now
widely canvassed aniongst
Tory MPs and their big-
business backers. i

These developments are a
symptom of the seriousness of
the crisis of British capitalism
and its repercussions within
the Tory Party. It was Karl
Marx who pointed out that
‘“‘Revolution always starts
from the, top.” The ruling
class feels the gathering oppo-
sition from the working class
and middle layers in society.

It threshes about in a
search for an alternative and
splits into groups and factions
in the process.

Trotsky also showed that
the British ruling class in the
past were very careful to
conceal any divisions within
their ranks. Hence the special
form of British hypocrisy,
“parliamentary cant”’, which
seeks to mask such divisions.

The capitalists, said Trot-
sky, are always conscious that
there is ‘“‘a third party”, i.e.
the working class, listening
into their discussions. A split
in the ranks of the ruling class
can give enormous encour-
agement to the movement of
the working class.

The fact that these divi-
sions have now burst out into
the open indicates the gravity
of the present situation as far
as the capitalists and their
political representatives are
concerned.

Not so long ago all the
critics of Thatcher within the
Tory Party and the ruling
class were cheering her on in
her savage onslaught against
the rights and conditions of

By
Peter Taaffe

.working people.

They have only turned on
their former favourite because
of the devastating effects of
her policies on British capit-
alism, on the one side, and,
on the other, because of the
explosive social tensions
which these policies have
created.

They are now discovering
what the Marxists have
predicted all along, that the
effect of Thatcher’s policies
would be the opposite of what
was intended.

Strict control of the money
supply and a savage pro-
gramme of deflation—cuts in
living standards of the work-
ing class—were prescribed by
Howe and Thatcher for
putting ailing British capital-
ism back on its feet. But they
are like doctors who, faced
with a case of pneumonia,
recommend thaf a bucket of
cold water should be poured
over the patient!

At a time of world reces-
sion, ,the <cuts made by
Thatcher and Howe have had
a catastrophic effect on
British capitalism. Manufac-
turing industry collapsed by
15.5% in the last year, the
biggest drop this century.
Industrial production drop-
ped by 11%% in the three
months of November, Decem-
ber and January.

If oil and gas had been
excluded this would have
represented a decline of
13%42% over the year. Almost
every industry has been
affected: textiles, leather and
clothing have dropped by
21%, metal manufacturing
was down by 20%, engineer-
ing by 17% and chemical and
petroleum by 16%.

The car industry is only
turning out 924,000 units a
year compared to 1.64 million
in 1970. Construction is 25%
below the level of 1970.

And it is not just the old,
basic industries which have
been affected, but also the
so-called ‘“‘sunrise’” indus-
tries, such as ICI, which faced
a drop in its dividend for the
first time since 1938.

The intention of the Tory
government was to eliminate
inflation, to cut back the
living standards of the work-
ing class in order to boost
profitability, and, as a by-
product, to eliminate the
weaker, ailing industries in

FREEZING WATER SIR GEOFFREY,
THAT.S THE MEDICINE FOR

favour of “the strong”.

But, a policy of deflation,
while boosting profits, cuts
the market. At a time of
world recession, with “‘excess
capacity”” on average of more
than 20% in all the capitalist
countries, there is no incen-
tive for the capitalists to
reinvest in industry.

In 1980 manufacturing
investment dropped by 8%
and is expected to drop by a
further 15% to 20% this year.
Thus, British capitalism falls
further and further behind its
rivals. The average age of the
equipment in British factories
is 25 years old!

Even if an economic up-
swing comes British capital-
ism will be once again
outstripped and beaten by its
rivals both in the world
market and in its own
backyard.

THESE PN

Moreover, every one of the
predictions of the government
has been falsified. Money
supply was supposed to
increase by 9%. throughout
1980, whereas it increased by
more than 20%. The deficit
on public spending was to be
kept to £8,500 million but
turned out at £12,500 million.

Pessimistic
bosses

Small businessmen were
promised lavish assistance.
Instead they have been crip-
pled by high interest rates and
the recession. A record 6,876
companies were declared
bankrupt last year!

Thatcher promised to slash
taxes. Yet under the Labour
government taxes were 40%
of gross domestic product
while this year they were a

EUMONIA CASES

——ad
massive 48%. Almost all
these taxes are paid by

working people.

The government itself
slashed public pending which
in turn helped to boost
unemployment by almost
70% in the last year. But this
in turn pushed up public
spending because of the extra
amount needed to be paid out
to the unemployed!

No wonder that just before
the budget ‘The Times’ (24
February) could declare in
relation to Thatcher’s policies
‘“dreams are engaging but
dreams end.” Thorneycroft,
Tory Party chairman, and
supporter of Thatcher, ex-
pressed the widespread
pessimism within the ruling
class when he recently de-
clared: “I have been in
politics many years and I have
tried, or seen tried, almost
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every known solution and
none of them really works.”

This confession of bank-
ruptcy by Thatcher’s right-
hand man expresses the
perplexity within the ruling
class about the problems
confronting them and their
system.

The CBI has belatedly
recognised that the cuts in
government spending, par-
ticularly in construction and
capital expenditure, has had
a negative spin-off effect in
private industry. Hence the
about-turn recently when the
CBI called for a “‘reflation’ of
£1,500 million a year.

However, the extra public
spending was not to go,
according to them, to the
pensioners, to the old and the
sick, or to the victims of
Thatcher’s policies. It was to
be used as a means of

Photo: Militant

Workers demonstrating against vicious Tory policies. Fears of a social explosion, and the power of the working class are influencing the Tory ‘Wets’.

expanding the market in the
nationalised industries and
local authorities for the ailing
companies represented in the
CBI. ,

And yet, even if the CBI's
programme was accepted,
this would merely stabilise
unemployment at its present
level of 2.4 million. The CBI
expects virtual stagnation

until 1985, and only the
beginnings of -an impro-
vement in the economy in
1983. There is not a

glimmer of hope in the
programme of the CBI or of
the wets in the Tory cabinet.
The Tory and -capitalist
critics of Thatcher do not
differ with her over objectives.
They all support the aim of
univading the responsibility
for the crisis of British
capitalism on to the shoulders
of the working class.
However, Thatcher's in-
flexible “monetarist”, defla-
tionary policies are enor-
mously aggravating the crisis
of British capitalism. At the
same time, as the miners’
strike demonstrated, the ef-
fects of their policies could
ignite a social explosion.

No way out
under capitalism

[t is this which has
precipitated the revolt of Tory
MPs on some of the budget
measures, and the resignation
of Brocklebank-Fowler and
his defection to the Social
Demuocrats.

This desertion is also a
symptom of the extreme
social crisis in Britain and of
the volatility in particular of
the traditional Tory voters in
the middle class.

This is the first defection
from the Tory Party to an
vppusition party for 75 years.

This in turn has led to
speculation that Thatcher
could be removed as prime
minister. However, it would
be fatal for the Tories, no
matter how much they dis-
agree with Thatcher's present
policies, to precipitate her
downfall now.

They are not at all squeam-
ish about removing leaders
who are not delivering the
goods. As the political corres-
pondent of ‘The Times’,
David Wood, put it (16
February): “The Tory Party
has always known how to put

- the boot in; it has worshipped

its leader one day and sent
_him to the knacker’s yard the
next without showing the least
qualm or compunction. But
usually the butchery has been
done in private, in an
abbatoir where only gentle-
men are licensed to use the
more or less humane killer.”

To remove Thatcher at this
stage, in the middle of a
crisis, could lead to a general
election and the downfall of
the Tory government. The
capitalists will therefore first
exert terrific pressure on the
cabinet to reverse the budget
when it is seen to be not
working. Within a matter of
months, Howe will probably
be compelled to produce a
new budge! which will at-
tempt to “reflate” the econ-
omy.

If the economy improves,
paradoxically, it will be then
that the knives will come out
for Thatcher.

She is too identified with
the savage attacks on living
standards of the past two
years. If she leads the Tories
into a general election it
would be electoral suicide.

The Tories will therefore
attempt! to refurbish their
image, with a leader like Lord
Carrington, or Frances
Pym, in preparation for a
general election.

However, no matter who
leads the Tory Party, “wets”
or “hard” Thatcherites, their
pulicies offer no salvation for
working people. British cap-
italism has demonstrated its
complete incapacity to show a
way forward for British
society.

But on the basis of the
speeches of Labour spokes-
men in the budget debate it is
alsu clear that the Labour
leadership has not learnt the
lesson either of the last
Labour government or the
experience of two years under
the Tory government.

Peter Shore demanded
“bold action”, but then went
on to say that ““the only way
was to deal direct with both
sides of industry, formulating
an agreement of national
revival.”

The TUC has even sugges-
ted a united front with the
CBI against the Tory govern-
ment. This is like proposing a
jouint struggle with the devil
against sin!

Under the stewardship of
the British capitalists, repre-
sented both by the CBI and
the Tory government, British
industry and British society
have been brought to the
brink of ruin. Until recently
the CBI were slavish support-
ers of Thatcher. They have
only begun to squeal because
of the effects on big business.

The only ‘“‘partnership”
which they understand is
between rider and horse, with
the working class and labour
mouvement in the latter posi-
tion. Only a class and socialist
alternative can show a way
out of the present crisis.

Capitalism cannot over-
come the contradictions
between the enormous poten-

tial of the productive re-
sources—science, technique
and the organisation of
labour—and the narrow
limits imposed on them by
private ownership and the
national state.

Moreover, the capitalists
are on the horns of a
dilemma. Keynesianism—
budget deficits, etc.—merely
fuel inflation. But Thatcher-
ism, deflation, cuts the
market. There is no way out
on the basis of capitalism.

It is not a system for the
production of goods for the
population but of production
for profit for the monopolies,
banks and insurance com-
panies. If factories and
industries don't produce pro-
fit then they will be uncere-
moniously closed down and
whole communities thrown on
the scrap heap. It is the lust
for profits, not social need,
which is the driving force of
capitalism.

Diseased British capital-
ism, in particular, cannot
afford lasting reforms. The
right wing in the last Labour
government, recognising this,
carried out a watered-down
version of Thatcherism. It
enforced counter-reforms,
cuts in the living standards of
the working class.

And any new Labour
government remaining within
the framework of capitalism
would be forced to retrace the
steps of the last Labour
government.

This would be the case even
with a “left” Labour govern-
ment{. A massive programme
of public spending would
undoubtedly lead to a rocket-
ing of inflation on the basis of
capitalism.

This is why the CBI, for
instance, is utterly opposed to
the demand of the TUC for an
injection of £6,000 million
public spending in to the
economy. Quite correctly
from their standpoint, they
put the question to the TUC:
where would the money come
from to pay for such expen-
diture?

For a socialist
plan of
production

If it is to come from the
working class in the form of
increased taxes, this would
merely cut the market and
cancel out any benefits from
increased public spending.

If on the other hand, it
were to come from attacks on
capital in the form of a wealth
tax, this would cut the already
depleted profits and lead to a
further refusal of the capital-
ists to re-invest back into

indus‘ry. That would cancel
out any gains in creating jobs
from public spending.

If as an alternative to
increased taxation, the gov-
ernment resorts to the print-
ing press to produce pound
nutes which are not backed
up by the increased produc-
tion of goods and services,
this would merely fuel the
‘ires of inflation.

The whole labour move-
ment must demand a useful
programme of public works to
begin to eliminate the scourge
of unemployment. But the
TUC's demand for £6,000
million is a mere flea-bite.
The last Labour government
cut £8,000 million in public
expenditure, which has been
matched by a similar cut by
this present Tory government.

However, the programme
of the TUC, if implemented,
would represent a step for-
ward. But it is clear that for
this to be realised, the
increase of public spending
would have to be linked with
the need to transform society
along socialist lines.

To defend past conquests
of the working class, never
mind big improvements in
living standards, is possible
only if the labour movement
arms itself with a socialist
programme.

The battle against the
effects of the Tory budget and
further proposals for another
£6,000 million to be cut from
public spending raises the
need for the labour movement
to arm itself with a socialist
perspective and programme.
Only by taking over—with
minimum compensation on
the basis of proven need—the
200 monopolies which control
85% of the economy will it be
possible to eradicate the
scourge of unemployment and
the attendant mass poverty.

The 196 directors who
control these companies are
the real government of Brit-
ain, nomatter whether Labour
or the Tories are in power.
They will frustrate and sabo-
tage the next Labour govern-
ment as certainly as they did
the last one if their power
remains intact.

A socialist and democratic
plan of production will allow
the labour movement to cut
the working week, to intro-
duce a massive programme of

useful public works, to rap-

idly increase expenditure on
housing, social services, etc.
This, moreover, would be the
only way to guarantee that
another Tory government, or
a Social Democratic/Tory/
Liberal government, would
never have the chance again
fo perpetuate some of the
crimes carried out under
Thatcher in the last two years.
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When the cheering stops...

A human sea of a million
people in Madrid demonstrat-
ed their opposition to reaction
in Spain and their support for
basic democratic rights after

the failed coup.

Another 200,000
turned out in Barcel-
ona, a quarter milli-
on in Valencia and
many more in other
demonstrations org-
anised by parliamen-
tary parties.

The ruling class parties, so
called ‘defenders of demo-
cracy’ had only participated
in demands for demonstrat-
ions because a highly char-
ged situation threatened to
explode in actions-by the
working class. The leader-
ships of the workers’ parties
too wanted to use these
parades as an escape valve
to head off illegal acts.

Many industrial workers
were cold to these demon-
stration—in favour of a still
reactionary constitution—
and hand in hand with
reactionary parties. None-
theless millions in 60 differ-
ent cities decided that even
the minimum democratic
rights they had today were
worth fighting for—and to
show their disgust at the
coup attempts.

But when the euphoria
dies down we will be back in
a life or death struggle for
the working class.

The first period of capit-
alist democracy saw the
same euphoria, but the
disillusion which crept in
afterwards created the basis
for the move to the right by
the ruling class.

The important question is
how to explain these appar-
ently convulsive swings in
Spanish society and analyse
the way forward.

The working class which
flooded into the CP, PSOE,

By Pedro
Rodriguez

Workers commissions and
the UGT in 1977 has
temporarily seen its hopes in
these organisations dashed.
On vital issues, the workers’
organisations respect the
parliamentary balance of
forces and act against any
‘illegal’ attempt to use
extra-parliamentary acti-
vity.

Power in grasp
of workers

Carrillo said that he
maintained the struggles
within the ‘democratic’ or-
der, despite the fact that it
was the heroic strike waves
against the dictatorship in
the early '70s that forced the
democratic changes thro-
ugh.

The only thing lacking in
the working class was a
leadership sufficiently bold
to generalise the struggles
and create amplified strike
committees. as seen in
Vitoria in March 1976,
linked up at a national level.
The CP did all in its power
to prevent the generalisation
of the struggles, -calling
separate strikes, in every
case.

During these months the
power and destiny of Span-
ish society rested firmly in
the workers’ hands. But the

consciousness of the working
class dragged behind its
action. They had the chance

to change society, but
weren’t conscious of the
power they had in their
hands.

The leadership tried to
convince the workers of the
need to go for
pactada” (the
split) and organised Plat-
forms with mere shadows of
the ruling class ‘parties’
which didn’t win one seat in
parliament between them
and represent no one.

While the post-Franco
government of Arias Navar-
ro-Fraga was using repres-
sive measures against the
working class to contain the
situation, these ‘democrats’
were the very picture of

impotence.
Nevertheless, the workers
mobilisations, culminating

in the heroic Vitorian gen-
eral strike, sharpened the
conflict inside the ruling
class. They decided to ditch
the Arias-Fraga government
for fear of a social explosion,
and called on Suarez to
reach agreement with the
workers’ leaders.

Tejero’s attempted coup,
with its revelations about
the degree of military sup-
port and the lenient treat-
ment meted out to Tejero
for previous planned puts-
ches shows a lasting threat
to the working class.

The attitude of a state
which has maintained the
same judges, jailers, army
officials and bureaucrats as
the Franco dictatorship may

not surprise us. The support
given by the workers’ lead-
ers to the capitalist ‘demo-
cratic’ figureheads has been
worse.

When Calvo Sotelo, whose
investiture was rudely inter-
rupted by Tejero said in his
inaugural speech that ‘“‘the
transition period has fini-
shed,” he meant that the
capitalists had given all the
concessions they were prep-
ared to accept—and were

now going back on pending _

“la ruptura=-
negotiated ~

legislation.

The liberal newspaper ‘El
Pais’ commented that Cal-
vo Sotelo could find him-
self forced to do by legal
means what the mutineers
wanted to accomplish ‘illeg-
ally’. Ehis-tHey said, would

‘cratic coup, the first steps
‘fowards reaction.

Through Suarez the rul-
ing class has been able to
base itself on the support of
the workers’ leaders to
re-establish ‘order’. Suar-
ez’s reforms, accepted as
“sound money” by the CP
and PSOE leaders were a
giant fraud, which aimed to
maintain all the most funda-
mental aspects of the old
regime under the facade of
formal ‘democracy’.

Ironically, the workers,
who had had power within
their reach, entrusted their
leaders. These, in turn,
placed their trust in “Yes-
terday’s fascists” who in
turn depended directly on
the boardrooms and the big
banks.

The rise of
the ‘centre’

In reality, the ruling class
had only made concessions
under the pressure of the
mass movement. And it was
only prepared to continue
doing so as long as they felt
endangered.

While Santiago Carrillo
of the ‘Communist’ Party
and Felipe Gonzales of the
Socialist Party looked up-
wards deeply impressed by
the ‘power’ of the ruling
class, the strategists of
capital looked down in fear
at the mobilisations in the
factories, streets and hous-
ing estates.

The two principal forces
in society were locked in an
unstable equilibrium. The
panic-stricken ruling class,
disorientated and divided
was unable to continue
dominating with the old
methods, while the working
class was paralysed by the

short sighted behaviour of
their leaders.

Terrorised by the danger
of class polarisation, the
oligarchy had to hide its
interests behind the grotes-
que mask of the centre, that
imaginary point in politics
where all colours are red-
uced to a static and empty
grey.

Nevertheless, once set up,
this artificial body—without
roots, traditions, or history
began to acquire a certain
base. How?

Trotsky once explained
that if revolutions were the
driving force of history,
fascism was a giant brake.
After 40 years of fascism
and dictatorship the middle
class had tremendous illu-
sions in capitalist demo-
cracy.

When the working class
struggle didn’t result in a
fundamental change in soc-
iety they looked for the
“‘easiest road”’.

Nonetheless, a bold soci-
alist programme combined
with implacable criticism of
the UCD and the ‘“‘Suarez
reform’” as well as a serious
defence of the most advan-
ced democratic demands,

could cut this period to a
minimum, and speed the
path of the middle class
towards socialism.

But the CP and SP
leaders far from fighting
Suarez, identified them-
selves with his policies. The
middle class, and backward
or isolated sections of the
working class, drew their
conclusions and voted Sua-
rez in 1977 and 1979.

But no sooner does he
take power than all the
accumulated contradictions
in Spanish society come to
the surface. Unemploy-
ment, the national question,
terrorism....one by one the
unpaid bills of history
presented themselves, and
the government could not
solve them.

The disillusion of the
masses now measures up to
their previous exaggerated
illusions. Only the workers’
parties fighting on a socialist
programme for a socialist
government would cut the
ground from under the feet
of a new coup attempt in the
future.

Further articles on develop-
ments in Spain will appear
in future issues.

New Militant
pamphlet

‘Lessons of Spain’
by Leon Trotsky
With the original
1938 introduction
30p + 15p p&p

Also available:

‘The Spanish
Revolution 1931-36’
by Ted Grant

30p + 15p p&p




always been

Mass unemployment has

used by the

bosses to increase the exploi-
tation of workers. This is
done not just by holding
down wages, but by increas-
ing the amount of work
from each worker who still

has a job.

Michael Edwardes
and BL management
have gone in for this
in a big way, particu-
larly since Thatcher
came to power. At
Rover, Solihull, we
have been treated to
the cold brutality of
the bosses on the
offensive.

In September 1979 we had
a five-week strike against the
bosses’ attempt to rip up all
previous manning-level agree-
ments. The strike failed
because we couldn’t get
support from other BL plants,
who soon faced the same
issues themselves.

But it was the introduction
of the infamous 96-page
document in April 1980 after
another strike, that heralded
some of the most vicious
attacks on our working con-
ditions.

In 1979 over 5,000 workers,
shop-floor and staff, worked
on the car side of Rover in
Solihull. By February 1981
this had fallen to 2,000—a
drop of 60% —while produc-
tion had fallen from 44 to 24
an hour—a cut of 45%.

If you take into account
that a certain number of
workers remain more or less
constant or fall very little
irrespective of production
levels (such as maintenance
and stores), you will realise
that for track workers the
work-loads increased greatly.

After the 1979 strike each
track worker had, on average,
20% more work. Then in
January 1981, after all the
jobs had been re-timed, the
average work-load increased
again by 25%.

Time-study engineers rec-

ognise that every worker goes
through a ‘learning curve’ on
their job. What this means in
plain language is that most
workers, through their own
dexterity, are able to ‘cut
corners, after a certain time
and do the job slightly
quicker.

For years management
have longed to grab this ‘extra
time’ back from the workers
by constantly re-timing their
jobs. Only now have they been
able to do this.

The ‘times’ we are talking
about, by the way, are not
minutes or hours but hun-
dredths of a minute. On my
job the time-sheets went into
the greatest possible detail of
all my movements.
1st element:

“Walk from car to pallet
[3.5 metres] and procure left-
hand tail-gate harness.” Time
00. 100 mins [6 seconds].

The only way you could do
this particular operation is
by running, as sometimes
happens. But beware, behind
the pallet lurks a time-study
man. Before you know it, a
new time-sheet is issued with
the time reduced for this
particular element to five
seconds.

With the track moving at
12 cars an hour it means you
have 5 minutes to complete
all your work on each car
before the next one has
arrived on your station.

It is- your hard luck if
anything holds you up and
you go “off station.” It will
probably take you the rest of
the shift to get back “on
station.” Meanwhile, you are
working under someone else’s
feet and tempers get frayed.

In January 1981, the com-
pany moved all the workers,

including me, off one line
on to another line. They used
this to introduce new times
for the jobs. Some of these

times were from previous
studies, others were ‘esti-
mates.’

After a few days they

turned the line speed up to
full rate. As a result, more
and more of us went ‘off
station’ and ‘down the line.’

The company’s answer to
this was intimidation. Along
with others, I was given a
‘recorded, verbal warning’
that unless I held my job I
would be subject to disciplin-
ary action leading to the sack.

After a few hours of this
there was a spontaneous
walk off the job and 24-hour
strike.

The company threatened
that they would ‘shut up
shop, lock stock and barrel’ if
we didn’t get back to work.
They held out the promise
that ‘the difficult jobs would
be examined.” With the recent
history of BL and mass
unemployment as a back-
ground, the workers at a mass
meeting, by a tiny majority
voted to go back.

I would estimate, however,
that the bulk of track workers
voted to stay on strike.

The aftermath was that my
job, as one of the ‘difficult
ones’ (though most jobs could
fit into this category), was re-
timed.

The attitude of the time-
study man spoke volumes for
BL management’s arrogance.
He admitted to me that the
bosses thought work-stand-
ards in the past had been ‘too
loose’. He was here to ‘tighten
them up’.

I was not be disappointed.
He timed me doing the job
and recorded a time of 5.7
minutes, that is the work I
was given took 0.7 minutes
more than the S-minute cycle
time of the track speed.

Well, you would think this
would mean that some work
world have to be taken off me
—but not according to the BL
bosses!

After going back to his
office, the time-study man

informed me that ‘‘even
though” it took me 5.7
minutes to do the work, I was
in his opinion only working at
85% effort/pace. Therefore,
if I worked faster and reached
100% I could do the jobin 4.7
minutes, ie. under the cycle
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Automated production, under capitalist
management, is a form of modern-day
slavery.

time, then I would have some
spare time as well!

This vicious speed-up resul-
ted in many workers applying
for voluntary redundancy,
and also excessive absentee-
ism. My group of 24 workers,
for example, had an average
daily absenteeism of 9.

Those who are left harbour
enormous resentment and
hatred for BL and the Tories.
One of the most frequent
comments is: “what we need
is all the unions striking
together.”

A few years ago, the ex-
managing director of Rootes
described track work as
comparable to ‘“modern-day
slavery.” That was in a period
of boom. Now it is even more
like slavery, with the twist of
falling living standards.

Such is the tightness of the
jobs that stories abound of
workers injuring themselves
and not being able to get
someone to cover their jobs to
go to the surgery. Some of
these cases I witnessed myself
and insisted that they go,
cover or no cover. It would be
hard to exaggerate the sweat-
shop conditions.

There was even a case
where a worker became too
frightened to leave his job to
go to the toilet and the
foreman would not get a
floater to cover him. He
suffered the inevitable embar-
rassment for himself and his
work-mates.

For most track workers,
their day was the same as
mine. Straight on the job at
7.30 am. Invariably, you find
others on your station who the
day before, exhausted, had
pinched a few extra minutes
by letting their jobs run down.

Nobody feels like saying,
‘Good morning.’ Everyone is
immediately in a bad temper
as they shove and push to get
in the car to fit their parts.

This part of the shift is
dominated by a mad rush to
stay on station, at worst—or
to gain a car at best.

I fitted the electric cables
on both sides of the tail-gate.
This meant I had to clamber

-in and out of the car boot,

and sit on the boot floor.
After a few cars, black sealer
from the tail-gate glass would
get into my hair and stay
there until I got home and
had a bath.

These discomforts were
nothing compared to the
overwhelming feeling that
after working flat out for two
hours, you are in exactly the
same place—and those cars
still keep coming.

Only the arrival of the relief
operator to give you a
15-minute break allows some
time to recover.

The tea breaks are a
gamble. In that 15 minutes
you have to walk 50 or 60 yards

to the hot water dispenser,
queue. for a sandwich at the
canteen, and walk back to the
rest area. This leaves you
about 5 minutes to gobble
your tea and butty. If you
take any longer, you will find
your car off station which
then causes aggro with fellow
workmates.

One of the most miserable
things the company did was to
stop the washing-up period at
the end of the shift. Now the
track runs until 4.30pm. The
only way you can get your
hands washed is by working
flat out for the afternoon and
gaining one or two cars.

Most nights 1 went home
without even a hand-wash.

This pace of work means
that even the fittest are tired
at the end of shift. For any
average person over 40, the
pace eventually becomes too
much.

BL management are sitting
on a time bomb. When the
BL workers move into action
and begin to win again, they
will remember the cold cru-
elty of the bosses.

white cover.

or more post free] to

STILL AVAILABLE!

41 of Alan Hardman’s best 1980 cartoons collected in
an aftractive 11in. X 8in. book with red, black and

Send only £1 plus 20p pest and packing [orders of 5

Militant, 1 Mentmore

proceeds to Militant Fighting Fund.

| Terrace, London E8 3PN. Cash with order please. All
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Bricks
but no houses

Dear Comrades

The article by Ian Camp-
bell (‘Militant' 54i) on the
iob losses at the London
Brick Company highlight
probably one of the inost
insane r—amples of capital-
ism’s inability to provide
any future for working
people.

Not only do we have a
claenra ¥ 2 brick company
at a time when over a
quarter of a inillion building
workers are on the dole and
at least 80,000 are homeless,
with literally hundreds o1
thousands in poor and
sub-standard housing, but
we find that over the past
period the company has had
a virtual monopoly over the
production of fletton bricks,
the basic brick used in

housebuiidiuy.
It should also be known
that this §i*m. when in

operation, were under-pro-
ducing. The kiugemont
plant had the capacity to
produce eight million bricks
per week. Over the past
months only six and a
quarter million were pro-
duced.

The- injustice of the
closure is in itself a damning
indictmen: of capitalism.
But a fact the press and the
busses of the firm won’t be
publicising is that the bold
London Brick Co. more
than doubled its pre-tax
profits, to,£7.2 million, in
the first half of last year.

Fraternally

David Churchley

Glasgow Cathcart

Labour Party

Nine to
five accidents

Dear Comrades

In January this year the
casualty department at the
Prince of Wales Hospital.
Tottenham, was changed
from a twenty-four-hour
service to nine till five.

The local paper reported
the surt of hardship which
has arisen: *...a fellow
turned up late at night
whose wife wasn't very well.
He was panic-stricken when
he found casualty closed,
and smashed a window to
try and force his way in.”

Peuople are supposed to go
to the North Middlesex

Hospital in Edmonton after

5 o'clock. However, the
same newspaper report says
tha: *“Haringey Community
Health Council is investigat-
ing repurts of evenings when
the North Middlesex cas-
ualty has been suv over-
burdened that there have
been ambulances queueing
outside’!

It reminded me of six
years ago when I lived in
Ellesmere Port on Mersey-
side. They carried out the
same cu! in service at the
Cottage Hospital there. One
young child on a demon-
stration carried a placard
saying, “‘9 till S5—you stay
alive. 6 till 8—you’re just
too late!”

It shows we need long
memories: long enough to
remember all the crimes
commitied against ordinary
people. The system stands
condemned—I leave -it to
the readers to decide the
sentence.

Yours fraternally

Dave Cartwright

Wood Green LPYS

London Brick
British ‘justice’

Dear Comrade

A snippe! from the ‘East
Lothian News' (13.2.81)
tells the stories of two
seventeen year old youths
who had the misfortune to
appear before local JP,

Health
at a price

Dear ‘Militant’

‘Screening Unit Back’
was the heading in a Bristol
evening paper. It gave
encouraging details of a unit

detecting breast and pelvic

Company’s stockpile

A J Spowage.

The first case deals with a
“‘party prankster’” who
caused £50 worth of damage
to a motorbike, was admon-
ished and by coincidence
happens . attend a fee-
paving school. Admonished!

The second was a youth
who swore at police officers.
How dare he? He's unem-

cancer in women.

As 1 am nearly forty, I
thought it a good idea to
phone for an appoeintment. I
was told certainly an ap-
pointment could be made
provided I was a BUPA
member. Otherwise the cost
would be £47.

“There is no way I can
afford £47 at this present

VIEWS? COMMENTS? EXPERIENCES?
CRITICISM? WRITE ABOUT THEM TO:

MILITANT, 1 Mentmore Terrace, London ES 3PN :

ployed as well? Fined £70.
Damn cheek of it!

This goes to prove once
again tha! there is one law
for the rich and one for the

puoer.
Yours fraternally
Tony Harris
Prestonpans LPYS

time,” I said. Their reply?
They were awfully sorry—
sorry for what, I wondered
—that I couldn’t pay. Like
thousands of other women I
would never know until it
was too late.

Yours

Pauline Vear

Bristol

Lost a friend

Dear Comrades

It is with great sorrow
that we must tell you that
Hattie Ferguson of Van-
couver BC passed away from
cancer. Millions of dollars
for military equipment;
pennies to fight this terrible
disease.

Having known Alex and

Hattie for many years and
being given responsibility to
look after Fay, their daugh-
ter, I do known how much
both of them enjoyed the
‘Militant’ and their respect
for all those who work so
hard, reporting the working
class struggle.

We all lost a great friend
and humanitarian.

Comradely yours

M Amiabel

Vancouver BC, Canada

Ragged
philanthropy

Dear Comrades

I read in the local paper
[‘Echo’] that John Moores’
family is to start a scheme,
for nine young people
initially, to give training in
various crafts and skills:
painting, decorating, typ-
ing, knitting.

They are to register it as a
charity. Trainees will receive
no payment except out of
pocket expenses!

“We make no promises
that they will be able to get a
job when they leave us, but
their new skills must im-
prove their chances,” said
Mrs Moores.

Meanwhile, Littlewoods
workers prepare to fight
through their union, US-
DAW, against the loss of
2,300 jobs—caused by Mrs
Moores’ husband.

Is being sacked and

working for nothing yet
another example of ragged
trousered philanthropy we
are expected to show to our
“benefactors’?

Yours fraternally

Lesley Holt

Liverpool
Radical?

Dear Comrades

Any suggestion that Joe
Gormley of NUM fame was
a moderate was shattered
for me recently with his

radical statement in an
interview in the ‘Daily
Express’.

“I bloody well won't have
a woman down a mine, so
long as I'm President,” he
rumbled. Ah well, just
shows how you can be wrong
about people.

Fraternally

P Divers

Glasgow

Questioning
the balance

Dear Militant

Turning the television on
last Thursday (12 March),
on BBC 1 at about 11.15 pm
I thought T had accidentally
stnmbled on a Tory Party
conference. There were two
Tory speakers, a Liberal
and a Labour MP leading a
discussion chaired by Robin
Uay. When I looked in the
‘Radiv Times' I discovered
the programme was called
‘Question Time'.

The whole audience ap-
peared to support Sir Geof-
freyv Howe and his budget
proposals. This was all the
more remarkable in view of

The other couple...

Bear Comrades

Away from the frenzy of
iuc media, another couple
have announced the happy
day. Consequently, my
broiher and his fiancée have
ecently been looking for a
fat.

As he works in a cinema,
they need a flat near work in
Shepherds Bush, London,
to cope with split shifts and
late nights. After some
searching they found a
czi*able one-bedroom flat
and eventually knocked the

Rescued
from poverty

Dear Comrades

The budgetary increases
alloted to the royal family
will no doubt keep this rusty
remnant of our feudalistic
past solvent for another
year. In awarding the royals
their twelve per cent inflat-
ion-proof rise workers will
be pleased, nay delighted,
that their taxes have once
again saved an over-privil-
eged family from the alms-
house.

A Buckingham Palance
spokesman was quick to
point out that the increase
was ‘“‘within the govern-
ment’s cash limit guide-
lines.” On the question of
the forthcoming royal mar-
riage we were told: “two can
live as cheaply as one,” and
in any case it will not cost
the tax-payer a penny, as
Charles lives off the fruits of
his £25,000 a year drawings
from his estates on the
Duchy of Cornwall.

We were also reminded of
the immense costs of being
one of ‘God’s chosen lead-
ers’ and of running the
whole pantomime. It must
be a terrible worry, paying
for the upkeep of the various
royal residences: Balmoral,

the fact that even a large
section of his most loyal
supporters, i.e. Tory back-
bench MPs, dislike his
proposals.

The Tories appear to have
a block booking for this
programme. I have noticed
the pro-Tory line of the
questions asked and the
pro-Tory audience reactions
on the programme before.

[ have written to the BBC
and they will of course
rectify the imbalance. We
can all now look forward to
balanced pulitical discus-
sivns in the future. We shall
see.

Yours comradely

Tony Gill

NE Leeds Constituency

Labour Party

price down to £26,000!

Some of the other proper-
ties they saw, however, were
disgraceful. In one the
dining room was twelve feet
long by two feet nine inches
wide.

Nevertheless, this soon
seemed luxurious. In an-
other flat the ‘dining room’
was the landing and the
present owner warned to be
careful not to sit back, in
case you fell down the stairs!

I wonder what Lady Di is
doing with her old flat...

Yours fraternally

David Marples

Newcastle North LPYS

Sandringham, Windsor
Castle, Kensington Palace,
St James’s, Hollyrood Hou-
se, Hampton Court, Dutch

- House, Birkall Royal Lodge

to name but a few; not
forgetting that six hundred
roomed tied cottage, Buck-
ingham Palace.

When these costs are
coupled with the running of
each state necessities as the
royal yacht, royal flight and
that high-speed love-nest,
the royal train, you can see
where the money goes.

It is "indeed time this
ridiculous circus was abol-
ished for the benefit of all.
The accounts and vaults
should be revealed for one
and all to see.

For far too long now the
feudalist figureheads have
been languishing in their
epicurean dream world,
while workers and their
families are fighting for a
decent living. :

What these budget rises
have shown is that big
business (and those that
represent it) walk hand in
hand with royalty, one
feeding off the other. This is
totally unacceptable at a
time of grave economic
depression.

Fraternally

Melvyn Swann

East Kilbride

Concerned?

Dear Comrades

The Tories, despite their
policies, always try to give
the impression that they are
compassionately concerned
about the right' of the
unemployed.

However, their true feel-
ings toward the unemployed
were graphically illustrated
at a recent meeting of the
University College/UWIST
Conservatives at Cardiff
Student Union, addressed
by Patrick Jenkin, Secretary
of State for the DHSS.

The Tories took the
unprecedented step of ad-

mitting only those people
with NUS cards to the
meeting. When asked the
reason they replied that they
didn’t want “‘any loudmouth
unemployed people who

- couldn’t keep a civil tongue

in their head disrupting the
meeting.”

If that’s how they see the
unemployed then so much
for concerri -and compas-
sion. Incidentally the' rule
wasn’t rigidly enforced since

~a Western Mail reporter

managed to get into the
meeting!
Yours fraternally
Martin Davies
UCC Labour Club,
Cardiff North LPYS



- CLASSIFIED: 5p per word,
minimum ten words
SEMI-DISPLAY: £2 per 2
column centimetres.
All advertisement copy should
u s reach this office by SATUR-
. DAY
ISLE OF WIGHT Labour
Party and Militant suppor-
ters welcome visitors to the
island. Copies of Militant
and details of meetings etc.,
Cathy Wilson c¢/0 10 Fairlee
Road, Newport. Tel. 526318

HAMPSTEAD LPYS Pub-
lic Debate ‘“How can Ire-
land be ugitéd?” Hear:
Tony Saunois {Labour Party
NEC) v Geoff Bell (Troops
Out Movement). 8.00pm.
Monday 20 March 37a
Broadhurst Gardens, Lon-
don NW6.

BRISTOL Lsabour Party 3 .
Young Socialists Benefit Nottingham Militant Sup-
Creature Beat porters’ Association. Marx
Out of Order & Engels Draw. 1st price
The Beleeshas No.13 B Esmond; 2nd Prize
Robert Lawrence React N0 71 Clir J Casey
‘Trinity Hall, Satarday

SOCIALIST ACTION FO-
RUM ‘The way forward for
the Labour Party’. Speakers
include Bob Swart (Streat-
ham CLP) at Room 7,
Friends House, Euston Rd,
NW1. 8.oopm Wednesday 1
April. Admission 20p.

28 March. £1 on door

SOCIAL—Good food and
| music. 8.00pm at the ‘Fac-
tory’, Mathias Road. N16.
Saturday 28 March.

Starry Plough Badges 20p
each, or 10p each for 20 or
more.

p&p add 25p for the first 20
badges and 12¥%2p for every
extra 10 badges.

Order from V Seal, 15
Thornbury Road, London
SW2 4DL.

Summer T-shirts. Colours—white, yellow, sky blue, dark
gree, navy and black. All with red motif. Round neck and
short sleeves.

Sizes—children’s: 24, 26, 28. 28 and 20 inch chest. £2.80
each. Adults’: small—32-24; medium—234-36; large—
28-40: extra large (no dark green)—42-44. £3.25 each. Both
costs include postage and packing. Please indicate colour,
and size preferred. ALL PROCEEDS TO THE FIGHTING
FUND:

Cheques and postal orders made out (o R Harris. Send
orders with payment to: R Harris, 35 Westminster Court,
Blackburn. Lancashire BB1 1UR.

SIXTH SOUTH WALES
MILITANT SUMMER CAMP
AUGUST BANK HOLIDAY 1981

POLITICAL PROGRAMME:
* The Russian Revolution—Ted Grant
* Fascism in Germany—Jeremy Birch
* The Spanish Revolution—Ted Grant
* The Hungarian Revolution—Pat Wall
* Marxism & the Labour, Party—Ted Grant

Cost: £8.00 per camper

Bookings to R Sewell,

99 Penderry Road, Penlan, Swansea
[Cheques payable to R Sewell]

Any family interested in hiring a caravan for the
period please get in touch with Howell Bithell
[0792]-464081.

POOLE LPYS/TRADE UNION DAY SCHOOL
Sunday 5th April, Retreat Hotel, Ashley Road,
Parkstone, Poole
11—1pm: Film ‘Look Back At Grunwicks’
Speaker: Cathy Wilson [ex-PPC, Isle of Wight]
1—2pm: Lunch :
2—4pm: Trade Unions and the Law’
Speaker: Peter Jarvis [NGA, personal capacity]
All Welcome

POOLE LPYS JUMBLE SALE
Saturday 4th April, 2.00pm Woodlands Hall, Ashley
Road, Parkstone, Poole. For further details contact
Andy Rosser, Parkstone 733989

Build
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Area Received % of target achieved lTla.t;f:;til g:'ygeitr
Eastern 800 1775 | 7100
East Midlands 638 1375 | 5500
Hants & Dorset 669 1300 | 5200
Humberside 380 875! 3500
London East 1123 1900 | 7600
London West 759 1200| 4800
London South 631 1375 | 5500
Manchester & Lancs 754 1450 | 5800
Merseyside 683 1650 | 6600
Northern 859 2150 | 8600
Scotland East 468 1100 | 4400
Scotland West 717 1875 | 7500
Southern 988 1775 | 7100
South West 453 875 | 3500
Wales East 281 650 | 2600
Wales West 454 1150 | 4600
West Midlands 711 21506 | 8600
Yorkshire 1280 2250 | 9000

kOthers 202 3125 | 12500 !
Qflo_tal received 12850 | [ | 30000 [120,000

Target for 11April£30,000 Targetforyear£120,000

LAST FEWE& L LT
WEEKS !

After the royal wed-
ding, the wunholy
alliance of Lady
Shirley Williams and
Prince Brocklebank-
Fowler in the “Social
Democrats” has been
the best thing to
happen to the Tory
press for years.

Millions are promised for

this horrible hybrid by
banks and big business
concerns—but where is the
support from ordinary wor-
kers? The kind of financial
aid which shows real back-
ing for ideas.
Last week, Militant received
£94 plus IOUs from the
Labour Party conference in
London. We’ve now had
over £100 from the Militant
meeting at the Scottish
LPYS Conference, while a
record £245.31 was collected
at the North Eastern (York-
shire) Conference of the
Labour Party!

Appeal sheets received
from the Scottish Labour
Party Conference raised just
over £80 for our funds. It
would have been more, but
Militant supporters at con-
ference also donated £50 to
the heroic Lee Jeans work-
ers’ occupation at Green-
ock. Among the 33 con-
stituency and union dele-
gates who contributed were
M Miller (E Kilbride), R
Brown (Leith), R Curran
(NUPE) and S McCluskie
(NU Seamen).

Mineworkers who respon-
ded to appeals this week
included Blaengwrach NUM
S Wales, and T O’Sullivan,
Lodge Secretary, Tower
NUM. Merseyside NGA
supporters sent in their
usual sum, and Strathclyde
readers donated the balance

from a trade union day
school, after considerable
expenses.

Individuals’ donations in-
cluded F W Vasey (Batley)
£25, B Risby (Manchester)
£24, C East (Thornton
Heath) and M and L

By Steve
Cawley

Emmerson (Coventry) £10,
whilst fivers included those
from D Patchett and D
Beale, Coventry, P Phillips,
Haverhill, Anon, Ruther-
glen, and T Oram and P
Taylor from S London.

Other readers, such as A
Tweddle from Wallsend and
S Aunger (Dagenham), J
Jones, L Walker and B
Shepherdson all from Ged-
ling, Notts. send in smaller
sums regularly. In addition
we have donations from
newer names such as Neath
readers R Morgan, D Ken-
nedy and A Sweet. We are
sure they won’t be the last.

Whether you can afford
£7 such as Hull supporter J
Hartley (AUEW-TASS), or
60p such as another Hull
reader, S Kendall, a mem-
ber of the Unemployed
Workers’ Union, it’s the
concrete help you give us
that counts.

Some readers put their
spare cash into collections at
discussion groups and Mili-
tant meetings. Nearly £100
this week (with IOUs on
top) came from meetings in
Brighton, Basildon, East
Ham and discussion groups
in Bootle, Nottingham and
Kingston. If you can’t get to
a meeting in your area, how
about putting in the fare
you've saved?

The total line on our chart
wold be about half way
across by now, were it not
for the “others” line which
most years comprises cash
collected at national demos,
conferences etc. Many areas
on our chart are now about
half way across. In order to
finish the job in the next
three weeks we appeal to all
our readers to concentrate
efforts at locating all avail-
able spare cash!

Think what you now save
by not having a drink or a
smoke! A mere thousand of
our readers could carry us
way over our target on the
basis of a donation equival-
ent to one small round of
drinks and 40 cigarettes
each week!

But we don’t want each
reader to think “I’'m not
going to be one of that 1,000
—Ilet the others do it”
because the burden will then
fall more and more heavily
on fewer and fewer shoul-
ders.

Soif 10,000 of our readers
sent in £1 each week from
now on—equivalent to less
than two pints of beer, or
just over 20 cigarettes, we
would still be nearly £13,000
over our target, without
counting what we anticipate
will be a record collection at
the Militant meeting at the
LPYS Conference in April.

Come on comrades,
what’s more painful—the
loss of the odd green bit of
paper—or the continued
existence of the capitalist
system?

Selling ‘Militant’

For the last three weeks we
have been organising a
regular sale outside the dole
office in Newcastle.

The headline in this
week’s paper has sold better
than any other we have
tried. Every one who passes
us makes some comment,
the most popular is “you
should shoot Thatcher down
not shut her down.”

One young girl says she
cannot afford a copy as she
has only got her bus fare
left, but after a chat she
agrees with all we say and
agrees to join the LPYS.

A passing worker tells us

he’s a lucky one. He’s got a
job, and gives us S50p for his
copy. The total sold in an
hour is 10. Not very goed
this week, but times are
hard. Next it is off to a cafe
for a cup of tea to warm
ourselves up.

The man behind the
counter buys a copy. Re-
freshed we go to a meeting
of strikers from the CPSA,
where we sell another 15
papers, this time we get two
donations of 50p.

Militant, at 20pis the only
good investment you can get
in Britain today.

MAY DAY GREETINGS

IN MILITANT

We invite your trade union, Labour Party or LPYS branch,
shop stewards’ organisation or trades council to place in
‘Militant’ fraternal May Day greeetings to the labour and
trade union movement.

‘Militant’ is read by thousands of labour movement
activists in Britain and internationally. Unlike the capitalist
press we have no rich backers or big business advertisers.
We rely on individual workers and workers’ organisations
like your own to support our newspaper.

Send your greetings of solidarity with the labour
movement. Help build a paper that fights for socialism. The
closing date for copy is Tuesday 21 April.

RATES FOR GREETINGS: Semi-display: 2 column
centimetres (up to 15 words)—£3; 6 column centimetres (up
to 25 words)—£6; Display: one-sixteenth page—£10:
one-eighth page—£20; one-quarter page—£40.
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InduStiyial
Linwood defeat
but workers
fight back goes on

E
brief

The long dispute at Ansell’s
Brewery in Birmingham
continues. This Friday [27
march], workers from the
unions throughout the huge
Allied Breweries combine
are meeting to discuss the
way forward for the strike.

The besses’ carrot of redun-
dancy payments are little
help to these facing the
prospect of years om the
dole. They are even less use
when they are of the size
‘offered’ by Marconi Instru-
ments in Stevenage. Their
microwave products division
is part of the massive GEC
combine where hundreds of
millions of £s slush around
uselessly in the banks accra-
ing vast profits.

Twenty three people are
heading for redundamcy
there, but the best the
company can offer is half a
week’s wages for each year
over and above statutory
obligation up to 20 years
service.

One man who has worked
for them for 35 years gets, at
the age of 59, £4,100
including government en-
titlement. Another man of
61 with 33 years work gets
£3,524. As the union branch
points out the media always
shout about the need for
‘loyalty’ to employers but
what loyalty have GEC

shown their workforce?

Another group of West
Scotland workers are stan-
ding firm against redun-
dancies—at Hoover Cam-
buslang, where the work-
force has declined from
5,400 in 1975 to half that
figure today. Management
now threaten 418 redundan-
cies and say if these are
turned down by the workers,
another 540 jobs will be lost.

Workers are refusing to
accept the blackmail. Al-
ready they have scored a
victory on short time work-
ing. 50% of normal wages
were offered by manage-
ment in return for having
one week in four off. This
represented a 12.5% wage
cut.

After workers said they
would turn up for work
whether management liked
it or not, the bosses have
agreed that full time wor-
king will start again pending
negotiations.

The Euroweld dispute in
Belfast is now in its 10th
week. The workers are still
picketting the factory in an
effort to prevent clesure and
save vital jobs. There has
still been no response frem
the government.

But messages of support
and cash have been coming
in from the labour move-
ment in Britain and the
South of Ireland, and this
has helped sustain the fight.
However, unless the fight is
now stepped up with the re-
occupation of the factory,
the workers’ moed “could
begin to be undermined; the
AUEW and the Beiler-
makers, have still not made
the dispute official.

The Euroweld convenor is
appealing for the support to
keep coming in,

The promise

of a major

struggle in the West of
Scotland to fight redun-
dancies, outlined in ‘Mili-

tant’

[20 March],

has

received a serious set back.

On Wednesday 18
March a mass meet-
ing of Talbot work-
ers, at Linwood,
voted by a 2 to 1
majority against
shop stewards’ pro-

posals for an occu-
pation of the plant to
prevent its closure.

Instead, the shop stewards
have been mandated to
demand better redundancy
terms from the Peugot-Citro-
en management.

This decision will dash the
hopes of hundreds of shop
stewards in the West of
Scotland, as well as the 1,500
men within the factory, who
were determined to fight for
these jobs.

All the pledges of support
that Linwood workers were
given showed that there was a
mood abroad to ‘have a real
g0’ to stop Linwood closing.

This decision may tempor-
arily affect that mood, al-
though it may simply focus
attention on the struggle of
the workers at other plants

threatened with redundan-
cies.
So why was there no

mandate for a big struggle
from the workers at Linwood?
It would be simple to say, as
undboutedly many will, “the
workers wanted the money.”

The truth is, of course,
more complex. 90% of the
workers at Linwood wanted to
keep their jobs, but a majority
weren’t confident that their
struggle would be successful.

Every attempt to build a
fight to prevent sackings and
closures now carries with it
the burden of the defeats and
reversals of the past period.

Workers

their own. To their credit the
Linwood stewards recognised
this and attempted to gain
support for their fight on a
widespread Dbasis,
amongst the shop stewards in
the West of Scotland.

But pledges of support have
failed, in this case, to break
the psychological barrier of
‘can we win?”’

It would be wrong however
to assume a mantle of black
pessimism from all of this.
The miners victory showed
that victories can be won
despite setbacks in the recent
past.

The other side of the coin of
the redundancy landslide is
that growing sections of
workers facing the sack know
there is nowhere else to go
and that any redundancy pay-

- offs would have to last for life.

One major victory from a
united struggle would
eclipse all recent defeats.

Sadly, it seems that the

struggle is not the turn of
Talbot, Linwood. It may be
that something will develop
out of the arguments on
redundancy payment. But it
looks as if the door on
another factory shutdown is
nearly closed.

in one factory
cannot win these battles on

crucially ;

The massive February 21st demo in Glasgow shows the

Reports by Willie Griffin

and Bob Wiylie

willingness of Scottish workers to fight against the Tories.

Shop Stewards

Shop stewards in Scotland
last weekend gave full
support to the call of the
Scottish TUC general coun-
cil for a 2-hour stoppage on
Wednesday April 8th in
protest against government
policy.

Jimmy Milne, General
Secretary of the STUC
pointed out that ‘‘The
government are planning for
3% to 4 million unemployed
by 1983/4.”

Jimmy Milne was greeted
with applause when he said
“The STUC jointly with the
Confed Unions were calling
for a two hour stoppage to

Lee Jeans

Despite the setback
of Linwood last week,

workers in Scotland
are carrying on the
bitter fight against
the Tory disease of
factory closures.

Workers at the VF Cor-
poration in Greenock (Lee
Jeans) are now entering the
seventh week of their occu-
pation, and spirits remain
high.

The 240 workers, mostly
young women, were offered
new redundancy teams by
the London management
recently, which were double
the original. But the workers
rejected the deal.

At long last, the National
Union of Tailor and Gar-
ment Workers (NUTGW)
have made the dispute
official and the workers are
preparing for a long battle.
They operate a 3-shift
system of 12 hours day shift,
12 hours night shift and a
day off.

They have organised a
range of activities to keep
themselves occupied—keep
fit classes, bingo, rock
bands, filmshows etc. The
LPYS Saturday night disco
is now a regular feature—n™ -
in the factory. The girls are
drawing up rotas for the
summer holidays.

The cost of running the
occupation is about £3,000 a
week, but support from the
labour movement has been
tremendous. Weekly levies
of S0p are coming in from
shipyard workers and dock-
ers as well as factory
collections and donations
from all over Britain.

The VF workers are an
inspiration to all trade
unionists and workers fight-
ing to save our jobs.
Messages of support to
Ellen Monaghan, 55 Cam-
bridge Road, Greenock.
Cheques to VF occupaton.

By a ‘Militant’
reporter

change the policy of That-
cher—but the lady is net for
turning—she is for burn-
ing.”

Support was pledged by
representatives of workers at
Goven shipyards, British
Leyland, Bathgate, Timex,
Dundee, Rells Royce, Scot-
tish Council of NALGO with
70,000 members, the Coun-
cil of Civil Service Unions
with 60,000 members, and
even the umiversities hit by

the budget will join in.
Dick Vivian, AUEW
steward, congratulated the
STUC for organising the
meeting, but questioned the
wisdom of only a two hour
stoppage and was warmly
applauded when he called
for a half day stoppage.
April 8th must be a
success, despite the difficul-
ties of only a two hour
stoppage. It is only the first
step to force a general
election to oust Thatcher
and return a Labour govern-
ment committed to secialist

London Transport Yorkshire Imperial

Ed Bober spoke to Ernie
Hancock, TGWU shop ste-
ward, Edgeware bus garage.

We are holding a two
hour stoppage today (Mon-
day 23 March) because
garage management is brea-
king the main agreement.
They are not covering for
scheduled buses.

If casualties take out a
crew they are refusing to put
in a replacement bus, so
London Transport are los-
ing business. New buses
costing £50,000 are standing
idle while drivers want to
man them.

On Sunday there is a half
hour service on virtually
every road. London Trans-
port are refusing to employ
people. They are calling it

financial restraint, but there
are passengers who need the
service and men who need
work.

The money should be
made available. How can a
shed be short of crews when
you've got three million on
the dole? We would rather
work overtime than have
passengers waiting. But rea-
lly the firm should take
more people on.

Two garages are helping
us, Cricklewood and Hen-
don. We did not ask them,
they came forward and
offered not to cover for us on
routes. Today’s action, is a
start. If management don’t
listen, there will have to be
more action.

Swindon’s abysmal job pros-
suffered yet
the
threatened closure of York-

have
blow, with

pects
another

shire Imperial Plastics.

YIP (a subsidiary of ICI)

are threatening to close
production at the plant by
1985, throwing most of its
workforce on the ever leng-
thening dole queues.

150 workers which in-
clude T&G, AUEW, AST
MS, and APEX members
are to be callously dismissed
by 16th June with only the
bare minimum of redun-
dancy pay.

GEORGE RANDALL,
T&G, told ‘Militant’ of how
they had been conned over
the years to produce more

By Mick Coleman
(Swindon LP)

with a ‘profit sharing sys-
tem’.

Even at this late stage, 3
machines have been work-
ing at full capacity, squeez-
ing the last ounce of produc-
tion from its workers, before
discarding them on the dole
queue dustbin.

George remarked that
even one of the staff accoun-
tants was appalled at the
lucrative orders that had
been turned away since the
dispute started.

Workers are refusing to
resume production until

management make concrete
proposals about compan-
sation.

BRIAN DARLINGTON
(T&G convenor) stated that
nothing would move until
the bosses talked money.
Promises of explanatory
talks were not enough. The
action has been made
official.

1926 General Strike
by L. Trotsky,
E. Grant, P. Taaffe
All available from
World Books,
1 Mentmore Terrace,
London E8 3PN.




Dockers

‘must win

Southampton TGWU Regis-
tered Dock Workers are now
on official dispute after a
lock-out by the Port Employ-

ers, the
Docks Board.

Dockers’ were returning
to work [12/3/81] after a 24
hour stoppage for an incr-
ease in wages, when the
employer distributed a letter
stating all industrial action
must cease, and unless this
assurance was given we will
not be permitted to resume
work.

The shop stewards called
a mass meeting and exp-
lained, that in 1980 we won
the battle of the Temporary
Unattached Register, and
this was another attack by
the Tory government, and
the National Port Employ-
ers, on the National Dock
Labour Scheme that secures
our jobs.

The meeting unanimously
supported the shop stewards
recommendation that unless
the letter is withdrawn by
the employers there will be
no resumption of work.

The fight is on; the Local
Dock Group have passed a
resolution for an immediate
National Docks Delegate
Conference for a national
dock strike.

International support
from Spain and the Contin-

Trian
s

Following five weeks of
lock-out because of oppo-
sition to management’s self-
imposed wage deal, workers
at Triangular Valves, Wig-
an, faced a new crisis last
Friday.

Management had inform-
ed union officials that unless
workers returned to work by
Wednesday this week, the
factory would be closed,
without redundancy pay-
ments.

Even if they did return to
work, 350 of the 550 shop
floor workers are to be made
redundant over the next two
months. The original wage
deal of no increase in basic
wages and the implemen-
tation of a new bonus system
was also to be imposed.

A mass meeting was
called with an AUEW local
official calling, incredibly,
for a return to work,
claiming “after all, if a new
employer came to Wigan
with 200 jobs, he would be
given the red carpet treat-
ment’”’ (!) As someone
shouted back, “they are not
giving 200 jobs, but taking
350.”

Dave Berry, convenor,
thanked everyone for their
tremendous support and
solidarity throughout the
previous five weeks and said

British Transport

ent is promised. Local Road
Transport T&GWU have
given 100% support.

250 Dockers turned up
when requested for picket
duty—it is our intentions to
send flying pickets to the 18
B.T.D.B. ports.

With buying of jobs by

ular
es

By
Dale Quinlevan
(Wigan LP)

if they could be guaranteed
redundancy payments he
w~ould be prepared to stay
on strike. But given the
management threat to close
the factory without redun-
dancy payments, he thought
they should accept the
return to work, and negoti-
ate the best possible deal for
those who are to lose their
jobs.

A heated discussion took
place. It was pointed out
that there would be more
staff than shop floor work-
ers, and that this was just a
threat to make them go
back to work, without a
wage rise.

Finally on a show of
hands however, the fear of

lost redundancy pay won the

day, and the meeting deci-
ded for a return to work the
following Wednesday.

This is without doubt, a
defeat for the workers and
the trade union movement
as a whole, but the workers
there have shown their
willingness to fight and
relationships at Triangular
Valves are going to be much
different in the future.

By Henry Williams

ghop teward, Registered
lorkers, T& GWU)

the employers, it is now
clear to most workers that
privatisation of the docks
must end, and the only clear
way out lies through a
socialist programme based
on nationalisation, and the
implementation of workers’
control and management.

;
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REPOIZES

Where

ittlewoods

An angry no

| 4

to closures

In an area already
devastated by mass
unemployment, clos-
ures and redundan-
cies, workers at
Littlewood’s plants in
Merseyside are mow
in the firing line.

Dave Kennedy spoke to
an USDAW shop steward
involved in the dispute.

What is the background
to the dispute?

Because of the recession
Littlewood’s say cuts are
needed. In 1979 their profits
exceeded £41m, now sud-
denly even though they are
still making profits (about
£5m in 1980) they feel they
need to make cuts to guard
for the future.

How many workers and
factories or warehouses are
affected?

The whole of Derby Lane,
Liverpool, offices are to be
put under the Crosby roof
with the loss of 1,200 jobs.
The company have said they
guarantee 600 extra jobs at
Crosby and other jobs in the
pools and a new telephone
ordering system. Then with
natural wastage they expect
40 people to be made
redundant. The whole of
Earl Mill in Oldham is to
close with the loss of 800
jobs. These people have

been given no alternative
but the dole. A part of Earl
Mill is to be kept open, this

Civil Service

is a parcel sorting depot, but
the unions cannot under-
stand why the sorting depot,
a small part of the building,
is being kept, because it still
means paying rates, lease
etc. on the rest of the
building.

What is the attitude of the
workers under threat?

Anger mainly; especially
when only three weeks
earlier we were told that
there would be no more
redundancies in Little-
wood’s after the closure of
Spa Mill in Slaitheraite and
1,500 going through natural
wastage.

The only trouble is with so
many redundancies and
closures throughout Britain
it’s amazing that the Tories
have actually bred into
people to accept job losses
and some of the fight has
gone with the attitude of
“why should we fight, they’ll
close it anyway’.

Are the union going to
organise a campaign against
the threatened closures?

Firstly, there is a non-
co-operation plan, i.e.
blacking all movement of
merchandise from either
mill. On this count we have
full support of the Little-
wood’s drivers. This is
thought to be a watertight
move by the unions but if
this is overcome by the
company then industrial
action cannot be ruled out.

CPSA pickets outside Port Cullis House, 2 major civil service establishment in Southend, Essex

Inland Revenue workers are
fully behind the Civil Service
Pay Campaign. 98% of
union members at the
Shipley and Cumbernauld
Accounts Offices, which
process big tax payments
from companies, are on
strike.

Their strike pay is being
met by voluntary contrib-
utions of £2, £1 and 50p a
week, according to grade,
which virtually all members
are paying.

The Tories are trying to
break the strike by asking
local Collection Officials to

By an IRSF
‘Militant’ supporter

blackleg. The Council of
Civil Service Unions must
reply by calling out the
entire Collective IRSF mem-
bership, with effective pick-
eting of offices.

Feelings are running high
on Merseyside. 97% of
Bootle [Taxes] members
struck on 9 March; in
Liverpool [Taxes], IR
Claims, and Liverpool and
North Wales Collection it
was over 90%, and even

more will support action if
staff are suspended.

The small number of
scabs shows the need for a
closed shop in the Civil
Service.

Revenue workers suppor-
ted the mass walk out on
Friday 13 march when four
CPSA members were threat-
ened with suspension. This
unity of action is the basis
for one union for the Civil
Service. IRSF members
must stand firm for 15%
now, and not to trust any
Tory promises for the fut-
ure.

the sick
get

It happened on the night
shift, on the ‘paddy train’
taking me to my workplace,
W27’s main gate, Whitwell
Colliery, North East Derby-
shire.

Suddenly, a pain in my
chest, getting worse every
minute. The next thing ’'m
out of the pit—on a
stretcher and on my way to
hospital.

That was last November.
Now, due to excellent nurs-
ing from hospital staff and
help from my wife and
family, I’'m ready to start
work again. I can’t go back
on the coal face, so I’'ve
asked for a surface job till
I’m fully fit.

I start next week after 14
weeks on the sick list. But
hew much do I earn?

With one blow I'm rele-
gated from top rate plus
100% bonus to the lowest
rate plus 40% of area
bonus, this is after 23 years
on the coalface.

Now I realise what scores
of miners have had to suffer
in the past. Why should
men who suffer illness or
just get too old to work on
the face, suffer the indignity
of having their living stand-
ards lowered after 20, 30 or
perhaps 40 years producing
wealth?

Now that time has caught
up with them and the back-
breaking, dust-breathing
hours of pit drudgery have
taken their toll must they
face a drop in wages?

Does the stockbroker or
lawyer or member of the
Coal Board take a drop in
income just because they
have lived a certain number
of years? No, they don’t!
Are they any more valuable
to society? No, they aren’t!

Why haven’t the union
resolved this qustion before
now? Perhaps if the full-
time union official or NCB
member took a salary drop
at a certain age, something
might be done.

Let us get this anomaly,
and others like it, changed.
Send resolutions to this
year’s conference, mandate
your delegates to support
your motions.

Eventually I hope to
return to my previous work,
but to many this isn’t
possible. So let’s begin to
change this system which
punishes older and in™~m
workers. Here’s to the da, f
a socialist society!

By Ian Whyles
(Whitwell NUM)
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TELECOMMS BILL

Stopthe

Vulture’s
Charter

The threat to British Telecoms

from the Tories’

Telecom-

munications Bill is the most
serious ever faced by Post

Office workers.

Quite right for workers
anyway, but the lifting of
the monopoly will without
doubt line the pockets of
some of the bosses in private
industry very nicely.

As the article on page 6
shows the Bill will give scope
for the Tories to move at
their own pace, and strike
when the time suits them.
They hope for this tactic to
isolate the proved profitable
sections and then hive them
off to private “enterprise”.
But already interest on
loans re-payable to the
banks was £355.8 million in
1976. In 1980 it was £534m.

Add on the manufacturers’

See article
page 6

Gome

SOMEWHERE
Buzpy ?

4
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SOLIDARITY
‘WITH WHOM

Some loyal Labour Party
members, hopefully picked
out by SDP renegades as
possible fellow deserters,
have been getting postal
material not only from the
Social Democrats but alse
from the ‘‘moderate” Seoli-
darity group, which includes
right-wingers like Denis
Healey and Roy Hattersley
[see Editorial, page 2]. Are
the two groups, one outside
one inside the LP, using the
same mailing list? Suspic-
ions that they are working
hand in glove can only be
strengthened by the fact
that labels on Social Demo-
crat and Solidarity envel-
opes carry the same code
number [showing they have
been through the same
franking or addressograph.
machine]. What is going
on? Labour Party members
will be demanding that
‘Solidarity’ members come
clean.

TAKE OVER BANKS!

profits on BT purchase, and
it is evident that private
enterprise represents a huge
drain on public industry.

In a socialist planned
economy this money plus
further investment in this
key industry would be a
massive lever to regenerate
British industry.

But under the present
system even the relatively
favourable conditions that
currently apply are in jeop-
ardy.

Pity the poor banks! They
can’t afford to pay their
workers the 20% increase
being demanded by the
Banking, Insurance and
Finance Union [BIFU]. The
bosses have offered a ‘final’
10% increase.

So now they are faced
with a mounting campaign
of industrial action, begin-
ning with a number of
24-hour strikes by clerical
workers in the clearing
banks’ computer centres.
This could have a devastat-
ing effect on the banks’
normal business transac-

tions.

Bank workers, however,
are far from sympathetic to
their bosses’ pleas. Hardly
surprising!

This week, the annual
report of the National
Westminster Bank showed
that the Chairman, Mr
Robin Leigh-Pemberton
awarded himself a pay rise
of 31% last year.

His annual salary went up
from £51,822 in 1979 to
£67,966.

Well, inflation has push-
ed up the cost of living! But

SOCIAL
DEMOGRATS

CONTINUED FROM
PAGE ONE
the most prominent social
democrats were themselves
leading ministers.

If you want, you can join
the Social Demeocrats by
credit card—if you’ve got
one. You could be sure that
your subsctiption would be
in ‘“‘good hands”: the SDP’s
finance committee includes
some of the City’s most
respectable merchant bank-
ers and business luminaries.

Even before the launch-
ing, the SDP was recruiting
well. Its ranks are already
packed with noble Lords,
professors, and television
personalities. Trade union-
ists, of course, are conspic-
mons by their almost total
absence.

The Seocial Demdcrats
certainly know how to
organise big press confer-
ences and air-borne whistle-

that Social Democrats
have rejected demeocracy.
They oppesed the democra-

tisation of the Labour
Party—which was accepted
by the constituency parties
and affiliated trade unions.
They rejected key socialist

pelicies—accepted by Lab-
our’s conference.

Not prepared to argue
and campaign for their
ideas as a minority, they
have left the party. The SDP
is really a dustbin for all
those, particularly in the
Parliamentary Labour Par-
ty, who refuse to accept the
democracy of the labour
movement.

David Owen bemoans the
lack of “fratermity” in the
Labour Party. What he
means is, Labour’s ranks
were not prepared to act as a
loyal fan club for David
Owen, Shirley Williams,
Bill Rodgers and their
cronies.

Already, however, the
brave band of social demo-
crats are at sixes and sevens.

They all “remain loyal” to
the last election manifesto,
David Owen and Company
to Labour’s—Brocklebank-
Fowler to the Tory party’s!

In reality, the SDP hardly
has any programme. They
all agree on proportional
representation—vital to
undermine the Labour Par-
ty’s electoral base and boost
their new centre party.

They all stoutly defend
the Common Market—
when millions of workers
and even Tories angrily
reject the high food prices
and all the other burdens

imposed by EEC member-
ship.

On one point, at least,
Owen and Co. completely
reject Labour’s last mani-
festo. They support the
continued build-up of mon-
strous nuclear arms, a
policy favoured by the
Pentagon and the US State
Department but which has
nothing in common with the
labour movement.

Labour Solidarity
links—see above

Some Social Democrats,
like Owen, still claim to
stand for “socialism”—of a
kind which vaguely em-
braces everything, except
criticism of capitalism!

At least Roy Jenkins, now
a highly-paid, part-time
merchant banker, has the
good grace to admit that he
hasn’t used the word ‘‘soci-
alism” for years.

Indeed Roy Jenkins has
close contact with big City
financiers, many of whom
are now bitterly disillusion-
ed with Thatcher’s brand of
monetarism.

With open splits appear-
ing in Thatcher’s govern-
ment and the Tory party, it
is not hard to see why big
business is now keen to
build up the Social Demo-
crats.

The strategists of the
ruling class see the Social
Democrats as a safety-net to
catch disillusioned Tory

voters who will defect from
the Tories in their millions
—beginning with this May’s
local elections.

Above all, big business
will finance the Social
Democrats—as a third capi-
talist party, alongside the
Tories and Liberals-to block
the return of a majority

_ Labour government.

Big business fears the
swing to the left in the
Labour Party, which reflects
the anger of millions of
workers at mass unemploy-
ment and slashed living
standards. The extension of
Party democracy means that
the Parliamentary Labour
Party will not indefinitely be
dominated by lawyers, prof-
essors, and all kinds of
Tories-in-disguise.

The strategists of capital
fear that, under pressure of
an aroused working class, a
future Labour government
will pose a real threat to
their power and wealth. The
Labour Party might actually
begin to implement the
socialist policies it was built
up to fight for.

With big-business finance
and massive publicity, the
Seocial Democrats may make

gains in the next election.
But they will not stop the
growth of a mass Labour
Party committed to socialist
change.

Labour’s answer to the
new Social Democratic Party
must be to counter their
pro-capitalist propaganda—
and step up the fight for
socialist policies!

with total profits of a mere
£410 million, paying 20%
more to the people who do
all the work is quite another
matter.

And Leigh-Pemberton is
not the only one. Sir Jeremy
Morse, chairman of Lloyds,
increased his salary by 21%
last year. This looks rela-
tively modest—until it is
realised that his salary new
stands at a “mere”’ £78,000.

How does he manage?

Now even the serious
capitalist press is beginning
to complain about the
[highly profitable] parasit-
ism of the big banks.

It is doubtful, confessed
the ‘Financial Times’ [6
January] whether the big
banks are ‘‘either compet-
itive or efficient”. As far as
mere customers are con-
cerned, the big clearing
banks “form a distinctly
lazy cartel”.

But in one respect the
British banks are highly
successful.

“If profit is any yard-
stick,”” commented ‘The
Economist’ [14 March] in its

International Banking Sur-
vey, “British banks are
undoubtedly the best.”” This
the real situation, con-
firmed by ‘The Economist’:

“In 1979 Barclays became
the first bank ever te top $1
billion in pre-tax earnings
($1.2 billion). And National
Westminster was not far
behind in chalking up a cool
$930m. Out of the top 10
profit-makers in the werld
the big four London clearing
banks took first, second,
fifth (Midland) and seventh
(Lloyds) places. When ex-
pressed as a return on assets
the four big British banks
were streets ahead of all
their major international
rivals.”

These facts should be
explained to everyone by the
labour movement. Factories
are closing, more and more
workers are thrown onto the
scrap heap—while the
banks go on making ever
more fabulous profits.

It is time that Labour’s
policy of the nationalisation
of the big banks was made a
key campaigning issue!
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