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AXxe Thatcher this winter!

1981 looks like being the second ‘winter of discontent’.

Already car workers, dockers, ship builders, railworkers

and local government employees have taken industrial

| action. Three times British Shipbuilders have been hit by

| national strike action supporting the Robb Caledon
occupation in Dundee. Liverpool docks came out on
October 12th over manning levels. Strikes have hit the
railways and all-out strike is being mooted.

Things are now set for all-out strike at BL. Michael
Edwardes prepared his ground with a document pointing
out why only 3.8% could be given and threatened to sack
strikers. Now that the strike is on it must be won. To
compromise on Edwardes’ terms will mean attacks on the
wages and jobs of BL workers. BL workers can and must
Win.

. this may

drastically push back the unions. Jobs have been lost and
pay levels have been depressed. But these have not been
ugh for the ruling class. The economic crisis.
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' The Tories are at their weakest for some umie. Unao.e o

anywhere eno

e L o

Whicn trrzs Ls oo TooTaen
— the leaders. Terry Durlv evens
Edwardes had to be fought. bur £ 5w ardes has axed 68,000
jobs in BL since he took over. with no resistance from
Duffy. Union leaders have acquiesced in the race of real pay
cuts and massive job losses.

We deserve a different kind of leadership than this.
Trade unionists on the job, who have to do the real fight-
ing, must make sure that the winter of 1981 is a winter of
victories against Thatcher — which lead to bringing down
the Tories.

So many sections of workers are now set to fight the 4%
and similar ‘rises’, which are really cuts when set against
inflation, that the question must be put — don’t we have a
common enemy — the Tory government?

So many industries now face job losses running into tens
of thousands that the question should be put — don’t we
need a Labour Government in order to restore these jobs?

So many strikes and occupations are planned that the
question can be put — why fight section by section when
there is one opponent?

The winter of 1981 has manyv features in common with
the winter of 1978, but even more in common with that of

1973.

The rail workers, car workers, shipvard workers, local
government workers, dockers, and all those facing the 4%
and redundancies should ask the union leaders — why not
all out against the Tories this winrer’?

Everywhere organisation must be prepared at factory
floor, office and shop level for industrial action against the
Tories and their management allies this winter. Thatcher
said in Blackpool that the working class hasato pay for L

the crisis. Our response must be simple and united — we BL votes for strike cton
cannot pay, we have had enough, we will pay no more!

FORCE A GENERAL ELECTION NOW




The run-down in traditional indus-
tries in Britain continues. As well as
closures the bosses are using bad
trading conditions to inflict pay
oifers well below the rate of in-
flation, or no pay rises at all. It
iooks as if 4% will be the pay ceiling
‘or the whole public sector and for
the engineering industry as well. It’s
worth remembering that not so
long ago 8% to 10% was being
»ffered — and fought. The workers
are trying to fight back, under
extremely difficult conditions.

- recent crisis on the London
exchange highlights three
First, the fragility of the
al market system. Second, the
v of capitalist governments

cuonirol state spending and in-
flation. Third, the unified but
intagonistic nature of the world’s
:apital markets and the way a crisis
lits all major national centres.

As the Financial Times put it,
T ne leading indices of the world’s
: “.-en most heavily capitalised

TIoegis. Gocownnng berveen
“or roughly 90 per cent of
10 equity istocks and shares)
#5. eirther struck a new low for
ccr or came within an ace of
iz, Even the relatively strong
cts. like Tokyo, slumped.
London collapse was trig-
i bv weakness on Wall Street,
caused by the inability of
1 to lower interest rates, the
siture of the US economy to stage
recovery and continued high
vels of state spending. The down-
was started by many small
smrs sell'mg and pulling out of

- weagker European curren-
cy)euallv the Italian lire,
“yench franc and sterling. have
under pressure from high
st rates in the USA. Geoffrey
recently tried to persuade
{eagan to drop the rate. He failed.
The Tories then had no choice but
to raise rates here for the second
time in 16 days. Base lending rate is
now up 4%. Industrial borrowers
- have to pay a staggering 177
s joans, This will be reflected in
the arguments bosses use to explain
why only 4% or nothing can be
given in pay rises. It will also affect
investment in industry, jobs and
rrade.

e

economies and
Germany and

The ‘stronger’
cx;rawm West

she strain of a major erratic
: shakedown over which
¢zl oot Thew zrs

by George White
Its programme to cut
public spending, so similar to
Thatcher’s, is failing. To ‘balance
his books’ Reagan needed 30 billion
dollars in cuts. So far only 13 bil-
lion has beén forthcoming. US
industry is responding negatively to
the crippling high interest rates.

After a week of pressure on the
French franc, Socialist president
Mitterand was forced to devalue by
3% in the European Monetary
Svstem. Combined with an uprating
of the German mark by 5.3 this
makes an effective devaluation of
the franc and lire within the EMS
of 8.5%. Sterling is not in the EMS,
but its ‘central rate’ was quietly
devalued on 4th October by just
over 9%.

The era of ‘extended credit” is
also closing at government level
The US treasury has told the Inter-
national Monetary Fund, not indeed
the most liberal of bodies, that it
gives loans too easily. This will
affect a whole range of countries
from Europe, Latin America and
Asia. Eastern European countries
such as Poland will also find it much
harder to extend and modify the
terms of their loans from capitalist
banks.

The crisis at the end of Septem-
ber shook money markets and
exchanges. It did not have an
immediate effect on industry and
trade. But conditions are lined up
for further similar wild crashes and
these must spill over into industry
itself. As the Bank of England
warned, ‘‘Large rate movements
caused by volatile capital flows .
might cause unhelpful effects in the
real economy.” Loosely translated
into everyday language this means
that factories would close, currency
values collapse, trade walls be
erected by nations and whole econ-
omies threatened.

The working class of Britain and
of the whole world now stares these
pr-i»b erms in the face for the first
: THc\ are 'h—

terest rates.

The line on pay settlements over
the next period has been drawn by

the Tories at
with the 8%

4%. This compares
‘norm’ of early 1981,

Leyland are offering 3.8%, which
even Terry Duffy has called “com-
pletely unacceptable’” and could
lead to all out industrial action.
The unions opened their claim at

Already the public sector and
engineering have received offers meant a
around the 4% mark. British workers,

/

Why have the Tories drawn the
line on pay so low?

We have to remember the 2%
offer made to the steelworkers soon
after Thatcher took office. That
was a political decision, designed to
challenge the strength of the steel
unions. In some respects the 4%
‘norm’ is similar, except that much
wider layers are involved this time.
The 8% already offered the miners
shows that the Tories once again
want to leave the stronger sections
out of the action,

How should public sector
workers, white and blue collar, and

| STEEL

engineers, respond to the 4%? No
doubt, the choice of wages or jobs
will be put to them once more. In
other words, keep your wages down
and work harder or lose more jobs.

This is a trick against the workers.
Jobs will be attacked under current
trading conditions if the bosses
have their way, whether wage rises
are pegged at 4% or not. The 4% is
designed, so far as the state is con-
cerned, to be part of its overall cuts.
If services are cut then less
workers will be needed. For the
engineering industry the 4% is being
fought to try to maximise profits.

try and break up the industry into a
net of competing local plants and
threaten trade union unity. BSC is
rzing placed in the balance. On top
MuacGregor wants more job
sronably centred on Tees-
»: ISTC does not have the
- Teoizeiiin in the world,
znnoonotmez BSC

£20 a week. The initial BL offer
rise

of £4 for skilled

Nobody argues that the crisis of
British capitalism is not severe.
Choices have to be made. Either the
whole plan of the Tory government
to make the workers pay for the
crisis is thrown out, along with the
Tories themselves, or 4% plus wide
scale unemployment plus massive
cuts in social services will be
imposed.

The key to fighting the 4% is
unity. Across the public sector an
alliance of all unions and local
members of those unions should be
formed to defeat the Tory offer. In
engineering the Confederation must
immediately be broughtinto action.

yard in Dundee, to halt its closure.
This action has been endorsed by
weekly industrial action across
the industry. On September 28th,
55,000 shipbuilders staged a nation-
wide one-day strike against yard
closures. A complete overtime ban
has been called for. This particu-
larly hits the ship repair yards, which
ire “rontable only if they work on
: lInnuous basis. The employers,

Shipbuilders, have threat-
idescale layoffs if the action
oo s. This latest dispute is one
-7 - ong line of battles against the
-.~-down of an industry which
~ow employs only around 70,000
workers.




* This summer has seen an intensi
fication of the Tory Government’s drive
to dismember the system of higher
education in Britain. The Government
has recently imposed cuts in University
budgets which will mean at least 12,000
and maybe as many as 20,000 places
disappearing along with massive staff
redundancies and wholesale closure of
courses. In July a Government Green
Paper spelled out the options for im-
posing a centra! tunding and manage-
ment body on the Polviechnics and
other colleges of highe et
present controlled by 1«,\11

The Tories want to bring in this central
body as a vehicle for cuts
closures,

The Department oi Education and
Science wants the central body to be
dominated by 2

V-

4Nd course

rted “industr_\ and
POy tholr funce
ton clearly being w gear higher edu-
cation to the needs of and the strictures
of the crisis of the British capitalist
economy.

At the same time, the plan is to
completely cut out the local authorities,
chierly Labour. who have acted to a
certain degree as a cushion in implemen-
ting c¢ducation cuts in these colleges.
Labour controlled authorities like ILEA
must be geared up to defend their
control over the public sector of higher
education as an essential part of fighting
back against the Tories.

% Student grants have been held down
10 a 7% increase this year, continuing the
downward slide in the rcal income of
students. The cuts have meant an almost
total disappcarance of the payment of
discretionary awards by some local
authoritics for some types of courses,

IS EatN

upport youths’ demang

depriving many of any chance of enter-
ing full-time education. Many students
are at the same time going to bear the
brunt of large rises in hall fees (in some
places by as much as 30%). This means
that working-class students will be
increasingly squeezed out of the edu-
cation system and those that are not will
be living on the bread line in many cases.
What Thatcher’s Goyernment means for
students’ living standards is best ex-
pressed by the fact that a case of scurvy
(caused by poor diet) was reported
recentlhy ar one London Poly technic.

* O\u\ as students’ numbers are once
; 1Nt mJ\ down. The impact of
Jl cost fees” introduced by the
Tones is biting hard, with many over-
seas students having to drop out of
courses as money runs out.

* Government policy is having its
c7T20t ‘n @ onew spate of attacks on
student unions. The Tive polytechnics in
Inner London currently face proposals
by ILEA to penalise them to cover
“losses” due to such activities as rent
strikes and occupations. In fact North
East London Poly Students Union
currently faces a situation where the
Poly is attempting to cut £8,500 from its
budget as a result of an occupation last
year.

Other proposals which ILEA officials
tried to put forward recently have
included the introduction of the right to
“contract out” of student union mem-
bership, to impose financial penalties on
political and campaigning activities and
to attempt to interfere in and limit the
self-government of unions. After a sharp
response from London Poly unions and
some lobbying of the ILEA Labour
majority, a partial retreat on these

MEET THE JOBS EXPRESS

for jobs, education, training and a voice.
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'/ard,ff vember Lobby of Parliament

On 30 November those who
have taken part in the Jobs
Express will lobby MPs
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~ Students
under massive
Tory attack

proposals has been obtained but the
issues are not yet resolved.

* Cuts are being seen in a thousand
different ways. Paint is peeling from
walls, premises are dirty, equipment in
laboratories is not renewed or is be-
coming antiquated, librariesare becoming
more inadequate. As well as this, welfare
and medical services in colleges, needed
more urgently than ever before, are
coming under attack.

* It is clear that next year is going to
be a vear of struggle for students who
face a multi-faceted attack from the
Thatcher Government. The present
leadership of the NUS is incapable of
responding to this attack, as they have
shown time and time again, whether on
the issue of overseas students, student
union finance, or their latest acceptance
of the “principle” of a central body in
the public sector.

* NOLS, with a national organisation
and five members on the NUS Executive,
can become a pole around which an
alternative to the shabby sell-outs that
have come to characterise the NUS
Executive can be developed. The TUC is
campaigning against youth unemploy-
ment in the autumn, in collaboration
with the NUS. The task for NOLS and
student union activists must be to
develop initiatives in this campaign
which can involve thousands of students
in the battle to force Thatcher out and
replace the Tories with a Labour Govern-
ment. Socialist Newsletter supporters in
the student movement will take up this
fight from the autumn, confident that
we can take our place in the movement
of the miners, civil servants and others
who have taken on the Tories.
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Jobs for Youth
Festival

On the evenings of 27,28,29
November, concerts will be
. given at the Rainbow,
Finsbury Park in North London
featuring top rock bands.

March and Rally

On 29 November a march and
rally will be held in central
Longon

Chapple's

end is nigh

The closing of the Central London
Branch of the EEPTU is part and
parcel of the battles taking place
within the Labour Party. In organ-
ising against the left Frank Chapple
has launched a campaign of flood-
ing local Labour Party committees
with hand picked followers, more
responsible to EEPTU head office
than to the union branches they
are supposed to represent. In most
areas Chapple has got away with
this undemocratic practice. How-
ever in Bermondsey Labour Party
and the Central London EEPTU
branch an opposition was mounted.
Someone who had the distinguished
record of not having been to a
branch meeting in 17 years, was
sent as a delegate to Bermondsey
Labour Party without the branch
even being informed.

The branch said they would
allow him to be a delegate but only
if he reported his actions back to
the branch. This he refused. The
branch refused to accept him as
their delegate. Frank Chapple had
the branch closed.

What makes this latest in a long
line of undemocratic practices by
the EEPTU leadership special is its
connection with the leadership
battle inside the Labour Party.
Chapple was a signatory to the
founding statement of the ‘Council
for Social Democracy’, before the
Gang of Four left the Labour Party.
Politically he is with them, though
for tactical reasons he may not have
chosen to leave with them. This has
as much to do with Chapple’s
position inside the Electricians’
Union as within the Labour Party.

Chapple will now ally with Denis
Healey to do as much damage 10
the left as he can. It is vital for the
left in the Labour Party and ror
those seeking a restoration of
democracy within the EEPTU that
Chapple is challenged and thrown
out.

The opposition in the EEPTU is
faced with a great task in taking on
the Chapple apparatus. At the
moment he has virtual unlimited
powers. The opposition within the
union has a very heavy influence
from the Socialist Workers Partv
and they see the struggle within the
Labour Party as an irrelevance.

Yet this is far from the truth,
The hold of Chapple can be broken
by a nationwide campaign against
Chapple mounted from within the
Labour Party on the basis of his
practices there. The Benn campaign
for deputy leader struck echoes in
many unions beset by right wing
leaders. This is one of the main
reasons the rights were so strongly
in opposition to Benn. The key to
an advance in the EEPTU lies in the
opposition forcesjoining the Labour
Party and carrying the fight there.

The stand of Bermondsey Labour
Party and the support given by
Swindon Labour Party to the
EEPTU Central London Branch
must be built upon. The National
Executive of the Labour Party must
be called upon to disenfranchise the
EEPTU until it stops the undemo-
cratic practice of appointing local
delegates to Labour Parties from
union head office, Local Parties
must likewise not accept these
delegates and should carry the fight
to the EEPTU locally.

Swindon Labour Party voted to support
the closed Central London Branch of the
EEPTU against the opposition of the
local right wing and the EEPTU. The
local EEPTU branch
action of the Labour Party despite the
fact that Chapple demanded they inform
the Labour Party that the question was
none of their business,

supported the




Srighton Conference took place
»zainst a background of unresolved
_=-ties between the Tories and the

~rking class. 1981 opened with
-- irish Hunger Strike, continued

itn the miners forcing a retreat on

- ciosure, followed by the wide-
<zaie mobilisation of the Peoples
" zrch for Jobs.

The Tories have been unable to
:=2m their own internal breakdown
st cabinet level. The removal of
-ne ‘wets’ from key positions in
-z way means that Thatcher can
:zive the problems of capitalism.

All the signs point to a coming
~inter of sharp battles between the
_apour movement and Tories on
:zveral fronts: the 4% pay ‘norm’;

= Heseltine attack on Labour
-suncils; on trade union rights and

er foreign policy. There is a
szntradiction between what
_zpour’s rank and file want their

-]

:ffy the Brighton Conference
many radical policies.
to repeal the racist Nation-
T ill, to abolish fee-paying
.=onls and to remove ‘full-cost
" on overseas students were
Ty passed.
tinwever on all the major issues
- .iters were less clear cut. In the
= Socialist Newslerter we listed
--~ “pllowing as the central policy
esrions’

1 NEC control over the election
\{anifesto. This was passed and
--¢n overturned on a card vote
2r Foot made an appeal against

° withdrawal from the EEC. This
»as passed with much rhetoric but
Sviyoda vague assurance from Foot
withdrawal within one year.
allows Foot to hold a ref-
ndurm in order to overturn
4¢ decision to leave the EEC.
3. Unilateral nuclear disarmament.
T-is was passed, but will not go
+-- the Manifesto because of the
. =tk of Duffy and company. Added
- this. the cutting edge of uni-
_cteralism, withdrawal from NATO,
.25 defeated. Foot already started
ing the issue. He called for a
rgence between unilateralists
multilateralists which only
2,15 maintain the status quo.
4. Break the bipartisan agreement
«ith the Tories on Ireland. As we
--oiicred. many genuine resolutions
vort of the anti-imperialist
in Ireland were blocked
. formal and worthless
Tor Cunity’ at some un-

win its
irilateral-

TS

party to do and what the Labour
leaders are prepared to do. This
was graphically shown in the rally
of 200,000 at the end of the
Peoples March, in Trafalgar Square.
Most people there wanted to hear
Foot call for the bringing down of
the Tories. They jeered Healey in
Hyde Park and cheered Benn. Over
20 weeks the civil servants tried to
solve the problem of breaking their
Tory employers. That dispute was
a test case for the 4% Ilimit
Thatcher has now declared for the
winter. The struggie of the civil
servants was not successful, but not
because the unjons as such were

weak. The dispute was sold out by
the union leaders.

In July the youth of Britain took
to the streets, in an elemental and
violent rejection of police brutality,
the dole queue and racism. At that
time Foot did nothing to champion

The policies Fo
never impiemen

will even try to carry them out.
Without a full blooded campaign to
force these policies on the Labour
leaders they are left as hollow
formulae.

The debate on the ‘Alternative
Fconomic Strategy’ provided a per-
fect example of how this ‘alterna-
tive’, in fact, means all things to all
people. Foot remarked that Benn
and Healey’s ‘“‘unity”” on the AES
offered a good augury for the
future. In moving the resolution on
the economy Healey said, “The AES
is supported by the entire NEC,
including Tony and me.” How is it
that the figureheads of opposite
poles within the Party, who fought
each other so bitterly in 1981 can
agree on supposedly basic economic
strategy? The truth is that the AES
in practice will amount to nothing.

It is a utopia and it will never
acquire an anti-capitalist cutting
edge in its present vague form. It is
for this reason that Healey can say
he supports it. When Benn summed
up the debate he had this to say,
“Attacks on Thatcher are empty
rhetoric unless followed by con-
structive policies . . .”” Absolutely
correct! But the AES is not a set
of policies hitting at monopoly
capital in the interests of working
people. It is an academic exercise
in wishful thinking. It is the old
Keynes line — ‘structural reform’
of capitalism, dressed up in radical

clothifhe.

Overall, the conclusion for rank
and file Labour and trade union
militants from Brighton is that the
leaders successfully avoided being
committed to anything which would
throw them into open conflict with
the bosses after Labour returns to
otfice.

the cause of the.oppressed youth.
The Labour leaders avoided attack-
ing the violence of the state at all
costs.

1981 has been the year in which
all Labour councils, including those
with left leaders, like Lambeth and
Lothian, have been forced to make
cuts and enforce job losses. The
need was to unite the councils in a
nationwide movement to deny the
Tories the ability to make the cuts
stick. This the Labour leaders stead-
fastly refused to do.

The fight for the Deputy Leader-
ship drew together all the strands
of the long battle between the rank
and file and the parliamentary and
union bosses in the Labour Party.
Benn was clearly the man of the
left. Healey that of the apparatus.
The fight spilled over from the local
Labour Parties into the trade
unions, This marked a shift within

Tony Benn received 49.754% of the
votes in the election for Deputy Leader.
This was 0.852% less than Healey. After
Michae! Foot and other leading figures
had called on Benn not to run and union
bosses Duffy and Basnett worked to
engineer the block vote for Healey,
49.574% of the Labour Party voted
against Healey. The right has no man-
date. The left must begin now to call

the unions which is terrifying the
union bosses, even though Benn
lost — just.

The response of the ruling class
to the struggle inside the Labour
Party and the rise of the left has
been to sponsor and publicize a
new bosses’ party, the SDP, whose
main purpose will be to try and
stop a majority Labour Govern-
ment after the next Election.
Backed by the ruling class press
the SDP has managed to split off
from the Labour Party a significant
number of MPs and local council-
lors.

The Healey right wing have not
condemned the exit of their
colleagues. The main attack for
them has been against the left.

Brighton set back, temporarily,
the breakup of the apparatus
within the Labour Party. For the
leaders it was a chance to stem the
left wing tide,

on Tony Benn to run next year and
fight within the unions to bring into
question the votes of the right wing
leaders. Clearly Michael Foot, as he
indicated in his leader’s speech, wants to
buy Benn off with a prime place in the
Shadow Cabinet. The left should not
allow such a manoeuvre to disenfranch-
ise 49.574% of the Party at next year’s
Conference. Draft Tony Benn for 1982!

Labour

In the last few years the Block
Vote which trade unions exercise
in the Labour Party has been
attacked from time to time as not
being representative of the wishes
of trade union rank and file. The
capitalist press made this point
many times before the last General
Election. Today, this criticism from
the right has vanished, because it
was precisely the Block Vote which
saved the day for the Labour right
wing at Brighton.

Healey spoke with contempt of
the decision of the TGWU 1o back
Benn. He argued, as did ail the
media, that the TGWU rank and file
supported him. He greeted NUPE"
support as the true voice of the
rank and file. In both cases hi:
claim was fraudulent.

Neither in the TGWU not
NUPE was the rank and file con
sulted in what could be seen as 2
full way. Ballot forms or the
‘consultation process’ rarely went
beyond the regional and district
offices and committees. It is nc
surprise that many full-time middle
order trade union officials woulc
vote for Healey. They also fee
under threat by the battle fo
democracy and accountability whict
has gripped the Labour Party anc
could so easily spill over into the
unions.

NUPE’s backing for Healey wa:
an insult to the thousands of NUPE
local government workers whe
fought the cuts in 1976 and the low
pay policy of 1979 — the mair
architect of both those was Deni
Healey.

TGWU Block Vote cast
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The workers are the ﬂame of the revolution

Contact African Flame ¢/o SNL BCM BOY¥ 7727 London WIC 6XX

The UN-oriented response of the
‘front-line’ states to the South
African invasion of Angola high-
lights again the total bankcruptcy
of the ‘diplomatic strategy’ in
advancing the struggles of the
oppressed masses of Southern
Africa. The role of the UN in
supervising elections in Namibia
on the basis of ‘safeguards for
minorities’ (that is, a built-in
White imperialist veto) is a forceful
example of the limitations of
SWAPO’s diplomatic approach. Simi-
larly, the ‘political settlement’
imposed on Zimbabwe has meant
leaving the old colonial structures
intact and not challenging the
domination of imperialism over
the economy. Diplomatic agree-
ments, whatever their form, only
perpetuate the domination of
imperialism and its key military
arm in the region, South Africa.

It is for this reason that the
interests of the African masses of the
whole region demand a united
struggle to bring down the apart-
heid regime; for it is the same
regime that holds the black workers
of South Africa in a vice of degra-
dation and slavery and shackles the
‘front-line’ states through economic
dependence.

How can that dependence be
broken? Clearly, all the experience
shows that political ‘independence’
does not solve the problem. Even
the most radical of the petty-
bourgeois nationalist leaderships
have been unable to challenge the
domination of imperialism. Why?
Because they have contained the
revolution within a capitalist frame-
work. The national economies
remained tied to the international
capitalist market. What they produce

is determined by this market and
not by the needs of the people.

Even nationalisation under cap-
italism cannot break these chains.
Only the mobilisation of the masses
on the road of struggle to a workers’
and peasants’ government, which
breaks with capitalism, smashes the
bourgeois state and sets up its own
state power (breaking the power of
the petty-bourgeois layers that feed
on the crumbs of imperialism) can
open the road to challenging the
stranglehold of imperialism.

Nationalism and ‘African Social-
ism’ which deny the class struggle as
a western phenomenon that does not
apply to Africa, produce capitalist
regimes staffed by the petty-
bourgeoisie subordinated to im-
perialism. They pursue the class
struggle in their interests and those
of imperialism against the interests
of the African masses.

The liberation of the productive
forces in the interests of the black
South African masses would be a
great step forward for the revol-
ution in Africa and a huge blow
against US imperialism. It would
end the exploitation of the ‘front-
line’ states by South African (and
US) capital, and open the road to
a United Socialist States of Southern
Africa.

Only then on the basis of free
co-operation, can the resources of
the region be pooled and developed
in orderlgfo deal with the material
problems of the people in the
region.

It is precisely the revolutionary
implications of the mobilisation of
the masses sweeping away the
apartheid state, that makes the
petty bourgeois leaders place
their hopes on the United Nations.

AFRICAN Central Africa

French troops out! Free elections now!

On September Ist there was
another military coup in the Central
African Republic, removing Presi-
dent Dacko — Emperor Bokassa’s
heir.

The new head of state has prom-
ised “free elections” within a “‘few
weeks”, while suspending the con-
stitution,

Ange Patasse’s ‘Liberation Move-
ment of the Central African
Republic’ (MLPC), called the coup
the logical outcome of the fall of
Giscard in France, who had

. W 4
The Kolingba Administration s

|

imposed “an unpopular and anti-
democratic regime on Central
Africa”. This did not stop Patasse
from taking part in false “‘elections”
under the old regime. Central
Africa has never held free elections.
The 2,000 French troops in Bangui
were ‘“continuing to work with us”
according to Andre Kolingba, the
new strong man. The French
Foreign Office maintains it had
nothing to do with the coup. No
doubt! Dacko’s departure was in
the face of riots and disorders. Only
a month previously he had person-

ally promoted Kolingba to “restore
law and order”. Here we see the
hand of French colonialism.

The 2% million workers and
poor peasants of the CAR need to
rid themselves of the likes of Ange
Patasse and other collaborators of
French imperialism. What is needed
is the mobilisation of the masses
against the French administrative
centre, Bangui, to demand the

immediate withdrawal of French
troops and free elections to a
Constituent Assembly.

Uganda today presents the worst
example of the impossibility of
finding a capitalist solution to the
problems of Africa. Following the
defeat of the brutal mass murder
regime of Amin, a number of
presidents in quick succession have
failed to stabilize the ecomony and
political life of Uganda. These have
been, to one degree or another, the
puppets of Tanzania, kept in power
by the presence of the Tanzanian
army.

Today, almost a year after the
fixed election ‘victory’ of Milton
Obote, the country is ravaged by a
civil war, There is a state of anarchy
in some pro‘vinces, with over 1,000
civilians reported killed in July and
August alone.

The Ugandan ‘security forces
have become virtual bandits, looting,
raping and killing as they go. The
black market is supreme. It is
nearly impossible to get basic

>

necessities any other way in the
cities. Corruption is the order of
the day.

Obote and his party are unable
to unite the nation, which is
breaking down into tribal and
regional units. The Red Cross
reports 120,000 refugees from
the West Nile area have gone to Zaire
alone. About 2,500 political pris-
oners are being held without trial
since the ‘election’ last December.

Obote’s answer to this collapse
is a strong austerity programme,
designed to please the World Bank
and other capitalist agencies. The
Ugandan shilling has been floated,
driving up import costs. At the
same time imports have been
restricted, putting even more power
in the hands of black marketeers
who turn to smuggling. This has,
not surprisingly, led to a worsening
of the situation. Obote’s measures
have hit the people of Uganda hard

n erisis

but still only result in gaining mezzr2
loans of £4 million from Briz:ii-
and $3 million from the USA.

Obote has no programmecarzz ez
of reconstructing the economy. He
continues to rely on naked re-
pression. The Bugandan people
suffer especially at his hands, as
they did under Amin. He turns a
blind eye to the corruption of his
officials and cannot stop the
violence of his troops.

What the Ugandan people need
is a party which will put an end to
tribal discrimination, fight corrup-
tion and repression, and represent
the economic needs of the Ugandan
people, not the wishes of the World
Bank and the IMF. The Ugandan
economy was once rich, Its peoples
have long cultural traditions. There
are only political reasons behind the
continued tragedy. Those reasons
centre on the continued domination
of Uganda by imperialism.

More than 800 people were killed,
many of them women and children,
and thousands were wounded when
the troops of King Hassan rained
bullets on the poor areas of
Casablanca, during a 24-hour gen-
eral strike on June 20th and 21st.
The strike was called to protest
against the massive price rises
planned by the government, the
announcement of which sparked
a huge wave of working class

800 shot in
| Morocco

militancy. The mobilisation of June
20th was the culmination of a series
of demonstrations over the previous
month which had forced significant
concessions from the King and
exacerbated the political situation.
This new stage of collapse of
Hassan’s regime explains the severe
repression meted out to the workers’
mobilisation as well as the increased
support to Hassan from the IMF,
Stalinism and the client regimes of

imperialism in Northern Africa. But
as in Iran, neither the bloodiest
repression nor the international
backing for the King can overcome
the deep-rooted need of the masses
to abolish the monarchy and to
establish a democratic republic on a
programme of expropriating im-
perialist interests, self-determination
for the oppressed minorities and
democratic rights for the Moroccan
masses.



Deathof a

traitor

The assassination of Sadat drew
attention to Sadat’s last major
political action. Notorious for his
betrayal of the Palestinian people’s
struggle for national liberation he
faced growing opposition to his
pro-Israeli policy after the Israeli
raids on Iraq and Lebanon in July.

The Camp David ‘accords’ stren-
gthened the hand of Zionism
and ushered in massive American
involvement in internal Egyptian
affairs. Parallel to this, Sadat’s
promise that the international re-
alignment with US imperialism
would bring prosperity and greater
democracy to Egypt, proved to be
hollow. .

Sadat did not carry the Egyptian
masses along with his pro-American
solicies. His response to growing
opposition was repression. On
September 3rd he launched a wave
of arrests, sackings, and banning of
publications. Over 1,500 people
were rounded up including 67
nrominent journalists and 64 pro-
‘2ssors. 13 members of the Central
Committee of the National Pro-
cressive Unionist Party were lifted
:long with 40 of their trade union
srzanisers. Other arrests included
the leadership of the ‘official
spposition’, the Socialist Labour
Party, Egypt’s best known journalist
Heikal and leading feminist Nawal-
al-Saadawi.

Sadat dressed up this repression
is putting a stop to conflict between
“{.s:ims and Coptic Christians. But
what unifies all the arrests is not
*ehglous connections but hostility

Frederick Moyo

Angola

to the post-Camp David policy.

It was for this reason that the
regime placed 40,000 mosques
under state control, in an attempt to
prevent them being used as centres
for discussion and opposition.

Sadat clearly intended to crush
internal opposition to cement a
firmer link with Begin and Reagan.
But the repression only fed a wide-
spread anti-American feeling. This
will not be dissipated by Sadat’s
death, if the new government carries
on with his pro-Washington line.
Sadat had to sanction the general
use of tear gas to break up large
demonstrations in Cairo.

The assassination of Sadat has
escalated the instability of Egypt.
Imperialism is seeking to prevent
the crisis reaching the proportions
it did in Iran in 1978/9. But it is
forced to follow the same road as
it did then in support of the Shah —
an increase in military aid and the
machinery of repression. Within
48 hours of Sadat’s death anti-
government leaflets were being
handed out in Asyut in the south.
This was followed by a four hour
gun battle between paramilitary
police and militant Muslims.

Mubarak, the heir to Sadat,
described the incident as “an
abberation”, but it is only the
opening of a new level of crisis.

Sadat was not a peacemaking
statesman. His death was celebrated
by the Palestinians on the West
Bank. Sadat was seen by them and
by the majority of the people in
Egypt as a traitor. For that he has
paid with his life.

Arm the masses to defeat imperialism!

Over 800 killed, 30,000 displaced,
three towns blown apart — and over
a month after South Africa’s
racists claimed they had withdrawn,
two towns are still occupied in
Angola.

International imperialism has
responded predictably. The Reagan
administration vetoed the UN
Security Council resolution con-
demning the invasion. Cynically,
the US announced its “neutrality”.
It would support neither side! The
Assistant US Secretary of State for
African Affairs recently defined US
attitudes to Southern Africa as
“ensuring for the US and its allies
rair ;ommcrcial access to petroleum
He added.
\o r} Africa,

the racists haven’t set foot there
since 1974. The OAU also called
for an economic boycott of South
Africa. With South African troops
still in Angola what is needed is
practical military aid. Now, more
than ever, the presence of 20,000
Cuban troops has to be questioned.
However the Stalinists and nation-
alists put it, not a single Cuban
unit has seen action against the
South Africans.

Empty threats and ritual de-
nunciations by the OAU offer no
way forward for the people of
Angola, who are the real ‘front
liners’. There is no point in relying
on the Ugited Nations to aid the
masses there. One veto puts a stop
To imagine that th—“ Botha

1o that
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The Theses adopted at the World
Conference of Trotskyists, held in
Paris last Christmas, will be intro-
duced to a rally in London on
November 14th.

The Theses are the most sub-
stantial attempt to develop the
programme of Trotskyism for many
years. Based on the Transitional
Programme, the founding pro-
gramme of the Fourth International,
which was written by Leon
Trotsky, the Theses examine major
post-war developments, such as the
basis for the overturning of capital-
ist property relations over one third
of the globe. They propose tactics
necessary for the growth of Trot-
skyist parties of mass influence.
Above all, they analyse the pro-
longed crisis of the Trotskyist
movement, which has led to splits
and to the formation of the Fourth
International (International
Committee).

Nowhere has the dislocation of
Trotskyist forces been as wide-
spread as in Britain. The history of
British Trotskyism since the mid
1960s has seen thousands of
militants demoralised and whole
areas of work squandered.

In the early 1960s the Socialist
Labour League could lay claim to
being the largest Trotskyist organ-
isation in the world. It was
implanted in the working class and
effectively controlled the Labour
Party Young Socialists.

Yet it had an essentially national
outlook. It turned its back on
events such as the Cuban revolution
and placed its work in Britain above
the fight to regroup forces for the
rebuilding of the Fourth Inter-
national. It turned in a sectarian
direction on the basis of a false
interpretation of Marxist theory.
It left the Labour Party in 1964
and by 1971 was prepared to split
effectively from the struggle for
the International.

Th_l\ *‘atlor_ﬂ.:m and triumrphal-
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by Paul Glazier

encies which had worked there in
the 1950s and 1960s. With one
exception — the supporters of the
Militant. This left the Militant with
a clear field in which to develop its
influence on the basis of its own
mixture of propagandist sectarian-
ism and opportunism. It is the
politics of the Militant which are
responsible for the lifeless state of
the LPYS today. It is more than
ever necessary to force aside the
Militant from its hold on the young
activists who want to fight for the
Marxist programme. The youth are
the future of the workers’ revolu-
tion.

The groups which followed the
SLL out of the Labour Party in the
1960s underwent a period of initial
growth in the climate of 1968, the
student revolt, the anti-Vietnam
War movement and the rank and
file revolt against ‘In Place of Strife’
and then Heath. But they have all
seen a long period of stagnation and
the turning of their members into
political commentators on the
momentous events in the Labour
Party.

The International Marxist Group,
which claims to belong to the
‘Fourth International’, has vacill-
ated between following a whole
series of ‘vanguards’ — students,
blacks, women, the other groups
such as SWP and Big Flame, the
industrial working class, and now
the Bennites. All of these groupings
have surely been in struggle but the
short-cutters of the IMG leadership
have tried to turn each one into
the panacea.

The Workers’ Socialist League,
expelled from the WRP in 1974,
began its life trying to defend the
Transitional Programme against the
sectarianism of the WRP leaders.
But it could never make the break
out of the ‘national Trotskyist’
mould of its origins. The WSL
chose to stand outside the disci-
pline and responsibility of re-
-uﬂ‘ma thﬁ htamauonal am. to
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International Communist League, a
basically British grouping claiming
some allegiance to Trotskyism, but
which believed that the whole split
in the International against Pable
and his pro-Stalinist policies was
false. Exactly what principles in
relation to the Fourth International
the new organisation will stand on
remain to be seen.

The Socialist Labour Group has
itself come out of the fight against
the sectarianism and nationai
orientation of the old SLL. Its fore-
runner, the Bulletin Group, fought
from the start as part of the inter-
national movement despite its small
size. The SLG represents a fusion of
those who fought against the ideal-
ist ‘philosophy’ of the WRP and
those who fought as part of the
opposition within the Unified
Secretariat of the Fourth Inter-
national, for the right of Trotskyists
to organise in every part of the
world on their own programme.

The Socialist Labour Group is
linked to the majority of Trotsky-
ists in the world. This does not
make us a ready finished organis-
ation. The reconstruction of a
principled and unified Trotskyist
movement in Britain will be the
central task of the SLG, which is
the nucleus of militants seeking to
win others to a full principled inter-
nationalist position. The IMG and
the WSL will have an important
part to play in that process of
regroupment.

Thus far the IMG, almost alone
among the sections of the Unified
Secretariat of the Fourth Inter-
national, has refused to even
consider discussions with the SLG.
It seems to believe that closing
ones eyes makes the need for a dis-
cussion go away.

The crisis of Trotskyism will not
be overcome by ignoring it or by
sectarian abstention from dis-
cussion. One of the purposes of the
Rally-Forum on \'oxember 141’" i3
to open the way 2
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' stems tide with

hlock vote

"y the fight

the unions

The Block Vote system was
used persistently at Brighton by
trade union bureaucrats to obstruct
radical policies, to keep whatever
was passed out of the next election
manifesto and to drive left wingers
off the NEC. The AUEW was
central to this offensive by the
right wing. Duffy consciously used
the union’s $00.000 votes to prop
up the right wing.

On the question of NEC control
over the Manifesto. the Block Vote
was used to overturn the decision
of Conference floor. USDAW came
under massive pressure to change its
vote, from Foot on the platform
and the union right wingers in their
section of the hall.

The democratic reforms won
in the Labour Party are not immut-
able. Already some union leaders,
Duffy among them, are looking
at ‘constitutional amendments’ to
overturn the gains of the rank and
file. The fight to defend these gains,
such as reselection of MPs, must be
carried into the affiliated unions.
A campaign must be mounted to
make the Block Vote accountable.
A democratisation process could
centre on the rights of branches
and workplace union bodies to
determine the make-up of union
delegations to Labour Party Con-
ference and to decide on policy.

Brighton proved beyond all
doubt that the Block Vote as
currently structured is used to

bolster the right wing and to defy
the wishes of the Labour Party
rank and file.

UNION LEADERS UNITE BEHIND HEALEY

Healey’s wafer thin 0.8% victory
in the Deputy leadership contest
highlighted the fine balance
between the left and right in the
leadership of the Labour Party.
The immediate response of the
Benn camp to the result was to
regard Benn's 49 37 as a “brilliant
victory’'. It is true to say that the
size of Benn's support, especially
the 80% plus backing from the
CLPs, represents a shift to the left
in the ranks of the party.

However, relying on the union
block votes the right-wing managed
to radically alter the balance of
forces on the NEC by ousting 5
left wingers. The departure of
Kelly, Dix, Short, Beckett and
Atkinson gives a majority of the
right and the ‘centre-left’. Michael
Foot has the opportunity to pre-
vent the ‘Benn-left’ from winning
anything on the NEC. This “coup”
was well planned by Duffy and
others, and succeeded in wresting
the NEC from the left despite
Benn’s record 530,000 votes for
the NEC,

In this new balance of forces the
‘centre-left” will play a crucial role.
Already the abstainers in the deputy
leadership contest have made it
clear how they will operate. Before
the Conference their votes were
decisive in the NEC decision not to
back the proposal that the NEC
have final say on the Manifesto.
Eric Heffer, long regarded as a
champion of the left, has visibly
shifted to the right. During Confer-
ence he remarked ‘. . . we can’t tie
down every individual to every
conference resolution.” This is pre-
cisely the let-out which the right-
wing need to ignore Conference
policies.

Foot took up Heffer’s point say-
ing “MPs lad the right to exercise
their own judgement, conscience
and political experience.” Backing
this up by saying “The PLP does
not presume the right to party
conference and the party confer-
ence does not presume the right to
dictate to the PLP.” This really
means the MPs can continue to
ignore Conference policy.

Scargill, addressing the CLPD
fringe meeting said, that an
abstention in the Deputy leader-
ship ballot was in reality a vote for
“trying to operate capitalism better
than the Tories™. He was absolutely
right.

The centre-left” has become the
agency through which the right-
wing can ignore the demands of the
party’s rank and file. " This was
realised by constituency delegates.
In the NEC elections Kinnock’s
vote slumped by 53,000 and
Lestor’s by 121,000.

Benn took up some of these
problems at conference fringe meet-
ings. On the one hand the majority
of the PLP and Shadow Cabinet,
he said, did pot accept conference
policies. On the other hand the
Tribune Group was failing to con-
vert the PLP to the views of the
left. In fact the issue is much
clearer. The Kinnock-Lestor-Silkin
wing of the Tribune Group has
become a crucial pillar supporting
Healey, as borne out by their
activity in the deputy leadership
election,

Already moves are underway to
stop Benn winning any other
important positions in the party.
Alan Fisher has appealed to Benn
not to stand for the LP/TUC
Liaison Committee. The right wing
are clearly aiming to seize control
of this committee. Added to this
the right-wing, in particular Terry
Duffy, are backing Alex Ferry for
the General Secretaryship which
Ron Hayward has just vacated. The
left are as yet undecided between
Bob Wright (AUEW) and Ron
Keating (NUPE).

Having won the deputy leader-
ship and marginal control of the
NEC the right-wing clearly want to
ensure maximum control over all
positions crucial to the Labour
Party apparatus.

Benn himself is central to this
whole struggle. Foot is obviously
trying to entice him into the
Shadow Cabinet therezv -z
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The name of Jon Lansman became
synonymous with supposed secret
left wing ‘caucuses’ at the Brighton
Conference. Reading the capitalist
press could have given a picture of
a close knit left movement with
Lansman as a kind of wizard. This
was far from the truth, as the
defection of many Tribunite MPs
away from support for Tony Benn
showed.

The Rank and File Mobilising
Committee, which had a real pres-
ence at the previous Wembley
Special Conference, wasreally not to
be seen at Brighton. The components
of this coalition for party reform
broke up to make separate inter-
ventions. Already, one of them, the
Labour Co-ordinating Committee,
associated with Michael Meacher
MP, was arguing for the end of the
Mobilising Committee.

No leading Labour left at
Brighton fringe meetings or in a
press statement, called for its reten-
tion. Socialist Newsletter, in one of
its Conference Briefings said, ‘“‘This
is not the time to break up the
forces which have stood together
in the fight for Party democracy
and a left wing leadership.”

Tony Benn, at the Tribune Rally,
implied that the Mobilising Com-
mittee had seen its day. without
naming it directly. He also said that
the Tribune Group in parliament
had to be ‘broadened’. What he
didn’t say was how the left, inside
and outside parliament and the
NEC, in the localities, must organise
itself to take back from the right
what they won at Brighton.

The leadership of the Labour
Party now resides in a so-called
‘centre-right’ group in parliament
and on the National Executive. In
plain language this means that
some Labour lefts dropped the
fight and supported the right.
Thus strengthened, the right now
contemplates how to attack the
left further. Quickly the idea of
banning Militant was mentioned.
The ‘soft lefts’ like Kinnock spoke
against this at Brighton fringe
meetings but they cannot be trusted
to hold to their word. The idea of
bans and prom.rmuonc must be
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REGROUP
THE LEFT!
FOR A NEW
MOBILISING

COMMITTEE!

The tasks before the left are very
clear. We have to regain seven seats
on the NEC for a clear majority, We
have to oust Healey at next year’s
Electoral College. We have to win
control of the election Manifesto
by the National Executive and we
have to make withdrawal from
NATO, immediate unilateral dis-
armament and withdrawal from the
EEC without a referendum part of
the mandatory election Manifesto
policy.

There is another dimension to
the gains of the right. They make it
harder for the rank and file to force
the Labour leaders, in conjunction
with the TUC, to bring down the
Tories before their term is up.
Healey is a firm believer in live and
let live in parliament. The working
class cannot give up the fight against
Thatcher, It has to fight, on jobs.
on wages, against warmongering
and for its own government in
power. These things demand of the
left in the Labour Party that it
maintain its unity against the right,
A period of consideration among its
elements may be necessary. But it
would be a self-inflicted setback if
the outcome of that were retreat
into a ‘battle of ideas’ from the
battle to drive the right wing and
their appeasers from office. Only
driving the rights out of the leader-
ship guarantees policies can b¢
implemented in the interests of the
working class.

The fight must now begin for a
new Mobilising Committee, working
on the broadest basis, linking
together all those who stand for
Conference and elected NEC to
control Party policy; for the
removal of Denis healey; fer the
forcing of an immediate General
Election and the bringing down
of Thatcher. Wherever possible,
the Campaign for Labour Party
Democracy, Socialist Organiser Al-
liance, Clause Four and NOLS,
Labour Co-ordinating Committee,
Militant and so on, must maintain
co-operation and a united front
against the ‘centre-right’.

The ‘centre-right’ has won some
victories. -\ strong mmurl d lety

next years.
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On Thursday 6th August 1945 the
US dropped an atomic bomb on
Hiroshima. Thirty six years later
Reagan announced his intention to
produce neutron bombs.

The atomic destruction of
Hiroshima and Nagasaki was the
conclusion  of  the imperialist
carnage called the second world
war. Today Reagan and Thatcher
ronder the use of incredibly lethal
weapons on a continental scale.
Reagan will use military force. He
supplies the hardware for the blood-
:oaked dictatorship in El Salvador
5> butcher thousands of workers
:nd peasants. The shooting down
»f Libyan planes was greeted with
zlee by Reagan. More recently the
South African invasion of Angola,
in act of aggression on behalf of
-mperialism, was backed by the US
imperialists.

These events reveal the wish of
Rezagan to declare war on the
-opressed of the world. The devel-
srment of the neutron bomb,
+hich destroys people and not
sroperty, is a technical affirmation
=7 imperialist intentions to physic-
;v liquidate those who pose a
-avolutionary threat.

The concept of the ‘nuclear
Zaterrent’ is just a crude gloss over
-7¢ real intentions of imperialism.
There is a dreadful logic to the pro-
uction of nuclear weapons. US
Sacretary  of  Defence, Caspar
W ainberger, does not mince words.
H: said the neutron bomb was
~:ing built because ‘‘we shall prob-
:~1y want to use it”.

Reagan, Thatcher and Denis
Hzaley have all spoken about the
~zed to match the nuclear capacity
-7 Moscow. But is this the real
--.th? Take the Polish situation for
inle. Despite all the rhetoric

the threat of ‘communism’
western banks are providing
ons in funds to prop up a
‘ ‘communist’ regime.
money goes to buy time for
-~z Sralinist bureaucrats to re-
<=ibilize their oppressive regime.
1at really offends the imperialists
that the Stalinists deny
vz7i0 rights to the working
This doesn’t worry Reagan
anyv more in Poland than it does in
1 Salvador. The real problem is
-hat the imperialists are denied
zocess to vast markets which were
-r2n prior to the 1917 Revolution
-d the end of the Second World

War,

%
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Campaign for immediate unilateral nuclear disarmament

No to Gruise!

Out of NATO!

by Frank Irvine

The socialised property relations
in the USSR, Eastern Europe and
Asia, represent, despite the defor-
mations and oppression of the
Stalinist bureaucracy, a tremendous
gain for the working class and at
the same time a threat to imperi-
alism. When Reagan talks about the
threat of ‘communism’ it is not
Brezhnev he means, for Brezhnev,
like those before him, exists by
counter revolutionary repression
and deals with imperialism. The
threat of communism for Reagan,
lies in the revolution in Salvador, in

Solidarity in Poland and with the
black people of Southern Africa. It
is against this threat that the
neutron bomb is being developed
and to once again show the bureau-
crats in the Kremlin that it is
imperialism which has first say in
the counter revolutionary order of
things.

The arms race has, in a sense, no
logic even from a military view-
point. In Britain, for example, there
are 103 known missile sites. In
other words 103 potential targets.

On top of this NATO plans to
install 572 Pershing 2 and cruise
missiles in western Europe. Britain
and the whole of Europe would be
an instant cinder under such a
harrage,

1o s cowvious Tooilowiin .
grasp of the horrific dimensions of
nuclear arms that neutron bombs
and cruise missiles are useless to the
working class. As Tony Benn has
pointed out, how can the Polish
workers use nuclear arms against
the threat of Russian invasion
without destroying themselves? In

the course of the class struggle the
workers can utilise many weapons,
but nuclear arms mark the destruc-
tion of civilisation, not a road to
socialism.

Those like Denis Healey who
argue for a ‘multilateral’ approach
to disarmament are merely pro-
viding a cynical cover-up for even
greater stockpiling and develop-
ment of weapons. Multilateralism is
designed to fail.

The fight for disarmament has
become a central question inside
the Labour Party. Both the TUC
and the Labour Party are commit-
ted to unilateral disarmament.
Michael Foot’s left wing credentials
were largely built on a reputation
of opposition to nuclear arms. Al-
though he has expressed opposition
to buying Trident he is becoming
increasingly ambiguous on Cruise
and he is working within the
Labour Party to confuse unilateral
and multilateral disarmament. Foot
has maintained a notorious pro-
nuclear MP, Brynmor John, as De-
fence spokesperson. Such hypocrisy
in relation to Labour Party con-
ference »Holicy must be challenged.
John must be fired as Defence
spokesperson. The Labour front
bench spokesperson must be a
committed unilateralist.

The October 24th CND dem-
onstration is the chance for all
supporters of unilateral disarma-
ment, inside and outside the Labour
movement, to show their opposi-
tion to the warmongering plans of
Reagan and Thatcher: for British
withdrawal from NATO and for the
next Labour Government to im-
mediately and unilaterally remove
all nuclear weapons from British
soil.

The recent movement around
disarmament in the Labour Party
and unions has centred on commit-
ting them to unilateralism. This was
necessary and must be continued as
an ongoing fight to stop Foot from
reneging on Party policy. However
there can be absolutely no moves
towards nuclear disarmament so
long as the Thatcher governmeans
T g Tre zntemiiicar
movement is potentially one of tiae
arms of a mass movement to bring
down the Tory government.

Make October 24th into a
monster anti-Tory demonstration.
Unilateral disarmament! Withdraw
from NATO! No backsliding on
Labour-TUC policy!

R

On 30th August, one month after replac-
ing Bani Sadr as head of state, Ali Rajai
was blown up by a bomb along with
Prime Minister, Bahanar. Previously on
June 28th, the headquarters of the
ruling Islamic Republican Party (IRP),
were blown up, killing Ayatollah
Beheshti, four ministers, six secretaries
of state and twenty eight members of
the Majlis, the Iranian parliament.

These killings followed the unleash-
ing of a savage repression by the ruling
[RP, which has to date resulted in more
<nan 1,500 summary ‘official’ execut-
ions. Above all these have hit militants
- organisations declaring themselves
znti-imperialist and for socialism.

Many of them played a major role in
-he battle to overthrow the Shah, in
rarticular members of the People’s
‘fohaheddin Organisation of Iran
PMOI). Among the victims of the
repression are heroes of the resistance
<o the Shah, including Said Sultanpour.
N[O leader Massoud Rajavi has said
<hat among those executed were thirty
cirls aged between 9 and 14, accused of
2¢ing Mojaheddin militants.

The repression is intensifying daily.
According to official figures announced
on Iran radio, 150 were executed in
Teheran on September 28th and the
same day another 52 at-Isfahan.

On September 27th there was an
armed  confrontation between the
Mojaheddin and the Pasdaran (Khomeini
militia), in the very centre of Teheran,
which lasted three hours. This followed
the convergence of three demonstrations
organised by the PMOL

These events show the development
towards a civil war situation. The char-
acter of the bombing of government
officials reveals a high degree of ‘inside
involvement’. This is a crisis which
reaches right up to the top of the con-
trolling elite. Former Prime Minister
Bazargan recently said that the repression
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by Michael Keene

must stop — in the name of stability.
Bazargan has no concern for the suffer-
ing of the Iranian masses. He articulates
the fears of those in the ruling class who
see the repression leading to ail-out civil
war,

Clearly the situation in Iran is becom-
ing more and more uncontrollable for
the regime. Since the overthrow of the
Shah the policy of one capitalist govern-
ment after another has been to try and
limit and push back the gains of the

. W  Mojaheddin |

o

Repression in ran
perialism

masses. In this they have been led by
the Clerical hierarchy, above all by
Khomeini. The Shah’s army, shattered
by the revolution, has been consider-
ably reconstructed. This has been
facilitated by the war with Iraq, which

is one of the reasons imperialism is
happy to see that war drag on in the
manner of a contained stalemate. The
bloody repression of the Kurdish people
has continued despite fierce resistance.
The workers’ councils set up after the
fall of the Shah have often been closed
and replaced by bodies run by the
mullahs. On top of this a new apparatus
of repression has been constructed, often
utilizing the old secret police of SAVAK.,

Imperialism is conscious of the blow
it suffered with the overthrow of the
Shah, the major military policeman in
the area. They would like to break the
revolution and install a regime under
Western control. To do that they have
to encourage the emergence of reaction-
ary forces inside Iran, capable of crush-
ing the masses. Imperialism has not yet
definitively chosen its agents, but its
aim is clear. For the present it has to
leave the Khomeini-clerical regime in
place while preparing the ground for
military intervention, linked to a coup
by one of the factions of the IRP or
other elements such as Bani Sadr or
Bazargan.

The participation of the PMOI with
Bani Sadr in the *“National Council of
Resistance” which lays claim to being
an alternative government, ties the
masses who follow the Mojaheddin to a
perspective of a capitalist led coalition
and not a government speaking and
acting in the interests of the poor masses.

Only opening the road to a workers’
and peasants’ government, which could
not include the likes of Bani Sadr, can
open a way out of the impasse.

The repression being conducted by
Khomeini is striking a blow at the very
foundations of the Iranian revolution.
The attempt of the clerical reactionaries
to crush the PMOI must be condemned
by every socialist and democrat. /mper-
ialism is waiting its chance and the
repression, with its counter campaign
of assassinations, opens the door to it.



The first National Congress of the
Polish free trade union Solidarnosc
was held in two parts in September
and October. It was an historic
step for the workers’ movement
in the whole of Europe. This move-
ment of ten million workers has
rocked the oppressive institutions
of Stalinism to their foundations,
throughout Eastern Europe and the
USSR. Thus far the Kremlin and
their client regimes have been
powerless to take any action
against it.

The most significant and sym-
bolic moment came when Congress
delegates voted to send a message

to the workers of Albania, Bulgaria,
Czechoslovakia, East Germany,
Hungary, Rumania and the USSR.
It called upon them to follow in the
footsteps of Solidarity by setting
up free, independent trade unions
of their own and promised full
support if they chose to do so.

A whole host of policies got the
backing of the 900 delegates from
factories, mines, offices and work-
shops all over Poland.

These included a demand for
free elections to local councils and
Parliament; control of food pro-
duction and pricing by Solidarity,
in conjunction with rural Solidarity
public control of television and the

press; freedom for political prisoners
and an end to repression.

The Congress appeal to other
Eastern European workers consti-
tutes an immediate threat to the
Kremlin and was quickly denounced
by the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union as a “revolting provo-
cation”. At the same time it is a
startling confirmation of the out-
look of the European Conference
for Free Trade Unions, uniting
activists from East and West, which
met in Paris in 1980. Edmund
Baluka, a Polish shipyard worker
and leader of strikes in 1970, was
elected president of the campaign
which that Conference initiated.

SOUDARITY

by Peter Lane

Towards an
independent
workers’

oy

part

He attended the recent Solidarity
Congress.

The entire western press has
labelled the appeal to the workers
in other Eastern European countries
as, a “grave political error”. This
confirms the unity of interests
capitalism feels with the regimes in
the East. Any support which
western leaders and press give to
Solidarity is hedged around with
qualifications and its real intention
is to take advantage of the Polish
bureaucracy’s difficulties to make a
threat to the socialised property
relations in Poland.

This is the way in which Poland’s
massive debts to western banks are
being used. The western bankers see
their vast loans being theatened
by Solidarity’s call for more free
trade unions. Thus the Times on
September 19th advised, “The
second stage of the Solidarity
Congress next week must establish
beyond doubt that Solidarity policy
is in the hands of sensitive moder-
ates,

‘revolution’.”

For months, factory workers
councils had been demanding the
right of each workplace to elect
its own manager. This came out of
earlier calls for the setting up of
food supply committees controlled
by Solidarity. To ensure supplies
reach the shops, they said, requires
that control over the planning of
the economy be put into the hands
of the workers. As the Congress
took place one Warsaw printing
plant went on strike, displaying
notices saying, “We shall not
work for 16 eggs a day’. Which is
what their average take home pay
would buy!

The second big controversy of
the first phase of the Congress
was the resolution demanding that
alchel nt call a national refer-
on the election of factory
- TS delegates
cziied on Solidariry 1o go out and
organise the referendum straight
away itself. In the event it was
agreed to do just that, should the
parliament refuse.

S
Q1 tne

The Congress was adjourned for
three weeks, and during this time
Walesa and other members of the
Solidarity executive approached
the Government with a proposed
coripromise. Both the government
and the workers councils would
be able to recommend the appoint-
ment or dismissal of managers,
with each side having a veto. In the
event of deadlock, reference had to
be made to an arbitration board.
But the government would retain
control over senior appointments
in a number of industries defined
as ‘strategic’. The Polish parliament
certainly lost no time in getting to
work — two days later a law was
passed enshrining the compromise!

not hotheads who talk of

Since parliament was about 1<
enact a new trade union bill limiting
the right to strike, Walesa argued
that the compromise had to be
written in there and then. The
SolidarityCongress delegates were
thus presented with an accomplished
fact, against a background of
vicious attacks in the press and the
Kremlin’s hardly veiled threats to
start cutting back on supplies of
food and oil.

Despite this, only four of the
eleven executive members were
prepared to endorse the compro-
mise. The Congress responded by
reprimanding Walesa and voted by
the narrowest of margins to let
Jacek Kuron, who negotiated the
compromise, explain himself.

The second phase of the Congress
then went on to demand freedom
of political activity; independent
courts; reduction of censorship; an
end to the Communist Party’s
monopoly of political life and a
second parliamentary chamber rep-
resenting trade unions. The only
thing they declined to involve them-
selves in was an acknowledgement of
the leading role of the Communist
Party!

The third item which really
stands out in the proceedings is the
demand for free elections. The
question arises: who would workers
wish to elect in preference to the
hated Party bosses? How wili
such alternative candidates organise
themselves?

What is contained in this sim;.z
demand is an explosion. The orl:
independent trade union in Eastern
Europe, the representatives of ti:
strongest workers’ movement in i«
world today, have taken up =z
demand which is the most difficul:
of all — one which leads to the
creation of an independent politica:
party of the workers.

In an interview with veteran
British Stalinist Monty Johnstone
for Marxism Today. Walesa ac-
knowledged a trend in Soiidarin
towards the setting up of such a
party. This is encouraged, he said.
by the existence of food queues
repression and so on. The moder:
wing of Solidarity, with Waiz::
at the head, is pressing the Stalin:s:s
for concessions on workers’ st
management and control of =
media precisely to head off thus
development. His problem is tla:
the authorities cannot meet Iis
demands.

Walesa has thus far not been abiz
to stem the tide of anger agains:
Stalinism. Behind him,the burea-
cracy know, stand people like Jax
Rulewski, who after calling fcr
Poland’s withdrawal from th:
Warsaw Pact, added, “Our unicr
should not compromise but shoulz
start smashing this country’s total:-
tarian system.”

Socialist
kidnapped

Francoise Baluka

On September 16th, Francoise
Baluka and her son were abducted
by eight unidentified men and
illegally deported from Poland.
Francoise is the wife of Edmund
Baluka, ieader of the 1971 strike in
Sczeczin, who recently returned to

Lhis job after years in exile.

Francoise worked closely with
Edmund as a socialist, in the free
trade union movement in Poland.
Her deportation is a fragrant over-
turning of the basic democratic
rights granted under the Polish
constitution. She is a French citizen
by birth, but has a full right to live
with Edmund in Poland.

A central reason behind the
virtual kidnap was her association
with a fight for an independent
workers’ party in Poland. The
ruling Stalinist clique cannot toler-
ate the prospect of an emergent
working class party which challen-
ges the so-called ‘United Workers’
Party’.

The case of Francoise Baluka
should be widely taken up by
socialists in Britain, not just as a
case of personal injustice, but as an
act of solidarity with those in
Poland fighting for their right to
form a workers’ party independent
of the Stalinist state. Not a restor-
ationist, capitalist party, but one
pledged to defend the socialised
property in Poland.

Labour Party and trades unions
should pass resolutions demanding
her right to return to her home in
Sczeczin and send them to the
Polish Ambassador, 41, Portland
Place, London W1.
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- FIGHT ON

After seven months of Hunger
Striking and ten deaths, the Repub-
lican prisoners in Long Kesh called
off their strike on October 3rd. For
the previous two months a powerful
campaign by capitalist media, the
church, Irish politicians and labour
leaders had worked on the prison-
ers and especially their relatives, to
~ring an end to the strike.

During  the Hunger Strikes,
which were themselves the climax
of five years’ fight for the special
status which was taken away from
Republican political prisoners in
1976 by the then Labour Govern-
ment, the whole of Ireland was
mobilised against Thatcher. Indust-
rial action; tens of thousands on
the streets time after time; escal-
ation of the military campaign in
the Six Counties and widespread
applications to join the IRA; all
these showed the depth of support
the Hunger Strike sparked off
among the overwhelming majority
of the Irish people.

Perhaps Bobby Sands best typi-
fied the fact that the Hunger
Strikers were intelligent, politically
motivated aud had sprung out of
the depths of the oppressed Nation-
alist community. Sands’ election
as MP in Fermanagh and South
Tyrone was undeniable proof of
where that community stood. It
was followed by the victory of
Owen Carron and the two prisoners
elected to the southern Irish parlia-
ment.

It was the effect of the Hunger
Strike movement which forced
down the government of Charles
Haughey. The coalition government
now in power in Ireland is the
weakest for thirty years. The whole
basis of Partition, with a British
client state in two thirds of Ireland
and direct colonial rule in the other
third, has been shaken to its roots.
The ruling parties of both Britain
and Ireland are being driven by a
sense of urgency to open talks seck-
ing a way to revamp the capitalist
political structures in Ireland. This
is to stop a direct challenge to
capitalism there.
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Road, Belfast, on Thursday, September 24th

has been thrown into disarray. The
SDLP has been a main prop for the
‘constitutional’ games  which
Britain has played to cover up
naked military rule in the North.

If the Hunger Strike had not
happened, not one concession
would have been given to the
prisoners. In this sense, at consider-
able human cost, a victory over
Thatcher has been won. James Prior
is in Ireland to try to defuse a polit-
ical situation which had reached
near revolutionary proportions.
That cannot be done without con-
cessiogs and an attempt to try to
build alliances with the Irish ruling
class parties. Paisley has some
reason to condemn the concessions.
The Tories, tailed by Labour, intend

not to be thrown away lightly. But
they are not, as far as the British
bosses are concerned, unchangeable.

The 5 Demands, all of which
could be supported in full on
humanitarian grounds alone, have
not been won. Significant con-
cessions have.

But there is another dimension.
In their statements the prisoners
made it clear they were also giving
their lives for Irish Unity. Hundreds
of thousands of Irish people, basic-
ally young working class people,
came out for Irish Unity. During
the Hunger Strike great things were
possible. Socialists must not forget
that dimension, which far exceeds
any prison reform. Until British
imperialism has been pulled out of

HOT AIR AT BRIGHTON

What really did happen on Ireland
at the Labour Party Conference?

First, the Hunger Strike was
‘pushed to the background. By
compositing over 50 resolutions
down to two and then counter-
posing these to an NEC statement,
the Labour leaders turned what
could have been a heated exchange
into a debate in the abstract. True,
Concannon was howled down, but
his line won the day and he has not
been removed as a parliamentary
spokesperson. The campaign on
this must go on!

Second, the resolutions specifi-
cally calling for an end to agreement
with the Tories on practical policy
— the so-called bipartisan policy --
were defeated, by the union block
vote and on NEC recommendation.
Labour MPs still have a virtual free
hand to support the Tories in parlia-
ment and to implement repressive
measures when in office. This must
be challenged in the Constituency
Parties.

On paper the Labour Party is
now committed to an ‘eventual’
unification of Ireland. Alex Kitson,
for the NEC, opposed the with-
drawal of troops before the idea of

argued for an attempt to unify
catholic and protestant workers on
issues like jobs and housing, ignoring
the fact that the whole setup in the
Six County statelet has always been
based on discrimination against
catholics on these questions. To
advance on economic questions also
means to fight against Partition.
Third, the Labour Commitee on
Ireland mobilised much support for
withdrawal, but lost the round.
The LCI fringe meeting was well
attended but also reflected the con-
tradictions within the Committee.
placing on the platform Anthony
Coughlan, a southern Irish academic
who did not support the Hunger
Strike, alongside Owen Carron.
Now the Hunger Strike is over
[reland must not be allowed to
recede as an issue in the Labour
Party. The new NEC will try to
drown the issue of principle — thz
fact that the unification of Irelari
requires the immediate and tct:
withdrawal of Britain — in a sea ::
discussion. The LCI must =«
become a party to that, a left w:
talking shop in an overall tzl:
shop atmosphere. What lies -
is to campaign within the w
and Labour Party to give sut

4The Social Democratic and to try to restabilize capitalist rule Ireland, lock, stock and bairel, the ?}?;fﬁzt:fhtrﬁag;ﬁeqstl;i?:r%s]:iﬁ 20 bthe general ;’0777{)7‘:‘:’::”_:
Léioour Party, supposedly the voice in Ireland. Partition and the Union-  ten martyred prisoners and their | draw troops before then would be ]rzél;nzzjr”to gi’:}f)af" s
of a peaceful road to national unity ~ ist 6 County statelet have been  comrades will not have won their | “an abdication of responsibility”. left at the level o: = .
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