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Behind the backs of the working
class, 315 members of the clique
known as the Parliamentary Lab-
our Party are claiming the right to
decide the leadership of the labour
movement. There are 11 million
members of the trade unions and
600,000 individual members of the
Labour Party. These 315 people
were elected only through the eff-
ort and sweat of these millions.
Yet it is this tiny group which
claims the right to decide who shall
lead the movement others created.

And who will this gang elect?
It is only too obvious. Five can-
didates standing four square for the
continuation of Wilson’s policies are
in the running. Only one candidate,
Benn, is even vaguely ecritical of
the Government’s policies - - and
he will have been knocked out by
the time this paper comes out.
After that the charmed circle of
315 will settle down to discuss who
can best sell the ‘son of the £6
limit’, the cuts and 1% million un-
empldyed to the labour movement.

AXE-MAN

Put all this democratically to the
labour movement and the result
would be very different. Jenkins,
one of the ‘top contenders’, would
not even have the nerve to stand.
It was Benn who topped the con-
stituency poll for Labour’s NEC
while axe-man Healey was thrown
off. Maybe Foot would win — we
wouldn’t support him, but if he
did it would be through a real fight
in the labour movement with hun-
dreds of thousands voting to his
left.

No wonder the parliamentary
clique won’t take the election to
the real democracy of a special
Labour Party conference. Hiding
behind the myth of ‘parliamentary
sovereignty’, they display contempt
for democracy and claim the right
to dictate to the labour movement.
On policies the situation is even
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clearer. Only the 15—20 PLP votes
which will be cast for Benn are in
any sense at all a vote against the
Government’s policies. In a Labour
conference the result would again
be very different. Millions of votes
were cast against the Government’s

policies last summer. The NEC
voted against a recall conference
because the parliamentary right
needs at all costs to prevent any
real fight between the left and right
breaking out which is not confined
to their charméd cirele.

RABBLE

Even worse for the right, at an
emergency labour conference the
policies put forward in opposition
to the Government wouldn’t be
just those pathetically advanced by
Benn. Policies of nationalisation
under workers control, automatic
cost of living increases to compen-
sate for inflation, the implementa-
tion of the Labour conference deci-

LABOUR
ELECTION
FRAUD

sion in the health service could be
fought for as a real alternative.
How much the right needs to pre-
vent the real alternatives being
aired!

And finally what a hopeless rab-
ble are the parliamentary left. They
are playing a game within the Par-
liamentary Labour Party in which
the enemy has loaded dice. Yet
none of them have fought to have
the leadership decided by a Labour
conference rather than the parlia-
mentary clique. They submit to
rules which ensure they can’t win.
They can’t even defend themselves,
let alone the working class.

LEFTS

And as for the lefts’ policies —
what a farce! Not one of the Trib-
unites, who correctly voted against
the £6 limit or refused to vote for
the cuts, had the courage to come

forward openly and say: ‘I am op-

posed to this Government’s pol-
icies. Vote for me for opposition
to Wilson’s Tory line.’

The best they can summon up
is to vote for Benn, whose idea of
criticising the Government is to
stand like a naughty boy in the
corner making faces at the teacher
but not daring to do anything.

While this farce is taking place,
the real fight against the Govern-
ment’s policies is going on else-
where. . Those who led the rail
strikes against the cuts and the gen-
eral sirike against the cuts in Dun-
dee are leading that fight. Those
who vote against wage controls in
the summer union conferences will
be leading that fight.

The need is to organise these
fighting forces into a class struggle
opposition in the labour movement
— and only if the lefts begin to do
this could they play a really major
role in the fight against the Govern-
ment’s plans. That real fight will
go on against whoever succeeds Wil-
son.

LABOUR CONFERENCE MUST DECIDE

ALL OUT FOR
FREE ABORTION
ON DEMAND

Support NAC demonstration
SATURDAY 3 APRIL




RED WEEKLY
LOOKS AT
TWO NEW
RANK AND

FILE PAPERS

i Supporters of the International
Socialists were already producing a
paper called Engineers Charter. This
has now been joined by Broadsheet,
the official organ of the Communist
Party dominated Broad Left in the
Amalgamated Union of Engineering
Workers; and a new Engineering
Voice produced in the Birmingham
area. Although the militants pro-
ducing the latter are also associated
with the Broad Left, there are cer-
tain differences in its political line.
What characterises both papers,
however, is their lack of practical
perspectives for engineering workers
and any notion of mounting a real
campaign for them inside the main
unions in engineering. Broadsheet
is almost entirely confined to the
AUEW elections, centring its propa-
ganda around the need to get ‘lefts’
like Bob Wright elected to official
positions in the union.

SUPPORT

Although it makes clear its sup-
port for full amalgamation in the
AUEW (of the engineering, foundry,
construction, and technical and
supervisory sections), and its oppo-
sition to the £6 limit and unemploy-
ment, no practical measures are
spelt out on how to fight for these
aims. Broadsheet fails to mention
the Assembly on Unemployment or
the Right to Work March; nor does
it take up the need to fight in the

AUEW for the National Committee
ﬂ to reverse its acceptance of the £6

limit and submit a national across-
the-board pay claim in the next
round of negotiations.

All Broadsheet offers in terms
‘of general solutions is a fight for
import controls, a programme of
public works, and the implemen-
tation of the Industry Act to boost
investment. Nothing is said about
how to resist redundancies where
they take place — on the shop floor;
and there is no mention at all of
nationalisation under workers con-
trol of those companies failing to
guarantee the right to work.

\ As for import controls. at the

An important step forward for the
Birmingham labour movement in the
fight against the £6 wage limit was
announced at a public meeting on wage
controls organised by the local Engineer-
ing Voice group last Friday.

Mick Rice, Chairman of the Lucas
BW3 Joint Shop Stewards Committee,
told the meeting that the Lucas JSSC
had decided to write to all other shop
stewards committees in the local engin-
eering industry with a view to conven-
ing a meeting of shop stewards’ dele-
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ENGINEERING
Call for fight
against £6 hmit

gaies piepared o mount a campaign
against the £6 limit and any other in-
¢omes policy the Labour Government
and TUC may devise.

Rice called for a mass lobby of the
next AUEW National Committee in
May as an initial focus for the campaign.
The May NC will basically decide what
sort of wages policy will be pursued by
the AUEW in the engineering industry.

Militants should take up this fight in
a practical way in all the localities, Where
possible the initiative taken by the Lucas
BW3 shop stewards should be repeated

in order to convene local action com-
mittees to fight incomes policy. Resolu-
tions should be passed now in the AUEW
opposing any repetition of last November’s
retreat when the NC reversed its pre-

vious position to support the £6 limit.

This also means that AUEW shop
stewards committees and district com-
mittees should start mobilising their
members now to lobby the May NC
meeting. Where necessary, emergency
shop stewards quarterlies should be
convened.

The search among broad sections of the working class for an
adequate response to the Labour Government’s attacks has been
underlined in the engineering industry with the recent appear-
ance of two new rank-and-file papers.

best this is a diversion from the
fight against the real culprits — the
multinationals which dominate
engineering — and at worst an att-
empt to foist the unemployment
caused by British employers onto
the workers of other countries.

On amalgamation, the Broad
Left’s proposals are certainly pre-
ferable to the outright sabotage of
the right wing. Unfortunately the
methods they propose simply play
into the hands of the right.

Thus Broadsheet continues to
argue that officials in the technical
and supervisory section, TASS (who
are at present appointed) should
not have to submit to re-election
except as vacancies occur; instead
of calling for the re-election of all
officials by the whole membership.
Secondly, they intend to leave the
method of election undecided until
a new Rules Revision Committee

meets, rather than calling for factory
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ballots in all official elections with
the membership having the right of
instant recall.

This manoeuvring attitude
simply gives the right wing ammu-
nition with which it can hypocriti-
cally attack the left as ‘undemo-
cratic’.

The new Engineering Voice
being produced in Birmingham is
at present edited by former 1S

PROBLEMS OF
ORGANISIN
RANK AND FILE

members who have joined the
Workers League. However its sup-
porters group also includes many
independent militants disillusioned
with the Broad Left, as well as mem-
bers of other revolutionary groups
like the International Marxist Group
and International Communist
League.

Engineering Voice mainly differs
from Broadsheet in its open hostility
to the £6 limit, which included the
organisation of a public meeting in
Birmingham last week on ‘End Wage
Controls’. But with this single ex:
ception, it makes no clear break with
the political line and strategy of the
Broad Left.

URGE

In the present round of elections,
Engineering Voice is uncritically
supporting all the candidates being
pushed in Broadsheet, including Bob
Wright for Assistant General Secre-
tary against the IS candidate, Len
Blood. Nor does it differentiate it-
self in any way on the amalgamation
proposals.

In articles on redundancies at NVT
and Lucas, Voice does urge the need
for a workers plan for industry — but
without taking up the demand for
nationalisation under workers con-
trol. This absence clearly leaves the
road open to the right-wing project
of collaboration with the bosses in
a ‘joint’ plan, as has happened at
NVT in Wolverhampton.

Like Broadsheet, Engineering
Voice makes no mention of the Ass-
embly on Unemployment or the
Right to Work March.

MACHINE

The danger here is clear. Although
Engineering Voice represents a gen-
uine attempt to break out of the
blind bureaucratic manceuvring of
the Broad Left, it no no way fights
for a real political alternative. Many
rank-and-file militants will therefore
see little point in supporting a group
and paper which doesn't appear to
have any major difference with the
Broad Left.

Tie likely outcome will be that
in attempting to gain acceptance
among Broad Left forces by com-
promising on political demands,

the whole reason for an organisa-
tion and paper independent of the
Broad Left machine will disappear —
and be seen to disappear in the
eyes of the engineering union
membership.

LOBBY

Militants should nevertheless
work with these papers and groups
on the grounds that they do repre-
sent and organise layers of the
union membership opposed to the
class-collaborationist politics of the
right-wing leadership. But the fight
must go forward for a clear break
with the policies of the Labour
Government and the launching of
action inside the AUEW to defeat
them.

This must include building for
a national lobby of the next AUEW
National Committee to demand the
rejection of incomes policy and
acceptance of amalgamation to
create one engineering union;
and the organisation of local com-
mittees to build for such a lobby on
the basis of opposition’ to all
forms of wage restraint.

To carry such a fight through
will also require demands which are
nowhere to be found in the pages of
Broadsheet or Engineering Voice:

* Reject the £6 limit — for a
national £15 across-the-board
claim to be defended by automatic
rises to match the cost of living.

* No redundancies — work-
sharing with no loss of pay —open
the books.

* Industrial action to defend
jobs — nationalisation under workers
control of all companies creating
redundancies.

* Amalgamation now, with all
officials to be democratically
elected by the membership at fac-
tory meetings with the right of
immediate recall.

* Recall the National Committee
now to organise a fight against the
Government’s pro-capitalist policies.

JOHN GRAHAM (Birmingham

AUEW).
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Bob Wright—no fight against £6 limit

Youth
conference
demands

end fo
wage
restraint

In November last year, the AUEW Na-
tional Committee reversed its line on in-
comes policy and voted to support the
£6 limit. Up till now, no significant opp-
osition to this switch has emerged from
within the union.

The Broad Left, embarrassed by
Scanlon’s drift to the right, has remain-
ed almost silent on the subject. Not
one Broad Left manifesto for the leading
positions in the current AUEW elections
has openly come out in opposition to
the £6 limit.

Now the tide has begun to turn. Last
week’s youth conference rejected an hys-
terical outburst from EC member Gavin
Laird, attacking people who failed to
support ‘our socialist government and its
socialist policies’, and voted by a substan-
tial majority to oppose the £6 limit and
demand a recall TUC. -

This should be the signal for AUEW
members to launch a campaign aimed
at the next meeting of the union’s Na-
tional Committee in May to force the
union leadership to break with the pol-
icies of wage restraint and reverse their
decision to support the £6 limit.
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Carworkers

meet

The organisation of resistance on a nat-
ional scale to the next wave of redund-
ancies and speed-up in the car industry
came a step closer last Saturday. A
meeting of the committee set up in
January at the Institute for Workers
Control conference on the industry
agreed to publish a draft workers re-
port as the basis for a campaign that
can begin to go beyond the traditional
plant-by-plant response to the attacks
planned by the bosses and the Govern-
ment.

A public meeting around the report
is already planned for Birmingham,
where the speakers will include Tom
Litterick MP and AUEW (TASS) shop
steward Jim Shut — the author of the
report, wiho was also involved in the prepa-
ration last year of ‘Chrysler’s Crisis —
the Workers' Answer’. Copies of the
report and information on the campaign
can be obtained from: Jim Shut,

85 Sir Henry Parkes Road, Canley,
Coventry-

.
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Ernie Roberts is Assistant Gen-
eral Secretary of the Engineers’
Union. LastSaturday he spoke
at the Albert Hall rally ending
the Right to Work March to
London. This Saturday he will
be the AUEW Executive’s dele-
gate at the National Assembly
on Unemployment. Red Week-
Iy asked him for his views on
the Labour leadership fight.

Why do you think Wilson re-
signed?

Well, Harold Wilson says that he took
this decision several months ago and
that he’s carried it out now because he
feels that he has done his stint. But 1
believe that the problems of society in
Britain facing him had become too diffi-
cult: he has not been able to lead the
country with these problems mastered,
despite what he may claim.

He has had to go because he is un-
able to preduce the solutions which are
necessary 1o solve the problems of ord-
mary people in Britain.

The new leader is being elected
by the Parliamentary Labour Party.
The left has for some time deman-

by the Labour Party Conference —
do you think that it is appropriate
to raise that demand now?

| am one of those who fou
ment called the Campaizn for Democracy
in the Labour Party, and we have inssted
that the leader of the party should be
elected by the annual party conference.
So should the deputy leader, just as the
treasurer is now, and we will continue

to campaizn for this,

Do you think that the Labour
Party Conference should be recalled
now? :

Yes, 1 am in favour of the whole of the
labour movement being = called together
in conference for the purpose of consid-
ering the leadership question, but not
only the leadership. What is more im-
portant are the policies which must
immediately be put into operation to
deal with the very serious matters
which face the working class — not least
the massive unemployment figures, and
also the effects the crisis is having on
workers’ living standards as prices race
ahead of wages.

It would be an important matter for
the Labour Party Conference to be re-
called for the purpose of considering its
policies, the election Manifesto which
was carried at a previous conference, and

movement.

Tony Benn has announced that
he is standing. What do you think
of his candidature?

I believe that of the candidates, Benn
has shown himself to be more in touch
with the problems that face the working
class; and the proposals which he has
put forward to solve those immediate
problems show this. His insistence on
operating the policies of the annual
Labour Party Conference is of consider-
able importance, as he shows himself to
be ademocrat.

He has also insisted on open govern-
ment — there should be no secrets when
dealing with the problems facing the
working class,-and no secrets when
either the Parliamentary Labour Party
or the NEC makes decisions. After all,
they are meeting as the representatives
of Labour Party members, and their
decisions should be made known.

Benn’s manifesto makes no men-
tion of ending wage controls.

Shouldn’t he at least have stood on
a platform of opposition to the £6

uiMI and for measures which can

‘L ABOUR
CONFERENCE
MUST DECIDE’

says Ernie Roberts

ded that the leader should be elected

i the move-

the election of a new leader for the labour

guarantee a return to full employ-
ment?

| think any politician in the labour move-
ment should be prepared to show where
he stands in the continual conflict which
exists between wages on the one hand and
profits on the other. The conflict between
wages and profits goes on day in and day
out, and what is lost to wages goes to

those who live on protits. The workers
who live on wages are at a clear disad-
vantage when their wages are restricted
to a particular figure.

In a system of society where capital
is free to move and invest and do as it
pleases, workers should also be free to
sell their labour power at the best price
they can get through free collective
bargaining.

éLeave it to PLP?

says Scanlon

Hugh Scanlon, President of the Amal-
gamated Union of Engineering Workers,
told the union’s youth conference last
week that the Executive Committee had
decided not to make any representation
to its sponsored MPs concerning whom
they should vote for in the Labour lead-
ership contest.

Scanlon attacked the notion that the
broad workers movement should have
any say in the election, on the basis that
this would constitute ‘interference’ with
the rights of the Parliamentary Labour
Party. He justified this position by draw:
ing a completely false parallel — since
the AUEW opposed outside (bourgeois)
interference in its own elections,
the union should equally refrain from
trying to affect the outcome of elec-
tions in the Parliamentary Labour Party.

Birmingham delegate John Graham,
an IMG member, sharply attacked this
view at the conference and said that it
threw serious doubt on the sincerity of
the AUEW leadership when they made
noises about opposing unemployment.
Passing resolutions calling on the Gov-
ernment to change its policies only made
sense if it was linked to a clear fight for

a new leadership to implement such pol-
icies.

It was inconceivable, said Graham,
that the present leadership of the Labour
Party would be prepared to implement
the measures necessary to bring about a
return to full employment. In fact, the
policies of the right wing are actually
eausing unemployment.

Graham demanded that the AUEW
should immediately approach its spon-
sored MPs with a view to trying to com-
mit candidates to support policies that
would guarantee the right to work.

Scanlon’s position should come as
no surprise after his Glasgow speech ex-
pressing support for the Government's
plans to cut social expenditure — a
theme to which he returned at the
AUEW youth conference, Scanlon has
clearly moved to the right; the AUEW
Executive’s position of abstention on
the Labour leadership elections is actua-
lly an expression of full support for the
policies followed by Wilson. The task
now is to organise opposition to these
bureaucrats, not to play footsie with
them,

NRROICU

The Labour leadership

There is real controversy over what attitude to take to Foot
and Benn in the Labour leadership elections. It is therefore
important for militants to take a clear position.

None of the candidates in this election are prepared to take up the
crucial issues facing the working class and to put forward the policies —
nationalisation under workers control, automatic cost of living increases
to compensate for inflation, a programme of public works, implementa-
tion of the demands of the Working Women'’s Charter — which can begin
to provide an adequate solution to the crisis. Nor are any of them pre-
pared to fight for even the minimal democratic right of the labour move-
ment as a whole and not the parliamentary clique to decide the issue of
the leadership through a special Labour Party conference.

Only a candidate pledged to these policies could show a real way for-
ward. On the basis of their programmes alone, none of the present can-
didates qualify for a vote. Benn’s platform, for instance, contains three
main planks: more import controls, which would only boost prices here
and export unemployment onto the backs of workers abroad; more Gov-
ernment control of investment through the National Enterprise Board,
where the lessons of British Leyland in terms of redundancies and speed-
up are already clear; and more ‘industrial democracy’, which (again as at
Leyland) means workers participating with management in decisions to
cut their own jobs and living standards.

But one’s position on an election can’t be decided just by reference to
adequate policies. It is necessary also to look at what social forces stand
behind the candidates. In a general election a vote has to be cast for
Labour despite the rottenness of its policies; when the only choice in the
AUEW is between the Broad Left and the right, a vote has to be cast for
the Broad Left though its policies don’t come out clearly even against
wage controls. :

The Central Divide

The immediate central divide in the labour movement today is for or
against the central line of this Government. Around this divide the work-
ing class movement is polarising. In a fight between those who are for
the policies of this Government and those who, however inadequately,
are opposed to these policies, it is impossible to be neutral.

It is on this line of divide that the position of the two ‘left’ candidates,
Foot and Bemn, can be judged. Who stands behind Foot is clear. Certain-
ly some workers who still remember his left reputation will support a vote
for Foot. But Foot stands four square for the Government’s policies. With
him are the trade union bureaucrats who are the chief architects and pil-
lars of this Government’s policies. Indeed, Foot is the central linkman
with the union bureaucrats in support of the Government’s policies. A
vote for Foot must be utterly rejected.

To take a position on Benn’s candidature is more difficult. If one of
the ‘lefts’ who had voted against the £6 limit and refused to vote for the
cuts was standing, the situation would be clear. Despite the inadequacy
of their alternatives, they would clearly rally those opposed to the Gov-
ernment’s policies. We would not hesitate to call for support for such a
candidate.

Vote Benn - Just

Benn, on the other hand, is pursuing the policy he has been following
for the last nine months — to refuse to break with the Government, but
to attempt to differentiate himself from it on some points while remain-
ing a member of the Cabinet. He is a cowardly bureaucrat whose sold am-
bition is to become leader of the Labour Party — something he is very lik-
ely to achieve in the late 1970s. But by opening up a crack with the Gov-
ernmént’s policies, and using it in his public campaign, Benn will appear
to many workers as the one candidate in some way opposed to the Gov-
ernment’s policies.

Even though he will probably later become the direct ally of Jones,
Basnett, Scanlon and the others, at the moment he is not in alliance with
them, and will undoubtedly attract around his candidature those opposed
to the Government’s policies. We cannot be neutral in a fight involving
these forces. Under these circumstances it is correct, but only just correct,
to support a vote for Benn,

The following resolution on the Labour leadership election was passed by
a National Committee meeting of the International Marxist Group last
weekend.

The main considerations determining our intervention should be:

(i) Our whole intervention in the election debate within the working class
should be centred on the policies necessary for the working class, and the need to
build a class struggle tendency in the mass organisations fighting for class struggle
solutions, in the absence of any candidate in the election championing such a
course. In line with this, we shoeuld put ont no ‘calls’ on Labour MPs to vote for this
or that candidate, but rather should explain our overall attitude to the different
candidates in the cantext of our central political axis. ;

(ii) Our thrust against the lefts should therefore not lie in the way they vote but
in the following:

(a) No-one in the Parliamentary Labour Party has come forward in this election
and stood on a programme which will mobilise the class in defence of its interests. -
(b) We demand that the lefts fight for democratic leadership elections by the

Labour Party Conference. -

(c) In explaining our policies we stress the central task in our action programme:
the necessity for mass mobilisation of the class for objectives along the road to
workers control and nationalisation. This must be combined with calling for the lefts
to organise a class struggle tendency in the mass organisations against the policies
of the Labour Government.

(d) While we explain that the result of the leadership election is secondary, we
must be clear on our line antt the method we use to reach that line. To the extent
that the issue has any impact on militants (that is, mainly within the Labour Party)
the main question involved is that of opposition or support for the Government’s
policies. Benn's candidature and his ‘public’ campaign will be seen as being in oppo-
sition to the policies and record of this Government. Our main emphasis will be to
criticise Benn’s programme and his failure to organise forces in opposition to the
Government’s policies. But given that we do not have the influence or support to
ensure that an MP stands on an adequate programme to meet the crisis, where the
issue is raised in the CLPs we should support a vote for Benn.

After Benn is defeated, we favour an abstention on the grounds that the election
of any of the remaining candidates will signify only a continuation of the same
policies.
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CHRIS DAVIES (Meport)
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the Students Union.

W The consistent activity of the
Socsalist Society over the last
two terms was the principal reason for
my election. We have attem pted to con-
wince students that it is the present poli-
cwes of the Labour Government which
are the crucial issue facing them at the
moment. Students need a clear perspec-
tive, both to understand the nature of
these policies and the ways in which
they c=n be fought. We have fought
for this through motions to Union Gen-
eral Meetings, consistent propaganda,
rallies, meetings and other activities.
Students are hit by Labour’s policies
both in the form of education cuts when
they are at collage and by unemployment
when they leave. They are beginning to
realise that it is not possible to defend
education by themselves in a period of
generalised capitalist crisis. The interests
of students can only be protected if
they identify themselves with the work-
ing class and unite  with all sections
of society prepared to fight the Labour
Government.
At the same time, in opposition to
the Broad Left, we have argued the need
for a revolutionary perspective. It is not
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CAMPAIGN for Repeal of Immigration Act—ad hoc
committee to organise 11 April demo meets every
Friday, 7.30pm, 152 Camden High Street,

WORKING WOMEN'S CHARTER Campaign national
conference, 10/11 April in Coventry. Open to all bod-

amendments to Charter, structures. Credentials from:
c/o Helen Gurdon, Flat 4, 39 Newbeld Terrace East,
Leamington Spa, Warwicks.

AFTER the Right 1o Work March—Central London
meeting to plan and organise. All welcome. Mon 28
March, 7pm, the Plough, Museum St, W.1.

BRENT NAC/WWCC public meeting in preparation for
3 April sbortion demonstration—Tues 30 March, 7.30
at Brent Trades Hall, 376 Willesden High Road, NW10
(Dollis Hill tube), Film, theatre group, and discussion,
Further detaifs from: Brent Women's Centre, 138
Minet Avenue, NW10 (tel, 965 3324)

TROOPS OUT MOVEMENT: Support the Labour
Movemant Delegation to Ireland! Public meeting with

Hammersmith Town Hall.

UNEMPLOYMENT—Hull Trades Council public meet-
ing, Thurs 1 April, 7.30pm, Bevin House.

HULL TRADES COUNCIL Working Women's Charter
group one-day conference—Sun 4 April, 11am—-5.30pm
Bevin House. Speakers: Marie Patterson {TGWU Nation
al Organiser), Tess Gill (NCCL). Creche available.
BIRMINGHAM Working Women's Charter Campaign
public meeting on the Sex Discrimination Act. Tues 6
Apnl, 7.30pm, Digbeth Civic Hall. Speakers from
NCCL and national WWCC.

L film, speakers and discussion. Fri 2 Apnl, 7.30pm,

RED BOOKS comprehensive list of titles now avail-
able—Marx, Engels, Lenin, Trotsky, Mandel, Lukacs,
MNovack, Cannon, Deutscher, etc. Send s.a.e. for copy

ktu- Red Books, 97 Caledonian Road, London N.1.

185 supporting the campaign. Discussion of perspectives,
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The bitter struggles that were a feature on nearly every student campus over
the last four years have opened up a deep crisis of leadership in the coll-
eges. The failure of the Communist Party-backed Broad Left to push for
gction around policies that could pave the way for a fight against the mas-
sive education cuts now being made has opened the door for the right wing
to gain many leadership posts in the colleges.

Warwick University also had its share of militant struggles. But in this
college, students responded to the fighting politics put forward by the far
Wft by electing the candidate of the large Socialist Society as President of
Red Weekly asked the new President-elect, MARK

WHYTE, about the background to his victory

just a question of trywg to get the pre-
sent right-wing leadership of the Labour
Party removed or of trying to persuade .
the official leadership of the trade
unions to change their line. Students
should be supporting rank and file
initiatives against cuts and unemploy-
ment even when this means opposiing
the official line of the trade unions.

We should be trying to pose cemands
like a sliding scale of public expenditure
and for the opening of the books, which
will actively carry the working class for-
ward by drawing out their fundamental
interests.

The main job for the future is to
resist the cut-backs announced in the
Government White Paper on public ex-
penditure. | hope we will see an exten-
sion and intensification of the campaigns
begun this year, and that student unions
throughout the country will be active in
developing opposition to the Labour
Government.

The best way to do this is by building
broad-based united front movements.
This means playing an active part in the
activities of trades councils, joint shop
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FOR CHEAP, reliable |EM typesetting with fast turn-
arpund, phone Stephanie on 01-837 6954

BENGALI FRIENDS in Europe and elsewhere, for
Berigali books and ‘Srani-Dal-Biplab’ (Fourth Internat-
ional paper) contact: Bengali, c/o Internationalen, Box
3274, 10365 Stockhaolm, Sweden.

DEFEND THE RIGHT To Work badges—17p including
postage from: Jo-Ann, 87 Caledonian Road, London
N1. Bulk rates an enquiry (01-278 9526},

GLASGOW Socialist Forums—every Thursday in the
lena Community Centre, 7.30pm.

‘DEFEND YOUR PUBLIC SERVICES —all-day public
meeting organised by South-West Region TUC, Sat 27
March, 11am—4pm in the Lecture Theatre, Level 8,
Bristol Royal Infirmary. Speakers include Ron
Thomas MP. An opportunity to begin to centralise the
fight back against the cuts in the Bristol srea.

"ORGANISING for Health'—Socialist Medicz| Associa-
tion one-day conference, Sat 27 March, 10.30am—5pm
at NUR headquarters, Euston Rd, NW1 {almost oppo-

site Euston Station).

STUDENT CONFERENCE on Ireland, sponsored b
Morth London Poly and Middlesex Poly student un-
ions-and TOM, Any college society or unian can
send delegates on the basis of seif-determination for
the Irish people, Sessions include debate with Broad
Left. Sat 27 March, 10.30am, North London Poly,
Holloway Road, N7. Social in evening. Details from
Paddy Prendervitle, 01-328 1545,

ISLINGTON NAC BENEFIT with West London
Theatre Workshop's new play on women plus music
and a film. Fri 26 March, 7.30pm, Oid Red Lion pub,
St Johns St, EC1 {Angel tube),

WARWICK STUDENTS
ELECT REVOLUTIONARY

stewards committees, and local cuts
committees wherever they are
established.

What is clear within the National
Union of Students nationally is that
faced with the bankruptcy of the Broad
Left, only the revolutionary left can
provide solutions to the economic crisis
which can halt the growth of the right.
I shall argue for support for the IMG
slate at NUS Conference, although | da
not fully accept the emphasis the IMG
puts on replacing the present Labour
leadership. A

DEMO

APPEAL BY
NATIONAL

O-ORDINATING
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hygiene
librarie
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education
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COMMITTEE

We are asking for your support for a demonstration on 25 April 1976
commencing at Hyde Park Corner, being organised by the Committee
with the support of NALGO and the Socialist Medical Association (SMA)
against the cuts that are being made in expenditure on the National Health
Service, and against the growth of private health care.

The National Health Service is in a state of crisis. The Tories in Decem-
ber 1973 announced a series of reductions in expenditure, and at 1973
prices, expenditure for 1974 /75 was cut by £111 millions, a decline of al-
most 30 per cent. The NHS budget is to be reduced by the Labour Gov-
ernment in 1976/77 by £38.8 millions, in 1977/78 by £93.2 millions and
in 1978/79 by £152 millions. There is a rundown in the hospital building
programme, yet over three-quarters of our hospitals were built before
1918, and areas like London are planning to close many hospitals over the
next few years and there are further manpower cuts that are either already

taking place or are being planned.

There is a shortage of nurses and technicians — an independent enquiry
on nurses said: ‘It is common ground that the overall manpower shortage
is approaching 20 per cent’ — yet many Area Health Authorities plan to
reduce their manpower, inclading nurses and technicians. Waiting lists
have risen to 18 months for tonsillectomy and 12 months for gynaecology,
whilst similar operations can be obtained privately within weeks. Private
health schemes and hospitals are- flourishing as a direct result of the inad-

equacies of the state service,

The purpose of the National Health Service was to provide free health
care for all at the time of need. If the labour movement allows these cuts
to continue, the reality will be a comprehensive private health service for
those who can pay and a second-rate health service for those who cannot.
The last Labour Party conference called for an end to all private practice
— it is necessary for the labour movement to mount a united campaign
for the implementation of that policy. The defence of the health service
cannot be left to hospital workers alone.

It is for his reason that we seek your support and help for this demon-
stration. An ad hoc committee is co-ordinating activities for the demon-
stration and intentions to support, offers of help, or requests for further
information should be addressed to: Dr Paul Stern, 55 Bridge Lane, Lon-

don N.W.11.

Sponsors of the demonstration now include: NALGO, the National Union of Stud-
ents, Sheffield AUEW District Committee, Sheffield District Labour Party, South-
ampton District Hospitals NUPE, Manchester NUPE, Manchester Trades Council.
New affiliates to the NCC itself include the London Co-op Political Committee,
Harrow Trades Council, Hounslow Trades Council, and Hemel Hempstead Labour

Party.

SWANSEA FIGHTS

N.H.S. CUTS!

Bob Stern, the AUEW convenor at Ford's
in Swansea, congratulated the organisers
of a meeting on NHS cuts in the town last
week for ‘digging deep and building the
most representative meeting of the Swan-
sea area labour movement since the days
of the fight against the Industrial Relat-
ions Act’. Over 70 representatives of vir-
tually every union in the area turned out
to launch a campaign against cuts in the
NHS.

NURSES

The meeting was set up as a result of
an initiative by shop stewards from the
Morriston Hospital branch of the National
Union of Public Employees, which has
been very active in the struggle against
pay beds over the last two years. Realis-
ing the impact of NHS cuts on the whole
working class, and the difficulties facing
healthworkers taking strike action, it
was proposed to call a meeting of those
workers organisations which had sup-

APRIL

ported previous strikes at the Morriston
(readers may remember the strike by
local miners in support of the last
nurses’ wage claim).

An initial meeting backed by car-
workers, miners, local government
workers and students decided to launch
a call for a full labour movement meet-
ing. This was endorsed by Swansea Trades
Council and local NUPE officials.

And just to show how seriously the
Morriston healthworkers took their
fight, they immediately made the worker
who proposed this move a shop steward
and Trades Council delegate!

STEWARDS

At the meeting Janet Maguire of the
National Ce-ordinating Committee (NCC)
outlined the devastating attack now
taking place on the NHS and the need to
draw together the initiatives being taken
around the country. Another speaker

25...APRIL

was local NUPE official Stewart Hastings,
who detailed the cuts proposed in-a
recently published West Glamorgan
Area Health Authority consultative plan.
A resolution proposed by the Morriston
stewards was passed unanimously, calling
for the reconvening of the TUC and
Labour Party conferences to discuss
policies opposing cutbacks in the wel-
fare state, supporting the 25 April dem-
onstration in London called: by the NCC,
and setting up a local committee to lead
and co-ordinate a vigorous campaign
throughout West Glamorgan,

The enthusiasm with which the meeting
took up the proposals to fight the cuts, and
the offers which came forward to distribute
leaflets and bulletins in workplaces, indi-
cate that Swansea workers are building
exactly the sort of united front'which can
lead a real fight against the cuts both
locally and nationally.

Swansea IMG.
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The National Assembly
on Unemployment

Inside the labour movement an increasing polarisation is
opening up between left and right, Faced with the divide
of support or opposition to the policies of this Government
everyone is forced to show where they stand. The ‘lefts’
of yesterday, Jones and Scanlon, come out openly for wage
controls and the cuts. In a whole series of other struggles
— on the railways, in steel, in the general strike against cuts
in Dundee — new forces are coming forward to fight the
Government. The Tribune group splits down the middle
around those who are and those who are not prepared to
support the cuts. The whole labour movement is being
put to the test.

The right-wing in the labour movement is seizing on
the opportunity provided by the confusions in the left
wing. Massive restrictions on trade union democracy will
follow the extension of secret postal balloting. The result
will be a passive membership unable to participate in pol-
itical debate. Already many trades councils have accepted
the new “Rule 14’ with the TUC's gun at their heads. This
rule binds trades councils to supporting only those activ-
ities which are in agreement with TUC policies.

UNITY IN ACTION

The TUC itself has recommended acceptance of that
section of the proposed amendments to the Criminal Tres-
pass law which would make unofficial occupations liable
to legal action. The right is beefing up its apparatus to
deal with the rank and file.

The National Assembly on Unemployment is in a pos-
ition to stop the rot. Very many of those who oppose the
Government’s policies are attending this conference. What
must be its tasks?

First there is the need to establish unity in action of all
those prepared to fight the Government's policies. This
unity must centre on actions which attack the employers
and the Government’s policies. The 26 November demon-
stration on the right to work was a big step forward. The
strikes on British Rail and all the other fights against the
cuts are another. But all too often people are left to fight
alone,

DEMONSTRATION

Votes and resolutions are fine, but people should be
judged by actions not words. All those at the Assembly,
particularly the left leaders in the trade unions and Labour
Party, should be pledged to organise full support for all
workers going into struggle. If those MPs who refused to
vote for the cuts openly campaigned in favour of strikes
against unemployment and the cuts, that would really be
an effective move forwards to actions — and the Assembly
must demand that they do this. The Assembly itself
should support the NALGO and NCC demonstration
against cuts in the NHS on 25 April and name a day for nat-
ional industrial action against unemployment and the cuts.

Secondly, a real programme capable of meeting the cr
crisis must be hammered out. Parts of this are already
being accepted in the labour movement. Big minorities
in every union, majorities in some, are opposed to wage
controls. Massive opposition exists to the cuts, But it is
necessary to go further. These are the beginning and not
the end. The only policies which can really begin to pro-

BUILD A

Broad-based march for jobs in Hackney last Friday evening, organised by the local Trades Council

vide a solution are those of nationalisation under workers
control of industry, automatic cost of living increases to
compensate for inflation, implementation of the Labour
Party conference decision on the health service, a campaign
for the demands of the Working Women's Charter.

Thirdly, the forces prepared to fight against the Govern-
ment must be organised into a real class struggle opposi-
tion in the labour movement. The left is only organised in
a small number of unions — and even then, as with the
Broad Left in the AUEW, not openly and democratically.
What is needed is caucuses in every major union, trades
council and Labour Party around the policies necessary to
fight the Government’s measures.

It is clear who are the people who can begin to be organ-
ised into such an opposition. Out of those struggling again
against the cuts, those who support the demand for the re-
call of the Labour Party Conference and those at the Ass-
embly itself a fighting organised left wing could be formed.

A call from the leaders at the Assembly could rally and
organise thousands. The campaigns, caucuses and action
committees which exist on many issues could begin to be
forged into a class struggle opposition to overturn the sup-
porters of the Government’s policies.

For these steps to be taken, however, a drastic change
in the character of the National Assembly is necessary.
Anyone who attended conferences of the old Liaison
Committee for the Defence of Trade Unions knows the
completely undemocratic practices pursued by their Com-
munist Party organisers. They may claim now to stand for
democracy in Eastern Europe, but no one can believe that
when they don’t even stand for democracy in the confer-
ences they organise. No circulation of resolutions in ad-
vance, no procedure for alternative resolutions. These are
all the old tricks of the Communist Party. The first fight
is for democracy in the conference. This is a key to begin-
ning every other fight from the National Assembly on Un-
employment.

CLASS STRUGGLE
"OPPOSITION
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DAVE BURN, a delegate from the 1,500-strong Islington branch
of NALGO, feels it is particularly important for the Assembly
to take up the fight against cuts in the social services.

Things are very bad in my area.
We have got nine per cent unem-
ployment, cutbacks in all social

services, the closure of a hospital,
and the axe hovering over two
others.

The Assembly has got to take

up the cuts in the social services.
The £3,000 million so far announ-
ced up to 1979 constitute a major
attack on the living standards of
the working class — a cut in the
social wage, you might say.

The Health Service in particular
is in a terrible state. It is already
cut to the bone, and these propos-
als can only mean more hospital
closures, unemployed nurses, doc-
tors and ancillary workers, and the
mushrooming of private practice.
One law for the rich, one for the
poor.

My union is supporting the cam-
paign against the cuts in the NHS,
and the national demonstration
called by the National Co-ordinat-
ing Committee Against NHS Cuts
for 25 April. I hope the Assembly
will vote support to the demo be-
cause this issue cannot just be the
concern of those people working
in the health service or the public
sector. It is everybody's fight.

" RON THOMPSON is a member of the General Management Com-
" mittee of Sheffield Park Constituency Labour Party, and also an
. AUEW shop steward and a delegate to Sheffield Trades Council.
" What are his views on Saturday’s big event?

F’ This Assembly will be the most
I representative gathering of the

. rank and file of the labour move-
& ment for years. With over a million

2 unemployed and not a finger being
lifted by the TUC leadership, the
Assembly is crucial.

But in my view, it isn’t enough

:
n
k

organised after 27 March, and what
policies the Assembly will adopt for
a struggle against the Government’s
attacks.

The fact that it takes place this
week and I still haven’t seen any
indications of what will be proposed
threatens to make the Assembly a
waste of time. How can the dele-
gates discuss seriously?

I have got a clear idea of what’s
needed. Whether I or any other
rank-and-filer will get a chance to
express our ideas at the Assembly
is another matter.

FOCUS

The first thing that is needed is
action. The best way the Assembly
could come to grips with this bur-

' ning need is to name a day for

| national industrial action against
the cuts and unemployment. This
would act as a real focus for develo-
| ping a campaign.

But you also need alternative
policies to mobilise trade unionists
' and the rest of the working class.
| These policies should take as their
starting point the intention that the
capitalists should pay 100 per cent
for the crisis of their system. If
| there is a shortage of work, then
| the books of the firm should be
| opened to determine just how much

to gather about 2,000 people toge-
ther and declare we are opposed to
unemployment. The crucial ques-

tion is how the rank’and file will be

| One organisation not supporting the

| Assembly is the clerical workers” union
| APEX. This doesn’t mean that APEX

. members are somehow unaffected by

' the scourge of unemployment, but that
| their national leadership has lined up

" with the TUC in immediately crying
‘Red’ when action against unemploy-
ment is organised.

An angry APEX member wrote to
Red Weekly after his branch’s decision
to send a delegate to the Assembly had
been rescinded on the orders of the
APEX leadership. A circular from the u
union’s Executive Council dug up an EC
regulation passed in November 1962 as
justification for their ruling that: ‘Bran-
ches cannot associate or financially sup-
port the “Assembly on Unemployment”
or any body that sponsors it, nor can
any unit within the union be represen-
ted at this “Assembly on Unemploy-
ment’”.’

Also enclosed with this diktat was a
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work is available to be shared out
without any loss of pay.

A major step towards this prin-
ciple could be taken by launching
a national struggle for a 35 hour
week, which so many unions pro-
fess to support but do nothing about.
Those industries who can’t give
this basic right to work should be
nationalised.

The Assembly must also take a
stand on wages. The acceptance of
the £6 limit was based on an ‘under-
standing’ that it was necessary to re-
duce unemployment. For those who
have eyes to see, it’s plain that this
was a lie from the start. Any form
of wage restraint should be absolu-

list of proscribed organisations — pres-
umably to refresh the memories of region-
al and local bureaucrats who may have
trouble in selling acceptance of wage cuts
and redundancies to their members. Those
listed include the Communist Party,
APEX Action, the British Czechoslovak
Friendship League, and the International
Socialists,

These proscriptions are used to divide
up the labour movement for the benefit
of the bureaucrats. A fight for united
action must go hand in hand with the
ending of all bans and proscriptions in
the labour movement.

The real irony of the story is that the
day after this ruling was pushed through,
146 redundancies were declared in one of
the factories which make up the mem-
bership of our reader’s branch. Has the
APEX leadership any ideas on how ‘sup-
port for TUC policies’ is going ta help
these workers?

b g a

tely opposed, and the demand for
automatic increases in pay to com-
pensate for increases in prices should
be adopted as a central plank of the
Assembly’s policies.

Cuts in spending at this time can
only have a disastrous consequence
on unemployment. It’s a load of
rubbish to say that these cuts will
help industry. They have been made
to pay off the Government’s debt
charges. To nieet unemployment,
what is really needed is the opposite
— a programme of useful public
works to employ the jobless and
meet social need.

TIRED

The tired old line which we will
hear from some of the speakers
about ‘controlled reflation’ and
import controls does not come any-
where near a solution. Some of
these people use import controls to
say that British workers have got
some sort of common interest with
British bosses. I think they are a
diversion besides having the effect
of throwing workers abroad out of
jobs — like with import controls on
Portuguese textiles.

Only by workers controlling pro-
duction can you guarantee the right
to work.

I know that it might embarrass
some people to adopt these ideas,
because it would mean conflict with
the so-called left-wing leaders in the
trade unions. Scanlon’s recent state-
ment of ‘complete and absolute
support’ for Government policy
shows just how bankrupt is the
Communist Party’s strategy of mak-
ing any action dependent on an all-
iance with these ‘lefts’.

WAR

The fact of the matter is that
to take the working class forward
in the fight against unemployment,
this Assembly will have to declare
war on all those who support the
policies of the present Government
— and that includes Jones and
Scanlon.

"LINDA SIMON, a member of the National Society of Metal Mec-
hanics, told us about the problems facing unemployed youth and

women.

As Secretary of the Birmingham
Trades Council Youth Advisory
Committee, I find tliat working
class kids are being hit particularly
hard right now. Forty per cent of
the unemployed are under 25 and
there is already a permanent pool
of unemployed school leavers begi-
nning to grow — kids who have
never had a job and maybe never
will. In January almost 200,000

young workers had been unemployed

for more than 13 weeks, compared
with 102,000 in July — an increase
of 95 per cent in only six months.

Black kids are even worse off:
the level of unemployment is twice
as high for them.

1 was a delegate to the Women's
TUC this year, and some interesting
facts emerged there about the parti-
cular situation of women. Figures
for the rise in unemployment bet-
ween January and September 1975
were 48 per cent for men, but 121
per cent for women.

These figures are bad enough, but
they don’t even include women who
were part-timers and didn’t pay the
full stamp — the majority of those

made redundant over the past period.

“We want {

A survey published in Women's
Own last week revealed that seven
out of ten women looking for work
are left out of official statistics. So
the real figure for the rise in women
unemployment could be as high as
200-300 per cent!

Redundancies against women are
far too readily accepted. The Sex
Discrimination Act and Equal Pay

ighti

ISLAY FULLERTON is a delegate to the Assembly from the
Wandsworth association of the National Union of Teachers. She
is particularly concerned with the fight against cuts in the public

sector.

Teacher unemployment is the
mark of a deeply sick society.

There aré now about 2,000 unem-
ployed teachers in London alone.

This gives the authorities the
chance to chop back on teacher
training colleges. In my area, two
training colleges have merged lead-
ing to a 60 per cent cut in staff and
a reduction of the student level from
1,500 to 800. All the part-time and
temporary lecturing staff in the col-
leges have been sacked.

And of course this isn’t the end
of the story. Because less schools
are planned, more building workers
get thrown onto the already huge
scrapheap.

Nationally, the Government say
that there are only just under 4,000 te
teachers unemployed. But this isn’t
true. The National Union of Teach-
ers, having conducted its own sur-
vey, reckons that with the cuts there
could be over 15,000 teachers un-
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employed by next September.
The reason for the big gap in the
figures is that a huge proportion of
these are women, who return to the
home and don’t bother to sign on at
the exchange. Eighty-six per cent
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think that women are now ‘equal’,
without understanding that their
position in the family has not
changed. In fact the slashing of the
social services means that women
are bezring the brunt of these cuts.

And it is not that women are pin
money earners. The Women's Own
survey showed that three out of
five women see their income as
essential to the family, while a
quarter of these are the sole bread-
winners anyway.

We have got to demand not only
the right to work, but women’s
right to work specifically. If this
isn’t done, people will just accept
that women should be first down
the road.

The Working Women’s Charter
has got an important role to play in
this, because it draws out the rela-
tionship between women’s situation

at work and in the home, and shows
that the fight for the right of women

to work has to be a fight both ag-
ainst redundancy and against the
cuts.

Women are also usually the first

to go in any voluntary redundancies.

I work at a car components plant in
Birmingham, Wilmot Breedon. We
had voluntary redundancies of

nearly one third verv early on. People

of those who were unemployed in
the NUT survey were women.

Despite this situation, the NUT
leadership has provided no support
for action against these redundancies.
They have stood by and allowed
the victimisation of Mike Colley, a
teacher who went on last October’s
demonstration against the cuts organ-
ised by the South East Region TUC.
Teachers all over the country have
had to take action off their own bat,
refusing to cover for absent colleag-
ues.

That’s why my association is sup-
porting the lobby of our next Na-
tional Executive meeting, to demand
action. But we have not got much
confidence in the present leadership
of the union to carry out a real cam-
paign. ! am also active in the Lon-
don Action Committee which is cam-
paigning for a no-cover policy and
compiling its own register of unem-
ployed teachers.

I hope that the Assembly realises
the connection between the cuts in
education and the general problem
of unemployment, | also hope that
it decides to take some actiorn.

feared that the company would col-
lapse, and left in the hope of getting
a job elsewhere.

Those left behind are now suff-
ering for not persuading them to
stay. Conditions have deteriorated
terribly, and the machinery is being
set up — with Government grants to
impose big speed-ups.

This Assembly will be useless
if it is just another moan session.
Very little action has been taken
to date. Apart from the open sabo-
tage of the TUC, it’s obvious that
although everybody opposes unem-
ployment, very few people know
exactly what to do about it.

If you go to almost any trade
union meeting you find that the
question is often treated as a moral
one, with militants calling on each
other to end overtime and impose a
35-hour week. What they refuse to s
see is that their members will not do
this unless it is part of a national plan

to safeguard living standards by oppos-

ing the £6 and any other wage
limits, restoring the cuts in public
spending, and fighting throughout
industry for a 35-hour week with
no loss of pay.

I really hope we see some action
from this conference instead of
another lot of wind.

One of the star speakers at the
Assembly will be Ray Buckton,
the leader of the train drivers’
union ASLEF. Buckton’s most
recent contribution in the fight
against unemployment has been
to persuade drivers on the East-
ern Region to return to work
after many of them had struck
against the cuts in services and
alterations in work rotas. Now
they are to-be left to fight out
the implementation of the cuts
depot by depot, as a substitute
for a national fight against the
very fact of them.

It is not surprising that this
has happened. The leaders of
ASLEF and the other rail unions,
despite their so-called joint cam-
paign against the cuts, had already
accepted at a national level the
cuts which the Eastern Region men
men were fighting at a local level.

Stronger opposition is now dev-
eloping, however. On the South-
ern Region, drivers at Gillingham,
Brighton, Guildford and elsewhere
have met. Boldly — and bravely,
given the abject capitulation of
their leaders — they have decided t«
to start strike action against the
cuts on 20 April with or without
official backing.

LEADERSHIP

This is the day on which the
cuts on the Southern Region are
due to be introduced. Drivers
stand to lose £15 a week in earn-
ings owing to reductions in week-
end shift working.

‘If they cut just one train, we
will cut the lot’, a drivers’ spokes-
man told a Daily Mirror reporter
last week. Their purpose, he said,
is to ‘save the railways and help
the travelling public in the long
term’,

This weekend Assembly dele-
gates must confront Buckton with
a single question: will you or will
you not support and extend to
other regions the Southern Region
drivers’ action? No amount of
evasion and rhetoric about ‘fight-
ing for socialism’ by Buckton must
be allowed to obscure the issue.
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Another return to the

‘We came down the ramp to reassemble
outside the site at Staples Corner, Hen-
don, where we had been talking to a
delagation of stewards about the march.
John Deason, the march organiser, told
us to form up. We were in pairs as we had
been all through the march. | was holding
the banner.

“The inspector said to Deason: ‘You're
changing your route’. Next thing | knew
| felt a blow on the side of my head and
my glasses flew off and smashed on the
floor. As | bent down to pick up what was
left of them the banner was wrenched
from my hand, | was belted in the back

of the knees and fell face first on the floor.

‘As | rolled over | saw the same police-
man using the banner pole to lash into the
rest of the demonstration. An inspector
told him to cool it but at that moment a
police coach pulled across the rest of the
road. The cops poured out and kneed
into the lads. | was kicked in the chest
again.

Eventually we formed up again, bar
four or five who had been arrested and
Mike Lynch who'd been knocked out.
The inspector shouted at Deason,”You're
under arrest”, but John was in fact appeal-
ing for everyone to cool it to get the
march started again.

‘We went across a roundabout, but
200 yards further up the road outside
Smiths Industries the same coach and
three police vans were stoppped. The
police were lined on either side of the
road. As soon as we drew level with the
coach all drew their truncheons and
laid in to get Deason. About another
17 were arrested.

‘We ran into Smiths and threw the
gates shut behind us. We formed up and
marched out. Another 400 yards up the
road the police came out of the coach
again with no helmets on and truncheons
drawn. They did 17 or so more.

‘We'd been on the road three weeks.
It was bloody disgusting — and pre-
meditated. They knocked off nine out
of the eleven speakers for the Albert
Hall Rally and virtually all the group
leaders amongst the 80 marchers. It
was just the same in the Thirties —
they broke up the unemployment

thirties

marches then.”

— FRANK JONES, an unemployed
wood machinist from Liverpool.

MICK GOSLING reports:

The brutal assault by police on the
Right to Work March in North Lon-
don last Friday must not go unans-
wered in the labour movement.

The 80 marchers had walked 300
miles from Manchester, attempting to
spread the message of the fight for jobs,
when they were set about by police liter-
ally on the doorstep of Hendon police
station. As Tommy Douras from Liver-
pool told the press conference: ‘Do you
think we'd have picked on a busload of
coppers outside a police station when
we were only a mile from the end of the
day’s march? Come off it. You know
what happened. They picked on us.’

In the National Union of Railway-
men’s canteen at Willesden on I'riday
night, T was told dozens of harrowing
stories by the remaining marchers about
what had happened to their comrades.

Like Colin Calvert from Manchester.
He had his right arm stamped on by
police. The pain was terrible. Because
Colin’s right arm is only a stump — he
lost the rest in a machine six years ago.

Like Mike Lynch, a 5ft 2in miner
from Dunfermline who was dragged
into Hendon police station unconscious,
The march first aid person Joe Cronshaw
was arrested when he went to attend him.

Like Paul Bryden from Bristol, who
has a bad cartilage and walks with a
limp. He told me how he hobbled over
towards John Deason when the police
seized him. He was kicked and batoned
to the ground. And desnite his pleas,

a policeman broke Paul’s walking stick
over his knee.

The National Assembly on Unem-
ployment must pass a resolution con-
demning the police attack, demanding
that Home Secretary Roy Jenkins
instruct the police to drop all charges,
and calling on all delegates, and sponsor-

ing bodies — including the 40 Labour MPs,

Scanlon, Buckton and ‘lesser” union
leaders — to wage a campaign in defence
of the 44 arrested, including a trade
union inquiry into the whole affair,

Responsibility for this attack doesn’t
simply rest with the police. It also rests
with those misleaders who have failed
to wage any fight in the workers move-
ment against Labour’s mass unemploy-
ment policies. Obviously the police want
to intimidate the unemployed from
fighting for the right to work — but
only the enforced separation of the job-
less from the trade union movement due
to the policies of its leaders makes that
possible.

Red Weekly has several times criti-
cised the International Socialists for mas-
querading behind the banner of the Rank
and File Organising Committee, in prac-
tice counterposing it to the National
Assembly on Unemployment.

This has meant two things: firstly there

was no clear call to all those forces com-
mitted to action against the polices of the
Labour Government to organise the
march; secondly, the Communist Party
(which denounced the march) and the
Labour lefts have been let off the hook
because their useless policies have not
been confronted through linking the
march to the fighting programme for
jobs that needs to come out of the
Assembly.

But the labour movement as a whole
and militants at the Assembly must not
let the sectarian practices of the IS’
allow the CP to enforce its own brand
of Stalinist sectarianism at the Assembly.
They must unconditionally defend the
arrested and campaign for the dropping
of all charges.

Help defend the 44! All monies to:
Right to Work Campaign Defence Fund
Treasurer, 46 Prince George Road, Lon-
don N16.

o T el

g T

oud

H) ¥OOHHNLS NHOF 0



e p— i

T p———

The Assembly on 27 March

will almost certainly be the
largest gathering of labour
movement delegates to discuss
unemployment since the 1930s.

With a lead from the Assembly’s
organisers — the Communist Party
and the Labour left — 27 March
could see the launching of the most
powerful rank and file movement
ever seen in this country. Certainly
the industrial “‘muscle’ will be there.
It is a fighting programme that is
missing, along with the commitment
to build an organised labour move-
ment opposition to the right-wing
policies and leadership of the Labour
Party and trade unions.

Yet such a movement was built by

these same forces — in name, at
least — in the early 1920s, and in a
similar situation.

FIERCE

It was the Sixth Congress of the
Communist Party in May 1924
which definitively inscribed in its
perspectives the building of a Nat-
ional Minority Movement:

“The growing opposition move-
ments now springing up in the
leading trade unions, industries and
the Labouvr Party are the first ex-
pressions of the concrete raising of
the demands of the workers and of
a definite challenge to the existing
leadership. The CP welcomes these
minority movements as the sign of
the awakening of the workers. .

‘(But) the various minority move-
ments cannot realise their power so
long as they remain sectional, sep-
arate and limited in their scope and
character. The many streams of the
rising forces of the workers must be
gathered together into one powerful
mass movement which will sweep
sway the old leadership and drive
‘orward relentlessly to the struggle

r power.’

The adoption of this line was itself
ihe result of a fierce debate inside
the young Communist Party involv-
ng the direct intervention of the Thirc
I ] and its Red
international of Labour Unions. In
1922 the Third International or
Comintern adopted a series of theses
on the united front, which basically
said that in the absence of a direct
revolutionary onslaught for power
the major task of the Communist
Parties was to develop the united
class front of the workers organisa-
tions to defend and advance the
positions of the working class and
through this process lead the workers
towards the struggle for power.

YELLOW

This involved important changes
in tactics. The Red International of
Labour Unions, for example, had
previously characterised the Amster-
dam International (the body to which
the trade unions still supporting soc-
ial democracy adhered) as ‘yellow’.
It was them or us. Now a rapproch-
ement was sought with this same
yellow body, with the Russian trade
unions demanding admission.

Not surprisingly, such changes
caused some confusion in the ranks
of the British CP. William Allan,
secretary of the revolutionary
breakaway United Mineworkers
of Scotland, was to write later of
the struggle to launch the National
Minority Movement: ‘Sneering
descriptions of the NMM were
given in the Party as an “attempt
to dress a red man in a pink cloak™.’
Surely the task was to build the
Communist Party as such, not give
credibility to fake lefts!

Indeed, despite the proddings of
the Comintern and the Red Inter-
national of Labour Unions, it was
not until late in September 1923
that the CP’s paper The Worker,
under the banner headline ‘The
Rank and File Must Build a Mino-
rity Movement’, wrote: ‘In every
union rank-and-file forces must be
gathered (1) around a definite
fighting policy, (2) around concrete
demands for union consolidation

i Internatior

"and reorganisation, (3) around the

necessity for creating a new ideo-
logy amongst the union member

chip, (4) around the necessity of

THELAUNCHING

OF THE MINORI
MOVEMENT

A FIRST LOOK AT ITS LESSONS FOR TODAY

:

by Mick Gosling

he Minority Movement’s greatest success was perhaps the election of its candidate Arthur Cook as Miners’ Secretar :

training and developing a new lead-
ership to replace the old.’

In fact the CP’s most successful
industrial work in the early 1920s
had already been conducted in the
Miners and Engineers through the
building of sectional Minority Mcve-
ments. Under CP influence, Unoffi-
cial Reform Committees in South
Wales, Fife and Lanark, Yorkshire
and the North of England coal
fields had agreed in March 1921 to
form a Mining Section of the rank-
and-file National Workers' Committee
Movement.

In the wake of ‘Black Friday’a
month later, when the miners had
30 per cent wage cuts enforced
upon them as a result of the collapse
of the Triple Alliance between min-
ers, rail and transport workers, the
Communist Party launched a ‘back
to the unions campaign’. In line
with this district conferences were
held in the pits in late 1923 as part
of the “100 per cent trade union’
campaign which prepared the way in
January 1924 for the launching of
the Miners’ Minority Movement and
its paper The Mineworker.

MINERS

Its policy, including affiliation to
the Red International of Labour
Unions, centred around demands for
a single miners union to replace the
Miners Federation, a return to
the 1914 rate plus the 2/- a shift
extra recommended in the Sankey
report, and the six hour day.

The Miners Minority Movement
achieved its greatest success before
the nationzl movement was launched.
In January 1924 the arch right-winger
Frank Hodges resigned as Miners

Secretary to become a member of

the Labour Cabinet, and the result-
ing election swept MMM candidate
Arthur Cook to victory. Cook was no
longer a member of the Communist
Party but a member of the Independ-
ent Labour Party.

TUC

A few months later, in May 1924,
the Metal Workers Minority Movement
was also launched amongst the Engin-
CErIsS.

In August 1924, 270 delegates
representing 200,000 workers (there
were only four million trade union-
ists at this time) gathered in London
to launch the National Minority
Movement. Along with basic dem-
ands for a £4 a week minimum wage
and a 44-hour week, the National
Programme of Action called for
workshop and factory committees,
workers control over industry, and
industrial unionism. Also included
was the demand for a stronger TUC
General Council with control over
the Labour Party.

It had been part of the CP’s in-
dustrial policy since 1922 to turn
the General Council into the
‘General Staff’ of the labour move-
ment.

UPWARDS

But this was always coupled with
the demands for the formation of
factory and pit committees, and the
struggle to base trades councils on
direct representation from the fac-
tories and give them delegates to the
TUC. .
The MM programme provided a
basis for action fer individual mili-
tants, syndicalists and Labour

Party members as well as Communists,
and the overall programme formed the

basis of a challenge to the right-wing
leadership. And by adopting a com-
plex federal structure involving
affiliated union branches, trades
councils, unemployed committees

and actual Minority Movement groups,

held together by a strong central
body, the MM was able to unite these
diverse forces behind a single prog-
ramme. From 271 delegates in 1924,
to 443 in 1925, to 547 delegates rep-
resenting 957,000 workers in March
1926, the growth of the Minority
Movement seemed all upwards.

LEFTS

But other more contradictory
developments were also taking place.

An Anglo-Russian trade treaty was
signed in 1924, and what on the
surface appeared to be a very succ-
essful TUC visit to Russia took
place. The first however was used to
downgrade attacks on the first Lab-
our Government, meaning that the
Minority Movement developed no

o

programme of opposition to the
Mac Donald leadership. The second
brought the TUC lefts — Alonzo
Swales, A.A. Purcell and George
Hicks — to centre stage in the
General Council.

The core of the apple was be-
coming rotten. Urder the influence
of the incipient Stalinism of the
Soviet Union, the Comintern and
RILU were increasingly subordin-
ating the ‘tasks of the world prole-
tariat to defence of the Soviet
Unicn,

Between Red Friday 1925 —
when the Government was forced to
retreat at the prospect of a General
Strike in support of the miners —
and March 1926 when the MM
called a special conference, no pre-
paration was made by the MM for
the inevitable confrontation with
the Baldwin Government. The
necessary united front with the
lefts had been turned into a united
pact in silence about these people’s
role in any decisive confrontation.

The slogan ‘All Power to the
General Council’ was divorced
from the struggle for new forms of
organisation to control it. The sub-
sequent betrayal of the working
class in the General Strike, and the
destruction of the Minority Move-
ment as a serious force in the
labour movement, were simultan-
eously prepared.

FERMENT

Many similarities exist between
the early 1920s and today, when
the task facing socialists is to chal-
lenge the right-wing leadership of the
workers movement in a situation
where revolutionaries cannot im-
mediately pose themselves as an
alternative leadership. Such a leader-
ship will only be forged through
protracted struggle with and against
the lefts for the removal of the exi-
sting leadership.

A deep ferment exists in society -
but often the battles being fought

are in isolation from one another
at a time when only a united
struggle holds out the possibility
of lasting success. This poses very
sharply the need to develop a
united class front against the capi-
talist class and their agents in the
labour movement leadership on
the most central issues of the day —
opposition to any form of incomes
policy, in defence of the right to
work and against the cuts —and to
tie in other political campaigns to
this task.

FAILED

A clear challenge to the right-
wing leadership was the promise
of the early Minority Movement.

It never fulfilled it because it

failed to combine its united front
offensive towards the lefts with a
ceaseless denunciation of their
vacillations and unreliability. It
failed to differentiate between

the building of the Minority Move-
ment and the independent tasks
involved in constructing the revolu-
tionary party itself.

Nevertheless the background to
the launching of the Minority Move-
ment — and later the National Left
Wing Movement in the Labour
Party, to which we will return in
subsequent articles — is rich in les-
sons for socialists today as they
strive to build a ciass struggle oppos-
ition to the rotten policies and
leadership of the Labour Party and
trade unions.
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Events such as the Tribunite revolt in the
House of Commons over the Government’s
White Paper on public expenditure, the sup-
port of 40 Labour MPs for the National Ass-
embly on Unemployment, and the candidature
of Benn in the Labour leadership contest all
pose the question of what attitude revolution-
aries should take to left reformists.

How far left will they really go? When
they move left is it correct to form united
fronts with them, or does that merely give
them a ‘left cover’? Under what conditions
can such united fronts be formed? It is prac-
tical questions like these which increasingly
confront revolutionary Marxists today.

The following section of Trotsky's pamph-
let The Third Period of the Comintern’s Errors
is one of the most thorough explanations of
this question in the literature of Marxism.
Starting from the experience of the Anglo-Rus-
sian Trade Union Committee, an alliance which
was for-ned in the mid-1920s between the TUC
and the Russian trade unions, Trotsky clearly
explains the basis of united front tactics as
applied to the lefts. It provides an important
background to all discussion of this problem
today.

1.2.2.0.0.2.0.2.2.0.8.0.8.0 ¢ ¢

Our strategists still have not understood the lessons
of the Anglo-Russian Committee. The mistake was
not in making an episodic agreement with the Gen-

Red Weekly 25 March 1976

way to retain the leadership in their hands. But
when the movement surpasses the limits of reform
and demands from the leaders a clean break with
the bourgeoisie, the majority of the reformists
quickly change their tune.

From cowardly fellow travellers of the masses,
they turn into strikebreakers, enemies, open bet-
rayers. At the same time, however, some of them,
not necessarily their better elements, jump over
into the camp of the revolution. An episodic all-
iance with the reformists, at the moment they hap-
pen to be compelled by circumstances to make a
step or half-step forward, may be unavoidable. But
it must be understood beforehand that the com-
munists are ready to break mercilessly with the
reformists the moment they jump back.

TROTSKY

ON THE
LEFT REFORMISTS

ticularly at the beginning ot tne radicalisation.of the
masses. From this follows the necessity of the unit-
ed front tactic, wherein we are compelled for the
sake of a broader unification of the masses to enter
into practical alliances with their reformist leaders.
It is necessary to understand the historic func-
tion of the social democrats as a whole in order to
force them step by step out of all their positions.
The present leadership has not even a trace of such
an understanding. It knows only two methods:
either....to tail-end the social democracy (1926-28),
or, by identifying social democracy with fascism,
to substitute ineffective abuse for revolutionary pol-
icy. As a result of the last six years of zigzags, the
social democracy is stronger and communism weak-
er. The mechanical directives of the Tenth Plenum
can only serve to worsen the already poor situation.

Only a hopeless ignoramus can imagine that with
the miraculous power of the ‘third period’ the work-
ing class as a whole will turn away from the social
democracy, driving the whole reformist bureaucracy
into the fascist camp. No, the process will develop
in a more complicated and contradictory fashion.

A growing dissatisfaction with the Social Dem-
ocratic government in Germany and with the Lab-
ourites in Britain, the tranformation of partial
and isolated strikes into mass movements, etc.
(when all these developments actually do take
place}, will have as their unavoidable consequence
— all the Molotovs had better mark it well — a /eft-
ward turn of broad layers of the reformist camp,
just as the internal processes in the USSR necessit-
ated the leftward turn of the centrist camp, to

Trotsky on lefts/Portugal 9

ists will not only be unable to refuse practical all-
iances with the reformists, but will have to take
the initiative in such alliances so that, without
letting the leadership out of their hands, they can
break with the reformists the moment they turn
from shaky allies into-open betrayers.

This policy will be unavoidable, especially in
regard to the left social democracy, which during
a genuine radicalisation of the masses will be com-
pelled to oppose the right wing more decisively,
even to the point of a split, This perspective in no
way contradicts the fact that those in the leader-
ship of the left social democracy are often the
most pernicious and dangerous allies, collaborators
of the bourgeoisie.

How is it possible to refuse practical alliances
with the reformists in those cases where, for example,
they are leading strikes? |If there are very few of
such cases now, it is because the strike movement
itself is very weak as yet and the reformists can
ignore and sabotage it. But with mass participation
in the struggle, alliances will become unavoidable
for both sides, It will be just as impossible to
block the road to practical alliances with the refor-
mists — not only with the social democratic masses,
but in many instances also with their leaders or
more likely with a section of the leaders — in the
struggle against fascism

partial ally into an open enemy.

eral Council, which was actually moving to the
"left’ in that period under the pressure of the mas-
ses. The first mistake was that the bloc was con-
cluded, not on concrete practical goals clear to the
working class, but on general pacifist phrases and
false diplomatic formulas. The chief mistake, how-
ever, which grew into a gigantic histoncal crime,
lay in the fact that our strategists could not im-
mediately and openly break with the General Coun-
cii when it turned its weapons against the general
strike — that is, when it turned from an unreliahie

The influence of the radicalisation of the masses
on the reformists is quite similar to the influence
that the development of a bourgeois revolution has
on the liberals. In the first stages of the mass move-
ment, the reformists move leftward, hoping in this

Heffer

—one of the 37 Tribunites who
brought about Wilson's defeat on the cuts

The reformists are betrayers not because they
carry out at every given moment and in every one
of their acts, the instructions of the bourgeoisie, If
that were the case, the reformists would have no in-
fluence on the workers and consequently would not
be needed by the bourgeoisie. Precisely in order to
have the necessary authority for betrayal of the
workers at the decisive moment, the opportunists
are compelled during the preparatory period to
assume the leadership of the workers’ struagle, par-

which Molotov himself belongs.

The social democrats and those of the Amster-
dam International, with the exception of the more
conscious right-wing elements (Thomas, Herman
Mueller, Renaudel types, etc), will be compelled
under corresponding conditions to assume the lead-
ership of the advance of the masses, in order to
confine these advances within narrow limits, or in
order to attack the workers from the rear when
they overstep these limits. Although we know that
in advance and openly warn the vanguard about it,
nevertheless, in the future there will still be tens,
hundreds and thousands of cases when the commun-

Benn—could not
instructions of bourgeoisie

f

last year to fill the need felt on the left
for quickly made topical films which
could serve the needs of specific camp-
aigns as well as the general interests of
the working class struggle.

Their first film, An egg is not a chic-

campaign for free abortion on demand.
Following this, Newsreel were given a
£12,000 grant for six months by the
British Film Institute. With it they made
Republica — fighting for workers power
(20 mins, £5 to hire), On the side of the
people (48 mins, £10 to hire/, and a film
about housing struggles, Housey Housey
(35 mins, £7 to hire).

ki They are now making a film about

NEWSREEL COLLECTIVE were formed

ken (20 mins, £5 to hire), dealt with the

unemployment, but the refusal of the
BFI to give them a further grant means
that they will be unable to finish it with-
out more money. So they are mounting
two benefit shows on Wednesday 31
Mareh and Friday 2 April at 7 p.m. in the
Collegiate Theatre, 25 Gordon Street,
London W.C. 1. (near Euston) where On
the side of the people, Housey Housey,
and part of the unemployment film will
be shown, followed by discussion.

Tickets are £1.20 or 80p for sub-
scriber-members of the Other Cinema.
We urge all our London readers to sup-
port these events.

Newsreel’s films can be hired from:
Other Cinema, 12-13 Little Newport

Street, London W.C.2. {01-734 8508/9). 4

This picket of the Indonesian Embassy in London was mounted

on 18 March
as part of a worldwide moratorium against the Indonesian invasion of East
Timor and in solidarity with the liberation fighters of Fretilin. British com-
plicity is particularly blatant—Indonesia receives more British aid than any
kother country outside the Commonwealth except Pakistan.

Ric Sissons reviews a new

film on Portugal

"On the side of the people”

On the side of the people, the Newsreel
Collective’s latest film about Portugal,
traces in a clear and well documented
way the events leading up to the events
of 25-26 November. As in the Collec-
tive’s other film about the revolutionary
upsurge in Portugal, which dealt with
the struggle at Republica, the ‘stars’

are not Gomes, Azevedo, Carvalho,
Soares, Neves or Cunhal — they are the
workers and peasants in the factories, on
the land and in the barracks. It is there
that history is being made, and the Coll-
ective have done an excellent job in
capturing the mood of the masses in
struggle.

The film picks up very well the often
spontaneous attacks of the workers and
peasants against the Portuguese ruling
class. It deals not only with the bastions
of the working class, such as the Setenave
shipyards and Repblica, but also with
occupations of empty houses and the
establishment of a creche in which local
soldiers work. The Portuguese workers
and peasants have no ‘welfare state’ — in-
stead, they have been attempting to
create and run their own social services.

Such moves begin to pose an alterna-
tive power to that of the bourgeois
state apparatus, and have therefore run
into increasing opposition from the
Sixth Provisional Government. Follow-
ing 25 November, reliable soldiers and
para-military police have been used to
break up attempts at self-organisation.

One local clinic has been raided several
times under the pretext of arms searches,
but it still survives.

No film on Portugal can be taken
seriously if it does not mention the
question of the agrarian reform and the
contrast between the north and the
south. This film makes the comparison
vividly.

In one series of shots we see people
crawling on their knees to the Catholic
shrine of Fatima, who supposedly app-
eared in 1917 to warn against the spec-
tre of communism. On the other hand
the film shows a thousand armed south-
ern agricultural workers mobilising to
take back a herd of cows that their
former boss had stolen from them. These
different scenes highlight a division and
unevenness that the revolutionary move-
ment in Portugal cannot ignore,

On the side of the people is easily
the best film available on the events in
Portugal, but it does have certain politic-
al weaknesses. Firstly, while it does
cover the mass actions of the workers
and peasants, it doesn’t underline the
fundamental failing in the inability to
organise, coordinate and centralise the
organs of pepular power. How else is it
possible — having explained the collapse
of discipline in the army and the inabil-
ity of the ruling class to impose its solu-
tions — to understand the failure of the
working class to challenge the bourgeois

state in a systematic fashion?

Secondly, the film makes very broad
generalisations about the politics of the
Communizt Party and the Socialist Party,
as well as hardly mentioning the role of
the PUR (Revolutionary United Front).
The worst mistakes occur in relation to
the Socialist Party, where the film falls
prey to the trap of the ultra lefis and
centrists in Portugal who dismiss the SP
as social fascist. By using shots of a
joint SP and PPD demonstration, the
film gives the impression that the SP is
a party with no base in the working class.

Obviously the SP has a thoroughly
bourgeois leadership, but nevertheless
it also has an important base in the
workers movement. If you do not un-
derstand this point, how can you explain
the growing divisions within the SP?
For example, some recent elections with-
in the SP have seen a contest between
two slates, one backed by Soares and
the other put up by worker militants
unhappy with the party’s present course.

Points such as these need to be clarif-
ied within the workers movement in this
country, and the film can certainly play
a major role in opening up such discus-
sions. As an introduction to meetings it
is excellent. We would urge all our read-
ers to ensure that it is shown in their
area as soon as possible.

Ric Sissons
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® What sort of arising from
the work of the Ligue made you decide
to launch a daily paper?
I'll reply in two ways. Firstly, the develop-
ment of the Ligue had reached & point where
we were clearly strong enough to initiate
struggles and even affect the course of events.
The PTT (Post Office) strike in November
1974 is a good example, where we had a very
important influence through the Red Mole
Taupe Rouge) groups.

But the problem was that this possibility
of influencing the course of events was limited
by a publication system centred around a
weekly. We saw during that strike how diffi-
cult it was to respond to the developing situa-
tion — a daily could have been a decisive wea-
pon for influencing the course of the struggle.

But secondly, the daily fits into a certain
conception of how to build a revolutionary
party. This conception was advanced in the
Theses of the Tenth World Congress of the
Fourth International and taken up by the
First Congress of the LCR.

Very briefly, we have the conception that
the way in which a revolutionarv party will be
built will not take the form of a quantitative
growth of a single organisation, but will arise

out of the fusion between a core of revolutionary

Marxists and what we call the broad vanguard
through a process of splits and fusions within
the extreme left. With this perspective, it seemed
to us absolutely essential to wield a political
weapon, namely the daily, which would allow
us to reach and influence these militants of the
broad vanguard.

We think there exists in France today an
audience large enough to keep the paper alive
— that’s to say, between 10-20,000 unorgan-
ised militants who are looking for political
answers and aren't getting them from the Stal-
inists in L 'Humanite nor more generally from
the Union of the Left [the electoral bloc bet-
ween the Socialist and Communist Parties and
a few Left Radicals]|, nor in the pages of Liber-
arion [a libertarian daily sponsored by Sartre]
whose political project is rather unrelated to the
concerns of trade union militants. This layer of
up to 20,000 militants needs an instrument
which will enable it to intervene in a daily
fashion against the reformists.

® What kind of debate has there been
oi the role of the paper?

Within the Ligue the debate on the paper very
quickly misfired because it was begun on the
wrong footing. It was around two positions:
one said we need a Trotskyist daily, and the
other replied that we need an open daily. In
the end it evolved a bit, and we reached vir-
tual unanimity on the following conception.

We want to bring out a daily which will
be the organisation’s paper, which doesn’t
hide its colours. The articles will defend the
line of the Ligue,

But, and it’s a very important qualification,
we want it to be a paper to which the different
components of the broad vanguard can relate:
a paper where different political currents can
express and defend their points of view, in
which trade union branches, action committees,
struggle committees, women'’s groups and so
on can argue their point without thinking
that we'll go and cut an article, etc. We want
to have a militant daily for the organisation
in which, at the same time, a large place is
reserved as an open tribune where all those who
in some way represent the broad vanguard can
express their point of view.

WLSON
|
O AN . DEVANTLE TRBNAL

MERCREDI
17 MARS 1576

BT e e N T I

Le procés du Syndicat de la LES
Magistrature contre Foyer GREVES

UNCHENDEGARDE

RENFORCENT

it U gowver-
neent angias, cemissonne

PEUGEQT LICENCIE
{LES GREVISTES -

|'e Espagne - In Catslogee s ambrase |
| 3

(3
| @ Ammocy - I'affnir Azzouz rehondit
| B

- | » Portugsl :entretien aves Josd
Alfonso

Fpubbque Tiddesle piemands

PREMIERE REUNION DE COMITES
DE SOLDATS ALLEMANDS

15 March marked a historic step forward for
the world Trotskyist movement with the start
of a daily publication by the French paper
Rouge (organ of the Ligue Communiste Revo-
lutionnaire, French section of the Fourth
International). John Watts asked PIERRRE

JULIEN, who edits the section on French

Politics, what the role of the new paper will be.

As for the extreme left, there’s hardly
been any debate with other currents. Lutte
Ouvriere published an article welcoming the
daily Rouge and encouraging us. The group
which is the most worried is certainly the
PSU (Unified Socialist Party — a classic
centrist organisation, nominally double the
size of the Ligue). The daily will give us a
formidable weapon for influencing certain
militants of the PSU and winning them over

and they know it.

® How were you able to collect such a
large sum as 2 million francs (over
£200,000)? What effect did such a cam-
paign have on the Ligue itself and its
relationship with its periphery?
The final sum was 2.3 million francs, which is
an enormous amount for France. No group to
the left of the Communist Party has ever
collected more than 30-40,000 francs before,
and we collected it in only eight months.

This confirms that there exists today a
potential public, very large in relation to us,
which has accepted the financial effort nece-
ssary to make sure the daily will come out.
The money was not collected in the form of
large sums from a few — on the contrary, it
was made up of small sums from very many
people prepared to make a sacrifice for the
fund-drive.

Those involved came from a far wider
circle than our sympathisers in the Red Cir-
cles. Once these people start reading the

paper we will have to discuss whether to set
up Readers Circles which would be differ-
ent from the Red Circles.

Take Italy as an example: we are sure
that a paper like Lotta Continua finds it is
selling 5-10 copies in practically every small
town and large village in Italy. We’ll probably
find the same. People will be buying Rouge in
a town where we don’t have a single militant
or even a sympathiser. The problem is to
arrange some way of meeting and having dis-
cussions with these people.

® How is it that the paper will have
such a far flung audience?

In France there’s a unique nationalised system
for distributing papers called the NMPP which
distributes papers to shops and kiosks through-
out France. All the papers go through it, and
it's obliged under law to distribute any paper
which conforms to a certain number of criteria
set out in a code.

The daily Rouge starts coming off the
presses at 11.30 pm, is bundled, labelled and
taken by lorry to an NMPP centre which des-
patches them by train and plane to the provin-
ces. The later copies go to the Paris region. It
should mean that we are in every kiosk in
France the next morning.

@ But if members of the Ligue will not
be selling the paper, won'’t there be a

problem in integrating it into the life of
the organisation?

That’s true, and we’ve tried to resolve it in two
ways. Firstly, many militants will arrange with a
kiosk to buy four or five papers every morning,
which they will sell later at their place of work
to sympathisers, and anyone else interested in
the paper.

Secondly, we’ll be bringing out a 16-page
paper on Saturday which has more the charac-
ter of a magazine — like the old weekly Rouge.
This can be used for all sorts of sales by militants
over the week-end in the markets and so on.

@ How is the paper structured internally?
Has there been any discussion on the divi-
sion of labour and that sort of thing?
Let’s first distinguish the editing from the prod-
uction side. Editing is made up of two main
editors — Alain Krivine and Daniel Bensaid.
These have the mandate of the Ligue’s Central
Committee to resolve any political problem
which may arise in the course of editing the
paper. They basically have the final decision
if, say, an article doesn’t reflect the line of the
organisation. And of course they are responsi-
ble for the overall thrust of the paper.

Beneath these editors, the paper is divided
into five sections: French Politics; Workers’
Struggles; International; Daily Life; Culture.
One person is responsible for each section,
which then has several journalists working
for it.

Once the articles are written you've got the
Editing Committee which exists on all papers
— two comrades who cut, correct and decide
where the articles will go, etc. Then you've
got composition, lay-out, plate-making and
finally printing, bundling and despatch.

Our general thrust is to try as much as
possible to suppress the division of labour.
But we are faced with two constraints. The
first is that certain types of work involve
a high degree of skill - for instance, those
who work on the web-offset printing machine
can hardly be replaced by those on the editing
side.

On the other hand, there are a whole series
of jobs which could be handled collectively by

d all the full-timers. The journalists’ job is a lot

more interesting than composing all day or
doing the lay-out, so we want to see that the
journalists have manual tasks to do in the
course of the day. But the problem is that so
far we don’t have enough journalists to do
anything else than write up the newspaper
otherwise it won't come out. : ;

What would be good is if they could handle
the switch-board, do the cooking in the canteen
etc. as well. But today we don’t have the means
to do this.

@ Don’t you feel that the existence of

a bourgeois newspaper, Le Monde, which
provides not only detailed information
but also sometimes very competent anal-
ysis is a major problem? '

Yes, it's a big problem. Generally speaking, we
are trying to produce a daily paper which is
serious and informed, which carries analysis
and which doesn’t necessitate having to buy
another one. But we have to compete with
other papers at the level of information —
notably Le Monde.

I might say, however, that while Le Monde
is particularly well informed on international
affairs, it doesn’t have people all over the
world who are engaged in struggle. Often we
will be able to pull scoops on Le Monde and
everyone else by being part of the Fourth
International. Just when Le Monde begins to
feel a bit marginalised, a bit of a spectator —
that’s to say when the real struggles break out
— we will have first hand information of what
is going on.

Our main advantage is that Le Monde is
an evening paper while ours will hopefully
arrive in the morning. So there isn’t a total
competition between the papers. But what
we must avoid like the plague is to turn
Rouge into a morning paper made up of last
night’s supper (Le Monde) dished up with
some Trotskyist sauce. That would be a
caricature of a daily.

To conclude: we want a paper which con-
tains all the news necessary for the public we
are writing for — a real daily paper which can
compete with anyone at the level of news and
information. But secondly, we define our paper
in relation to three things:

1. It’s got to be a militant paper which states
its position, which campaigns.

2. It’s got to be a weapon for struggle; in
other words, by its analyses, by its news, by
the proposals it makes, it must serve its
public, notably worker militants looking
for answers in a situation where they are
already breaking from the reformists.

3. It must provide an arena for debate; a
paper where there is a continual confrontation
of ideas.
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PANISH

‘REFORMS’
COMEAPART

AT SEAMS

The Spanish Government is still reel-
reeling from the massive wave of
working class struggle that erupted
in the Basque country in the first
week of this month.

All its ‘reform’ schemes have
come apart at the seams under the
impact of the working class upsurge.
It is currently trying to patch things
up a bit with a scheme to legalise
the activities of the opposition part-
ies which don’t advocate ‘violent
subversion, the destruction of the
legal order, or the installation of a
totalitarian regime’ or ‘by any means
whatsoever attack the unity,
ereignty, independence or security’
of Spain.

This ‘blank cheque’ would give the
the dictatorship a free hand to rep-
ress whom it chose. It has already
been made clear that under no cir-
cumstances will legalisation be ex-
tended to the Communist Party or
the far left groups who are in the
leadership of the current workers’
struggles.

A clear sign of the dictatorship’s

SOV-

intentions is that this ‘reform’ has
been brought in at the same time as
another....completely outlawing
picketing.

At the same time the powerful
right wing of the dictatorship, fright-
ened by the recent displays of work-
ing class power, have started to rat-
tle their sabres. Last Friday, top
right-wing politician Antonio Giron
told a rally of fascist Civil War vet-
erans that he and his supporters
would never tolerate ‘the disappear-
ance of the authoritarian system in-
herited from Franco’. Giron isina
good position to keep this promise
because he is a leading member of
the Government Commission set up
to prepare plans for political reform!

@A hundred Spanish militants in London
attended a meenng last Saturday organ-
ised by the LCR-ETA VI (Spanish sym-
pathising organisation of the Fourth
International), on the topic of ‘Espana
en marcha’ (Spain on the move). After
speakers from the LCR-ETA VI had dis-
cussed the current political situation in
Spain and the tasks of revolutionaries
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With the blood of one of the murdered comrades,
someone had written a word on the street. .

This is something in which the Committee set up out of the
14 February Solidarity Conference with the Spanish Working
Class should be giving a lead. Every delegate to that conference
should write to Messrs. Paynter, Buckton and Jones demanding
that they take action on this guestion, as well as moving their
own protest resolutions.

With the blood of one of their murdered comrades, the striking
workers of Vitoria wrote out their demand for freedom on the

paving stones where he fell.

Now the Spanish Government has arrested three of the
leaders of the Vitoria general strike. These militants have been
transferred from the Basgue country to Madrid for trial by a
kangaroo military court on charges of ‘subversion’.

The British labour movement must immediately take up
this case and demand that these militants are released and all
charges against them dropped, that all political prisoners are
freed, and that all laws against trade union activity are

scrapped.

‘Spain/Ireland 11
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Last Saturday a Francoist political court imprisoned eight
militants accused of being memupers of the LCR-ETA VI and
receiving Combate (the LCR-ETA VI’ paper). lgnacio Olano
Goena, also accused of organising self-defence pickets, receiv-
ed a two year sentence, and the other seven sentences ranged
from one year to four months.

following the recent general strike in
the Basque country, militants from most
of the major groups on the Spanish left
including the Communist Party and

the Socialist Party — had a chance to
take the floor and present their point of
view.

For further information on the activ-
ities of the LCR-ETA VI in Britain
write to: LCR.c/o 97 Caledonian Road,
London, N.1.

IRELAND’S OTHER CRISIS

Part 4 The economy &
the national question

In previous articles we have explained
the origins of the economic crisis grip-
ping Irish society and the social explo-
sion that is building up. It would be
very easy to separate this off from the
events in the North. But this is to miss
the heart of the matter.

As we have shown, Irish capitalism is
qguite incapable of developing independen-
tly. Its future is absolutely tied to foreign
investment. As a direct conseguence, any
project for rescuing Irish business must
also involve cooperation with the British
in solving their problems in the North.
The dominant party in the coalition gov-
ernment, Fine Gael, understands this
very well.

Moreoever, Fine Gael appreciates that
the same conditions which provoked the
troubles in the North underlie the social
crisis in the South. They know that if
this underlying economic connection
ever reaches a political level, and the
southern working class reaches the same
high level of militant struggle and self-
organisation that the northern minority
has achieved from time to time, then
there will be precious little hope for Fine
Gael or its backers.

Internment

It is this that explains the furious —
almost paranoid — campaign of the
coalition government against the Repub-
lican movement. Full scale internment
still exists in the South. The Irish police,
the Garda Siochana, has been falling
over backwards to give other European
police forces a lesson on the prevention
of terrorism. IRA suspects can be jailed
on the word of a police officer, and a
Bill has just gone through the Dail
(parliament) allowing for the deporta-
tion of Republican prisoners to Britain.

How is the left organising against
Lthese policies? The Communist Party

of Ireland is firmly convinced that

civil rights and economic independence
are a precondition for successful
workers’ struggles. But as this outlook
contradicts the whole of Irish economic
history — since economic independence is
impossible within the framework of
capitalism — the CP is increasingly

stuck for a line.

Thus they take up the Bill of Rights
approach to the northern question and
appeal for greater democracy in the
South. At the same time they call for an
extension of Ireland’s fishing limits, and
for withdrawal from the EEC. In short
they end up as a weak echo of the bour-
geois nationalist Fianna Fail.

Mutual

The recent CPl conference saw the con-

summation of their long standing romance
with Official Sinn Fein. Mutual congratu-
lations were exchanged, but very little else
was achieved.

A link between an organisation that has
an appreciable base in the Irish trade union
movement and one that has taken part in
the northern struagle could have had real

possibilities — of becoming a major reform-

ist influence at the very least — were it
not for two things. The first is a failure
on the part of the Officials and the CP to
break with the trade union bureaucracy.
Thus when bureaucrats of the Irish Trans-
port & General Workers Union tried to
call off unofficial action at Dobson Fib-
res in Waterford, the advice given to the
workers by Official Sinn Fein was to do
just that.

The second block the Officials and
the CP put between themselves and a
mass base is their sectarianism. This has
taken some ugly forms. When the Irish
Republican Socialist Party split from the
Officials, what can only be called a ven-
detta was opened up by the Official
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JOHN MAGEE reports from Belfast

‘I believe that a woman's place is in the
home’ — Loyalist MP Harold McCusker,
successfully arguing against the extension
of the recent Sex Discrimination Act to
the North of Ireland despite the fact that
the Six Counties have been subjected to
direct rule from Westminster since May
1974.

Northemn Ireland has always been a
hard-line puritan society. Like the Cath-
olic Church in the rest of the country,
the Northern Protestant Churches have
constantly opposed the reform of fam-
ily law — with the result that many of
the basic reforms concerning divorce,
married women'’s property rights and
abortion which apply in Britain have
never been extended to the Six Counties.

The 1967 Abortion Act, for instance,

leadership.

Elsewhere in the Irish political spec-
trum, however, debates are starting to
emerge which may give Irish workers
the prospect of a clear political strat-
egy for their struggle. The revolutionary
left is extremely small, but its chances
to put forward its ideas are increasing.
For instance, at Dobson Fibres part of
the leadership of the struggle was made
up of an alliance between members of
the Young Socialists and of Provisional
Sinn Fein.

In general, the truce in the North has
resulted in increased involvement in
industrial action in the South on the
part of the Provisionals. But they have
not yet drawn the thecretical lessons of
this experience. Above all, they do not
grasp the full scope and depth of the
crisis. They have not understood, for
instance, the break with the old influ-
ence of the Church that the women's
movement potentially represents, nor
the extent to which the issues raised by
the women's movement (equal pay in
particular) challenge the economic pos-
ition of the southern ruling class and
thereby their collaboration with the
British.

In addition, and perhaps most
importantly, the Provisionals still dis-
play uncertainty on the relationship
between the northern and southern
struggles. They have correctly grasped
that the issues are likely to be settled in

the North. What must be added, however,

is that this will only come about on the
basis of all-Ireland mobilisations. The
whole weight of the Irish working class
must be brought to bear against imper-
ialism. That requires a broader and
deeper political strategy than the Pro-
visionals have yet acquired.

But the possibility of a real socialist
alternative is not as remote as it some-
times seems. When the IRSP split off
from the Officials, it showed that forces
already exist which are willing to take
up the debate needed to work out'a
real political strateay for the Irish
revolution. The IRSP itself has since
spIit._Toc many of its leaders couldn’t
break from the organisational methods
of the Officials. Nonetheless, its history
indicates where political clarity will
come from.

As Irish militants struggle to assess
the history and achievements of Repub-
licanism, revolutionaries will have ever
greater opportunities opened up to them.

simply doesn’t apply here. In 1975 more
than a thousand women went to England
to have abortions, paying about £100
each. Clearly this just isn’t an option at
all for working class women.

As for the one piece of recent British
legislation in this field which does apply,
the Equal Pay Act, it has gaping holes in
it and has made little impact on the con-
ditions of employment of most working
women here — even in the public service.
In the Civil Service, for example, the
bottom grades account for 85 per cent
of women employees but only 45 per
cent of male employees. Outside the
public service the situation is even worse.

Women workers are also being hit par-
ticularly hard by the economic crisis.
Traditional areas of female employment
such as textiles have been drastically cut
back, and the slashing of public expen-
diture has forced many women in jobs
such as cleaners, nurses and teachers on-
to the dole.

The role of British imperialism, prop-
ping up the sectarian undemocratic Nor-
thern Irish statelet, has ensured that wo-
men have been too divided to organise
around their own oppression as a sex.
While many women have played an im-
portant role in both the anti-imperialist
and industrial struggles, their specific de-
mands have largely been ignored.

Recently, however, there have been
signs that this may be changing. One
development has been the formation of
a Socialist Women’s Group in Belfast
with a manifesto which recognises ‘the
struggle for women’s liberation as an in-
tegral part of the struggle for socialism’.
The SWG places itself firmly in the ranks
of those opposed to British imperialism,
and asserts that ‘the effective liberation
of the working class — women and men
— requires the creation.....of an Irish
Workers State’.

Another organisation recently launch-
ed here is the Women's Rights Movement _
The WRM, however, concentrates on the
purely formal rather than the more in-
sidious aspects of the oppression of wo-
men. One of its main demands is for
parity with Britain — which not only ig- .
nores the inadequacies of the British leg-
islation, but fosters the illusion that a sol-
ution can be found to women’s opp-
ression by strengthening the link with
Britain.

Women in Ireland, both North and
South, can only advarce their struggle
for liberation on a clear class position
that admits the relation between the op-
pression of women and the exploitation
of the working class. Equally, if the rev-
olutionary movement is to involve wo-
men not just as supporters but as active
participants in the fight against imperial-
ism, then it must show a genuine com-
mitment to work for the demands raised
by women to end their oppression as a

sex,
s
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RIGHTS

As the mass mobilisation for the 3 April abortion demonstration
reaches its peak, a small group known as the House of Commons
Privileges Committee will be meeting in the depths of Westmin-
ster to discuss whether the refusal of the National Abortion Cam-
paign to give evidence before the Select Committee on abortion
constitutes a breach of parliamentary privilege.

‘PRIVILEGE’
Vs. WOMEN'’S

& =

Support is building up all over the country for the National Abortion Cam-
paign demonstration for free abortion on demand. The demonstration,
next Saturday 3 April, will assemble at 1.30 p.m. at Speakers Corner before
marching to Trafalgar Square for a rally with speakers and entertainment.
Over 60 organisations and prominent individuals in the labour movement
have sponsored the demonstration, and several hundred pounds in donations
have been received. Thirty thousand leaflets, 10,000 posters and thousands
of large badges reading ‘March for abortion rights — 3 April” have been dis-
tributed already. More are available from NAC. -
Coaches are so far known to be coming from Birmingham, Bolton,
Brighton, Bristol, Canterbury, Chelmsford, Lancaster, Leicester, Liverpool,
Manchester, Norwich, Nottingham, Preston, Sheffield, Sunderland, Tyne-

early last month afteg more than a hund-
red Labour right-wingers, led by Harold
Wilson, had joined the vast majority of
the Tories to push it through by 313 vot-
es to 172. Less than a week later the six
pro-abortion MPs on the Committee res-
igned. They stated that it had simply be-
come ‘a device to undermine the main
provisions of the 1967 Act by severely
restricting the grounds on which abor-
tion is legally available’.

The Select Committee, a majority of
whose members are opposed to any form
of legal abortion, was now further expos-
ed as a fraud. So NAC decided to refuse
a request to give oral evidence to the Sel-

The Select Committee was reconvened

ect Committee on 1 March.

Members of the NAC Steering Com-
mittee explained at a préss conference
that the Committee had already shown
itself to be incapable of fairly consider-
ing the evidence. They announced their
support for the MPs who had resigned
from the Select Committee and urged
others not to replace them.

An anti-abortion Tory MP, Sir Ber-
nard Braine, immediately claimed in the
House of Commons that NAC’s refusal
to appear before the Select Committee
amounted to a breach of privilege. He
also claimed that a NAC statement
quoted in The Times — ‘There is no way

that this Committee can look at our evid-
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their big chance!

Other branches should not fall back into the habit of seeing finances as a side
issue from political work. Our thanks this week to a Dutch comrade, £5; North
London IMG, £25; Leeds IMG, £12.50; Orkney reader, £10; Leicester IMG, £5;
and Birmingham health workers, £5. Please send all donations to Red Weekly
Fighting Fund, 97 Caledonian Road, London N.1.

SUBSCRIPTION RATES
DOMESTIC: £7 per year

£3.50 for six months

FOREIGN: £9 per year surface mail

manssansnssnTannanns

£12 per year airmail

Write to RED WEEKLY (distribution), 182 Pentonville Road, London N.1.
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The Privy Council last week rejected Dominican militant Desmond Trotter's appeal again
#gainst the hanging sentence imposed after his frame-up trial. This picket outside the
Fast Caribbean High Commission was the immediate response in London.

Your Big Chance

To make sure that every delegate to the Assembly on Unemployment can get an
introduction to our politics, we have printed 2,000 extra copies of our pull-out.
Therefore we must have stepped up contributions with the end of the £10,000
IMG Fund Drive — firstly from those branches who did not make any substantial
contribution to the successful meeting of the target, Nottingham, Coventry, Can-
terbury, Portsmouth, Reading and Basingstoke, Southampton and York. Now is

side, and York.

N.W.1 (01-485 4303).

Further details can be obtained from NAC, 30 Camden Road, London
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ence logically and fairly” — constituted a
gross contempt.

On 3 March the Leader of the House
moved ‘that the matter of complaint...
be referred to the Committee of Privil-
eges’. Kvery single MP — women, lefis
and all — assented to this procedure:
*No Member being willing to act as Tell-
er for the Noes, Mr Speaker declared
that the Aves had it’ (Hansard).

This is not the first time that the
MPs who claim to support abortion
rights for women have failed to make a
stand, subordinating the interests of the

mass of women to obscure parliament-
ary procedure. The same thing happened
last year, when no resistance was put up
to Barbara Castle’s report incorporating
the first set of restrictions recommended
by the Select Committee.

Anti-abortionists

fight

This week the ‘pro-life” organisations are
holding a *Witness One Million’ week of
action and prayer, culminating on Moth-
ering Sunday (28 March) when ‘services
should stress the gift of life and mother-
hood. The emphasis during the week
should start with reparation and dwell
on the sanctity of urborn life, closing
with joyful celebration of conception,
birth, motherhood and parenthood.’
Meanwhile, the anti-abortionists of
the Society for the Protection of the
Unborn Child and LIFE have been giving
evidence to the rump Select Committee
on the Abortion (Amendment) Bill. Pro-
fessor J. Scarisbrick, chairman of LIFE,
claimed that abortion was leading to
‘national suicide” and turning Britain
into a nation of geriatrics. And that
well-known pro-hanger and pro-lifer,
MP Jill Knight, says in a Conservative
Party pamphlet: ‘Just because the birth
rate is high in places like India, it is
foolish to assume that we should stop
having babies in Britain.’ Preferably
white and middle class, of course.

NOT ROSY

For ‘places like India’ the outlook
is anything but rosy. Whilst anti-abor-
tionists get all steamed up about one
million abortions in eleven years, it was
last year estimated that 50 million bab-
ies would perish by 1980 of diseases of
poverty, whilst others would suffer irr-
eparable damage. These diseases are the
direct resuit of the existence of capital-
ism and imperialism, systems propped up
fervently by the leading opponents of
abortion like Jill Knight and Leo Abse.

According to Christopher D.rrick, a
speaker at the first International Rally
of the European Pro-Life Organisation
in 1974, pro-lifers “more often than not’
believe in the ‘just war’ and ‘they tend
to be right-wing’. Certainly, the Pope
gave American intervention in Vietnam
his blessing. The hierarchy of most of
the world’s religions tend to be anti-
abortion (the practice of the female
half of their flock is beside the point).
The Archbishop of Canterbury is sup-
porting ‘Witness One Million”.

‘But anti-abortionists do not rely
merely on the interventions of God to
get their way. Their main tactic is to

back

block legislation or to attempt to rey-
erse pro-abortion laws. By threatening
to withdraw votes if legislators do not
support them, a small minority of anti-
abortionists can carry more weight

than voters concerned with a candidate’s
total programme.

In the United States, for example, the
main attack is on the front of *state
rights’. The Supreme Court’s decision
that anti-abortion legislation was uncon-
stitutional over-ruled any restrictive legis-
lation in the individual states. Virginia
State then outlawed the advertising of
New York abortion facilities — but this
has now been declared unconstitutional,
too.

In New Zealand, where abortion is
only allowed on very limited grounds,
and where SPUC is very active, the 1973
Hospital Amendment Act requiring licen-
ces for private abortion centres has been
declared unconstitut nal, thus opening
the way for out-patient abortions at
lower coai,

But the anti-abortionists continue to
fight back. In Belgium Laissez-les Vivre
was set up last year and attempts were
made to start a *help’ organisation in
Dublin. In Holland the ‘European Doc-
tors’ Initiative’ petitioned Queen Juliana

The Privileges Committee will now
try to establish whether a bréach of
privilege has oecurred, and if so what
action to recommend. If necessary the
offenders can be instructed to appear
before the bar of the House to answer
the charges — with jail as a possible pen-
alty.

This was the threat that forced York-
shire miners’ leader Arthur Scargill to
withdraw his statement that NUM-spon-
sored MPs should lose their sponsorship
if they voted against union policy. But
now NAC has stepped in where Arthur
feared to tread.

CLIQUE

Unwilling to give its evidence behind
the doors of an exclusive and biased Sel-
ect Committee, the last National Planning
Meeting of the NAC decided to respond
to the Privileges Committee'in the same
way — to try to force the parliamentary
clique into the open by demanding that
it deal with the Campaign as a whole.

If NAC is summoned to answer charges,
it will be interesting to see if these par-
liamentarians can find a venue large
enough to hold the tens of thousands

of NAC supporters who would undoubt-
edly wish to appear on such-an occasion.

Gwyn Vorhaus

to close abortion clinics on the grounds
that the ‘commercialised mass liquidation’
of *children’ from otter European coun-
tries violated the Treaty of Rome. And
since a liberal abortion law was passed
in Austria, a petition against it has been
organised by "Aktien Leben’.

Meanwhile, anti-abortionists in Brit-
ain have responded to the growing pro-
abortion support and activity {shown,
for example, by the latest National Op-
inion Poll com missi(m_cd by iay News,
which indicated 54 per cent in favour of
abortion on demand) by forming a joint
organisation bringing together SPUC,
LIFE, Women for Life, Society of Inn-
ocents, sections of most of the churches,
and other such groups.

The 3 April demonstration is a
chance to show them the breadth of
support they are up against.

Leonora Lloyd

Section of a recent anti-abortion demonstration organised by SPUC
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